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‘We show that for stochastic processes with freely indepen-
dent increments, the partition-dependent stochastic measures
can be expressed purely in terms of the higher stochastic mea-
sures and the higher diagonal measures of the original process.

1. Introduction.

Starting with an operator-valued stochastic process with freely independent
increments X (t), in [A] we defined two families {Pr;} and {St;} indexed
by set partitions. These objects give a precise meaning to the following
heuristic expressions. For a partition # = (By, Ba,...,By,) € P(k), tem-
porarily denote by c(i) the number of the class B.;) to which i belongs.
Then, heuristically,

Prw(t) = /[0 ) dX(Sc(l))dX(Sc@)) s dX(Sc(k))
)"

and

Stﬂ-(t) = 0.6)" dX(SC(I))dX(SC(Q)) ... dX(SC(k))
all s;’s distinct

In particular, denote by v and Ay the higher stochastic measures and the
higher diagonal measures, defined, respectively, by
¢k(t) = dX(Sl)dX(SQ> .. dX(Sk)

[0,)"
all s;’s distinct

and
A = dX (s k.
k() /[(M)( (s))

Rigorous definitions of all these objects in terms of Riemann sums are given
below. These definitions were motivated by [RW], where corresponding
objects were defined for the usual Lévy processes. There is a number of
differences between the classical and the free case. First, the free increments
property implies that St, = 0 unless 7 is a noncrossing partition. Second,
the point of the analysis of [RW] was that while we are really interested in
the stochastic measures St,, notably 1, these are rather hard to define or
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to handle. However, by the use of Mobius inversion these can be expressed
through the Pr;. It is easy to see that if the increments of the process X
commute, in the defining expression for Pr; all the terms corresponding to
the same class can be collected together, and the result is just a product
measure over the classes of the partition, Pr, = A, Ap, ... Ap, . So in this
way stochastic measures St can be defined using ordinary product measures.
This fact is a consequence of the commutativity of the increments of the
process; in the free probability case the operators do not commute, and
unless the classes of the partition 7 are just intervals we cannot expect Pr,
to be a product measure; indeed a counterexample was given in [A].

In this paper we show that while we cannot expect nice factorization prop-
erties in the general case of noncommuting variables, the free independence
of the increments does imply a product-like property. Namely, by an argu-
ment similar to the above one, if the increments of the process commute, then
Str = Yr(Ap,,AB,,...,Ap,). This property certainly does not hold either
if the increments do not commute, but if the increments are freely indepen-
dent it can be modified as follows. In a noncrossing partition, one distin-
guishes classes which are inner, or covered by some other classes, and outer.
For example, in the noncrossing partition ((1,6,7)(2,5)(3)(4)(8)(9,10)), the
classes {(2,5),(3),(4)} are inner while the classes {(1,6,7),(8),(9,10)} are
outer. For a partition with only outer classes, which therefore have to be
intervals, the product decomposition of Pr; and the above decomposition of
St hold even in the noncommutative case. We show in the main theorem
of this paper that the inner classes, while making a complicated contribu-
tion to Pr;, make only scalar contributions to St,, and those contributions
commute with everything.

We also use the opportunity to make extensions of the definitions of [A]
in various directions. The objects St; and Pr, were defined by limits of
Riemann-like sums with uniform subdivisions. In this paper we extend that
definition to arbitrary subdivisions. We also make some preliminary steps
towards defining multi-dimensional free stochastic measures.

2. Preliminaries.

This paper is a sequel to [A]; see that paper for all the definitions that are
not explicitly provided here.

2.1. Notation. Denote by [n] the set {1,2,...,n}.
For two vectors X = (X1, Xo,...,Xy) and Z = (Z1, Za, ..., Zx_1) denote

XoZ= XlZlX2Z2 oo kaIZklek-

For a collection of vectors {X;}!"_;, denote by (X1, Xa,...,X,) their con-
catenation.
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For a collection of objects {y(z)} and a multi-index 7 = (v1,v2,...,vy),
we will throughout the paper use the notation yz to denote H?Zl yg).
For a family of functions {F}}, where Fj is a function of j arguments, v
a vector with k& components, and B C [k], denote F(v) = Fj(v) and

F(B;0) = Fi|(vi(1); Vi(2)s - - - » Vi(|B]))»

where B = (i(1),i(2),...,i(|B|)). In particular, using this notation y .z =
[Lics yl(,:).

2.2. Partitions. Denote by P(k) and NC(k) the lattice of all set partitions
of the set [k] and its sub-lattice of noncrossing partitions. Let 0 and 1
be the smallest and the largest elements in the lattice ordering, namely
0=1((1),(2),...,(k)) and 1 = (1,2,...,k). Denote by A the join operation
in the lattices. For m € NC(k), denote by K(7) its Kreweras complement.
For m € P(n), define 7°P € P(n) to be 7 taken in the opposite order, i.e.,

. moP . T .
i~j e mh—i+tl)~Mn—j7+1).
For m € P(n),o € P(k), define m + o € P(n + k) by

T+o

i e ((i,j <nyi~ ) or (i > n, (i—n)  (j —n))).
2.3. Free cumulants. All the operators involved will live in an ambient
noncommutative probability space (A,¢), where A is a finite von Neu-
mann algebra, and ¢ is a faithful normal tracial state on it. Let A =
(A1, Ag, ..., Ag) be a k-tuple of self-adjoint operators in (A, ¢). Denote
their joint moments by

For a noncrossing partition 7, denote using the above notation
Mo(A) =[] M(B; A).
Ber

Also define the combinatorial R-transform, or the collection of joint free
cumulants R(A): Denoting

R-(A) = [] R(B: A),
Bem
the functional R is determined inductively by
M(A)= ) R.(A),
c€eNC(k)
or more generally by
Mc(A)= > R,(A).
)

ceNC(k

o<m
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Any such relation can be inverted by using M&bius inversion, so we also get

Re(A)= Y Méb(o,m)M(A),

ceNC(k)
o<

where Mob is the relative Mobius function on the lattice of noncrossing par-
titions. In particular, since |M,(A)| < Hle |Ai|| and Méb(m, o), |NC (k)|
are products of Catalan numbers and so are bounded in norm by 4%, we
conclude that [R,(A)| < 16" [TF_, || Ail|.

Finally, the relation between the free cumulants and free independence is
expressed in the “mixed cumulants are zero” condition: R(A) = 0 whenever
some A;, A; are freely independent.

Definition 1. Let X = (X(l),X(Q), e X(k)) be a k-tuple of free stochastic
measures with distributions u(l), ,u(Q), ..., ¥ Here, u is a freely infinitely
divisible distribution with compact support, and X® is an operator-valued
measure on R that is self-adjoint, additive, stationary, and has freely inde-
pendent increments. We say that the k-tuple is consistent if the following
extra conditions are satisfied.

1) Free increments: For a family of disjoint intervals {I;}. ; and a multi-
index @ of length n, the family {X®)(I;)}_
family.

2) Stationarity: For an interval I and a multi-index u,

P X (1) x @) (1. .. xW)(])]

depends only on @ and |I|.
3) Continuity: For a fixed @, the function

] = X (DX (1) X (1))

is continuous.

| 1s a freely independent

Note that these conditions together imply that for an arbitrary collection
of intervals {I;}7_;, o[X®)(I;)X®2)(L)... X()(I,)] depends only on @
and the sizes of all elements of {();cc; i : G C [n]}. Note also that by defi-
nition and Mobius inversion, the stationarity and continuity properties apply
not just to M, but to M, R, R, as well.

Remark 1. It is easy to see that a k-tuple X is consistent if X = X

for all 4, or if the family {X (i)}le is a freely independent family. More
examples are given in Lemma 10 and in Remark 5.

Fix a consistent k-tuple of free stochastic measures X. For ¢t > 0, denote
X®(t) = X®([0,t)). Throughout most of the paper, we will consider t = 1,
in which case we will omit ¢ from the notation; in particular we will denote
X@(]0,1)) simply by X®. Let S = (I}, I, ..., Iy) be a subdivision of the
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interval [0,t) into N = |S| disjoint half-open intervals, listed in increasing
order. Denote §(S) = maxj<;<n |[;|. Let XJ@ (S) = XO(I;). In the future
we will frequently omit the dependence on S and N in the notation.

Notation 2. For any set G and a partition = € P(k), denote
Gfr:{@EGk:ifT\ri@vi:Uj}

and
Ggﬂ:{ﬁeGk:ilj:vi:vj}.
Denote
> Xp(©S)
VE[N];
and

Pr,(X,S) = ZX

ve[N]E

Definition 3. Define the free stochastic and product measures depending
on a partition to be the limits along the net of subdivisions of the interval
[0,1)

Sta(X,1) = lim Stx(X,.S),

Pr (X,t) = 6(}5%20 Pr.(X,S).

In particular, let the higher diagonal measure be

A(X,t) = St;(X, t) = Pri(X, 1),
and the k-dimensional free stochastic measure be (X, t) = Sty(X, ). If
X = X for all i, we denote A(X,t) by Ag(t) and (X, t) by 1 (t).

Here the limits are taken in the operator norm; the proof of their existence
is part of the arguments in the next section.

Lemma 1. For an arbitrary family of intervals {J; C [0,1)};,, a multi-
index @, and m € NC(k),

R (X (Jy), X®2) (), ..., X ()

(H i ) x ) x| x )y,

Ber |ieB

In particular, for a subdivision S = (Iy, I, . .

~) of [0,1),

LI
Re (X[, X", X)) = || Ry (X0, X0, X))
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Proof. The second statement follows from the first one with all intervals
Ji = I; with a fixed j. For the first statement, it suffices to show that

R(X™ (), X2 (Jy), ..., X (J,))
ﬂ X))y
XU

gee ey

Moreover, since each X9 is an additive process with freely independent in-
crements, R (A1, Ag, ..., A,) is multi-linear in its arguments, and all mixed
cumulants are equal to 0, it suffices to show that

(1) R (X(Ul)(j)7X(“2)(I), . ,X(u")(f))

with I = (", J;. First suppose that I = I;, one of the intervals in a uniform

subdivision, with I; = [%, ﬁ) Then using the same properties as above,
R (X<“1),X<“2>, . ,X(“”)) > R( X x () ..,X5“n>)

VE[N]™

_ ZR( (u1) X(w) '7Xi(un))

_NR< X x L x )

where in the last equality we have used that fact that by stationarity of X,
R(X.(ul),X(u2), e ,Xi(u")) does not depend on i. Therefore

(2 K3

R(x{™, X", X)) = NTUR (x00), x ), x ()

= |L|R <X(“1),X(“2), . ,X(“")) .

By stationarity, it follows that Equation (1) holds for |I| = 1/N and conse-
quently for any rational |I|. The result follows for general I by the continuity
assumption on X. O

This was the main fact used in the proofs of [A], and so the results from
that paper carry over to the consistent k-tuples of free stochastic measures.
Note that all of these results were proven for uniform subdivisions. However,
their proofs carry over to the more general definitions of this paper without
difficulty; see Lemma 2 for an example of a computation. We list some of
those results, with the numbering from [A].

1) Stz(X) = 0 unless 7 is noncrossing (Theorem 1).
2) ¢[Stx(X)] = Rx(X) (Corollary 2).
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3) If m contains an inner singleton and X is centered, then St(X) = 0
(Proposition 1).
4) If Z is freely independent from the free stochastic measure X, then

N

5(21)[2 O;XZZXZ ©[Z]A2(X)
(Corollary 13).

5) The limit defining St exists in the norm topology if the corresponding
limit exists for the free Poisson process. In particular, for any consis-
tent k-tuple X of free stochastic measures, A(X) is well-defined. In
fact, the argument in [A] needs to be modified (Pr should be used in
place of St); such a modification is contained in Lemma 7 of this paper.

Results 2 and 3 are consequences of, and result 4 is parallel to, the fol-
lowing theorem.

Main Theorem. Let m be a noncrossing partition of [k] with o(w) outer
classes By, B, ..., Byxy and i(m) inner classes C1,Ca, . .., Cyry. Then

i(m)
Stﬂ’(X) = H R(CM X) ’ 1/}<A(Bly X)a A(BQ; X)7 R A(BO(TF); X))
i=1
Remark 2. The distinction between the inner and the outer classes of a
noncrossing partition was noted in [BLS]. It would be interesting to see
what the relation is between the conditionally free cumulants of that paper
(which are scalar-valued) and our Str; cf. also [M].

Example 3. Let 7 be as in the theorem, and {X (¢)} be the free Brownian
motion. Then the free cumulants of uy are r1(t) = 0, ro(t) = ¢, r,(t) = 0
for n > 2, and the diagonal measures of X are Aq(t) = X(t), Aq(t) = t,
Ap(t) =0 for n > 2. Therefore the theorem states that

0 if 7 contains a class of more than 2 elements,
Str(X,t) = < 0 if 7 contains an inner singleton,
BB =2y 1y () otherwise
_ {t#{V€ﬂ:|V:2}w#{V6ﬂ:|V|1}(t) if Vi, 7, ’CZ| =2, |BJ‘ =12,

0 otherwise.

Example 4. Let 7 be as in the theorem, and {X(¢)} be the free Poisson
process. Then for n > 1, r,(t) = t, A,(t) = X(t). Therefore the theorem
states that

Str (t) = ti(ﬂ—)d]o(ﬂ) (t)
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3. Proof of the theorem.

We start the analysis with a single free Poisson stochastic measure. It has the
following remarkable representation: One can take I — X (I) to be sp(I)s,
where s is a variable with a semicircular distribution freely independent
from p(I), and I — p(I) is a projection-valued measure, such that disjoint
intervals correspond to orthogonal projections, and p[p(I)] = |I|.

Lemma 2. Given a subdivision S = (I1,12,...,In) of [0,1), let {pl}f\i be

orthogonal projections adding up to 1 with ¢[p;] = |I;|. Let {ZZ]}zG (N],j€lK]

be a family of operators (dependent on S) such that for each i, the family
{Zivj}je[k] is freely independent from p;. In addition, assume that for each i,

at least one of Z; ; is centered, and that for all i,37,S, ||Z; ;|| < ¢/16. Then

lim Zi1piZia . Zigpi = 0,
5(8)%0;1% i,1Pi 442 i,k

where the limit is taken in the operator norm.

Proof. Denote

N N
= Zpizi,1pizi,2 L kpi = Z(pz‘, ..oy pi) 0 2y,
i=1 i=1
where Z; = (Zi1, ..., Z; k). Then
N
(A(S) = (pir- 1) 0 (Ziy (Zo)" - 2y (Z0)),

1=

1
where (Z;)* = (Z},...,Z;;). Then as in [A, Theorem 3],
Pl(A(S)A(S))"]

N
=> Y Riw(Zi,(Zo)*,..., Zi,(Z:)") - Mx(piy i - -, 0i)-
1=1 re NC'(2nk)

At least one Z;; is centered, so for partitions that contribute to the sum,
at least n elements do not belong to singleton classes of K (7). Therefore
|K(m)| <2nk —n and |7| > (n+ 1) (since |7| 4+ |K(7)| = 2nk + 1). Thus

N
(p[(A( Z Z an(p[pi]hﬂ < 42nk02nk5(8)n.

i=1 7€ NC (2nk)
|m|>n+1

Therefore
1A(S) 50 < 8(S)Y/204% e,
and so [|A(S)| < 6(S)'/?*(4¢)*, which converges to 0 as §(S) — 0. O
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Lemma 3. Let [ — X(I) = sp(I)s be a free Poisson stochastic measure
(see [A]), so that X; = sp;s with p; as in Lemma 2. Let Z;; be as in
Lemma 2. Then

N

lim X; Zz 1X Zl 2. Zz sz = 0.
(S)—>D —1 ’

Proof. By the free independence assumption on {Z; ;}, the joint distribution
of {Xi,Zi1,Zip, ..., Z; 1} is, for each i, entirely determined by the distribu-
tion of X; and the joint distribution of {Zi,j}?zl- These distributions, and
hence the conclusion of the lemma, are not changed if we assume in addition
that the family {Z; ; }511 is freely independent from s.

(Xiy ..., Xi) 02y = (spis,...,spis) o Zi = s((piy-..,pi) o (sZ;s))s, where
sZ;s denotes the vector Z; with each term multiplied by s on both sides.
Since s and Z; are freely independent, if Z; ; is centered then so is sZ; ;s.
Then Lemma 2 implies the result. O

Lemma 4. Let 7 € NC(k) have only one outer class B consisting of n + 1
elements. That 1is,

m={(up = L,u1,ug,...,up, =k),n(1),7(2),...,7(n)},

where m(j) is supported on Cj = [uj—1 + 1,u; —1]. Let X be a free Poisson
stochastic measure. Then for X with all X = X,

St (X :H »(C5:X) - A(B; X).

Proof. Let Z; j(N) = Z |o ‘
e([N\{s }),r(j)

N
W2 X 2 Zip X =30 (XM X 0 2(0),
i=1 i=1 GC[n]

(]
54

where Z(G) is a vector of length n such that

Zij—¢lZi4),i € G,
Z2(G);=3"" y
(@) {so[zi,j],jsza.

For G # 0, at least one of the Z(G); is centered. So Lemma 3 applies and
the limit, as §(S) goes to 0, of the appropriate term is 0. On the other
hand, it follows from [A, Corollary 2] that for any ¢ the limit of p[Z; ;] is
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Rr;(Cj;X). We conclude that, denoting 7 = (4,1, . .., 1),
N

lim S X"z, X"z, 7 ,x" =
4(8)—0 i1

N

Ry (X) - @0 2 XD

=

1

<.
Il

Il
s

R.;(X) - A(B; X),
1

<.
I

where A(B;X) is well-defined for the free Poisson stochastic measure by [A,
Corollary 4]. On the other hand,

N
)z X Zig o Zip X = ZStU (X,8),

(]
sl

i=1
where the sum is taken over all partitions o of [k] which contain the class B
and such that for all j, the restriction of ¢ to C} is 7(j). The only noncrossing
partition satisfying these requirements is 7, so

li to(X,S) = St (X).
5@?10;8 (X,S) = Str(X)

Notation 4. Let 7 € NC(k). Then 7 can be written as
7= (Bi(n), Ba(7), ..., Bomy(7), Ta (), Za(7), - - s Loy (1))

Here, {B;()} are outer classes of 7, listed in increasing order. Denote B; =
{j|Ja,b € B; :a < j < b}, the subset covered by B;, and let Z;(m) be the
restriction of 7 to the set B;\B; strictly covered by B;. Denote by Z/() the
noncrossing partition (B;(7),Z;(7)). Finally, denote C(mw) = [k:]\Ufg) B,
and let Z(m) be the partition consisting of all inner classes of m, i.e., the
restriction of 7 to C(m).

Lemma 5. With the above notation, for a consistent k-tuple X of free sto-
chastic measures, Pr;(X) = HO(W) Prr()(X).

Proof. Such a product decomposition is valid for any subdivision S. O

Lemma 6. Let X be a consistent k-tuple of free stochastic measures. Then:

1) The measures Pr (X) and Str(X) are related as follows: For m €
NC(k),

Pr (X)= Y Sts(X),
ceNC(k)
o>

Str(X) = Y Méb(m,0)Prs(X).
ceNC (k)

o>
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2) Let my,m2,..., Ty be noncrossing partitions such that @ = m + mo +
-+ m, € NC(k). For each i, identify m; with a sub-partition of x,
and let C; be the support of m; in [k]. Denote T € NC(k) the partition
(Cl, 02, ey Cn) Then

HS% Ci;X)= > Sto(

i=1 c€eNC(k)

ONT=T

Proof. Statement 1) is based on a purely combinatorial observation that

Pr,(X,S) = Z Ste (X, S)

oceP(k)
o>T

and the fact that St,(X) = 0 for o ¢ NC(k); see Corollary 1 of [A]. State-
ment 2) is based on a purely combinatorial observation that

[ISt=((C5:X),8) = ) St.(X,S)

i=1 oceP(k)
ONT=T

and the same fact. O

Lemma 7. The limit defining Pr;(X) exists in norm if the corresponding
limit exists for the free Poisson stochastic measure.

Proof. Let S = (11,12, ...,In) be a subdivision of [0,1). Let 7 be another
such subdivision, and let SAT = (Ji, Ja, ..., JJyr) be their common refine-
ment. Temporarily denote by p(s) the index ¢ such that J; C I;. Denote
A(S) = Pr(X,S), and similarly for SA 7.

AS) -~ ASAT)= > Z XQ(SAT)-.. > XP(SAT)

Ve[NIE pTH(s1)= P~ (sk)=vk

Z Xg(SAT)

ue[M]k

= ) X HSAT).
p(S)EN
sk,

The above expression A(S) — A(S AT) is a sum with positive coefficients.
Hence so is ((A(S) — A(SAT))(A(S) — A(SAT))*)"™. Therefore its expecta-
tion is a sum over a collection of indices, with weights given by products of
|.Js|, all of which are independent of the distribution of X, of free cumulants
of X of order 2kn. Each of those free cumulants is bounded in norm by
(16 |X]|)?™*, where ||X| = max; HX“W. Since for the free Poisson process

all such cumulants are equal to 1, the result is at most (16 ||X||)?"* times
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the corresponding quantity for the free Poisson process, for which we denote
Pr;(X,S) by a(S). That is,

Pl((A(S) = A(SAT))(A(S) = A(SAT))Y)"]

< (16]1X[)*" ¢[((a(S) — a(S A T))(a(S) — a(S A T))")"],
and so

IA(S) = A(S ATy, < (16 1XID* [[a(S) = a(S A T)lly, »
which implies in particular that

IA(S) = A(S AT)|| < (161 X[)* [|a(S) — a(S A T)]| -
By assumption, the net a(S) converges in norm, and
JAGS) — AT)|| < [ A(S) — AS AT) | + [ A(T) — A(S AT)|
< (16[1X[)*(la(S) = a(S A T)|| + [la(T) — a(S AT)])).

Therefore the net A(S) is a Cauchy net, and so converges. O
Corollary 8. Pr.(X), and hence St;(X), is well-defined for all w,X.

Proof. Let X be a free Poisson stochastic measure. By Lemma 4, St (X)
is well-defined for 7 € NC(k) with a single outer class. Since for such w
and o € NC(k), o > m, o also contains only one outer class, by Lemma 6
Part (1) we conclude that for such 7, Pr;(X) is well-defined as well. By
Lemma 5, Pr;(X) is then well-defined for an arbitrary = € NC(k), and
applying Lemma 6 Part (1) again implies that St,(X) is well-defined for an
arbitrary 7 as well. Finally, by Lemma 7 the same is true for an arbitrary
consistent k-tuple X of free stochastic measures. O

Corollary 9. Let X be a consistent k-tuple of free stochastic measures. For
an interval I, define A(X)(I) = lims(s)—o St;(X,S), where S is a subdivi-
sion of I in place of [0,1). With this notation, A(X) is a free stochastic
measure.

Lemma 10. Let X be a consistent k-tuple of free stochastic measures. Let
G1,Ga,...,Gm C [K], and denote Xg = (X)), X®2)  xM@ac)) for G =
(u1 <wg < -+ <wg). Then the m-tuple

(A(XG1)7 A(XG2)7 SRR A(XGm))
1s also consistent.

Proof. The free increments property and stationarity follow immediately
from the corresponding properties of X. For a general n-tuple Y of free
stochastic measures that has these two properties, by stationarity the con-
tinuity property is equivalent to the continuity of the function

t oY) . Y@ (@)
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for all ¢, 5. By Mobius inversion, this is equivalent to the continuity of ¢ —
R(Y@)(#), ..., Y@)(#)) for all t,5. By additivity and the free increments
property, this is equivalent to the continuity of this function, for all v, at
t = 0, and so to the same property for M.

Thus finally, for the m-tuple in the hypothesis, it suffices to prove that
V[A(Xg,, H)A(Xg,, t) ... A(Xg,,,t)] — 0 as t — 0. Note that we do not
need to put in a multi-index o since {G; };~, is already an arbitrary collection
of subsets of [k]. Denote by o € NC(I) the partition (By, Ba, ..., B,,) with
interval classes

Jj—1 J
&—{(2}@0+an§]@@,
s=1 s=1
and let Y = (X¢y, Xy, - - -y X@,,)- Clearly Y is a consistent [-tuple. Then
VI AXy, DA(Xay, t) ... A(Xg,,, )]
= ¢[Pro(Y(1)] = D wlSt-(Y(1))]

T>0
= STR(Y() = S tR(Y)
T>0 T>0
by Lemma 1, and so goes to 0 as t — 0. (]

Lemma 11. Let 0 = (B1, Ba, ..., By) be an interval partition of [k]. Then
AABEX), .., A(Ba X)) = AX).

Proof. Let S = (I1,1I2,...,In) be a subdivision of [0,1). For each i, let

Si = (Lin, Li2, - .., Lim,;) be a subdivision of I;, and 7 be the subdivision of

[0,1) obtained by combining {S;}Y,. Then as §(S1),...,d(Sx) — 0, also

d(7T) — 0. Therefore

lim  AX,T) = AX),
5(S1),...,0(Sn)—0

and so A(X) is also the limit of the left-hand-side if in addition §(S) — 0.
Here
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and

6(}8%20551 thN_)OZHA = hm ZHA

=1j=1 z 1j=1

Therefore the difference
AA(BLX), ..., A(Bu X)) — A(X)
is the limit, as 6(S1),...,d(Sy) — 0 and then as 6(S) — 0, of

_;EUXU) is)

This expression is a sum with positive coefficients. Also, for the free Poisson
process,

A(A(B1;X),...,A(Bp; X)) —A(X) = A(X,...,X) - X =0.
By the same estimates as in Lemma 7, the result follows. O

Lemma 12. For m € NC(k),

Str(X) = Ry(x) (C(m); X) - St(B, (1), B(7),.... By (7 (U Bi( )

Proof. Let C be an inner class of 7, and let 7’ € NC(k — |C|) be the
restriction of 7 to [k]\C. Then it suffices to prove that

Stz (X) = R(C; X) - St (([K]\C); X).
Denote A = St(X) — R(C; X) - St (([K]\C); X).

P(AAY) = 3 (~R(C; X)) p[Str, (X1)Stry (Xs) . Sty (Xan),
GC[2n]

where:

If j ¢ G, j odd, then m; = 7, X; = X.

If j € G, j even, then m; = 7P, X; = XP.

If j € G, j odd, then m; = ', X; = (([k]\C); X).

If j € G, j even, then m; = (7')P, X; = (([k]\C); X)P

Denote g = w1 + 72 + - - - + map. Let C;(G) be the support of m; identified
as a sub-partition of 7, and let 7¢ = (C1(G), C2(G),...,Co(G)). Then
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by Part (2) of Lemma 6,

HAHSZ = Z (_1)IG|R(07 X)‘Gl Z @[StU(XhXQa"')XQn)}
GC[2n] cENC(2nk—|G|-|C))
oNTG=TTG
- Z (_1>|G| Z R(Cv X)‘GIRU(XMXQa"'vXQn)'
GC|[2n] ceNC(2nk—|G|-|C])
oNTG=TTg

Fix G C [2n]. Let 0 € NC(2nk), o A1y = mp, where 75 = 1p 4+ --- +
1, and g =T+ 7P+ 7+ + 7P, Denote C? = (k+ 1 — C) the
class of 7°P corresponding to C. Since C is an inner class of 7, the con-
dition o A 7y = mp implies that (2jk + C) and ((25 + 1)k + C°P) are
classes of o for 0 < j < m. Let go map such a o to the partition in
NC(2nk — |G| - |C]) obtained by removing from o the classes (2jk + C)
for (25 4+ 1) € G and ((25 + 1)k + C°P) for (2j +2) € G. It is easy to see
that g¢ is a bijection onto {o € NC(2nk — |G| - |C|)|oc A 7¢ = 7g}, and that
R(C; X)ICR(5)(X1,Xa, ..., X2p) = Re(X, X, ..., X). Therefore

IAlIGn = > (DI Y R(X,X,...,X)=0

GC[2n] oceNC(2nk)
ONTY=Ty

since the first sum equals to 0. O

Proof of the Main Theorem. The statement of the theorem holds for 7 = 0.
From now on, assume m > 0. The proof will proceed by induction on k.
The statement of the theorem is vacuous for k = 1; assume that it holds for
all tuples of less than k elements.

By Lemma 12,

Sty () (Bi(m); X) = R, (m) (Bi(m)\Bi(m); X) - A(Bi(w); X).
Therefore

Pr(Bim:X) = S Sto,(Bi(m)i X)
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Then by Lemma 5,

o(m)
Prr(X) = [ [ Przm (Bi(r); X)
=1

o(m)
=[I > (Biey(B(0:)\B(0:); X) - A(B(0:); X))

=1 0y, >T}(m)

o>T j=1
Vi:B;(0)=B;(m)

= ) Ry (C(0);X)

o>T

Vi:B;(0)=B;(m)
x Pry (A(Bi(0); X), -, A(Bo(m) (0); X))

In its turn,
Pry,  (A(B(0):X). ... AByr)(0): X))
= Z Stp(A(Bl(U)’X)"A(BO(W)(O'),X))
peNC (o(m))

Since 7 > 0, o has at most k—1 classes, so the induction hypothesis applies
to Y = (A(B1(0); X), ..., A(Byo)(0); X)). Thus

(2)  Stp(Y) = Rz (C(p); Y) - (A(B1(p); Y), - -, A(Bo(p) (0); Y))-
Define the map f : NC(o(m)) x {a € NC(k)|o > ,Vi: Bi(o) :%} —

NC(k) by i 727 j o (i 2 §) or (i € By(0),j € Bi(0),s £ 1)). Note that
the outer classes of f(p, o) are in one-to-one correspondence with the outer
classes of p, and each inner class of f(p,o) corresponds to a unique inner
class of either p or o. It is easy to see that f is in fact a bijection onto
{r € NC(k)|r > 7}. Combining Equation (2) with Lemma 11, we see that
RI(O') (C(U>7 X) ’ StP<A(Bl(U); X)v s 7A(Bo(7r) (U); X))
= RI(T) (C(T)7 X) ’ 1/J(A(Bl(T)? X)? SRR A(BO(T) (T); X))7

with 7 = f(p, o). Therefore

Prr(X) = ) Rz(r)(C(); X)

T>T

X T;Z)(A(Bl (T)> X)v A(B2(T); X)v SR A(BO(T) (7—); X))
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On the other hand, for all 7, Pr(X) = > < _St,(X). Note that the M&bius

inversion formula for 7w > 0, involves only ¢ > 0;. Therefore, applying this
formula,

T>T

1(
X P(A(Bi(m), X), A(Ba(7); X), . . ., A(Bo(r) (7); X))
)

= || B(Ci; X) - p(A(B1;X), A(Bg; X)), . .., A(By(r); X))

O

Remark 5 (Higher-dimensional analogs). The Main Theorem gives a com-
plete description of the higher stochastic measures St as given in Defini-
tion 3. However, under the original definitions of [RW] (modified for pro-
cesses with freely independent increments) these only correspond to values
on cubes, hence their dependence on only 1 and not k parameters. In this
remark we briefly describe how one could extend the definition to more
general rectangles of the form I = [aj,b1) X [ag,b2) X -+ X [ag,bk). It
is clear that it suffices to give the definition only for the case when for
1 < i,j < k the intervals [a;,b;) and [aj,b;) are either disjoint or the
same (one then needs to show that the resulting definition is consistent).
Assume that the rectangle I is of this form. Then we can define a par-

tition 7(I) € P(k) by ¢ ) Jj € lai,b;) = [aj,b;). Let m(I) have classes

B1,Bs,...,B;. Let c(i) be the index such that i € B.;,1 < i < k.
Let X be a free stochastic measure, and X a k-tuple of free stochastic
measures given by XU)([a,b)) = X([a — a;,b — a;)). The conditions on
a;, b; imply that this k-tuple is consistent. Let S = {S;} be subdivisions
of [ac-1(j),be-1(57),1 < j < I into intervals I;s. For o € NC(k), denote

S, = {17 € NP+ (15, L) NRE # (z)}. Note that if 7(I) = 1 and S is a
single subdivision with N classes, S, = [N]X. Define

k
Sto(X,8) = > [[X(Tiw)

ves, =1
and St(I) = limg(g)_oSt;(X,S). It follows immediately that St(I) = 0
unless o < 7(I). Indeed, if o £ 7(I) then for any subdivision S, S, = ().
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