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CLASSICAL INFINITE DIVISIBILITY, SELF-DECOMPOSABILITY
AND BELL-SHAPE OF FREE STABLE LAWS

MIN WANG

ABSTRACT. We determine the classical infinite divisibility, self-decomposability and ex-
tended Thorin regions of the strictly free stable family. Above index one, infinite divisibility
and self-decomposability hold on two extremal skewness intervals, with distinct maximal
indices arp = 1.5240739610... and asp = 1.4283571142.... Below one, every law is self-
decomposable, whereas the Thorin region is a central interval; the optimal uniform bound
is 4/5. We characterize the boundaries by global contact conditions and derive their dif-
ferent asymptotic scales at index one. A common phase representation also gives an exact
bell-shape test, strictly bell-shaped examples outside the Thorin class, and an unbounded
number of skewness components near one. The exceptional free one-stable family admits
an explicit integer criterion. The proofs combine analytic estimates with finite interval
certificates. The bell-shape results do not constitute a full parameter classification.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Free stability does not imply stability under classical convolution. This distinction
leads to a natural question: which free stable laws are classically infinitely divisible, self-
decomposable, or generalized gamma convolutions? We answer these three questions and
study the related bell-shape problem.

Bercovici and Pata established the role of free stable laws in free limit theory, with their
density geometry and duality developed in Biane’s appendix [2]. Explicit Mellin and char-
acteristic transforms were obtained by Hasebe and Kuznetsov [5, Theorems 1-3|. Hasebe,
Simon and Wang proved classical infinite divisibility for indices at most one, excluded sym-
metric laws above one, and proved the extended Thorin property for indices at most 3/4
[6, Theorems 1 and 2]. They conjectured the optimal Thorin bound 4/5 and discussed the
possible exclusion of all indices above one from classical infinite divisibility. We prove the
former and disprove the latter. In fact, Proposition D.1 gives an analytic ID region above
one before any finite certificate is used.

1.1. Normalization and terminology. Write G,(z) = [z(z — ) 'u(dz) and F, = 1/G,,.
The Voiculescu transform is ¢, (z) = F,; }(z) — 2, initially on a suitable domain near infinity

in the upper half-plane. We use the nol;malization in [7, Introduction]: X, , has transform
(1.1) Gap(z) = —€ TP Imz > 0,

with admissible parameters

(1.2) A={0<a<1,0<p<1}U{l<a<2, 1-1/a<p<1/a}.

Reflection replaces p by 1 — p. All these laws are freely infinitely divisible. Throughout the
paper, however, ID and SD refer to classical additive convolution, denoted by .

Definition 1.1 (Classical convolution classes). A probability law p is infinitely divisible
(ID) if, for every n > 1, it can be written as u = p" for a probability law p,. It is self-
decomposable (SD) if for every ¢ € (0, 1) there is a probability law u. such that g = D.px* pe,
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where D, is the law of ¢X when X has law p; see [12, Sections 7 and 15]. An ID law belongs
to the extended Thorin class, abbreviated GGC, when its Lévy measure has the form

(1.3) v(dx) = k+< ) k-(zz)

— 10 dr + ———= 2] 2) 1oy dx
with completely monotone kernels ky,k_ on (0,00). Here complete monotonicity means
(=1)* £ (x) > 0 for every n > 0 and x > 0. We allow translations and Gaussian factors, as
in [4, Chapter 7, (7.1.5)].

For an ID law with the representation (1.3), the SD criterion is that both kernels are
nonnegative and nonincreasing [12, Theorem 15.10]. Thus GGC implies SD, and SD implies
ID. The GGC notation here includes two-sided laws; point masses satisfy all three properties.

1.2. The three classification theorems. The ID and SD regions above one consist of
intervals adjoining the two extremal skewnesses. Their inner boundaries are different, as are
their maximal indices. Below one, the GGC region is instead central. The following theorems
give exact implicit classifications; Section 3 defines their boundaries through explicit analytic
transforms.

Theorem 1.2 (Classical infinite divisibility). There is a unique maximal ID index cup, with
(1.4) 1.52407396102878875153 < aqp < 1.52407396102878875155.

Every admissible X, , with o <1 is ID. For 1 < a < arp, ID holds exactly when

(1.5) pel—1/a,1—r(a)]Ur(a),l/qa].

Here r is continuous, 1/2 < r(a) < 1/a below the cutoff, r(amp) = 1/aup, and r(a) — 1/2
as a | 1. There are no ID laws for a > amp. The curve r has the global first-contact
description (3.4); it is computable to arbitrary positive rational accuracy at every computable
o€ (1, OqD).

Theorem 1.3 (Extended generalized gamma convolutions). Every admissible skewness is
GGC for0 < a < 4/5 and for a« = 1. No admissible law with o > 1 is GGC. For4/5 < a < 1,
the exact GGC section is

(1.6) [9(), 1 = g(@)].

The function g is continuous on (0,1], on setting g = 0 for « < 4/5 and at « = 1, and is
locally Lipschitz on (4/5,1). On that interval 0 < g(a) < 1/2. Its global first-angular-contact
description is (3.6), and g(a) is computable to arbitrary positive rational accuracy for every
computable such . Thus 4/5 is the optimal bound for GGC at all skewnesses.

Theorem 1.4 (Classical self-decomposability). Every admissible law with 0 < o <1 is SD.
There is a unique maximal SD index asp, satisfying

(1.7) 1.4283571142 < agp < 1.4283571143,

such that the SD section for 1 < a < agp s exactly

(1.8) [1—-1/a,1—s(a)|U[s(a),1/al.

The function s is continuous, computable at computable indices below the cutoff, and satisfies
r(a) <s(a) <1l/a (1 <a<agp), s(asp) = 1/asp.

It is the global first-contact curve of the derivative transform —zJF.(z) defined in Section 3.
No low with o > agp is SD. Near index one,

(1.9) s(1+¢e)= = 5+ 3ff+ o(+/¢).
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1.3. Bell-shape.

Definition 1.5 (Bell-shape and whale-shape). A smooth probability density on R is strictly
bell-shaped (BS) if it tends to zero at both infinities and its nth derivative has exactly n
changes of sign for every n > 0. A probability law is weakly bell-shaped if convolution with
every nondegenerate Gaussian has a strictly bell-shaped density. These are the conventions
of [11, Introduction]; they do not require all derivative zeros to be simple. A density on a
half-line is whale-shaped if it is smooth in the interior, vanishes at both ends, and each deriv-
ative of positive order has exactly one zero in the interior, as in [7, Introduction, definition
preceding Theorem 4].

Smooth weakly bell-shaped densities are strictly bell-shaped [11, Theorems 1.1 and 1.3].
Their transform characterization replaces the derivative conditions by restrictions on cross-
ings of integer phase levels. It permits bell-shape even when the phase itself is not monotone,
and hence beyond the Thorin region.

Theorem 1.6 (Selected bell-shape results). The following statements hold.

(1) No admissible law with o > 1 is even weakly bell-shaped. At o = 1, every interior-
skewness density is a drifted Cauchy density and is strictly bell-shaped.

(2) For 0 < a < 1 and 0 < p < 1, strict bell-shape is equivalent to the two integer-
level conditions in (5.1). The GGC region satisfies these conditions, but there are
nonempty open sets of strictly bell-shaped laws outside the GGC region.

(3) For every fixed 0 < o < 1, the strictly bell-shaped skewness set is a finite union
of intervals, closed relative to (0,1), and possibly isolated points. It contains a cen-
tral interval and intervals next to both endpoints. The endpoint laws themselves are
whale-shaped and weakly bell-shaped, but are not strictly bell-shaped. The number of
components tends to infinity as o T 1.

(4) Let C be standard Cauchy and let T be the exceptional free one-stable law with
Voiculescu transform —logz. For A > 0, B # 0, the law of AC 4+ BT is strictly
bell-shaped if and only if

A
1.10 — e N.
For A =0, it is weakly bell-shaped and whale-shaped. All these exceptional laws are
SD, and they are GGC exactly when B = 0.

The full bell-shape parameter set is not determined by these statements.

The sums in the exceptional family can be realized with independent classical summands:
convolution by a Cauchy law agrees with free convolution by that Cauchy law. The case
B =0, A > 0 is simply Cauchy; A = B = 0 is a point mass. It must be kept separate from
the strictly stable family X ,.

1.4. Method of proof and organization. Two analytic representations govern the classi-
fications. Above one, a signed Lévy representation reduces ID to positivity of one kernel and
SD to positivity of its negative logarithmic derivative. Below one, Cauchy subordination
expresses the Lévy densities through a single analytic phase. GGC asks that this phase
be nondecreasing; bell-shape only restricts its integer-level crossings. Section 2 gives the
common criteria, and Sections 3-5 apply them to the free stable family.

In each boundary problem, estimates at zero and infinity reduce the remaining sign ques-
tions to compact domains. Finite interval certificates then provide the required signs on
whole parameter boxes. This distinction is essential: a local double-root equation does not
identify a global boundary. Theorem F.7 exhibits competing global ID contacts. Our bound-
ary algorithms give any prescribed positive error; they do not decide equality to an arbitrary
computable real input.

Section 6 compares the boundary scales and records the computational dependencies.
Appendices A-H contain the longer estimates and the specifications needed to reproduce
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the finite checks. All theorem statements include their boundary cases. The remaining
bell-shape questions are stated at the end of Section 6.

We use N = {1,2,...} and use a interchangeably with « in proofs. Complex powers take
their principal values unless a continued boundary branch is specified. A computable real is
one for which rational approximations with any prescribed rational error can be produced by
an algorithm. All terminating decimals in certificate inputs denote exact rational numbers.

2. ANALYTIC CRITERIA

The proofs use two reductions: harmonic interpolation for signed Lévy kernels, and a
phase representation for Cauchy subordination. We state them separately to make clear
which properties are used above and below index one.

2.1. A sector principle for signed Lévy kernels.

Lemma 2.1 (Sector interpolation). Let F' be holomorphic in a neighborhood of a sector
Oy < argz < 61, z # 0, whose opening is w. Suppose that, for some p < w/w, uniformly on
that sector,

[F(2)] < C(l2]" +[277).

If Re F > 0 on its two boundary rays, then Re F' > 0 throughout the sector. Unless Re F'
is tdentically zero, it is strictly positive in the interior. The same assertion holds with F
replaced by —zF'(z) when the growth assumption holds on a slightly larger sector.

Proof. Choose p < g < 7/w and write 6,, = (6p 4+ 61)/2. The harmonic function
(r*+r79) cos(q(0 — 0.))

is positive on the closed sector. Add e times this function to Re F'. It dominates a possible
negative value on both circular edges of a sufficiently large truncated annular sector. The
minimum principle, followed by the radial limits and then € | 0, proves nonnegativity. The
strong minimum principle gives strictness. Cauchy’s derivative bound on disks of radius
proportional to |z| gives the stated growth for zF’(z) on the smaller sector. O

Suppose a family has a signed Lévy representation, with nonnegative Gaussian coefficient
and [(1A2?)|v|(dz) < oo, whose only possibly negative kernel is Ky(x) = Re F/(ze'), while
the other kernel is completely monotone. Uniqueness of the signed Lévy representation makes
ID equivalent to Ky > 0. If Ky(z) — 0 at infinity, then SD is equivalent to

—zKp(z) = Re[—2F'(2)] > 0, 2 = xe.

Indeed nonincreasingness and the zero limit already force Ky > 0. Lemma 2.1 therefore
proves interval convexity of both admissible ray sets whenever the intervening sectors satisfy
its hypotheses. This conclusion alone gives neither nonemptiness nor inclusion of an extremal
ray. Those are separate global requirements.

2.2. A common phase for Cauchy subordination.

Definition 2.2 (Complete Bernstein and Stieltjes functions). A complete Bernstein func-
tion is a nonnegative function on (0,00) with a holomorphic continuation to C\ (—oo,0]
whose imaginary part is nonnegative in the upper half-plane. We use the equivalent analytic
characterization in [14, Theorem 6.2]. A Stieltjes function has a representation

Gz)=c+d/z+ [ (48 lo(dt), ¢,d>0, / (14 1) lo(dt) < oo,
(0,00) (0,00)

where o is positive; see [14, Definition 2.1].
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Let Y > 0 have Laplace transform L(z) = e () with ¢ a complete Bernstein function
and ¥(0) = 0. Assume also, on every closed proper slit sector,

(2.1) ¥(z) = O(l2") (2 —=0)

for some v > 0. This condition is satisfied in our application. Let C,(t) be the Cauchy
process with scale ¢sin(mp) and drift —¢ cos(mp), independently of ¥, where 0 < p < 1. For
8 € (0,7) put

(2.2) Py(u) = n ' Imp(ue®),  u>0.

Theorem 2.3 (Cauchy-subordination criteria). The law p, = L(C,(Y)) is ID and has
completely monotone Lévy densities on both open half-lines. Their densities are

(2.3)  vi(x) = / P (u)du, v () = / Py (w)du, x>0,
0 0

Consequently:

(1) p, is GGC if and only if both functions P in (2.3) are nondecreasing;
2) p, is SD if and only if, for each of these two functions,

(
(2.4) /OO e "“(ur —1)P(u)du >0 for every x > 0;
0
(

3) p, is weakly bell-shaped if and only if P(u) —m changes sign at most once for each
m € N and each of the two rays. If its density is smooth, this is also the strict
bell-shape criterion.

In addition, if Y is SD, then u, is SD. This preservation assertion is the one-dimensional
Cauchy case of the more general subordination result [13, Theorem 3.1(i)].

Proof. Use fi(§) = [g e ®*u(dx). For £ > 0,

fip(€) = exp{—(e™ P~ 1/D¢)}.

The right-half-plane logarithm exists. Its boundary imaginary parts at £ = iu and £ = —iu
are respectively —7mPr,(u) and 7P _p)(u). The sign here is fixed by the displayed minus-
Fourier convention; in particular a positive exponential factor corresponds to a positive step
in the positive spectral variable.

A complete Bernstein function is O(|z|) at infinity on a closed proper slit sector. Together
with (2.1), this permits the twice-subtracted half-plane Cauchy formula. After the linear
term is absorbed into the drift, that formula gives

1 1 )
(25) log (€)= —idé + [ { e = w4 Sl gusy ol du,

where the normalization at £ = 0 is zero and

Sp(u) = P7Tp<u) (u > 0)7 90(u> = _P7r(1—p)<_u> (u < 0)'

One may equivalently use the regularization in [11, (1.1)]; the difference is a drift and a
real normalization constant. The origin integrals converge because P(u) = O(u?), and
J7° P(u)u=3du < oo since P(u) = O(u). To justify the Cauchy formula directly, apply it
first between radii € and R after subtracting the value and linear part at a fixed positive
point. The small arc tends to zero by (2.1); the twice-subtracted large arc tends to zero using
the linear growth. Normalizing at zero yields (2.5). The only remaining entire ambiguity is
linear and purely imaginary on the Fourier axis, and hence is drift.
For u > 0, the identity

1 1

> fiﬁx_l —UT 4 —
/O(e )e T riE u

and its reflected version identify the Lévy densities as (2.3). Truncation at u = €, R first
justifies Fubini; the stated bounds give the Lévy integrability needed to pass to the limit.
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Positivity of P follows from the Pick property of . This also proves ID without requiring
bell-shape.

For a nonnegative continuous P with P(0) = 0, the function z [;° e "*P(u)du is com-
pletely monotone exactly when P is nondecreasing. Sufficiency follows by Stieltjes integration
by parts. For necessity, represent that completely monotone function as [ e "*U(du) and
divide by x; uniqueness of Laplace transforms gives P(u) = U([0,u]) almost everywhere,
hence everywhere in the continuous case. This proves the GGC assertion. Differentiating
zvy(x) under the integral proves (2.4) and the SD assertion by the Lévy-kernel criterion.

The representation (2.5), with the integrability just checked, is the representation in [11,
Theorems 1.1 and 1.3]. Its regularity condition holds because |fi,| < 1: the real part is
integrable near zero and £Imfi,(§) — 0 there. Their characterization gives the integer-level

assertion; the level zero has the required sign already. Finally, positive SD gives Y’ 2y +Z.
with Z. > 0 independent of Y’. Conditional independence of Cauchy increments and its strict

one-stability give C,(Y) 4 cCy(Y') + C(Z), proving the final claim. O

Remark 2.4. GGC asks for monotonicity of the entire phase, while bell-shape only forbids a
downward passage through an integer. SD is the intermediate Laplace-average test (2.4); it
is not a pointwise phase monotonicity condition. These distinctions explain why equality of
the three parameter regions should not be expected.

3. CRITICAL CURVES FOR ID AND GGC

The Wright transform connects the abstract criteria with the free stable parameters. For
a > 0, write [5, Theorem 3]

[e.o]
Zn

(3.1) Wa(z) = 3 n[(2+4 (a—1)n)’

n=0

For reference, the Wright characteristic transform, in the plus-Fourier convention ¢, ,(t) =
Eei*Xew is [5, Theorem 3, (21)]

(3.2) Do p(t) = Wy (—e 1), w=m(p—3), t>0.

For 0 < o < 1, Xo = Xq,1 has transform La(s) = Wy(—s“) and lower endpoint b, =
a(l —a)l/ o=l Complex powers use the principal branch unless a continued boundary branch
is specified.

In the appendices, o, denotes amp. We write [2"]f for coefficient extraction and (u), =
w(u+1) - (u+mn—1), with (u)g = 1. The functions 1 F; and 2F; below use the series
pFo(a;b;2) = 37, 50 I1;(ai)n 2™ /(I1;(bj)nn!) on its disk of convergence, followed by analytic

continuation where specified [15, Section 16.2]. We use HY = S kT Hy, = M Euler’s
constant 7, and the Riemann zeta function ¢. The Bernoulli convention is z/(e* — 1) =
Yoo Bnz"/nl, so By = —1/2.

For a > 1 all zeros are negative real by [1, Theorem 1], applied with parameters a — 1 and
2. Stirling’s formula for the coefficients gives order 1/a < 1. Since W, is not a polynomial,
Hadamard factorization then gives infinitely many zeros and a genus-zero product, with
no exponential factor and with constant factor W,(0) = 1. Denote them by —\,, with

multiplicity, and put r, = )\}L “. The product and signed Lévy formulas used below are
proved in the signed-kernel calculation following Proposition D.1 and in Proposition D.2.
Define

1z o —z a .
(3.3)  Fu(z) = Wzn:/O e flog |1 — (t/ra)"| + imlyspy } A, Rez>0.

The series of integrals converges normally on this half-plane. For upper-half skewness the
only possibly negative Lévy kernel is K, ,(z) = ReF,(ze”™(177). The other kernel is
completely monotone.
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3.1. ID: global positivity and the first zero ray. For 1 < a < «aqp, the curve in
Theorem 1.2 is specified by

(3.4) m(1 —r(a)) = min {0 € (r(1—1/a),7/2) : Re Fu(ze~ ) = 0 for some = > 0} .

The cutoff is the unique zero minimum of the extremal kernel described in Theorem E.3. In
particular the number (1.4) is not defined by a numerical fit.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. For a < 1 use [6, Theorem 1(a)]. For a > 1, the signed representation
and uniqueness give ID exactly when K > 0. Its holomorphic growth is O(|z|® 4 |z|7%) on
proper half-plane subsectors. Admissible angular differences are less than 7/2, and a < 2,
so Lemma 2.1 proves that every nonempty upper-half section is an interval. This step does
not assume that an extremal law is ID.

The complete extremal positivity theorem (Theorem E.6) proves that the endpoint kernels
are strictly positive for 1 < a < ayp and nonnegative at ayp. Theorems E.3 and E.4
establish the unique cutoff and exclude every other skewness above it, using separate skewness
witnesses. Strict origin and infinite-tail bounds, together with compactness of the remaining
radii, make strict extremal positivity stable under a small skewness perturbation. Hence the
ID interval has positive width below the cutoff.

At its inner boundary the kernel must vanish at some finite nonzero radius; otherwise those
same uniform bounds extend the interval. The zeros are finite in number, since the kernel is
analytic in radius and strictly positive at both ends. At any boundary zero, K, = 0, K., > 0,
and the Hopf boundary lemma gives K, > 0. This proves (3.4). The full compactness and
Hopf argument is given in Theorem E.8.

Weak closedness of ID gives lower semicontinuity of the boundary. Strict positivity on
every interior ray, with uniform end bounds, gives upper semicontinuity. The endpoint
assertions follow by the same argument and the near-one ID rectangles. Finally, the finite-
radius cutoffs and spectral remainder in Theorem G.2 allow simultaneous searches for strict
positive covers and strict negative witnesses. Two rational trial rays eventually bracket the
boundary to any requested accuracy. This proves computability without assuming unique
contact or a decision algorithm at equality. O

3.2. GGC: the first loss of phase monotonicity. For 0 < a < 1 put
(3.5)  Lg(2) = Wa(—2%), a(2) = —logLa(2), Ha(2) =2 (2), by =a(l— a)l/“*l.

The logarithm is continued from the positive axis. Its global slit-plane existence is justified
in Lemma 4.1 below. For 4/5 < a <1,

(3.6) m(l1 —g(a)) =min{argz: 7/2 <argz < m,Im H,(z) =0}.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. The uniform sufficiency up to 4/5 is Theorem C.4: it combines the
earlier GGC theorem with a complete Kanter phase certificate on the remaining compact
parameter range and explicit infinite-tail estimates. Theorem A.3 proves failure of the one-
sided GGC property for every 4/5 < a < 1 by a transferred oscillation argument. No
conclusion is inferred merely from failure of a factor’s GGC property.

For each remaining index, Theorem B.14 proves the symmetric law GGC. The positive-
real criterion and harmonic sector interpolation then give a central interval. Strict positivity
on inner rays gives a nontrivial central neighborhood. At its outer boundary the first zero
of Im H, occurs at a finite nonzero radius: the Wright origin series and uniform large-radius
expansion exclude both radial ends. The Hopf lemma gives, at such a contact,

Im H, = Im(zH]) =0, Re(zH}) < 0.

Compactness of the contact set and the strict angular derivative yield continuity and local
Lipschitz regularity, as detailed in Theorem B.15. Theorem B.11 gives g(a) — 0 at one. The
effective sector and tail bounds in Theorem G.2 prove the computability assertion.
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For a > 1, the Wright zeros give zeros of the holomorphic characteristic transform in
the open right half-plane. The canonical extended Thorin representation is zero-free there,
proving exclusion (Theorem A.2). At a = 1 the strictly stable family consists of Cauchy laws
and point masses, both GGC. This proves all cases. O

4. SELF-DECOMPOSABILITY

For a < 1, we prove SD for the positive law and pass to every skewness by Cauchy subor-
dination. For a > 1, we apply the sector principle to the differentiated signed kernel. The
endpoint estimates and the finite transition cover then determine the global SD boundary.

4.1. The positive law and its analytic phase.

Lemma 4.1 (Whale-shaped factorization). For 0 < a < 1, L, is zero-free on the slit plane,
Y, = —log L, is a complete Bernstein function, and

(4.1) 0 < Im{e)g(2) — bgz} < 2arg z, 0 <argz <.
Moreover X, 4 Cy(Xan) for0 < p < 1.

Proof. The translated density of X, 1 — b, is whale-shaped by [6, Theorem 4(a)]. By [11,
Theorem 1.13], it is the convolution of an exponential density and an integrable completely
monotone function. On normalizing the second factor,

e Ly(2) G(z), G(0) =1,

Atz
where A > 0 and G is a nonzero Stieltjes function. For 0 < argz = 6 < 7, all terms
in its Stieltjes representation have arguments between —f and zero, so G is zero-free and
—argG € [0,0]. Also 0 < arg(A + z) < 6. This proves zero-freeness and (4.1), with the
branch continued from z > 0. The exponent is nonnegative on the positive axis and has
nonnegative imaginary part in the upper half-plane. The Pick characterization of complete
Bernstein functions [14, Theorem 6.2] applies. Finally, the Cauchy factorization is [7, (8)];
it can also be checked directly by comparing the Wright characteristic transforms. O

Proposition 4.2 (Positive SD below one). For 4/5 < a < 1, the Lévy kernel of X, 1 is
strictly decreasing on (0,00).
Proof. Put f=1—a, c= "% and Z = (X,1 — ba)/c. Write j,(y)/y for the Lévy density
of Z. The inverse equation in logarithmic Cauchy-transform coordinates is
(a—1)v
a e

42 a = —e ¥V — = .
(42) ha(v) = 2 — e =S =y

Its removable valueat a =1is 1 —e™?

) = YL G, Fa) =3 fu@y" da) = 3 k(@

& n>0 n>0

— v. The two physical inverse branches give

These are the rational parameter polynomials constructed in Lemma D.4, with fy = 1 and
ko = 3/2.
We first justify an all-order remainder, including the endpoint a = 1 used in the compact
cover. In the strip |Imv| < 27/a, the horizontal boundary images have the form
C — eF2m/ap(t), C=—a/B, B(t)=e'-pgle
The range of B is [C, 00), and the distance of this boundary line from zero is at least
%sin(Zﬂﬁ/a) > 4.

The inequality follows from sin(27u) > 4u for 0 < u < 1/4. The right asymptotic value has
modulus at least four and the left boundary diverges. Together with the root bound below,
these estimates permit homotopy through ¢ = 1 from Lemma D.4: there are exactly two
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inverse roots for |y| < 4, and their only interior critical point is zero. Hence F, and the
Volterra kernel j, are holomorphic in that disk.
For n > 1 choose R,, = 4n/(n+ 1) and M,, = [3(n +1)/2]°. At 8 =1/5,
2 1
1— M= > 0.
B BBt M) = My P = =y = oy

The left side is concave in § and vanishes at zero, so it is positive for 0 < 8 < 1/5. The
corresponding limiting inequality holds at zero. The reverse triangle inequality in (4.2)
excludes Rev > log M,, when |y| = R,. Therefore |F,(y)| < M,/2 on that circle and
Cauchy’s bound gives

(4.3) fal@)] < 12(n+1)%47",  |kn(a)| < 128(n + 1)347".

For completeness the second bound follows from the exact recurrence

(4.4) o = (3/2)n+1 B/ ns1 Z”: (3/2)im(n —m)!

m=1
The first 128 cases are exact rational polynomial inequalities. For n > 128, put A,, =
4™ sup, | fm(a)|. For m < 7 use the exact polynomials; for the other terms use the first
bound in (4.3). Splitting the convolution at m = n/2, using () > (n/m)™, bounds its
normalized value by

7 64
= An(m+1)(m/128)" +12 > (m+ 1)%(m/128)™ +12 > (m+1)%27™
m=1 m=8 m>65
12 > k 80—k
Sr= ooz {1+ Z (k+1)%(k/128)% + k§5(k: +1)827k %

The free term is at most 18/(128 - 129). Directed arithmetic gives S1 + So + 18/(128-129) <
0.083 < 1, closing the induction.

On a € [4/5,1], 0 <y < 5/2, differentiate the degree-128 kernel polynomial. If » > 0 is a
box’s upper radius, its infinite remainder is at most

(4.5) 128 (n+1)%(r/4)".
n>128
The removable r = 0 value is taken directly from the polynomial. The complete interval cover
verifies —j! (y) > 0 on this rectangle. To preserve cancellation, parameter evaluation uses
the cubic Taylor model at each box midpoint, with an interval fourth derivative remainder.
If k, = Py(a)/a”, the numerator recurrence Py j11 = alP, ; — (n + j)Py; supplies those
derivatives exactly. This parameter remainder is additional to (4.5).
It remains to control every y > 5/2. Define

ba(t) = = Imlog Lo (—t/c + i0).

The deterministic translation contributes no cut imaginary part, and Lemma 4.1 gives 0 <
¢q < 2 almost everywhere. The complete Bernstein representation gives

(4.6 i) =y [ Mot

Set T =t 2z = Te " and Gg(z) = e */PW,(2/p), with its removable Hankel limit at
B8 =0. On the entire rectangle 0 < < / 5,0 <T <1, the second interval cover proves

2 d sin(mf8) 1. e ™Gy(z) 6
47 ReGy(z) >0, =< g (rt/oy="02) 2= 787 2
(4.7) eGs(2) 3 < ar® =g Ty <
The real-half-plane check fixes the logarithm branch. Integrating from zero gives (2/3)t* <
¢a(t) < (6/5)t* for 0 < t < 1. In the derivative of (4.6), the factor yt — 1 is negative only
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for t < 1/y. Using the upper phase bound there and the lower bound on (1/y,1), while

discarding the nonnegative contribution from ¢ > 1, yields
. 2 8
y* =5 = 3Bla,y) = = N(a),

where .

y

B(a,y) = / e “(u—1)u*du, N(a) = / e (1 —u)u®du.

0 0
For y > 5/2, B increases in both a and y, while N decreases in a. Thus a single directed
bound 5 g

53(4/5, 5/2) — 1—5N(4/5) > 0.02578

proves strict negativity of j, on the whole infinite tail. The exact induction bases, both

compact covers (291 leaves in total), and this last constant are recomputed by certify_sd_
below_one.py verify. This completes the proof. U

4.2. Extremal kernels and the upper SD transition. We give the numerical obligations
explicitly, since an extremal transition alone does not exclude a disjoint set of nonextremal
SD laws. For a > 1 set

_p—1/2
C 1/a—1/2’

At g = 1, write jo(y) = Kq,1/a(cay), as in Lemma D.4.

Ca = (CL - 1)1/a, D(a, q?@/) = _ayKa,p(Cay)'

Lemma 4.3 (Extremal SD and global exclusions). Put ar, = 1.42834, ay = 1.42838 and
I =1[4.99,5.04]. The following whole-domain inequalities hold.
(1) D(a,1,y) >0 for1 <a<ar and all y > 0.
(2) Forar, < a < ay, D(a,1,y) > 0 outside I, and on I one has Dy, > 1/50, D, < 0,
with Dy negative at its left endpoint and positive at its right endpoint.
(3) The minimum on I is positive at ar, and negative at agr. On [ar,ay] x [0.98,1] x I,
one has Dy > 0.
(4) On [ar,ay] x [11/16,0.98] there is a negative value of D at y = 5.0104. The same
witness excludes [ay, 1.43] x [11/16,1].
(5) For1.43 <a < amp and 11/16 < g <1, D(a,q,4.944) < 0. The remaining ¢ < 11/16
in the transition and exclusion ranges are already non-ID.

Proof. We describe the analytic bounds, the exact covered domains, and the finite verification.
On 1 < a < 1.3, the degree-128 extremal germ has the all-order bound |k, (a)| < 128(n +
1)2(5/2)~". On the successive regions [1.3,1.4] and [1.4, 1.53], use respectively 32(n+1)24~"
and 32(n + 1)2(51/10)~™. These bounds and their differentiated geometric tails control the
origin. Their exact coefficient bases and induction are proved with the extremal ID germ.

For the infinite tail put e =a — 1, h =sinn(1/a —1/2), { = 7(2 —a) and Qn,, = Y R, ™%,
where R, = ¢qrn. When a < 3/2, cos{ < 0. The elementary denominator bound

(1+2zcosé+ 2571 >1—2zcos€ — 22

and the maximum of t2**tle~"! give

D, 1,y) > o321 er(3a 4 1)Qsy )
2a+1 2a+1 3
4. -2 a
(1) () Qu

Here the removable moments at e = 0 are evaluated through their Taylor expansions, not
by dividing a zero-containing interval by e. The right side increases in y. Its strict sign
at y = 2, together with the origin cover, proves extremal SD through a = 1.1 (77 leaves).
For 1.1 < a < 1.42, 32 consecutive parameter strips use the existing moving Wright-root
enclosures on 2 < y < 8 (749 leaves for the derivative and matching bounds). For y > 8,
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retain the listed exponential terms and bound every omitted one by its Rayleigh moment.
After multiplication by y®*!, each negative exponential bound decreases since hyR,, > a + 1
at the starting radius. A strict bound at eight therefore controls the whole tail.

Near the transition a sharper germ holds uniformly on [1.42,1.44]:

(4.9) |kn(a)] < 32(n + 1)%(20/107)".

The inverse-branch radius exceeds 5.3617 and the working radius is 107/20 = 5.35. The same
exact rational recurrence gives its finite induction base. The complete transition cover uses
(4.9), validated spectral integrals and Rayleigh remainders to check items (1)—(4), except
for D, < 0. It has 7,118 leaves, including the separate origin and tail checks. The lower
minimum is bounded from below by D(yo) — Dy(y0)?/(2m) with m = 1/50; this is valid on
the entire core by strong convexity.

The parameter derivative is checked independently. Differentiate the degree-768 spatial
germ with respect to a, using a Cauchy coefficient formula about ag = 1.42836. A complex
parameter circle of radius R = 0.0002 bounds the polynomial by M using its Bernstein ellipse
extension: after mapping the real parameter interval to [—1, 1], the ellipse is parametrized by
(w—+w™1)/2 with |w| = ¢ > 1. Eighteen equally spaced values on the smaller circle 7 = 1076
give the discrete Fourier coefficients; ten distinct complex nodes suffice by conjugacy. For
T =max |a — ap|/R and n = r/R, the derivative error is at most

M 18 18 17 18
(4.10) = il N L — .
R|\(A-n®(1-7)2 1—-7 (1-1)2

This follows by summing aliases of the Cauchy coefficients and the tail of their differentiated
power series. Values are kept as full spatial polynomials until after this discrete transform,
so interval dependence on y is preserved.

The infinite spatial remainder is bounded separately. With Q,(a) = a"ky(a), deg @, < 2n,
the real Bernstein inequality on [L, U] = [1.42,1.44] [9, Introduction, (1.1)] gives

/ U " 2 1
o)) < 3200 +17 77y { <a—L><U_a>+a}'

n—1

Multiplication by ny and summation over n > 768 is a positive geometric tail. Adding
that tail, (4.10), and all rounding errors gives

—0.40472 < D, < —0.25965

on the complete extremal core. All ten complex-parameter values are freshly recomputed in
verification mode.

Lastly, the ID boundary locators on [1.43, aqp| place it strictly above ¢ = 11/16. On the
remaining rectangle a 158-leaf derivative cover gives the fixed negative witness in item (5),
with the same spectral integral and full omitted-root bounds. The transition cover supplies
the analogous exclusions down to ay. These checks are implemented by the verifiers listed in
Section 6. Thus all radii and all admissible skewnesses required by the lemma are accounted
for. O

Proof of the SD cutoff and its rational bracket. By Lemma 4.3, every a € [ar,ay] has a
unique core minimizer y(a). It is analytic by D,, > 0 and the implicit function theorem. Its
minimum m(a) = D(a, 1,y(a)) satisfies m'(a) = Dy (a,1,y(a)) < 0. The endpoint signs give
a unique zero agp, and positivity outside the core gives SD at that index. Strict Dy, > 0 ex-
cludes every smaller ¢ near one at the cutoff and above; the other negative witnesses exclude
the remaining admissible candidates. This proves global maximality, not just an extremal
transition.
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For the refined bracket, evaluate the degree-896 germ at yg = 5.01036765, with the com-
plete tail (4.9). Directed evaluations give

a ‘ certified quantity
1.4283571142 | D(a, 1,y0) — Dy(a, 1,10)%/(2/50) > 3.94 - 10~ 12
1.4283571143 D(a,1,0) < —2.94- 10711,

Strong convexity turns the first into a lower bound on the entire core minimum. The unique-
zero argument identifies the same global cutoff and proves (1.7). U

4.3. The SD boundary, continuity and effective approximation. For 1 < a < agp
put Dy(z) = —2F,(z). The precise first-contact formula for s is

(4.11)  w(1 —s(a)) = min {0 € (r(1 —1/a),7/2) : Re Dy(ze~*) = 0 for some z > O} :
Here the endpoint derivative is strictly positive, by Lemma 4.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.4, except for (1.9). For a < 4/5, GGC implies SD. Proposition 4.2 and
Cauchy subordination prove all remaining a < 1 and all skewnesses; the index-one Cauchy
and point laws are separate immediate cases. Above one the SD cutoff was just established.
The positive-side Lévy kernel is completely monotone, so SD is equivalent to Re D, > 0 on
the corresponding whole ray. Lemma 2.1 proves interval convexity, with strict positivity on
every interior ray. Weak closedness gives a closed interval.

At the ID boundary a nonnegative kernel has a finite positive zero and is strictly positive
farther out. Such a kernel cannot be nonincreasing. Hence closedness of SD gives s(a) > r(a).
To justify s(a) < 1/a one must check openness even at the singular origin. Set § = w(1/a—p)
and B = a/(a — 1). The Cauchy continuation of the endpoint kernel gives

~0yKap(cay) = —2Re{e i (ye )} + —a T h),
sing [ ujl (u)
Pi(y) = / = du.
5(v) 7 Jo (u—1ycosd)?+y?sin?d “
The endpoint has j,(0) = 3/2, j,(0) = —¢ < 0, j, < 0 and jz(c0) = 0. On |w| < d, take
l70(w) + ¢| < ¢/10. For y < d/2 the local integral has absolute value at most
11 i
1lc smélogd—i—y}7
10 T
and its tail is at most 6sind/(nd), using total variation 3/2. If cosd > 9/10, the two local

derivative terms leave at least 61¢/100. The remaining bracket is nonnegative after reducing
d, since

(4.12)

{cosé—l—

y'é—llloclochyy—gZO (0<y<d/2).

This proves uniform origin positivity for small §. Compact positivity and the uniform al-
gebraic tail then prove openness below the extremal skewness. The identical end bounds,
strict interior positivity and a strict witness outside the interval give continuity by two-sided
enclosure. They also imply the attained first contact (4.11). At the cutoff, the only SD law
on the upper half is extremal, so closedness gives continuity there.

For effectivity, fix a trial 1/2 < p < 1/a and use 0 < j, < 3/2 in the undifferentiated
Poisson formula. Its derivative satisfies

Cs 3sind
P} < — Cs=—""=.
| 6(y)| —_ y Y J 4(1-(}086)2
If |5/] < M on |z| < dy, choose rational yo < do with 2My2 + Csyo < Bsind/n. Equa-
tion (4.12) then controls all smaller radii. At infinity, put h = cosm(1—p), & = 7(1—a(l—p))
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and S = 37, 2% The complete spectral bound is

—K;,p(x) > as;ngx_a_l — Cyp 21,
2asin£T(2a + 1 2a + 1) 20+1
02_32{ gﬂ( )+2< ch ) '

It follows by (1 + 2zcosé 4+ 22)™! > (14 2)72 > 1 — 2z and maximizing the entire residue
derivative against So. Any rational X with X > 27C5/(asin ) controls all z > X. Directed
spectral evaluation is uniformly convergent on the remaining compact interval, including
its derivative. Parallel enumeration of positive interval covers and negative rational-radius
witnesses therefore encloses s(a) to any accuracy, without a contact-uniqueness assumption.
This completes the proof. O

At the upper SD cutoff there is also a local analytic closing law. At (agp,1,y(asp)) the
Jacobian of (D, D,) with respect to (¢,y) has determinant D,D,, > 0. Hence the global
boundary and its unique contact are analytic for indices just below the cutoff, and
(4.13)

. - ) (1 1\ =Dg
a — S(a) = CSD(aSD - a) + O((OZSD - Cl) )’ CSD B (aSD 2) Dq

> 0.
(asp,ly(asp))
Uniform origin and tail bounds, and strict outside-core positivity, are what make this local
contact the global boundary. No numerical neighborhood size or numerical value of Csp is
asserted.

4.4. The square-root SD boundary at index one.

Lemma 4.4 (A sharp geometric-series bound). For allv >0 and t € R,

. 33
(4.14) 202Tm Y ne I < M, M = 3V3

n>2 4
The constant is optimal, as v [ 0, t = v/y/3.

Proof. Reduce t modulo 27. For 0 < ¢ < 7 the imaginary part of the sum starting at n = 1

is ) )
sinhvsint

2(cosh v — cost)

5 = Im Z(v —i(t — 27k)) 72
keZ

If v < +/3m, pair k and —k. Each pair other than k¥ = 0 has nonpositive imaginary part,
since u/(v? + u?)? decreases for u > v/y/3 and 27k —t > 7. The sum is therefore at most
2ut/(v? +2)2. Removing n = 1 can only lower it. Multiplication by 2v? and maximization
gives 3\/3/4. For —m < t < 0 the sum from one is nonpositive and the removed term
contributes at most e, so the bound follows from 2v%e " < 872 < M. For v > V3r
use 2v%e V(1 — e7¥)"2 < M, a decreasing bound in this range. The nearest-pole limit at
t = v/+/3 proves optimality. O

Proof of (1.9). Write e = a — 1 and let ¢ = Cpy/e with Cy > 0 fixed. Define
h =sin{n(1/a —1/2)q}, c¢o=cos{n(1l/a—1/2)q}, p=h—ico, v = hy.
Then h/\/e — 7Cp/2. The complete scaled Wright spectrum has the form

(4.15)
Rye=n/de —Ac+€pe, n=23,..., de =1+ 0(62), A. =0(e), |enel <Ce/n.

The uniformity in n, completeness, and eventual simplicity are proved in Lemma H.6. A
fixed-zero Taylor expansion would not suffice here.
Write the signed kernel in scaled radius as
K(cqy) = Pe(y) — 2Re Z e PYRne,

n>2
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With £ = (1 — a/2)(1 + ¢) the positive Laplace part satisfies

asmfy_a_l _ asmfr(
me

(4.16) —Pl(y) > 3a+1)Qs(e)y >,

where Q3 stays bounded. Here cos & < 0 for small e, so a favorable linear denominator term
was discarded. It follows that mey?[—P.(y)] > 1+ o(1) uniformly for 1 < y < V/h, for
each fixed V; the factors y~¢ tend uniformly to one in this range. At a fixed y the same
expression equals 1+ o(1), by the upper denominator remainder and the second and third
Rayleigh moments.

Compare (4.15) with R, = n/d. — A.. Uniformly for 1 <y < V/h,

B _ Ce
0 R S e | < o1+ o) + S

= O(Ve + e|loge|).

Indeed v > h, |pye,| < Cey/n = O(y/e), and the real damping is bounded below by cjvn.
The comparison sum is exactly

ePyAe {de_l Z ne Pyn/de _ A Z e—pyn/de} ]

n>2 n>2

Since eP¥de =14 O(y/e) and p = —i + O(y/e), Lemma 4.4 gives

(4.17) y*h% 2 Re (p Z RnepyR”> <M+ o(1).
n>2

The absolute geometric derivative sums multiplied by v? are uniformly bounded, so each
replacement error is controlled.

For y > V/h, use n/2 < R, < 2n in the complete sum. The absolute residue derivative is
at most Ce ¥(1 — e~%/2)=2. After multiplication by ey®*! this is uniformly small for large
V, because eh~*~! remains bounded. The lower bound (4.16) holds throughout this infinite
range and has positive limiting normalized constant.

The origin is controlled separately. In (4.12), 6 = n(1/a —1/2)(1 — q) = 7/2, 0 § > /3.
The germ bounds 7/, uniformly on |z| < 1, and the Poisson derivative is bounded by

4 (> 3 3
-/ JolW) 4 < 3y
mJo u +y Y

Here j, < 3/2 and [5° ja(uw)u~t du is uniformly bounded by the unit-Laplace bound in the
unit-origin estimate (H.13). Consequently
asind 3

-2-Cc>0 (0<y<1
R (0<y<1)

_ayK(Cay) >

for all sufficiently small e.

If C2 > 3v/3/7, then h?/e — 72C2/4 > wM. The origin, compact-to-growing, and infinite-
tail estimates prove —9,K > 0 at every radius. Hence this ¢ is SD. If C3 < 3+/3/m, choose
y near Y = 27 with coy/d. = 27 + (hy/d.)/v/3. Equality in the nearest-pole limit of (4.14)
and the fixed-radius equality in (4.16) give

1 AM

ey? 0y K (cay) — — + w202 > 0.

Thus this ¢ is not SD. The interval classification sandwiches gsp/y/e between arbitrary

constants on either side of 1/3v/3/m. Since s(a) — 1/2 = (1/a — 1/2)qsp, this proves (1.9).
No explicit smallness threshold is used. O
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5. BELL-SHAPE: EXACT TESTS AND STRUCTURAL CONSEQUENCES

We first derive the two-ray integer-level test and a uniform tail bound. These yield the
exclusions, the exceptional-family criterion, and open BS regions outside GGC. We then
study the geometry of the skewness sections and the bands that accumulate near index one.

5.1. The phase test and an explicit tail. For 0 <a <1 and 0 < 8 < 7 let
Qyo(r) = 7 Ima, (Tew).
The continuous logarithm is fixed by Lemma 4.1. Theorem 2.3 and the analyticity of the
interior free stable densities give the exact equivalence
Xg,p is strictly BS <= there are no 0 < v < v and m € N with
(5.1) Dy o(u) >m > Pqp(v),
0 € {mp,m(1—p)}.

Indeed each phase starts at zero and tends to infinity on a proper ray, by (4.1) and b, > 0.
Thus every integer level is eventually crossed upwards, and at most one change of sign is
equivalent to the absence of any subsequent downward crossing.

Lemma 5.1 (A whole-ray derivative bound). For every 0 <a <1, r >0 and 0 <6 <,
(5.2) Im H,(re®) > byrsinf — tan(6/2).
In particular @, 4(r) > 0 when byr(1 + cosd) > 1.

Proof. The bounded imaginary part in (4.1) gives a bounded-density Herglotz representation

Ya(2) — bgz = /OOO t(zjfi) dt, 0<o(t) <2

There is no singular part: the imaginary part of the holomorphic function is bounded in the
upper half-plane. The constant is zero by 1,(0) = 0. Differentiation on compact slit subsets
yields Hy(2) — baz = [ 2¢(t)(z +t)~2dt. After t = ru, the imaginary kernel is

et _ sinf(u? — 1)

I . = -
Pt a2 T T ut et

It is negative only on 0 < u < 1. Using ¢ < 2 there and ¢ > 0 elsewhere bounds the integral

from below by
0

1 ol
This proves the assertion, including all radii beyond the stated cutoff. O

The phase test permits rigorous numerical witnesses without a numerical logarithm-
unwrapping assumption. Put 8 =1—a, T = Br®, n = (1 — ap) and Gs(t) = e~/BW,(t/B),
with ¢ = Te ™. A computed candidate is

_ Tsinnp ArgGp(t)
(5.3) Qpnp(r) = e -

There is exactly one integer lift satisfying

+ 2k.

by sin(mp)

0 < Py rp(r) — < 2p.

™

Its interval has length less than two, so strict interval checks select the correct branch. An
inconclusive check is not accepted as a phase value. The retained-circle Hankel evaluator,
including both banks and their tails, is described in the appendix.
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5.2. Exclusion above one and the exceptional family. For a > 1, the holomorphic
characteristic function (3.2) vanishes at t = )\711/ %eim(p=1/2)  These points belong to the open
right half-plane at every admissible skewness. By [11, Remark 1.2(b) and Theorem 1.3],
a weakly bell-shaped probability law has a zero-free holomorphic characteristic transform
there. The identity theorem proves the contradiction. This exclusion does not use either
numerical cutoff. At one the interior strictly stable laws are Cauchy. Below one the endpoint
densities are whale-shaped by Hasebe-Simon—Wang, and hence weakly BS by [11, Theorem
1.13]; they are not strictly BS.

For the exceptional family scale and reflect to |B| = 1 and put £ = A/(n|B|). The explicit
Lévy density in [7, Theorem 3 and Remark 7] has, besides its Cauchy part, the kernel

1 _
E_Ze nw

The Laplace densities of the two Lévy densities are therefore
(5.4) lu, (£ + 1)u — N(u), Nu)=#{n>2:n<u}, u>0.

At an integer n > 2, the second function drops from #n + 2 to ¢n + 1. If fn is nonintegral,
an integer level lies strictly between these two limits, violating the level condition in [11,
Theorems 1.1 and 1.3]. Values at the single jump point do not remove the strict inequalities
on its two sides. Consequently 2¢ and 3¢ must both be integers, which forces £ to be an integer.
Conversely, at integer £ > 0 every downward jump lies between consecutive integer levels;
between jumps the function increases, and successive post-jump minima do not decrease.
Each integer has at most one sign change. The other side is linear. This proves the exact
weak BS classification. Cauchy convolution gives a smooth density for A > 0, hence strict
BS; A = 0 is whale-shaped. This supplies the converse to [6, Theorem 4(d)].

All these exceptional laws are SD: after unit scaling, the derivative of the non-Cauchy

kernel is
ex

(=12
since 2sinh(z/2) > z. Adding the Cauchy kernel preserves this sign. For B # 0 the jumps
in (5.4) preclude GGC, equivalently by uniqueness of the Laplace spectral measure. This
also recovers the known non-GGC conclusion in [7, Remark 7].

5.3. Bell-shape beyond GGC.

—r72 4 e % <0,

Proposition 5.2 (Noninteger contacts leave room for bell-shape). Consider a parameter
family satisfying Theorem 2.3, with phases starting at zero and tending to infinity. Suppose
every decreasing part of each phase is contained in finitely many disjoint compact intervals,
the phase on each such interval is in a single open integer strip (m,m + 1), and the phase
derivative is positive on their complement. Then the law is weakly bell-shaped, and strictly so
if its density is smooth. These conditions are stable under parameter perturbation whenever
the strict strip and derivative bounds are locally uniform, including uniform controls at zero
and infinity.

Proof. No interval containing a decreasing part contains an integer level. Between these
intervals each integer passage is upward. Since the phase starts below each positive integer
and ends above it, there is exactly one change of sign for every level. Apply Theorem 2.3.
Strict margins on the finitely many compact pieces, and the stated controls at both ends,
persist under small parameter perturbations. O

At a GGC boundary with finitely many contacts, if none of the contact phase values is
an integer, take small disjoint cores around them. The phase stays in an open integer strip
in each core. Strict outside-core GGC positivity and the end estimates then imply a BS
neighborhood, even if the radial derivative becomes negative inside a core. This gives a
general explanation for the separation between GGC and bell-shape.
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The following examples are independently certified:

55 ~ (99 9869504901 19 99340401760 9 99993759565
(55 (o )_(100’ 1010 ) (20’ 1011 ) (10’ 1011 )
For the upper ray the respective compact T-cores are [2.005,2.011], [2.06,2.10] and
[2.99,3.12]. Their phase strips are (4,5), (1,2) and (1,2). The complete GGC slice certifi-
cates give strict derivative positivity at every radius outside these cores, and a strict negative
derivative inside at the listed skewness. The three additional whole-core phase enclosures
are recomputed by certify_bell_beyond_ggc.py verify, with the correct branch fixed
by (5.3). The opposite ray has angle below 7/2 and is strictly increasing by symmetric
GGC and sector interpolation. Proposition 5.2 proves strict BS and non-GGC. The strict
witnesses and locally uniform end estimates give nonempty open neighborhoods with the
same properties.

For comparison, at a = 999/1000, p = 1999/2000, the same directed phase evaluator gives

O(T = 29/10) > 3.30774 > 3 > 2.69471 > (T = 31/10).

Here T' = pBr® is increasing with radius, so this is a strict non-BS witness. Its reflected pa-
rameter is also non-BS. This statement concerns all orders of the density derivatives through
the characterization theorem, rather than a finite derivative plot.

5.4. Endpoint bands.

Proposition 5.3 (Strict BS next to each one-sided law). For each 0 < a < 1 there is
n(a) > 0 such that X, , is strictly bell-shaped when 0 < p < n(a) or 1 —n(a) < p < 1. The
assertion is locally uniform in a on (0,1).

Proof. The GGC theorem handles @ < 4/5. In the remaining range put § = 1 — a and
continue L, to the upper negative boundary. Euler reflection gives the entire series, in
t=r?,

I'(Bn — 1)sin?(7Bn)

tn
mn!

(5.6) Im Lo(—r +140) = Y

n>1

Removable Gamma factors are interpreted by continuity. The nonzero coefficients are neg-
ative before fn = 1 and positive after it. Let m be the largest integer strictly less than
1/B. After division by t™, every derivative coefficient is nonnegative and at least one is
positive. The quotient starts negative and tends to positive infinity. Thus (5.6) has exactly
one positive zero tg, with positive derivative.

There is no zero of L, on this cut. Such a zero could only be at rg = té/ “ and would
be simple. The bound 0 < ®, . < 2 and the signs in (5.6) place the phase in (0,1) before
ro and (1,2) after it. But along a small upper semicircle about a simple zero, —log L,
decreases its imaginary part by 7 in this direction. This contradicts the required increase.
Hence Lq(—70) < 0, @4 x(ro) = 1, and @, (o) > 0. This is the only integer crossing on the
boundary, and it is transverse.

We need a tail estimate uniform up to that boundary. Choose an integer N with SN > 1,
let 'y be the exponential minus its first N Taylor terms, and put

JIn(2) :/0 e "u"2En(zu?) du.

Both endpoints converge, and reflection gives exactly

(5.7) Wa(2) = Pa_1(2) + %{JN(ze”ﬁ) )

For s = re'(™9)_ the first integral’s argument is 7%=, Rotate u = e "v. The saddle of

—v + r®P is vy = Y%, its maximum is byr and its second derivative is —a/vg. For small
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complex § the Gaussian expansion, with fixed relative saddle neighborhood, gives

In(r%e%) = /21 /a ’L)0_3/2€3i6/26b“7n87i6(1 +0(r ).

Strict concavity gives an exponential gap off that neighborhood. The subtractions make
the small arc vanish; their contributions are polynomial or exp(O(r®)), hence smaller than
the saddle. For the second integral, the largest real exponent is at most b,r max(cos(273 +
ad), 0)1/ @ separated strictly from b,r cosd for sufficiently small §. These estimates, first on a
slightly larger wedge, also permit Cauchy differentiation of the normalized remainder. Thus,

with C, = 8~3/(%) /\/27a,
3
(5.8) La(s) = Cac™ s 2(1+007Y), Wf(s) =ba+ o +O(72),
uniformly for 0 < § < §p, on the continuation from the upper slit. The phase branch is fixed
by (4.1): at § = 0 its limit is 3/2.
It follows that, for some C, R,

bgrsind 3
’(I)“v”‘;(r) T 5(1 —d/m)| < C/r,
“I’Z,n—a("") — bq siné/w‘ < CJr?.

Take 69 < /12, C/R < 1/16 and R > 4C. For r > R set D = bgrsind/m. If D < 1/4, the
phase lies strictly between one and two. If D > 1/4, its derivative is at least 1/(4r)—C/r? > 0.
For ¢ small, D(R) < 1/4. Thus every integer at least two is crossed exactly once in the
increasing tail, and level one is never reached there.

On the remaining compact radii, isolate the transverse boundary crossing and use conti-
nuity. Away from it the boundary phase has positive distance from every integer; the origin
Wright series controls a uniform neighborhood of zero. Small § therefore preserves just the
single upward crossing of one. The opposite ray has angle § < 7/2 and is increasing by
symmetric GGC. The criterion (5.1) proves the result. All constants and the integer N can
be chosen on a compact neighborhood of a fixed a; at a = 4/5 the same estimates overlap
the GGC range. This proves local uniformity. O

5.5. Finite components and boundary contacts. We use two standard notions from real
analytic geometry. A semianalytic set is locally a finite union of sets described by finitely
many real analytic equalities and inequalities. A subanalytic set is locally a projection of a
relatively compact semianalytic set; see [3, Sections 2 and 3]. These notions will be applied
only on compact parameter and radius charts.

Proposition 5.4 (Finite geometry on compact index ranges). For a fized 0 < a < 1, the
BS section is a finite union of relatively closed intervals in (0,1) and possibly isolated points.
Its number of connected components is locally bounded as a function of a. At every interior
boundary skewness there is a finite nonzero radius and an integer m > 1 such that, on one
of the two rays,

(5.9) Oy9(r) =m, 0, ®go(r) =0.

Proof. Fix a compact index interval inside (0, 1). The locally uniform endpoint bands restrict
all possible failures to p € [, 1—n| for some 1 > 0. On this compact parameter set the Wright
expansion gives a uniform positive derivative near zero, and Lemma 5.1 gives a uniform
positive derivative beyond a finite radius. Only r € [r_,ry] can therefore participate in a
downward crossing. The phases are bounded there, so only finitely many positive integers
m < M need to be tested.

The phase is jointly real analytic in a, p,r on a neighborhood of this compact set. For
each of the two rays and each m < M, the strict-witness set

{(a,p,u,v):r_ <u<v<ry, ®u)>m>()}
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is relatively compact and semianalytic. Its projection onto (a,p) is subanalytic, and their
finite union is exactly the non-BS set. The complement is subanalytic by the complement
theorem. Compact one-dimensional subanalytic sets have finitely many components, and
the fiber component counts are locally bounded; see [3, Definition 3.1, Theorems 3.10 and
3.14]. Strict witnesses persist, so the BS section is relatively closed. Adding the endpoint
bands proves the stated form.

If no contact (5.9) existed at a boundary, all the finitely many compact-range integer
crossings would be transverse and upward. The implicit function theorem and compactness
would preserve them, as well as all intervening integer strips, in a parameter neighborhood.
This contradicts boundary status. The contact condition is necessary; a local contact need
not be a global boundary. O

For a fixed parameter, an equivalent finite test lists the maximal decreasing runs (u;,v;)
of each phase in the compact range and asks that

(B(v;), B(u;)) NN = 2.

Negative derivative intervals must be joined across an isolated zero if no positive derivative
interval separates them; otherwise an odd higher-order downward crossing could be missed.
Equality to an integer at an extremum is permitted: a tangency is not a sign change. This
finite reduction does not locate all parameter boundaries.

Proposition 5.3, the symmetric GGC law, and the strict non-BS witness at a = 999,/1000,
p = 1999/2000 imply at least three connected components at a = 999/1000. Thus the BS
section need not have the central-interval form of the GGC section.

5.6. A quantization obstruction near one. Suppose a; 1 1, §; = 1 —a; and min(p;,1 —
pj)/Bj — € < co. If all these laws are weakly BS, then

(5.10) te{0,1,2,...}.

Indeed the Cauchy factorization and the affine endpoint limit give, after reflection if neces-
sary,

Bi
/Bj - Xaj,lfmin(pj,lfpj)

Bj
The positive-law endpoint limit is the exceptional-law limit in [7, Section 2.4, (15)], also
recovered from the compact Hankel limit in the appendix. Weak BS is affine invariant and
closed under weak convergence [11, Lemma 3.1]. The exceptional classification therefore
gives (5.10). Uniformly on a compact set of noninteger ratios, this excludes BS for all
sufficiently small 5. This is a necessary obstruction, not a full classification or a claim that
every integer-ratio curve is admissible.

= T+ wlC.

5.7. Integer-ratio bands and an unbounded number of components. The quantiza-
tion obstruction has a partial converse with a uniform width. Only a qualitative eventual
statement is needed here.

Proposition 5.5. For every integer £ > 1 there are By, ky > 0 such that, whenever 0 < 8 <
Be, a=1—p, and

£sin ccos ¢ w3
5.11 1—p)—6 < koS> 5¢(B) = arctan ————— =—
(5.11)  |w(1 = p) = 6u(B)| < k7, ¢(B) = arctan —— =g, ¢ 5
the law X, , is strictly BS and is not GGC. The arctangent is its small positive branch, and
Se(B)/m = B + LB + Oy(B3). Reflection gives the other band. Consequently the number of
BS components tends to infinity as a T 1. No explicit value of By, optimal width, or exact
component count is asserted.

The required estimate must keep the two saddles together. Separate fixed-index Wright
expansions would not control their cancellation.
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Lemma 5.6 (Uniform two-saddle estimate). Let 0 < f < 1/10, a =1 — 3, N = [2/f],
En(z) = ¢ =Y n 2¥/K!, and

JIn(2) :/0 e "u"2Exn(zu?) du.

There are constants C, Vy, e > 0, independent of (B, such that, for |v| > Vo and |argv| <,

(5.12) In(*/B) = \/Zw/avfg/Qe“”/ﬂA?(v),
[Ag — 1] < C/Jv], (log Ag)P| < Clo| 771 (j =1,2).

The amplitude is holomorphic in v and positive on the positive ray. For s = re'™9 § =

O(B), put

v=pY% R=av/B, x=R{sin(0+2c)—sind}—3c, k=tan(d+c), q=e @)
Then, uniformly for real v > Vj,

(5.13)  La(s) = iJN(Tae_i“(s){l —qe Y eg(v)| < CBJv,  Je(v)] < OB/

The constants in the last statement can depend on a fized bound for §/5. No parameter
derivative across a jump of N is used.

Proof. The regularization makes the integral entire, since SN > 2. Rotating v = vw gives
the normalized phase

fo(w) =w —1—logw.

On [1/2,2] it has its unique minimum at one, second derivative a, uniformly bounded higher
derivatives, and a uniform lower bound on its second derivative. The local Gaussian ex-
pansion gives (5.12), provided the two ends and the polynomial subtractions are controlled
uniformly.

Write Ry = |v], wo = (8/Ro)*? and p = BN € [2,2 + f], taking Vj large and cose > 3/4.
The exact Taylor remainder

’EN(Z)| < ‘Z|Nemax(Rez,O)/N!
bounds the normalized integral on (0,wq) by an algebraic factor times
exp{[log Rg + (p — 1)log 8 + p(1 — logp) + 8 — aRev]/S}.

This is O(e=F0/8). On [wo, 1/2] the logarithmic derivative of w=2e~Rev/5(®) has the sign of
Rev(w” —w)—2. Concavity of w” —w reduces positivity to the two endpoints: Ro(wg —wp) >
7 for large Vj, while 275 — 1/2 > 0.43. Hence this integral is O(e~“%0). On [2,00) the
uniformly positive derivative of fg gives the same bound.

To estimate the subtractions on [wg, 1], use

1
w2 dw < log(1/wp) max(1, wh* ).

wo
Their coefficient sums are bounded by N(eRy/p)?/? and (Ry/8)Y/Pe8/P, respectively. On
[1,00) use w? =2 < 1 4+ w'/10 and the factor e~ Rev  After division by e®Rev/# all these
terms are O(e_CORO/ #). Factors polynomial in 1/3, Ry, log Ry are absorbed by a smaller c.
This proves the uniform expansion. Prove it first on a slightly larger sector; Cauchy estimates
on relative disks give both logarithmic derivative bounds. In particular, for small real di, do,

| Tmlog Ag(ve™"™)| < C|dy| /v, |log Ag(ve™"2) —log Ag(ve™"™)| < Cldy — di|/v,

and their v derivatives gain a factor 1/v.
Apply the exact reflection identity (5.7). The two saddle coordinates are ve ™ and
ve~%+2¢)  Their exponential quotient is ge~**. The preceding amplitude difference is O(3/v).
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The reciprocal-Gamma coefficients in the polynomial Py _; lie in a fixed compact range, be-
cause 0 < Bk < 24 . The same finite-sum estimate bounds that polynomial relative to
the first saddle by e~cv/B Tt is exponentially small also relative to ¢, since —log g = O(fv).
It can therefore be absorbed into the exponent eg. The estimates on a larger sector and
Cauchy’s formula give its derivative bound as well. This proves (5.13). O

Proof of Proposition 5.5. We treat three radial ranges and then the perturbation of the
center. All constants in this proof may depend on the fixed integer ¢. Use the variable
T = pr* =v*.

Bounded radii. The compact Hankel expansion gives Gg(t) = e "/PW,(t/8) — 1/T'(2 — t)
holomorphically. Near each of its finitely many zeros n > 2 in a fixed compact range, write
Gg(t) = (t — Gu(B))An(t, B), with (,(8) = n+ O(B) real and A,, analytic and nonzero. For
§ = w3+ O(B?) the phase is a smoothed unit drop about #n +3/2, plus an increasing linear
term. The elementary argument of ¢ — (,, bounds the smaller distance to fn + 1,¢n + 2 from
below by a positive constant times

B
T — (ol + 6’

on a fixed sufficiently small neighborhood, up to an O(3) error. Its minimum is of order /3,
so the whole neighborhood remains in the open integer strip. On the compact complement,
the phase derivatives converge uniformly to ¢ + 1 > 0. The origin follows either from the
same formula at zero or from its first Wright coefficient. Thus bounded radii admit a cover
by increasing pieces and open integer strips.

The large-radius center. Equation (5.11) at equality in its center is equivalent to

2sin _
sin(d + 2¢) —sind
The logarithm of (5.13) then yields the model phase
lx 3 Arg(l-— qe ')

(5.14) b= — O(8%) + O(B/v),

together with a perturbation of size O(3/v) in the exponent of ge™
uses fc — &, = O(B3), not merely O(3?).

Write x = 2mn + u, |u| < 7, and put up = 7/(¢ +1). On |u| < wug, the model lies in
(fn + 1,¢n + 2) with smaller distance at least

‘T_Cn|+

@ The constant error

: l—q

(5.15) ¢¢ min <1, lu| + 1= q) .
To see this for u > 0, set A = Arg(l — ge=™). Then 0 < A < (r —wu)/2 and 71/2 — A =
arctan((1 — gcosu)/(gsinu)). These bound the lower distance by constant multiples of u
and min(1, (1 — ¢)/u), while the upper distance is at least 1/[2(¢ + 1)]. Reflection handles
negative u.

Here 1 — ¢ < min(1, 8v) and |1 — ge™™| > c(Ju| + 1 — ¢). If w = Bv < 1, the exponent
error relative to (5.15) is O(v™2), since

(ul +w) (Jul + -2 ) 2w

lu| + w

For w > 1 the margin is bounded below and the error is O(8/v). The additive terms in
(5.14) are smaller than cmin(1,+/fv). Increase Vj first, then decrease 3, to preserve each
strip.

Outside these cores,
_ gcosu — ¢% — kgsinu

d —ix
o Arg(l —ge™) =

1 —2gcosu + ¢>
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For cosu > 0 the first quotient is at most (csc |u| —1)/2, and for cosu < 0 it is at most zero.
The term with « is Oy(83). Thus, using sinug > 2/(¢ + 1), the derivative of the model phase
is at least (+1)/(47) + o(1) > 0. The differentiated amplitude errors are uniformly smaller.

There is no unproved logarithm lift in this argument. The exponent bound gives |ge®s| <
e~ cePvHCB/v < 1 after increasing V. Hence

| Arg(1 — ge~®%e8)| < /2 — ¢y min(1, /Bv).
Together with the amplitude argument bound, this puts the phase after removal of its drift
strictly inside (0,2p). The exact bound (4.1), whose interval has length less than two, fixes
the lift uniquely.

Width and the infinite tail. For |6 — §| < k¢f3%, the effective ratio in the drift-frequency
identity is £ + O(k¢3). On Vy < v < M,/S this changes the phase by at most Cyksfv.
Relative to the least strip margin its size is bounded by Cyky max(y/M;, My). Choose kg
small; the positive-derivative pieces are stable as well. On v > M/, Lemma 5.1 gives
positive derivative once

(av/B)(1 —cosd) > 1.

A sufficiently large fixed M, works because §/(wf3) — ¢ > 0. The bounded-radius argu-
ment absorbs the same perturbation. The opposite ray has angle § < m/2 and has positive
derivative by the symmetric GGC result and sector interpolation. The whole-ray integer
criterion proves strict BS. The simple-zero expansion at T = 2 supplies two radii with a
strictly decreasing phase, so none of these laws is GGC.

Finally fix any K. Take the minimum of the thresholds for ¢ = 1,..., K and for the
K + 1 half-integer exclusions in (5.10). The endpoint band, the K integer bands, and the
central GGC band are separated by these non-BS points. Reflection yields at least 2K + 3
BS components for every sufficiently small 3. Since K was arbitrary, their number tends to
infinity, consistently with finiteness at each fixed index. O

The arguments in this section prove Theorem 1.6.

6. CONSEQUENCES AND COMPUTATIONAL DEPENDENCIES

Within the strictly free stable family the results give a strict hierarchy, with weak bell-
shape understood as a property of laws:

(6.1) GGC C weakly BS C SD C ID.

The first inclusion is the general Thorin consequence of the phase criterion and is strict by
(5.5). Every weakly BS member has index at most one, hence is SD by Theorem 1.4. The
law X /5 5/6 is SD but not weakly BS, while X35 5/3 is ID but not SD. Both assertions follow
directly from the two cutoff brackets and the extremal endpoint classification. The middle
inclusion in (6.1) is a conclusion about this family, not a general implication for arbitrary
probability laws.

6.1. Boundary scales near index one.

Corollary 6.1 (Different boundary scales at index one). With e, ] 0,

1
7"(1 + E) = 5 + 2e + CID€2 + 0(62),

s1+2) = 2122 e o),
gy VB 218 5/2
where
UQ 6721;

(o.9]
— 2 —
Cip = 2log(2m) — 127° + 2/0 T r T oo v = —114.740012808536 ...



CLASSICAL PROPERTIES OF FREE STABLE LAWS 23

The ID and GGC contacts are each uniquely controlling for sufficiently small positive param-
eters in these expansions. No common numerical smallness threshold is claimed.

Proof. The ID expansion and its uniform spectral argument are Theorem H.7; the GGC
expansion, including its whole-radius localization, is Theorem H.5. The SD assertion is
(1.9). O

6.2. Convolution powers and classical embeddings. The ID domain is exactly the
domain admitting a classical Lévy process with one-time law X, ,. The SD domain is the
smaller domain admitting the corresponding stationary Ornstein—Uhlenbeck representation
with scalar positive mean reversion; the standard equivalence is [12, Theorems 17.5 and 17.9].
For every 1 < a < agp, the nonempty region r(a) < p < s(a) on the upper half, and its
reflection, gives classically and freely ID laws which are not classically SD. At a = aip the
only ID laws already fail SD because their nonnegative kernel has a finite positive zero and
a positive tail.

There is also an explicit construction at every SD parameter. For unit mean reversion,
the background driving Lévy process Z in the stationary equation dU; = —U;dt + dZ; has
Lévy measure

(6.2) Vz( dx) = —k;(l‘)l{m>0} dx — kL(—(L‘)l{x<0} dx.

Indeed the stationary stochastic integral [ e~"dZ; transforms its positive-side density n

into - | oo /-c
[ eneetyar=1 [Ty ="+,
0 T Jx X

and likewise on the negative side. The zero limit of the kernels at infinity justifies the
last identity. The drift is chosen by the usual compensated Lévy formula. Thus the same
derivative tests used in the classification give nonnegative driving densities; a failed SD test
rules out this stationary representation.

The complete GGC classification also characterizes the laws whose every classical con-
volution power is weakly bell-shaped, by [11, Corollary 1.5]. In particular the strictly BS,
non-GGC examples (5.5) have a classical integer convolution power which fails bell-shape.
This is a concrete distinction between bell-shape of one distribution and preservation of bell-
shape along its entire convolution semigroup. This implication is constructive in the phase
framework. If P(u) > P(v) for u < v, any integer n with n(P(u) — P(v)) > 1 places an
integer level strictly between nP(v) and nP(u). The spectral phase of the nth convolution
power is nP, so that power fails the integer-level criterion. Conversely, nondecreasing P
remains nondecreasing after multiplication by every positive real time.

The framework in Section 2 is a synthesis of Lévy-kernel, Pick-function and integer-level
criteria. The characterization of general bell-shaped functions belongs to Kwagsnicki—Simon;
the contribution here is its compatible use with the ID, GGC and SD ray tests, and the
global contact and tail arguments needed for the free stable family.

6.3. What the finite certificates establish. A certificate is a finite binary partition of
an explicitly specified rational parameter box, or an exact list of root brackets and moment
remainders. Verification reconstructs the partition from its roots, checks that both children
exhaust each parent, and recomputes the required interval inequality on every leaf. It does
not rely on a saved decimal value. Integration is carried out with directed complex ball
arithmetic and analytic quadrature, with an explicit independent bound for every omitted
contour piece; see [8]. Analyticity flags are forwarded to logarithms in the quadrature call-
backs. Root completeness uses moments or argument principles, never a finite sign scan
alone.

The finite computational inputs essential to the main classification statements can be
organized as follows. Counts refer to accepted whole-box inequalities, not sampled points.
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Assertion Finite cover Analytic completion

Uniform GGC through 4/5 20,261 compact leaves Kanter series at zero and the uniform
tail beyond radius 500

Symmetric GGC below 720 leaves Hankel origin and the explicit tail
one beyond scaled radius 200
Maximal ID index 4,988 transition Convergent germs, moving roots,
leaves; 36 cutoff omitted-spectrum bounds and
leaves full-skewness exclusions
Positive SD below one 291 leaves All-order coefficient induction and a
single incomplete-Gamma tail
inequality
Extremal SD below 77 near-one and 749 Differentiated germs and full
transition continuation leaves exponential /moment tails
SD transition and 7,118 transition and Core convexity, origin/tail control, and
exclusion 158 exclusion leaves an independent parameter-derivative
proof
SD cutoff refinement Two rational 896-term germ with an infinite tail and
endpoints the global unique-minimum theorem
BS outside GGC Three whole-core Previously verified whole-ray GGC
phase boxes slices and strict non-GGC witnesses

All filenames below are relative to the research archive containing this manuscript directory.
Run the following commands from that archive with Python and python-flint installed
(prefix each line with python). The archived Kanter run used python-flint 0.9.0; the
working precisions and truncations are specified in the individual verifiers. The principal
reproduction commands are

certify_kanter_optimal.py verify
certify_symmetric_ggc.py verify
certify_global_id_cutoff.py verify
certify_sd_below_one.py verify
certify_near_one_extremal_sd.py verify
certify_extremal_sd_extension.py verify
certify_sd_transition_global.py verify
certify_sd_transition_alpha_derivative.py verify
certify_large_alpha_non_sd.py verify
certify_sd_cutoff_refinement.py verify
certify_bell_beyond_ggc.py verify
check_bell_phase_witnesses.py

The mathematical specifications in the appendix and Section 4 explain their formulas and
remainder bounds. The full archive retains the exact rational partitions, coefficient polynomi-
als, root certificates, programs and versioned verification records. Files under manuscript_
audit_runs/ record a fresh run of all twelve commands on 4 October 2026; all returned
success, and the original dependencies were preserved. Eight additional upstream recompu-
tations, recorded under manuscript_dependency_runs/, also passed: these check the exact
germ generation, the remaining endpoint ID covers, the SD transition germ, the compet-
ing ID contacts, and the three whole-ray GGC slices used by the non-GGC BS examples.
Some commands also rerun their prerequisite covers. The archived provenance audit reports
1,069 recorded dependency hashes across 134 verification records. These are the execution
records of 3-4 October 2026. References in the appendices to successful or fresh runs refer
to those archived computations. Their saved outputs and dependency hashes are included
in the accompanying archive. Hash consistency, numerical recomputation, and the analytic
arguments are distinct parts of the evidence.
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6.4. Scope of the assertions. The main classification results do not assume a unique global
radial contact at every index. The explicit ID crossover in the appendix shows why such
an assumption would be false. The convergence and strict-margin searches prove boundary
computability, while remaining silent about finite-time equality decisions for arbitrary real
inputs.

The bell-shape statements proved here leave a finite contact problem at each fixed index,
but they do not solve all of those problems. In particular, no globally earliest bell-shape cusp,
exact global component count, or complete bell-shape classification is asserted. Unfinished
exploratory covers are not inputs to any theorem in this manuscript. These limitations
concern the scope of the claims, rather than an extrapolation from numerical evidence.

APPENDIX A. OBSTRUCTIONS TO THE THORIN PROPERTY

The first obstruction uses zeros of the characteristic transform above one. The second
transfers a cut-phase oscillation to the positive free stable law below one. These arguments
prove necessity independently of the positive certificates in the next two appendices.

A.1. A zero-free obstruction for every o > 1.

Lemma A.1. An extended GGC characteristic function, restricted to t > 0, has a holomor-

phic zero-free continuation to Ret > 0. For ¥ = —logy, that continuation satisfies
(A1) Re ¥'(t) > 0, Ret > 0.
Proof. The canonical representation is
2,2 :
ot itu
t) =exp{iat — —— — log(1 —it/u) + ]Udu ,
(1) p{ 5 Ly Lo =it U >}

where U is positive, logarithmically integrable at zero and u~2-integrable at infinity; see
[10, Section 3, p. 4]. The logarithm has a holomorphic branch on the right half-plane, since
its argument never vanishes there. The compensated integrand is O(u~2) at infinity and
O(1 + |log |ul|) at zero, locally uniformly in ¢. Hence the exponent is holomorphic and its
exponential is zero-free. For t = x + iy, differentiation gives

Re ¥'(t) = o” /—x
VW=t | e

U(du) > 0.
Theorem A.2. Every admissible X, , with 1 < a <2 is not an extended GGC.

Proof. For a > 1, W,, has negative real zeros —\,, by [1, Theorem 1]; see also [7, Remark 3].
Set 7, = Ay, The right-half-plane continuation in (3.2) vanishes at

tn = rpe'™, —e D = =\,

Admissibility gives |w| < m/2. Thus these zeros lie in Ret > 0, contradicting Lemma A.1
and the identity theorem. O

No determination of the ID region above one is used in this proof.

A.2. The one-sided obstruction at 4/5.

Theorem A.3. For every4/5 < o < 1, Xy 1 is not GGC. Its reflection Xq 0 is not extended
GGC.

This improves the non-explicit exclusion near one in Corollary 1 of [7]. The proof below
includes the step needed to transfer the oscillation; non-GGC of the Kanter factor alone
would not imply the result.
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A.2.1. An exact differential relation. Fix o € (4/5,1), and put
B=1—-a, p=a/8, wv=p"" b=ap* 9=218/ac(0,7/2).
Let U be uniform on (0, 1) and define the Kanter random variable

sin(ral) sin =9/ (7(1 — a)U)
sin/*(7U)

K, = , 0<a<l.

Its normalization and transform are those of [7, (6) and Section 2.3]:

n>0

The coefficient identity for reciprocal Gamma functions gives
P L(s).

- s
Indeed 1/T'(1 — fn) = (1 — Bn)/T'(2 — Bn). The identity remains valid at reciprocal-Gamma
zeros and on either side of the slit.

(A2) Fi(s) = La(s)

A.2.2. The complex saddle. The lower-cut representation from [7] reads
iN) — 1 > —ru [ rufe?mi8 ruf du
(A.3) Fg(—T—ZO)—1+2—m/() e (e —e )7
Let ¢(v) = v® — v, and define the convergent integral
[e%e) eAQ( ) — e_)‘v
J()\):/ — dv, Re X > 0.
0 v
Near zero its integrand is O(v?~1). In the first exponential of (A.3), subtract e~ before
rotating v = e”’v. The equality 89 + 273 = o then gives
1 ,
(A.4) B(r) := Re Fg(—r —i0) =1+ 7 Im J (re).
T

The subtracted integrand makes the small arc vanish. The large arc vanishes because 9 < 7 /2
and 8 < 1. This subtraction also fixes the contour constant unambiguously.
The function ¢ has its unique maximum at vy, with

q(vo) =b,  ¢"(vo) = —a/vo.
Laplace’s method in the fixed complex direction arg A = ¢ yields

(A5) J(rem) =,/ 2i r—l/Qe—iﬂ/erre“ + O(r—3/2€brcosq9).
Qv

Here constants may depend on the fixed a. To justify the error, localize near vy and ex-
pand ¢ and 1/v. The complex Gaussian has strictly positive real damping. Outside that
neighborhood the real exponent has a fixed gap below its maximum. Near zero bound the
subtracted integrand by a constant times rv®~! with that gap; at infinity g(v) < 0. These
pieces are absorbed by the displayed error. Thus no convergence of an infinite asymptotic
series is presumed.

Set

C = (2rav) V2, k=bcos? >0, v=>bsind>0.
It follows that

(A.6) B(r) = Cr=Y2e" sin(vr — 9/2) + O(r~3/2e"7).
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A.2.3. Transferring the oscillation. Let A(r) = Re Lo(—r —i0). Equation (A.2) becomes
T
B=A- ﬁA/, A(r)y=rP {c —p/ u P B(u) du} .
p 0
For A = be™, integration by parts gives

T
/ M P3/2 qy = A_le’\rr_p_?’/Q(l + 0@ 1)) +00).
ro

The integrated error from (A.6) is O(e""r~P~%/2) 4 O(1). Since x > 0, the homogeneous
polynomial term is eventually negligible. Consequently

(A7) Re Lo(—1 —i0) = —%r*‘”’/%“ {sin(r — 39/2) + O™ 1)} .

Taking sequences where the sine is +1 or —1 proves the presence of both signs arbitrarily
far along the cut.

A.2.4. The Thorin contradiction. If X, were GGC, its drift would be b, the lower endpoint
of its support. The density at that endpoint is proportional to (x — b)l/ 2. Equivalently, the
endpoint expansion in Proposition 6 of [7], and Watson’s lemma also for the first derivative,
give

_ L (s) 3
bs ~ 3/2 : _ _ [
€ Lo (s) ~ cqs =, lim 8( To(s) b) =3

For a GGC this limit is the total Thorin mass, so U((0,00)) = 3/2. The product representa-
tion on the lower cut gives, for almost every r,

Lo (—r —10) :exp{br—/ log|1—r/u]U(du)}e”U((O’r)).
0

For all sufficiently large r, 1/2 < U((0,r)) < 3/2, and hence the real part is nonpositive. This
contradicts the open intervals of positive real part supplied by (A.7). Almost-everywhere
boundary values are sufficient. This proves Theorem A.3.

Remark A.4. At a« =4/5, 9 = w/2 and kK = 0. The homogeneous polynomial can no longer
be discarded. The proof does not exclude this endpoint.

Corollary A.5. If ¢ <1 and X, , is GGC for every 0 < a < ¢ and every p € [0,1], then
¢ <4/5. The sufficiency of this endpoint is established in Theorem C.J below.

Corollary A.6. For each fized 4/5 < a < 1, some g, > 0 satisfies
pE0,ex] Ul —eq, 1] = X, is not extended GGC.

Proof. Extended GGC laws are closed under weak convergence. A sequence of GGC laws
approaching either one-sided endpoint would contradict Theorem A.3. U

No explicit €4, or exclusion of all interior skewnesses, is implied by this argument.

A.3. A certified two-sided example. For 0 < o < 1, define

Lo (s) Wa(2)
Ha = - £ = - o ) = - a7
(s) SLa(s) az Wo() z s
at regular points. For ¢ = e™(1/27°) ¢, (1) = Lo(qt) on t > 0. If the law is extended GGC,
(A.1), continued to t = —ir, therefore requires
(A.R) Im Hy, (re"™) > 0 (r>0)

where the boundary expression is regular. Reflection gives the corresponding ray with angle
(1 — p). These necessary tests alone are not a parameter classification; the global criteria
and critical curves are established below.

Proposition A.7. Xg/10,999999/1000000, and its reflection, is ID but not extended GGC.
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ID follows from the original theorem. The script certify_two_sided_non_ggc.py gives
the outward enclosure

—0.000858987369327726 < Im Hy,10(60¢™™ 299999/1000000) - _0,000858987369327724,

which violates (A.8). This is an Arb interval computation, with explicit truncation error as
follows.
Forn> N >1/3, f =1 — a, reflection gives

Zn

‘n!F(2 — fn)
Concavity under a Gamma law gives I'(z + 8)/I'(z) < 2”; see [15, (5.6.4)]. Therefore
Api1/An < qv =1*BPN" < 1.

r*"T(fn — 1)
mn!

<A, =

Truncation before n = N has errors at most
A N
N Ay { LN . }
1—gn l—gv (1—qn)

for W and zW’, respectively. At N = 400, r = 60, a = 9/10, these are below 4.14 - 107185
and 1.657 - 10782, Both errors are included in the interval division.

APPENDIX B. THE CENTRAL GGC INTERVAL

We prove the ray criterion, establish a nonempty central interval, and characterize its first
angular contact. The final moment construction is an independent obstruction and is not
needed for the classification.

B.1. The GGC skewness set is a central interval. This section first gives the interval
structure. Nonemptiness at every index is proved subsequently in Theorem B.14.

Lemma B.1 (Uniform logarithmic derivative bounds). For every fired 0 < o < 1, uniformly
on any closed sector |args| < m — ¢,

SOé
I'(a)
In particular L., has no zeros sufficiently close to zero or sufficiently far from zero in each
such sector.

Ha(s) = +O(ls]*) (s —0), Ha(s):ba5+g+o(1) (Is| — o0).

Proof. The first assertion is the Wright series. For the second, the proof of Theorem 1 in
[7] shows that y~!f,(bs + y) is completely monotone. Hence, for a positive locally finite
measure v,

fa(ba +y) = y/ooo e y(du), Lu(s) = e_basg(s), g(s) = /000(3 + )2 (du).

The identity for g(s) extends to the slit plane by normal convergence of the generalized
Stieltjes integral. The known endpoint behavior is f,(ba+¥y) ~ ¢\/y, ¢ > 0. For completeness,

the positive-measure Laplace continuity argument applied to vg(A) = R~/2v(RA) gives

/e‘t”uR(du) = R_l/Qfa<bat/;t/R) — a2

vaguely on [0, 00). One can apply the ordinary continuity theorem to the exponentially tilted
finite measures. Moreover, v([0,T]) < e [e “Ty(du) = O(VT) as T — co. This bound

controls both the small and large tails when integrating (z + u)~2 or (z + u)~3, uniformly
for |z] =1, |arg z| < 7 — e. Consequently

c
VR — TU 1/2 du
s

c\/T_ 3c/Tm
os) ~ YTa32 f(e) o BV
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Thus —sL. (8)/La(s) = bas — s¢9'(s)/g(s) has the asserted asymptotic. The nonzero leading
terms prove the zero exclusions. This proof does not assume GGC or zero-freeness in the
remaining compact annulus. U

Lemma B.2 (Positive-real converse). Suppose a characteristic function restricted to t > 0
is exp(—V(t)), with ¥(0+) = 0. If D = ¥’ extends holomorphically to Ret > 0, ReD > 0,
and D(t) = O(t°~1) as t | 0 for some § > 0, then its law is extended GGC.

Proof. The half-plane Herglotz representation has the form
1 10

- ()t v ]
(t)=c"t+ic+ A t—l—iu+1—i—u2 U(du), U>0

The bound at zero and positivity give

U(du)
1+ u?

1 o 1 L
/ReD(m)da::—+f/log(1—l—u )U(du)<oo.
0 2 2Jr

In particular U({0}) = 0 and its logarithmic moment at zero is finite. Integrating the
representation and using W(0+) = 0 gives precisely the canonical extended Thorin repre-
sentation in Lemma A.1. This also verifies the needed integrability, rather than treating
positive-realness alone as sufficient without a normalization at zero. O

Proposition B.3 (An exact ray criterion). Fizx0 < a < 1,0 < p < 1, and m = max(p,1—p).
The law X, is extended GGC if and only if both of the following hold:

(1) Lo(s) #0 for s #£0, |args| < wm.

(2) For allr >0,

Im H,,(re™) > 0, Im H (re'™(1=P)) > 0.
The zero condition is part of this criterion; checking ray signs on a grid is not sufficient.

Proof. Put ¢ = €™1/27°). The logarithmic derivative is D,(t) = H,(qt)/t. If the law is
GGC, Lemma A.1 gives zero-freeness in —mp < args < m(1 — p), and reflection supplies the
other half of the stated symmetric sector. There cannot be a zero on one of its bounding
rays either: a zero of multiplicity k at tg € iR\ {0} would give D,(to + x) = —k/x + O(1),
contradicting Re D, > 0. All these boundary points are ordinary analytic points of the
Wright formula, since 0 < p < 1. The boundary values at ¢ = ir and ¢t = —ir give the two
inequalities.

Conversely the zero condition makes D, holomorphic on the right half-plane and continu-
ous on its boundary except at zero. The two inequalities say that its real part is nonnegative
there. Lemma B.1 gives D,(t) = O(1) at infinity and D,(t) = O(|t|*"!) at zero, uniformly
in that half-plane. Choose 1 — a < p < 1. Adding e Re(t + tP), applying the minimum
principle on a truncated half-annulus, and then sending the radii to zero and infinity gives
ReD, > 0 after € | 0. Indeed cos(pargt) > cos(pm/2) > 0, so the barrier controls both
circular boundaries. Lemma B.2 finishes the proof. O

Theorem B.4 (Connectedness of the GGC skewness section). For each fired 0 < o < 1,
the set
Go ={p€0,1]: X4, is extended GGC}

is either empty or a closed interval [go, 1 — ga], where 0 < go < 1/2. If4/5 < a < 1 and the
set is nonempty, then g, > 0.

Proof. Suppose first that py € G, N (1/2,1). Proposition B.3 makes u(s) = Im H,(s) har-
monic in 0 < arg s < wpg, continuous up to its two rays, and nonnegative on both: it is zero
on the positive real axis. The bounds from Lemma B.1 are O(|s|*) at zero and O(|s|) at
infinity, uniformly in the closed sector. Choose 1 < p < 1/pp and use the positive harmonic
barrier

e(r? +r7P) cos(p(d — mpo/2)), s =re'.
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Its cosine has a strictly positive lower bound on the closed sector. The minimum principle on
truncated sectors, followed by removal of the barrier, gives u(s) > 0 throughout the sector.
Therefore the two ray inequalities hold for every p € [1 — pg, po], and the zero condition is
inherited from the larger sector. Proposition B.3 proves GGC on that whole interval.

If an endpoint 0 or 1 belongs to G,, the positive GGC representation gives H,(s) =
bas + [ s/(s+t)U(dt). This has nonnegative imaginary part in the upper half-plane and
L, is zero-free on the slit plane, so the same ray criterion proves G, = [0,1]. Reflection
handles points below one half. Finally the class of extended GGC laws is closed under weak
convergence, so G, is closed. These facts include the possibilities of an empty set or the
singleton {1/2}. For o > 4/5, Theorem A.3 excludes both endpoints; closedness then gives
Ja > 0 whenever the set is nonempty. O

The interval theorem reduces the classification to nonemptiness and the location of g,.
The following stability result controls interior skewnesses near a known one-sided GGC index.
Theorem B.14 supplies nonemptiness throughout the remaining range, and Theorem B.15
identifies the boundary.

Proposition B.5 (Stability away from the one-sided endpoints). Suppose 0 < ap < 1 and
Xap,1 is GGC. For every n € (0,1/2), there exists € > 0 such that

oo — | < g, n<p<l—n = X, is extended GGC.

In particular, for each such n, the GGC theorem of [6, Theorem 2] extends to some rectangle
(3/4,3/4+€y) x [n,1 —n]. This is an existence statement; it supplies no explicit numerical
value of &;).

Proof. The small- and large-s estimates in Lemma B.1 hold uniformly when « ranges over a
compact neighborhood of g in (0, 1). For the large-s statement, the square-root endpoint ex-
pansion is locally uniform in «: this follows either from the explicit expansion in Proposition
6 of [7], or from the analytic inverse at its nondegenerate quadratic critical point. Its leading
coefficient is positive and continuous. The positive-measure scaling proof of Lemma B.1 then
applies uniformly, using the uniform bound v4([0,T]) < efa(ba+1/T)T. On bounded annuli,
the Wright series and its derivative are jointly continuous in («, s).

For ¢ = ¢™(1/2P) at o = ap, the positive Thorin representation gives, throughout Ret > 0,

L 40,
1 .
Doy lt) = byt + [ 17 U(du), R Do ft) = by sinien) > 0.

All the corresponding gt lie in the fixed closed slit sector |arg s| < w(1—n). There Lq, is zero-
free. Uniform estimates exclude zeros for all nearby « near zero and infinity; compactness
and joint continuity exclude them in the remaining annulus. At infinity D, ,(t) = bag+o0(1),
with a uniform strict positive real-part margin. At zero,
Da®) = LE 110, Jarg(ane ) <
= , ar < — —amny,

again giving uniform strict positivity. On the intervening compact half-annulus, joint con-
tinuity preserves the displayed positive margin at «g, after shrinking e. Lemma B.2 proves
the claim. Taking g = 3/4 uses the original theorem. O

Corollary B.6 (Certified skewness intervals). For each row in the following table, all p €
[0,e] U[1 —€,1] give ID laws which are not extended GGC:

a ‘ € ‘ r ‘ strict enclosure of Tm Hy(re'™(179))
9/10 | 1/20000 | 45 (—0.001128, —0.001127)
19/20 | 1/200 | 50 (—0.282110, —0.282109)

99/100 | 1/100 | 212 (—3.893375, —3.893374)
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Proof. The script certify_ggc_skewness_exclusions.py verifies these outward enclosures
with 150-digit Arb arithmetic and the explicit Wright tail bounds given earlier. The reusable
evaluator is wright_interval.py; the certificate records each rational input and strict en-
closing decimal interval. Each negative value excludes p, = 1 —e. If any p € [ps, 1] were
GGC, Theorem B.4 would force p, to be GGC as well. Reflection gives the other interval.
Thus an entire parameter interval is excluded by a single rigorous witness and the structural
theorem, not by interpolation of a numerical grid. O

Theorem B.7 (Endpoint exclusion on every linear scale). For each finite M > 0, there
exists apr < 1 such that

oy < a<l, min(p,1 —p) < M(1—-a) = X, is not extended GGC.
Consequently, along any sequence of nonempty sections Go = [ga, 1 — ga] with a1 1,
Ja — +00.
1—a

The threshold cr is not made explicit by this proof.

Proof. Let f =1—a, d =1 — p, and let C be standard symmetric Cauchy independent of
Xo. The Cauchy factorization in [7] gives
Xa1-5 4 Xo{cos(md) + sin(md)C'}.

The known exceptional-index limit is (8% — X,)/8 = T. If §/8 — £ < oo, then X, — 1 in
probability, and Slutsky’s theorem, preserving independence of C', yields
ﬁ/j - Xa,1—5
p

Indeed the additional location correction is X, (1 — cos(md))/5 = op(1). By Theorem 3 of
[7], the negative-side Lévy kernel of this limit is

6721: o0
kf(ib):l—i_e— _I:/o e " ((1—|—€)du—25n(du)).

= T—mC LT+ n0C.

T 1-— w2

Uniqueness of the Laplace transform shows that it cannot be CM: the negative atoms cannot
be canceled by a multiple of Lebesgue measure. Thus the limit is not extended GGC for
any finite £. If the first assertion failed for some M, a sequence of GGC laws with a T 1,
d/B € [0, M] would have a subsequence with 6/8 — ¢ € [0, M]. Extended GGC is closed
under affine transformations and weak limits, a contradiction. Reflection covers the endpoint
zero. The last assertion follows by taking p = g4, since a nonempty section includes its
endpoints by closedness. O

This result does not decide GGC for a fixed interior p as a 1 1; that is a different limit
regime.

B.1.1. A stronger square-root endpoint obstruction. The first zero of the reciprocal Gamma
function gives a sharper scale than the preceding weak-limit argument.

Theorem B.8. For every 0 < ¢ < 1/(7\/2), there is a. < 1 such that
a. < o<1, min(p,1 —p) <cvl—a = X, is not extended GGC.

In particular, along any sequence of nonempty GGC sections approaching one,

1
lim inf Ja >

atl /1 — - 7'('\/?.

A matching upper bound and a sharper expansion are proved in Theorem H.5.
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Proof. Write 8 =1—«, f(x) =1/T(2 — x), and
Gp(t) = e P _p(1/B).
We first show, uniformly for ¢ = 2e~% and |n| < Cv/B with fixed C, that

(B.1) Gp(t) = —(t —2)+ O(B), Gi(t) = -1+ O(VB).

Let A\ =2/8, z =1t/f, and let N be Poisson with mean A. Absolute values of the complex
Poisson sums are bounded by e* R¢* times expectation under this real Poisson law. This
prefactor is bounded because A — Rez = 2(1 — cosn)/f = O(1). On 1 < z < 3, Taylor’s
formula and f(2) =0, f/(2) = —1 give

f@)=~(z-2) +0((z - 2)*).

The full complex Poisson sum of the linear term is exactly —(t — 2), and E(BN — 2)? = 23.
This gives the first error bound once the tails are controlled.

For BN < 1, f and its first derivative are bounded and the Poisson probability is expo-
nentially small in 1/8. For n > ng = [3//], reflection bounds |f(Sn)| < I'(fn —1)/n. The
successive ratio of \"T'(8n—1)/n! is at most A3?nS~1, which is bounded strictly below one at
ng for small 3. Stirling’s formula at ng then gives a bound O(e~*/#) after multiplication by
e, for any fixed 0 < k < 2 — 3(1 4 1log(2/3)). Polynomial factors are absorbed by reducing
k. This also controls the tails of the subtracted linear term.

Termwise differentiation of the entire series gives

G/ﬁ(t> :e_Zij(B(n+1;) —f(,BTL)

n>0 "

On the middle interval, its final factor equals —1 + O(|8n — 2| 4+ ), and E|BN — 2| < /20.
The same tail estimate applies to the shifted Gamma bound, even with the extra factor 1/4.
This proves (B.1).

Now choose § = ¢\/B, p=1— 6, and

sp=(2/B)0 e p=n(B+(1-p)), z=-s5"=(2/Be M, t=pz
Since t — 2 = —2imey/B + O(B), (B.1) implies G(t) # 0 for small 5 and
tG(t) i

Gslt) ~ mevB

The exact logarithmic derivative identity is

1y s(s5) = —(1- ) ( + tGﬁ“)) .

o(1).

Consequently

1
B.2 li ImHy_ =2mc— — < 0.
(B.2) 51?01\/3 m Hy_g(sg) = 2mc — <

The necessary ray condition excludes p =1 — ¢y/3. The central-interval theorem and reflec-
tion extend this exclusion to both full endpoint bands. Letting ¢ T 1/(mv/2) gives the liminf
assertion. O

The file check_sqrt_endpoint_scale.py supplies strict point enclosures consistent with
(B.2); these checks are not needed for the analytic proof and do not establish a converse. For
example, at 3 = 1074 ¢ = 1/5 the expression on the left of (B.2) is strictly negative. This
gives the whole non-GGC range a = 9999,/10000, p € [0,1/500] U [499/500, 1].
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B.1.2. GGC returns on every fized interior interval near indexr one. The endpoint obstruc-
tion does not persist at a fixed distance from p = 0,1. The following uniform rescaling
argument proves this, without confusing weak convergence to Cauchy with openness of the
GGC class.

Lemma B.9 (Compact Hankel limit). Let Gg(t) = e /PW,_5(t/B). As 810,

I‘(21—t) +0(B), G(t) = (I\(Ql_t)) +0(B),

locally uniformly on the whole complex plane.

Gp(t) =

Proof. Take a Hankel contour H around the negative real axis, with circular part of radius
one. Hankel’s reciprocal-Gamma formula, termwise integration, and 0 < 8 < 1 give the

convergent integral
1 F-1
Gp(t) = 2m_/He“u_Q exp (tu 5 ) du.

The powers use the corresponding boundary logarithms along the two straight parts of .
For 0 < <1/4,

uf —1

B

On either straight part u = —r + 40, » > 1, the right side is bounded by a constant times
B(logr + m)2rl/4. If |t| < M, this error is sublinear in 7, while |¢%| = e~". The integrands,
their first ¢ derivatives, and their differences divided by [ therefore have an integrable majo-
rant independent of 3, for example a constant times e~"/2 for large r. The circular part is uni-
formly bounded directly. Dominated convergence with the same difference bound gives the
stated O(B) estimates. At § = 0 the limiting integral is Hankel’s formula for 1/T'(2 —¢). O

—logu| < §| log u|2efllosul.

Lemma B.10 (Uniform endpoint scaling). For 0 < < 1/5, puta=1—p, cg = pl/a,
Xa - ba

Vp="2" Psv) =Ee " = /P, (—v/B).
%]
For every fixed n > 0, uniformly in 0 < 5 < 1/5 and |argv| < 7 — 1,
v—3/2 3p—5/2
Ps(v) ~ —, Pl(v) ~ ——  (Jv| = o0).
s0)~ = P) ~ —3— (o] > )

In particular, sufficiently far out in any such sector, Pg # 0 and —UPé/Pﬂ =3/2+ o(1),
uniformly even as 5 | 0.

Proof. Let pg be the density of Y3. The free Cauchy transform equation obtained from (2)

of [7], with u = —Gy, near its left support endpoint, is
1 uhf-1
—hg(u) =1— -+ %L "2,
y = hg(u) T8

This is analytic jointly near v = 1, including 5 = 0, where ho(u) =1 —1/u —log u. We have
hg(1) = hj3(1) = 0 and h%(1) = —a. The local square-root inverse therefore gives

po) = 2\ 2vmr 067 L),

with a uniform remainder for 0 < 8 < 1/5. Indeed the analytic inverse is constructed in a
common neighborhood because a > 4/5; its coefficients and its convergence radius can be
chosen uniformly on the compact parameter interval including zero. For g > 0, the branch
with Su > 0 is the physical Cauchy-transform branch at the known support edge. The even
powers of |/y are real and do not contribute to the density.
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Use the shifted gamma mixture from [7, Proof of Theorem 1], with shape two. The
unit-rate gamma component has Laplace transform (1 + s)~2. Affine scaling gives

p?iy) N /000 e ¥ug(du),  Ps(v) = /000(” +u)"vp(du).

The uniform density estimate implies v3([0,7]) = O(VT) uniformly for large T, using
v5([0,T]) < eTps(1/T). For bounded T, the bound vz([0,T]) < (1 + T)*Ps(1) < (1 +
T)? is also uniform. For any sequence R — oo, the Laplace transforms of the measures
R~/ 2v5(R du) satisfy the same uniform convergence argument as in Lemma B.1. Taking a
subsequence of § in the compact interval [0,1/5] identifies every possible limiting measure
as

1 2
ﬂﬁ 1- /B*
The uniform cumulative-mass bounds control both ends of the Stieltjes integrals and their

derivatives on every closed slit sector. This proves the two uniform asymptotics and their
ratio. No unproved uniform steepest-descent expansion is used here. Il

w2 du.

Theorem B.11 (Fixed interior skewness near one). For every 0 < n < 1/2, there exists
By > 0 such that

1-8,<a<l, n<p<l-n = X,, isextended GGC.

Thus the GGC sections are nonempty for all indices sufficiently close to one, and their critical
endpoints satisfy

Jo__ 1
Vi—a  1m/2

This argument gives no explicit 3,. The sharper boundary expansion is Theorem H.5.

Jgo — 0 (aT1), limTilnf

Proof. Write B =1—a, a =, v =cgs, and t = —v* = —3s% Lemma B.10 gives, uniformly
on |args| < (1),
a ’U_Pé (’U) a 3
Hy(s) = -v— =—-v+-+o(1 v| = 00).
Choose R > 1 so large that throughout |v| > R, 0 < 8 < 1/5, this error has absolute value
less than one, Pz # 0, and 4R sin(7n) > 1. The imaginary part of H, is then strictly positive
on both required rays, whose angles lie between 71 and 7(1 — 7).
For |v| < R, the points ¢t = —v® lie in the fixed compact set

K = {0} U {Jt| < R, |argt| > mn}.

The function f(¢) = 1/I'(2 — t) has no zeros on this set, because its zeros are the positive
integers 2,3, .... Lemma B.9 shows that for small enough 3, G5 is zero-free there and G% /Gps
is uniformly bounded. The exact identity

H,(s) = as® (1 + B%(t)>

therefore preserves strictly positive imaginary part on both rays: the arguments of s stay
between 471/5 and 7(1—n). This includes arbitrarily small s, so there is no missing interme-
diate or zero-radius regime. The same compact argument excludes zeros of L, on the whole
stated sector. Combined with the large-v part, all conditions of Proposition B.3 hold. The
limit of g, follows by taking arbitrarily small fixed n, and Theorem B.8 provides the lower
bound. O
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B.1.3. A certificate covering every symmetric law below one. The two compact integrals
below remove the singular dependence on 3 before interval evaluation. Together with an
explicit unbounded-tail argument, they prove nonemptiness at every remaining index, not
just near 4/5 and one.

Lemma B.12 (An explicit symmetric tail). For 0 < <1/5, a=1— 3, and r > 200,
Im H,(ir/cg) > 4r — 450 > 0.

Moreover, L, has no zeros in Res > 0.

Proof. Use pg, Pg, hg from Lemma B.10, and set jg(y) = pg(y)/y. We first give explicit
bounds
(B.3) ps(y) <V, —ds(y) > oy % 0<y <1/200,

Write u = 1 + w. The coefficients of the inverse equation are

1 _
5(1+w) Zhnw hp = (=1)" ((—i—ﬂ)”l—l>.
n!
n>2
They satisfy ho = —a/2, |hs|/a < 7/10, |h4|/a < 81/100, and |h,|/a < 5/4 for n > 5. At
R = 3/20, the leading quadratic exceeds the sum of the remaining terms by at least

RZ 7 81 5 RP
= ( R? R*

2 10 1000 41-R

) > 0.00669 > 1,/200.

Rouché’s theorem puts the two inverse roots in |w| < R for the stated y. Choose the upper
physical branch and write y = t2,w = tV/(t). Define the remainders by

he(1+w) = —Swl(1+R(w)), Kyl +w) = —aw(l+S(w)).

The same coefficient bounds give

IR| <0.26, |S]< 0414, |S—TR|<0.158.
For clarity, the respective bounds before rounding are

2(fR+ SR + R/ (1 R)),

AR+ 8 R+ 3R*{(5/(1- R)+ R/(1 - R)*},

TR+ 8R*+3R*(3/(1- R)+ R/(1 - R)*}.
Thus

V=i\/2/a(1+R)"V2, |V|<1.84, ImV >124, [tV'|= ’

Since pg(t?) = tIm V/, these prove (B.3); indeed —j}(y)y*/* = Im(V — tV’)/( m) > 0.1.
Write jg(y) = [ e ¥%vs(du). For T > 200, (B.3) gives v5([0,7]) < eV/T. Splitting the
Stieltjes integral at r,2r, 4r, ... gives

: V2 _
|Pé»(l7“)| < 2e (]. + m r 5/2.

The elementary bound (1 + ¢2)? < 6¢’ yields

el
U/’r' ]5( /T) > irfg/g‘

2
> e A > _
Ba(in)] 2 ~Im Pylir) = = [ ety > ~ P >
Consequently
P (ir) \/§
B

1+ — 450.

TP/B(Z'T) <60€< +1_2_5/2 < 450
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The identity H,(ir/cg) = air/B — irPg(ir)/Ps(ir) proves the stated tail, since a/8 > 4.
Finally Ps(s) = [(s + u)"2vg(du) is zero-free in Res > 0: its integrands lie in a common
open half-plane. On the imaginary boundary its imaginary part is strictly negative in the
upper half-plane and strictly positive in the lower. The measure is not concentrated at zero,
by (B.3). Multiplication by the exponential preserves zero-freeness, and L,(0) = 1. O

Lemma B.13 (Validated parabolic contour). For 0 < g < 1/5, define the removable func-
tion Eg(z) = (e/* —1)/B, with Ey(z) = z. Forr >0, set

v=ir, q=1+z/Vr, w=14iq, u=rw?/2,

(1 +Z):L’)
— —_— (b — — — .
¢ =2log (1 + o ) u—v—vEg(l)

The logarithm displayed here has its continuous principal value on the real x contour. Put
o0 o0
F :/ w3 du, J :/ Eg(0)e®*w™3 da.
—00 —o0

For >0,

2a g BIm H(ir/cp)

Py(ir) = .
(i) mr3/277 ar

F,  Pi(ir) = = 1+ BRe(J/F).

r3/2
The errors on truncating the two integrals to [=T,T) are at most
e—3T%/10

Br=-—
T~ 737/10

17Br,

respectively, uniformly in both parameters. These formulas and bounds also have a regular
B =0 limit.

Proof. Deform the Hankel contour to u = (v/ir+ix/+/2)2. Tts ends approach the two negative
rays, where e dominates the sublinear power in the exponent. It stays off the cut and winds
around zero once. Combining the exponential shift before taking 5 — 0 gives exactly .
Differentiation in v with the contour held fixed multiplies its integrand by —aEg(¢), which
proves the identities.

For ¢ > 0, the function Re ® /r has value and derivative zero at ¢ = 1, and second derivative

—1+ (28 — 1)2' P Re{e™/2(1 4 iq) 2"} < —1.

For ¢ < 0, the cosine in Re(e’*™/2(1 + iq)??) is at least sin(Bm/2), so
2 : 2
Re ® < 1—g¢q _2_551n(6w/2) - 4 q

r = 2 I6] 5 2
The ratio at zero is interpreted by continuity. Its lower bound 13/10 follows from sin z/z >
1 — 22/6 and is checked by directed ball arithmetic. Combining both halves gives Re ® <
—322/10 everywhere.

If z=+/1+¢?>1, then
w | L e (2logz+d)z" < 17, =log?2 + 37 /2.
Eg()w™3| < e¥/5(21 A8 <17, d=1

The right side is decreasing in z > 1, and its value at one is less than 17. Also |w=3| < 1.
The elementary Gaussian tail estimate now gives the two error bounds. O

Theorem B.14 (Every symmetric law below one is GGC). For every 0 < a < 1, X, 1/9
is extended GGC. For 4/5 < «a < 1, the proof uses a validated computation on 720 eract
rational parameter boxes, together with Lemma B.12. In particular, G, is nonempty for every
0<a<l.
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Proof. Theorem C.4 covers a < 4/5; the Cauchy law covers a = 1. In the remaining range
put 5 =1—«a € (0,1/5]. The zero condition in Proposition B.3 follows from Lemma B.12.
For small scaled radius, use G from Lemma B.9, t = —Te'™/2 and the normalized test

Qo(B,T) = Im [¢“"/2{1 + BG(t) /Gp(t)}] >0, 0<B<1/5,0<T <1,

This covers 0 < r < 1, since T' = r®. Both G and G’ are enclosed by their radius-one Hankel
contours; the straight parts are truncated at 80. For u = —z + 40, z > 80,

|Eg(logu)| < (log z 4+ m)2'/% < 2/2.

The resulting two-sided tail errors for G, G’ are respectively 2e40/(780%) and e~4°/(780).
For 1 < r <200, enclose the integrals in Lemma B.13 at 7" = 12 and check

Q1(B,7) =1+ BRe(J/F) > 0.
For numerical stability only, the phase is evaluated in the exactly equivalent form

2
¢ = %{1171(1; 3;0) — B1F1(1;3; 80) }, Eg(l) = 1F1(1;2; BL).
Thus neither division by a parameter interval containing zero nor subtraction of the large
saddle terms is needed.

The file symmetric_ggc_certificate.json records a recursive binary partition of the
two complete rectangles into 720 boxes. The functions in symmetric_hankel.py use di-
rected complex ball arithmetic and validated analytic quadrature at 45 decimal digits, adding
every displayed truncation error. All logarithms in quadrature forward its analyticity flag.
The separate command certify_symmetric_ggc.py verify reconstructs the exact partition
from its roots and reevaluates every box, accepting only strictly positive whole-box lower
bounds. That verification passed; its hashes and constant bounds are saved in symmetric_
ggc_verification. json. Finally » > 200 is covered by Lemma B.12. Both ray inequalities
are the same when p = 1/2, so Proposition B.3 proves the claim. This is a computer-assisted
proof, not merely a numerical scan or a proof-assistant formalization. O

B.1.4. The critical curve and its first angular contact. The structural statements can now
be made without an empty-section qualification. They also specify which contact must be
selected in any numerical investigation of the critical curve.

Theorem B.15 (Critical GGC curve). There is a continuous function g : (0,1] — [0,1/2)
such that

Xa,p is extended GGC <= g(a) <p<1—g(a), 0<a<l.
It satisfies
gla) =0 (0<a<4/5 ora=1), 0<gla)<1/2 (4/5<a<l),
is locally Lipschitz on (4/5,1), and obeys
o g(@) 1
1 f > .
Wl VI—a T e

For 4/5 < a < 1, the following angular minimum ezists and is attained at a finite, nonzero
radius:

(B.4) (1 — g(a)) = min{args: 7/2 <args <m, Lq(s) #0, Im H,(s) = 0}.

Every minimizer s, satisfies

(B.5) Im H,(s) =0, Im{s.H. (s:)} =0, Re{s.H. (s:)} <O0.

Thus the relevant contact is the smallest angular one, not an arbitrarily chosen solution of
the two equality equations. The theorem is an exact variational characterization. Theorem

G.2 below proves arbitrary-accuracy computability, and Theorem H.5 gives the sharp endpoint
expansion.
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Proof. Existence of a closed nonempty central section follows from Theorems B.4 and B.14.
The positive and negative one-sided results give its stated zero and positive ranges. At every
4/5 < a < 1, the certificate and the two analytic radius regimes prove strict positivity of
Im H,(ir) at every r > 0. The small- and large-radius bounds in Lemma B.1 stay strictly
positive on rays in a neighborhood of /2. On the remaining compact annulus, both strict
positivity and zero-freeness persist after a small increase in sector angle. The exact ray
criterion then gives g(a) < 1/2.

Write 0, = 7(1 — g(«)). By the sector minimum principle used in Theorem B.4, U,(s) =
Im H,(s) is nonnegative on 0 < args < 6., and is strictly positive in the interior by the
strong minimum principle and its nonconstant small-radius asymptotic. On the outer ray
it is nonnegative. If it had no zero there, its uniform small- and large-radius signs, and
compactness of the intervening annulus, would allow a further increase in angle. The zero
condition also persists: choose a slightly larger closed slit sector; its two radial tails are
already zero-free by Lemma B.1, and continuity handles the compact annulus. Such an
increase contradicts the definition of the central section. There is therefore a contact on the
outer ray. No smaller angle can give a zero, proving (B.4). At a contact, the restriction to
the outer ray has a local minimum, so OiogU = Im(sH’) = 0. The strict Hopf boundary
lemma in a small disk at that ordinary analytic boundary point gives 9pU = Re(sH') < 0.
This proves (B.5) without assuming a nondegenerate radial minimum.

To prove continuity, weak closedness of the extended GGC class and continuity of this
free stable family imply g(ag) < liminf g(cv,) whenever «,, — ap < 1. For any angle strictly
between /2 and 0,.(c), the sector signs are strict and all zeros are excluded. These facts
persist for nearby indices: use the locally uniform Wright expansion at zero, Lemma B.10
at infinity, and compactness in between. Taking such angles up to 6.(ag) proves upper
semicontinuity. At oy = 4/5, the earlier persistence theorem gives the same conclusion;
below that value the function is zero. Continuity at one follows from Theorem B.11.

For completeness the Hopf inequality also gives local Lipschitz regularity on (4/5,1). In
a neighborhood of a fixed index all contacts lie in a common compact radial annulus. The
contact set at that index is compact and —0yU has a positive minimum there. Around it
the implicit function theorem expresses every possible first contact as § = O(«a,r), with
|040| uniformly bounded. Finitely many such neighborhoods cover the compact contact
set; outside them U stays strictly positive near the critical angle. The critical angle is the
minimum of these local root functions over their radial domains. The infimum of functions
with a common Lipschitz constant has that same constant. This gives the asserted local
regularity. The square-root lower bound is Theorem B.8. O

B.2. Exact rational moment certificates. This is an independent check on a subset of
Theorem A.3 and a reusable method, not a prerequisite for its analytic proof. Put Y, =
X, — b,y and

2
Cazma ha(v) = 2F1(a+1,1;3;v).
Define
_ 1 2n o2 —n—1/2 _(_1\n
"= g 1[1} (1= v)"ha(v) : dn = (—1)"(3/2)nA,.

The endpoint expansion in [7] gives the finite-order large-s expansion

Ee™ Yo ~ qol(3/2)s%/2 Z dn(ca/s)".
n>0

No convergence of this infinite asymptotic series is assumed. Let

log [ Y dt™ | =) tt", My=3, M,=(-1)"nt, (n>1).

n>0 n>1
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If X, is GGC, then M,, = ¢," [u"U(du). Moment existence follows successively by expand-
ing its Stieltjes transform to finite order: the positive remainder recovers the next moment
by monotone convergence, and the differentiated Laplace expansion supplies its finite limit.
Consequently
[Miyjli—0 = 0, [Misj+1]i=0 = 0.
Each M, is a polynomial in « of degree at most 2n; for example
My = (202 — 23a + 47) /48.

The coefficient recurrences use exact rational arithmetic. A rational vector producing a
negative quadratic form gives a finite obstruction. On a parameter interval, strictly negative
coefficients of that polynomial in the Bernstein basis {(?)tj(l — )" : 0 < j < n}, after
affine rescaling to 0 <t < 1, certify the obstruction throughout the interval.

The saved certificate has 18 adjacent rational closed intervals covering 9/10 < a < 1, each
with a strictly negative quadratic form. It is verified using only Python rational arithmetic,
including exact coverage checks. At o = 1 the polynomials describe the limiting normalized
sequence, not the actual Cauchy family. The probabilistic conclusion is 9/10 < v < 1.

The verifier certify_thorin_exclusion.py checks thorin_exclusion_certificate.
json. The exact moment construction is in thorin_moment_probe.py.

APPENDIX C. THE UNIFORM GGC BOUND

This appendix proves the remaining compact part of the uniform 4/5 theorem. The small-
radius series, finite cover and infinite-tail estimates together cover the entire positive radial
axis.

C.1. A complete Kanter phase certificate up to the critical endpoint. This section
gives a computer-assisted proof of the missing compact parameter range. The infinite tails
are controlled by explicit analytic inequalities, including at the critical endpoint. The checker
uses directed ball arithmetic and validated integration, rather than sampled function values.
Its source and certificate are part of the paper’s reproducibility bundle.
Put 8=1-a,a=1-p, and let Fg(s) = Ee*51-5 for s > 0. Write
Fg(—r —1i0) = R(r) + iI(r)
for its analytic continuation to the lower cut. More explicitly,
T.aneiﬁﬂn F(Bn)
(C1)  Fy(—r—i0)=> ——,  I(r)=>.
= n!l'(1 — fn) =

In particular I'/I > a/r. With

sin?(mfn)

r? > 0.
mn!

Qu(r) = ROV ~ R0

the phase derivative has the sign of Q3. The phase criterion in Section 2.3.1 of [7] says
precisely that Ki_g is GGC when this derivative is nonnegative. The sine squared factor in
(C.1) follows directly from the reflection formula and is retained in every computation below.

Lemma C.1 (Uniform imaginary-part estimate). For 1/5 < 8 < 1/4 and r > 100,
!
I'(r) _ b _ AT

b 47 _ 5Pl
) =2 2000 T

PTOOf. Set q(’u) = uﬂ — u7 C — 627”:B’ and

J = / (6rq(u) _ e—ru)dj’ J. = / (er(guﬂ—u) _ e—'ru)diu‘
0 (] 0 U
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Then 271 = J — ReJ.. Write ¢ = b/2 and uy = pY/a. Uniformly in the stated parameter
range,
9
—, > —b 2 <u < 3uy/2), 3up/2 < 1.
100 50 q(u) = 10 (uo/2 < u < 3up/2) uo/
The middle inequality follows from concavity and its two endpoint inequalities. All these
elementary parameter inequalities are enclosed on the fifty rational subintervals of length
1/1000 by the checker. On this middle interval the contribution to J' — ¢J is at least
%blogSegb”/lo > %egb”/lo. On 0 < u < 1 where ¢q < ¢, use

(g—c)e" + (u+c)e ™= (qg—c)(e?—e ™) +ule ™ > —crule.
For u > 1, concavity gives ¢(u) < —a(u — 1). Consequently

1 927 17
J —c]> = 9r/10 <! br/2_7.
“=5° 20" € 107

Also 0 < cos(273) < 31/100, and maximization of cos(273)u” — u/2 gives
cos(2mB)u’ — u < 3b/10 — u/2,
since (31/100)3/421/3 < 3/10. The elementary bound |e"%” — 1| < rufer sCmA)v” now yields
|J! = eJe| <T(B)(2/r)% (28 +1 + er)e® /10 < 5(3/2 + 271 /100)e37/10,

Here T'(8) < 1/8 < 5, by log convexity of I' between 1 and 2. On dividing by /10, the
resulting positive lower bound is

1 _ gre—Zbr/S _ 1776—9177‘/10 _ 5(3/2 4 27T/100)€_3br/5.

5 20 10r
Replace b by 47/100. Each subtracted term decreases for » > 100, and the value at 100 is
greater than 0.199999, as verified by ball arithmetic. Thus I’ — ¢I > 0. O
Lemma C.2 (Uniform real-part estimates at infinity). For 1/5 < 5 <1/4 and r > 500,
1 9
R(r) > 1, |R'(r)| < £ + o

In particular Qg(r) > 17/1000 throughout this unbounded region.
Proof. Set
¢ =518/2, d=—cot), v=(Bsin)/?, A=rv, o(t)=t°/B—t, E(t)=e /5.

Rotation to the positive imaginary axis in the preceding integral for J. gives

(C.2) R(r) = g + % /0 “ B sm(m(t))%,

At 8 = 1/5 the integral is conditionally convergent. It can equivalently be interpreted with
a factor e™®! and then € | 0. On a rotating arc of radius T, use cos(3(2w + 0)) < cos 6 for
0<6<m/2,1/5<3<1/4. For large T, the real exponent is at most —r7 cos /2, so the arc
integral is O((rT)~!). The subtracted integrand makes the small arc vanish. Replacing the
rotated subtraction e~ by the real subtraction e~"* adds i7/2 to J., giving the constant
5/4.

The following elementary inequalities, including their endpoint values, are checked on the
same fifty parameter intervals:

28 _9—p
3/25 < v < 29/200, 0<d < 21/50, o= < T,
My = ! <3, Mp:= ! <5/4 <5/2
Lo 1> TRT 998 » 12 ’
2d a
= <31/5 1-——— | <5.
w1



CLASSICAL PROPERTIES OF FREE STABLE LAWS 41

For a monotone nonnegative g and nonincreasing 0 < E < 1, endpoint terms plus the
total variation of Eg are at most 2supg. This follows by integrating the two terms of
d(Eg) = Edg+ gdE. Tt is the only oscillatory-integral estimate needed below.

Let t;, = B On (0,t1), the change of variable y = ¢(t) gives a sine integral with
decreasing positive weight E(t)/(t¢/(t)), because t¢'(t) = t? —t increases there. Such a sine
integral from zero to any positive endpoint is nonnegative, by integration against 1 —cos(Ay).
On [tr,1/2], integration by parts bounds the absolute contribution by 2Mp/A. On [2,00)
the corresponding bound is 2Mpz/\. The middle interval has absolute contribution at most
log4. Hence

5 log4 17/2
R0 =4~ 50 ~ 5@/
The final lower bound at 500 is greater than 1.006817.
For the derivative, first insert e=¢’. On the two outer intervals integrate by parts with
complex amplitude

>1  (r>500).

G(t) _ _dtﬁ/ﬁ + ZQZ)(t) _ _d/ﬁ + 1(1/18 - ta)
te/'(t) 1—ta

On [0, 1/2], the absolute real and imaginary parts are increasing and bounded by 21/4 and 11.
The variation estimate gives 65/(2X). On [2,00), the real part contributes less than 31/(5\);
the imaginary part increases from a number of absolute value less than 5 to 1, crossing zero
once. Splitting at that zero bounds its contribution by 12/\. After multiplication by v/(27),
the two outer contributions are less than

65/2+91/5 - 9

27y r
On [1/2,2], ¢ > 0, and direct absolute integration gives
v 29/200

- [(71/50)7 — 3/2] < %

All estimates are independent of €. Integration by parts in the original 1/t integral shows
locally uniform Abel convergence as ¢ | 0. Integrate the derivative bound over any finite
r interval, pass to the limit, and use analytic differentiability of R. This justifies the same

derivative bound at d = 0, without asserting ordinary convergence of the differentiated
oscillatory integral. Lemma C.1 finally gives Q > 47/200 — 1/5 — 9/500 = 17/1000. O

[(1+d)Jo —3/2] <

Proposition C.3 (Finite certificate specification). The finite certificate and exact recursive
cover verified by certify_kanter_optimal. py establish

R(r)>0,  Qg(r)>0 (1/5<<1/4, 1<r<500).

For 0 <r <1, the same signs follow from a single convergent-series bound. The procedure is
specified below so that neither parameter coverage nor truncation errors depend on a plotting
resolution.

Certificate algorithm and small-radius proof. Let A, = T'(fn)r®*/(mn!). Wendel’s inequal-
ity [15, (5.6.4)] gives

A

7221 < T“ﬁﬂnfa.
For any truncation index N with ¢y = r*8°N=% < 1, the tails of the series and its index-

weighted counterpart are bounded by

A N
D E Y 0 N P e I
SN 1 —qgn o l—gnv  (1—qn)
For all g € [1/5,1/4], directed evaluation through N = 80 at r = 1 gives

S:=) (n- 1)F(i7;‘) < 3/5.

n>2 @
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The first real coefficient in (C.1) is positive. It follows that R > 1—S5 > 0 and R— (r/a)R' >
1-8>00n0<r<1. Combining with I’/I > a/r proves the small-radius assertion.

For the compact rectangle the program bisects rational intervals in g and r. Every leaf
stores a positive margin, but the verifier recomputes it and does not trust its stored value.
For a leaf [8y, £1] X [ro, 1], validated integration encloses R, R’ on the whole leaf. If o > 100,
use I' /T > 47/200. Otherwise, the positive series for I defines weights proportional to ¢, r®"
Their mean index m(r) is increasing because m/(r) = a Var(n)/r. Thus

I'(r)/1(r) = (1 = B1)ma(ro) /11,
where m, is a lower enclosure computed as 1 + 37, n(n — 1)(cn76" )1ower/ Lupper, With
negative enclosure endpoints replaced by zero. The explicit tail above is included in Iypper. A
leaf is accepted only if its lower enclosure for R is positive and Riower(I'/1)iower — (R )upper > 0.

For completeness the stable integral used near 5 = 1/5 takes § = 7/2 — 1/20, ¢ = cos¥,
B=tan®,p=1/8, A=r%"", and ¢ = exp(iB(2r + 6)). Then
2 1 67(1+iB)up+A(u — e
R=1+—+—
+ —l— o B /

/ Ce™ (1+iB)uP+ACu du.

du,
U

/

= 27rﬁ7“

Away from the endpoint, use 8 = 7(1/(28) — 2), for which { = i, so the two integrands

reduce to e~ sin(Au — BuP)/u and e~ cos(Au — BuP). Validated integration is restricted

to [107?,3]; the origin and infinite tails are bounded explicitly. For the fixed rotation, the

checked inequality A Re < 3Pmin=! /2 bounds the real exponent by —uP=in /2 beyond 3. The
corresponding tail bounds are

26—3pmin/2 26—3pmin /2

Pmin3Pmin ’ pmin3pmin_1 .

At the origin, bounds are (|Ale + |B|eP™n /pyin)eldE and eel4le. All analytic-continuation
flags are forwarded to the complex power operation during validated integration. The cover is
reconstructed from exact rational midpoints, and the checker also repeats all the small-radius

and unbounded-tail constant checks. O

Theorem C.4 (Optimal uniform GGC bound). For every 0 < a < 4/5 and 0 < p < 1,
Xa,p @5 an extended GGC. Moreover within the Kanter family 0 < o <1, K, is GGC if and
only if « < 4/5. The number 4/5 is the largest endpoint of an initial index interval on which
every admissible skewness gives GGC.

Proof. Lemmas C.1-C.2 and Proposition C.3 give increasing cut phase for g € [1/5,1/4].
The proof of [7, Theorem 2] handles 5 > 1/4, so its phase characterization proves the
Kanter conjecture. The negative direction is [7, Corollary 2]. The multiplicative factorization
and the Cauchy subordination argument of [7, Section 2.3] transfer Kanter GGC to X, ,.
Theorem A.3 proves optimality for the free stable family itself. The isolated Cauchy index
a = 1 does not enlarge this initial interval. This result does not assert the absence of GGC
laws at interior skewnesses when 4/5 < a < 1. O

Remark C.5 (Execution record). The complete cover has 20,261 leaves. It was built and
then verified again in a fresh process on 3 October 2026, using python-flint 0.9.0 with 55
decimal digits of working precision. Both executions passed every interval assertion. The
file kanter_optimal_certificate.json contains the exact recursive cover; the separate
verification record stores hashes of the checker, its integral module, and the certificate. The
computation is an essential part of the proof on the compact rectangle. The quadrature
algorithm and its analytic-domain requirements are documented in [8].

Corollary C.6. For every fited 0 < n < 1/2, there exists €, > 0 such that X, , is extended
GGC whenever 4/5 < o <4/54+¢e, andn<p<1-—n.
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Proof. Apply Proposition B.5 at ap = 4/5. O

APPENDIX D. SIGNED LEVY KERNELS AND EXTREMAL GERMS

We derive the signed kernel representation and prove angular interpolation. Convergent
extremal germs then supply explicit origin bounds and the complete index-3/2 slice. These
estimates are the inputs for the global classification in Appendix E.

D.1. An analytic ID anchor above one. The following estimate supplies a useful explicit
ID region.

Proposition D.1. For 1 < a <53/50, X, 3/4 and X, 1,4 are ID.

Proof. Write Wy (2) =I1,,(1+2/\,) and rp, = A Convexity of the log moment generating
function log W, (s®) of X, 1/ gives

1 a—1 1
D.1 < .
(D-1) zn: 1+ (rpx)*)? —  « zn: 1+ (rpz)®
For p > 1/2, let
1 asmf e VU 1
w:ﬂ—(p_ﬁ)a f:ﬂ'(l—a(l—p)), Byf = / 1+2008§u0‘+u20‘d

Single-factor Fourier inversion gives the negative-side 81gned Lévy kernel

T) = Z By g(rnz) — 2 Z e~ TSN cog (1, cos w).
n n

The positive-side kernel is >, Bay(rnx) > 0, n = w(1 — ap), with value zero at n = 0. To

check the inversion, differentiate the single logarithmic factor:

d at~!
Slog(1 — e (t/r)") =
The upward rotation crosses re™, yielding the exponential-cosine residue. The downward ro-
tation crosses no pole. For fixed nonsymmetric parameters the single signed measure satisfies
[(2? A |z|)|ve|(dz) = O(r=®). Since S r,;* = 1/T'(a + 1), the compensated representations
sum absolutely. Nonnegative K therefore implies 1D.
For p = 3/4, one has w = 7/4, cos§ < 0, and

1o _ pagiow '

1+2coséu®+u?* < (1+ u2)0‘ < e,
Hoélder’s inequality then gives
Mo+ 1)sin(ra/4) 1 S 1
(14 ao/le=)e=1 149> = 5(1 +0v%)

Bag(v) >

Here I'(a + 1) > 1, sin(ra/4) > 1/4/2, and the power in the denominator is less than 11/10.
Also

sup e/ V2(cos(v/v/2)) 4 (1 +v*)? < 7/4.

v>0
On the first positive cosine interval, bound this by e~ 7*/10-v*/4(1 4 )%3/25 Its maximum
occurs at v = (v/107 — 6)/5 and is less than 7/4. Later positive intervals have v > 6, where
e~ T/10(1 4 v)%3/25 < 1. Tt follows from (D.1) that

1 7Ta-1 1 1 1
K . >7 o ./ - 0
a,3/4(%) > (5 2 o )zn: 1+ (rpz)® = 530 zn: 1+ (rpz)® g

Reflection proves the other case. These examples contradict the conjectured exclusion of
every index above one discussed after Theorem 1 of [6]. O
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D.1.1. Sector interpolation for ID. The following argument proves interval convexity. Inclu-
sion of the extremal skewness requires the separate endpoint positivity theorem.

Proposition D.2 (Each half of the ID section is an interval). For fired 1 < a < 2, the set
In={pc(1/2,1/a] : X, , is ID}

is either empty or a closed interval [p—(«), p+(a)], where 1/2 < p_ < py < 1/a. Between
two distinct ID parameters the signed Lévy kernel is strictly positive at every x > 0. The
proposition does not assert p; = 1/a.

Proof. First, nonnegativity of the negative-side kernel is also necessary for ID. Its absolutely
summable compensated representation above is a signed Lévy—Khintchine representation,
and uniqueness of that representation forces its signed measure to agree with the positive
Lévy measure of any ID law. Thus

XapisID <= Kyp(x) >0 (z>0).
Let Q;(t) = log|l — (t/r)*| + im1lgs,y. For Rez > 0, define

1

Fulz) = fZ /0 T e, (1) dt.

This uses a continuous logarithmic boundary value rather than resetting its imaginary part
after each zero. Its integrable logarithmic singularities cause no difficulty. On each closed
subsector of the right half-plane the sum converges normally and

(D.2) |Fa(2)] = O(|z| ™) both at zero and at infinity.
Indeed for all s > 0,
s/ e Q1 (u)| du < Cys™ .
0

For s > 1, split near zero, the integrable singularity at one, and the exponentially damped
tail. For s <1, the logarithmic growth at infinity gives O(1 + |log s|), which is bounded by
Cs™®. Scaling by r,, with Re z comparable to |z|, and using Y r, % < oo proves (D.2) and
normal convergence.

Set 0 =7(1—p) € (0,7/2). A direct single-factor contour rotation gives

(D.3) Ko (1) = Re Fo(ze™ ™).

For an explicit sign check, integration by parts replaces z@Q, by the boundary derivative
at®1/(t* —r® —40). Rotating this path from just below the positive ray to angle 6 crosses

—rxe~ 0

the pole at r. After multiplication by i/7, its residue is —2e The real part of
the rotated integral is B, r—ag(rx), exactly as required. Summation is permitted by the
preceding normal convergence bounds.

Suppose p1 < p2 are ID. The harmonic function Re F, is nonnegative on the corresponding
two rays, whose angle difference is less than /2. If 6, is their middle angle, add the positive
barrier

e(r? +772) cos(2(0 — 0,,)).

Since a < 2, it dominates (D.2) at both radial ends. The minimum principle on truncated
sectors, followed by the limits of the radii and then e | 0, proves nonnegativity on every
intervening ray. The strong minimum principle gives strict positivity inside: the harmonic
function is not zero identically, as is also seen from its positive large-z kernel asymptotic.
This proves interval convexity. Weak closedness of ID, continuity in p, and the known non-1D
symmetric law show that the interval is closed and has positive distance from 1/2. g
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D.1.2. Extremal ID at index three halves. We first give the complete extremal positivity
argument at this index, including its finite certificate and both radial ends.

Theorem D.3 (Extremal index 3/2). The laws X3/39/3 and X3/91/3 are classically ID. If
k(x) = K329/3(7) and b= 32173, then

om(@g% (x> 0), /Ook(x)dx:b, Rek(z) > 1 (2] < 1/2).
0

The last statement uses the analytic germ at zero and includes k(0) = 3/2. The proof
combines exact rational polynomial bounds and directed ball arithmetic with analytic all-order
error estimates.

Proof. Set ¢ =272/3 and Z = (b — X3/2,2/3)/c > 0. Its density is p(y) = %\/g\/yjA(y) The
free Cauchy-transform inverse gives y = 3 — u~! — 2y/u. Thus v = \/u solves
20% + (y — 3)v* +1=0.
The two roots coalescing at v = 1,y = 0 determine the density. Write its third root as
—(1+V)/2. Vieta’s formulas give the explicit analytic parametrization
V(V +3)? 1+V +V2/3
y="T I v =0 A = YT
(V+1) (1+V)3(14+V/3)
The normalized density factor A is holomorphic on |y| < 3v/3: the only nonzero discriminant
points are 9/2 % (31/3/2)i, while division by ,/y removes the square-root interchange at zero.
Put R = 51/10, B = 41/10, and A(y) = >_ fuy™. On |y| = R, every root of the cubic
has modulus less than B, since 2B3 > (R + 3)B? + 1. Expressing A as the difference of the
squared two density roots divided by 2i+/4/3,/y gives

V3B?
[A(y)| <
2VR
These constants are verified exactly by the checker.
Let j(y) = k(cy) = >,>0kny", and put pg = 3/2. The exact convolution equation
p*j = yp gives

<7, |[ful <TRT™.

n

(D4) kO = Do, kn = (pO)n-i-l fn - Z Mfmkn—m'

n! n!

m=1
This is an exact local inverse argument, not an inference from an asymptotic expansion alone.
More explicitly, the analytic logarithmic derivative of the extremal Laplace transform has
a causal inverse Laplace distribution. Multiplication by the transform of p gives exactly
p* j = yp; the single-factor inversion above identifies that inverse with the spectral kernel
for y > 0. Applying the local fractional inverse of the leading kernel y?°~! turns this into
a Volterra equation of the second kind with analytic coefficients. It has a unique local
distribution solution, which is analytic and whose Taylor coefficients are (D.4).
Here is a transparent all-order bound for those coefficients:
(D.5) ko] < 16(n+1)2R™"  (n > 0).
The base 0 < n < 100 is checked by exact rational arithmetic. For n > 100, use (3/2),, <
(m+1)! and
1 . (m+1)(n—m+1)2 5
Sy mEeoma 1?5
(n + 1) m=1 (m) n
To verify the latter elementary estimate, separate m = 1,2,n —2,n — 1,n; on the remaining
terms use (') > (3) and (m + 1)(n —m + 1)? < 4(n + 2)3/27. After multiplication by n, a
uniform upper bound is

CU R
99 100 10000 9

(102/100)3

(99/100(98/100) ~
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Consequently the induction step in (D.4) is bounded, after division by (n + 1)2R™", by
7(102/101) 4+ 560/100 < 16. This proves (D.5) and convergence of the kernel series on
ly| <R.

The checker computes f,, k, through degree N = 128 exactly. For ¢ = 4/R, the omitted
kernel tail is at most

By = 160V ] V2 2N +2)g g +9)

1—¢ 1-¢?* (1-9¢?

All Bernstein coefficients of the kernel polynomial on the single interval [0, 4] exceed this

error by more than 1/50. The same exact calculation applied to (3/2 — SN k,y™)/y, with

error En /4, is strictly positive. Hence 0 < j(y) < 3/2 on [0,4]. Also the sum of the absolute

coefficients at radius 4/5, including the full tail, is less than 0.403 < 1/2. Thus Rej(y) > 1

for |y| < 4/5.

For the entire remaining tail in the original variable, take g = 5/2. Three sign-changing

Wright-zero brackets are

(2.7407302,2.7407303), (4.7166213,4.7166214), (6.6596278,6.6596279).
Set Sy, = (—1)™ tm[2™]log W3/5(2) and Tp, = Si, ] 1 rj—3m/2' The verified inequality
86T, < 1 forces every unlisted root to exceed 8; no assumed ordering or completeness of the
three brackets is needed. Since ¢ = 7/2, the denominator of the positive integral is 1 + u3.
Its elementary lower bound gives

} < 3.25-1078,

1
02 - DO o5 .

At x¢ this bound exceeds 0.008. After multiplication by z 3/2, every subtracted term decreases
for & > xg, so it remains strictly positive on the whole tail. Conversely the upper bound

k(r) < ——

7j=1
decreases and is less than 1/5 at xg. The interval and tail overlap because 4c¢ > 5/2. Also
(1/2)/c < 4/5, proving the complex-local assertion.

The file certify_extremal_three_halves.py verified every finite inequality just used,
with exact rational polynomial calculations and 100-digit outward ball evaluations of the
remaining constants and zero signs. The zero Taylor tails are explicitly bounded using the
decreasing ratio I'(¢)/T'(t +1/2). Its record is extremal _three_halves_certificate. json.
Nonnegative k proves ID by the signed-kernel criterion. The drift of b — X is zero and its
mean is b; thus [k = b. Reflection proves the other stated parameter. Il

D.1.3. A convergent extremal kernel with variable index.

Lemma D.4 (The logarithmic-strip inverse). Let 1 < a < 2, e =a—1, ¢, = gl/a and
by = ae'/* 1. The density of Z, = (by — Xa,1/a)/ca has the form

pa(y) = \/%

where the germ F, is holomorphic on

——VyFuy),  Fu(0)=1,

2a 7r
ly| < R, R, = sin —.
a—1 a

The corresponding signed Lévy kernel jq(y) = Ka1/4(cay) has a holomorphic germ on the
same disk. Writing Fo(y) = > fu(a)y™ and jo(y) = X kn(a)y", both a" fr(a) and a™k,(a)
are rational polynomials in a. For 3/2 < a < 153/100, uniformly in n > 0,

(D.6) |[fal@)] < 7(10/51)",  [kn(a)| < 16(n +1)*(10/51)".
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This is a convergence and remainder theorem, not a claim of ID throughout the index interval.

Proof. In logarithmic Cauchy-transform coordinates u = €V, the inverse is

a 1
= h/CL = — — —-v
Y (v) - ¢

— ZefY,
9

Consider the horizontal strip | Im v| < 27/a. On its horizontal boundaries, with v = t+27i/a,

he(v) = & _ g¥mi/a <et + 1e€t> )
€ €
The bracketed real quantity is at least a/e, its value at t = 0. Therefore |hq(v)| > R, on
these boundaries. On vertical boundaries Rev = +L, one exponential dominates uniformly
as L — oo, for a in any compact subinterval of (1, 2].

At a = 2,y = 0, the equation is coshv = 1, with exactly the double zero v = 0 in the
strip. Homotopy in a, using the nonvanishing boundary bounds, preserves this count. For
fixed a, homotopy in |y| < R, consequently shows that h,(v) = y has exactly two roots in
the strip, counted with multiplicity. The only critical point in the open strip is zero, since
Rl (v) = e ¥(1 — e™). The two inverse branches vy, v_ therefore interchange only around
y = 0, where vy ~ +i,/2y/a. The single-valued quotient

ev+(¥) _ ev-(y)

/0y
extends holomorphically across zero and gives the asserted density. This argument identifies
the relevant inverse branches; it does not assume that all critical values on every logarithmic
sheet control this germ.

For the uniform estimate put R = 51/10. The function R, is decreasing on (1,2]: its
derivative has the sign of —sin @ — (r — ) cos 6, with § = 7 /a, which is negative. A directed
evaluation gives Ris53/100 > 5.114 > R. If he(v) =y, |y| = R, and Rev > log 17, the reverse
triangle inequality would imply

Fo(y) =

S 17¢ 1 -
B 17
a contradiction. The last inequality holds uniformly for 1/2 < e < 53/100: after multiplica-

tion by e, it is positive at 1/2 and its derivative is bounded below by /17 log 17—1—R—1/17 >
0. Thus |e"*| < 17, and

a
R+ = > ‘efv_’_gflesv
g

R+Z,
€

|F,(y)] < 17\/a/(2R) < 17,/3/20 < 7.

Cauchy’s estimate proves the first bound in (D.6).
The exact convolution equation pg * j, = yp, again gives (D.4), with py = 3/2. For clarity
about convergence, set

p n n .
Dq(y) = Z ( 723 fnla)y", qa = D:p da = ja — Po-

n>0

The equivalent local Volterra equation is d, = yq, — qq *d,. Both D, and ¢, are holomorphic
on |y| < Ry. The Volterra resolvent series converges uniformly on every smaller disk, by
the factorial bounds on iterated integration. Local uniqueness identifies its solution with the
signed spectral kernel, as in the preceding proof.
Finally let
2h,(log(l +w
Ay(w) = — 2hal 5;2 D a0)=1.

Its coefficient of w™ is a rational polynomial in a of degree at most m. Lagrange inversion
gives the exact formula

(=2)"

_ 2n —n—1/2

a” fn(a)
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The recurrence (D.4) then proves the same polynomial property for ak,(a). The checker
constructs these rational polynomials exactly. For 0 < n < 100, it shifts each kernel numer-
ator to a = 303/200, bounds its absolute coefficient sum at displacement 3/200, and divides
by (3/2)™. These exact rational bounds verify the base of (D.6). The all-order induction
is exactly the one following (D.5), using only the uniform density bound. The degree-128
parameter coefficients also agree identically at a = 3/2 with the independently computed
cubic coefficients. The source is general_extremal_polynomials.py, with the checks in
certify_general_extremal_germ.py. U

Proposition D.5 (A certified non-ID endpoint). The extremal law Xi53/100,100/153 5 not
ID. This statement alone does not exclude every skewness at that index or every larger index.

Proof. Set a = 153/100, = = 53/20, w = w(100/153 — 1/2), h = sinw, ¢ = cosw, and
€ = 477/100. Three sign-changing zero brackets are

(2.6247913,2.6247914), (4.5379757,4.5379758), (6.4203113,6.4203114).

Let S; = (—=1)771j[29)log Wy (2), Tj = S; — 323 _ 7%, and R = T4_1/(4a). Every remaining
root is at least R > 7.779, and R > a/(hx). Since cos& > 0,

sin &

3
-2 Z e~ cos(cary,) + 2R% M RT) < —0.003.

n=1

Ka,l/a(x) < P

The certificate non_id_endpoint_153_certificate. json was reconstructed at 90 decimal
digits, including every zero-bracket Taylor tail and every unlisted-root contribution. Its
checker uses no numerical quadrature. The final displayed strict bound is an upper bound
for the kernel, which suffices to prove non-I1D. O

D.1.4. The complete ID slice at index three halves.

Theorem D.6 (All skewnesses at a = 3/2). There is a unique solution (po,xq) of
K3/2,p(37) =0, axK3/2,p(35) =0

in 0.652317 < p < 0.652318, 12/5 < = < 27/10. It satisfies

0.6523173573678771199 < pg < 0.6523173573678771201,
2.53849362351816328 < o < 2.53849362351816331.

The complete classification, including equality at the boundary, is
X3/2,p is ID <= p e [1/37 1- pO] U [p07 2/3]

In particular X3/533/50 is ID and X35 13/20 is not ID. All these laws are non-GGC. The
finite part of this assertion is proved by the whole-box certificate specified below.

Proof. Write K (p,r) = K3/ ,(7) and let J = [0.652317,0.652318]. The following bounds
hold on the whole indicated regions, uniformly for p € J:

0<z<1/2 K >1/2
[1/2,12/5] U [27/10,4] | K > 1/1250
[12/5,27/10] Kz >1/4, K,>1
x> 4 K > 2/(2523/?).

Here is a proof and a complete specification of the numerical errors. '
For the origin, use the kernel k from Theorem D.3. Put § = 7(2/3 — p), w = xe~*. The
identity

bsind xsind [ k(y)
D. K =2 —
(D7) (p:) Rek(w) + T T /0 (y — wcosd)? + 22sin?§
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follows by Cauchy continuation. Indeed the extremal characteristic logarithm has derivative
XL(t) =ib— i[5 e "Wk(y) dy, so for Sw > 0,

i/ eithg(t)dt:—w—i—l/ L(y) dy.
7 Jo Tw  wJo w—y

Continuation through the positive axis adds 2k(w). The rotation x,(t) = x.(e**t), or the
single-factor calculation in (D.3), identifies its real part with the stated kernel. The contin-
uation is legitimate in the disk used here because k is analytic there. For z < 1/2, the first
term in (D.7) exceeds 2, the pole term is nonnegative, and the Poisson integral is at most
3/2. Thus K > 1/2.

For the tail put a = 3/2, S; = Y r;%, h = sin(r(p — 1/2)), £ = m(ap — 1/2). Since
cos& > 0, elementary inequalities give

sin &

K(p,xz) > [27% — 2al'(2a) cos £Sax 2" — aT'(3a) Sz "]

3 3
—2(— .
(eha:) 52

Use (14 2qcosé +¢*)~!1 > 1 —2qcos¢ — ¢ for the positive terms and e™¥ < (3/e)3v3 for
the oscillatory terms. Multiplication by 2%/2 makes the bound increasing. Its uniform value
at 4 exceeds 0.0110878 > 1/100, proving the claimed unbounded tail.

For the finite part, twenty disjoint rational Wright-zero brackets have width at most
10780, Their signs use the degree-349 Taylor polynomial with a uniform geometric tail on
0 < r < 45. For the positive Rayleigh remainders T,, = S,, — 2021 Tn sm/ 2, the verified
bound T50(204/5)%° < 1 puts every unlisted zero above 204/5. This rules out missed smaller
roots without assuming completeness of a preliminary scan.

The listed positive integrals use validated quadrature after ¢ = =, on [0, 12], with explicit
Gaussian tails. The same integration-by-parts bounds apply to the required derivatives. For
unlisted roots, expand the exact finite geometric identity for ¢ /(1 + ge®®). The resulting
sum is

2

SRS

19
Z (=1)" L sin(mé)T (@m)z ™™ T,,.
m=1

Its j-th 2-derivative error is at most aI'(30+ j)z =307 Ty /7, j = 0,1, 2. Its p-derivative error
is at most 21aT'(30)2~3°Tyg. These follow from |1 + ge¢| > 1 and ¢/|1 + ge*¢| < 1. For the
unlisted oscillatory terms, choose 1 < m < 20 such that haR > am + j, R = 204/5. The
derivative error is at most 2R+ e~heRT, - for the p derivative use j = 1 and multiply by
wx. Thus every infinite contribution is explicitly enclosed.

The exact partition has 19 boxes for positivity off the contact interval and 3 boxes for both
derivative inequalities on it. Endpoint checks give K, (p,12/5) < 0 < K,(p,27/10). There
is therefore one minimizer z(p) in the contact interval, and m(p) = K(p,x(p)) satisfies
m'(p) = Kp(p,z(p)) > 1.

Let pr,pu be the two displayed rational endpoints and z; = 2.5384936235181632931.
Strict outward enclosures give

—1.607-107Y < K(pp, ;) < —1.530- 10719,
1.799 - 107" < K (py, ;) < 1.875-10719,
K. (py,x¢)| < 3.46-1071.
Convexity supplies the global bound m(py) > K(pu, 7) — Kz (pv, v¢)?/(2(1/4)) > 0, whereas
m(pr) < 0. Hence exactly one pg in the bracket has m(pg) = 0. The derivative signs at the
stated two zg endpoints hold throughout this narrow p bracket.

At po all radii are nonnegative, proving ID including equality. Theorem D.3 and sector
interpolation give ID on [pg, 2/3]. Any ID parameter below py would, by interpolation, force
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an ID parameter with a strictly negative minimum immediately below pg, a contradiction.
The symmetric case is non-ID; reflection finishes the classification.

The command certify_three_halves_classification.py verify reruns the extremal
prerequisite, twenty-zero verification, all 22 boxes, contact checks and tail constants at 180
decimal digits. It passed. Full enclosures and hashes are in three_halves_classification_
verification. json. This slice alone does not prove the global cutoff; the independent
argument in Theorem E.4 supplies that conclusion. U

D.1.5. Uniform ID rectangles at every nonsymmetric interior skewness. The same spectral
inequality gives a general local statement above one. It does not require monotonicity of the
full kernel in the skewness.

Proposition D.7. Fiz 0 <n < 1/4, let s = sin(nn), and put

If
l<a<l+4ey,  penl/2-nUfl/24n1-n],

then the parameters are admissible and X, , is classically ID. In particular, for every fized
€ (0,1)\ {1/2}, ID holds for all a > 1 sufficiently close to one. All these laws are outside
extended GGC.

Proof. By reflection take 1/24n < p < 1—n. The bound o < 1/(1—n) ensures admissibility,
and gives

Hence sin¢ > s and sinw > s. For 1 <o <3/2, 14+ u® < e for all u > 0: use u® < u up to
one, and u® < u? < e* — 1 thereafter. Thus
INa+1)sing S s

m(v+2)* T dr(l+0)’

Bag(v) >

where (v + 2)* < 2971 (v® 4+ 2%) < 4(1 +v%) and T'(a + 1) > 1. Furthermore

108 6
supe *Y(1 4+ v*)? < max{ 4,4supvie V) < —— < —.
v>0 v>1 e3sd = s3

Writing S; = 3°,,(1 + (r,2)®) ™7, inequality (D.1) gives, for every z > 0,

S 12 S 12¢
K > —85— =5 >(—— 1
ar(t) 2 At T B2 (47r s3

>512887TS1>0.

The opposite-side Lévy kernel is already nonnegative. The absolutely summable compen-
sated representation above therefore proves ID. Theorem A.2 excludes extended GGC. [O

APPENDIX E. THE GLOBAL ID REGION

The proof has three tasks: exclude every skewness at large indices, locate the extremal
transition, and prove positivity at all smaller extremal indices. Only after these tasks are
complete does sector interpolation identify the global interval and its inner boundary. We
write a., = agp throughout the appendices.



CLASSICAL PROPERTIES OF FREE STABLE LAWS 51

E.1. A uniform upper exclusion for the ID index.

Lemma E.1 (An elementary characteristic-function obstruction). Fvery classically ID char-
acteristic function satisfies

@) > e,  teR.
For every admissible free stable law with 9/5 < a < 2, the reverse strict inequality holds at
t = 89/100, with
lo(178/100)]* — |¢(89/100)|® < —107°.

Consequently none of these laws is classically ID.

Proof. Write A(t) = —log |¢(t)|. The Lévy—Khintchine formula and 1—cos(2u) < 4(1—cosu)
give A(2t) < 4A(t), including the Gaussian contribution. Exponentiation gives the necessary
condition.

For the strict reverse inequality, use reflection and set

a=0+p)/5 p=1i+q(l/a—-1), 0<pg<l

The Wright argument in (3.2) is —t* exp[—imq(1 — /2)]. Retain terms 0 < n < 32 of its
series. At both frequencies |z| < 4, and gamma monotonicity gives the uniform remainder
bound
432 1
E = 1 .
3210(2+£32) 1 —4/33

Indeed, every consecutive absolute term ratio from index 32 onward is at most 4/(n + 1).
The exact recursive rectangle cover in cf_exclusion_certificate.json has 4,289 leaves.
On each whole rectangle, outward ball evaluation of the two finite series, with E added to
both components, proves the displayed gap. certify_cf_exclusion.py checks every leaf
and reconstructs the complete cover; the fresh 50-digit verification passed. U

Theorem E.2 (All skewnesses above 153/100). For every admissible (o, p) with 153/100 <
a < 2, the law X, is not classically ID.

Proof. It remains to treat 153/100 < o < 9/5. By reflection write p = 1/2 + ¢(1/a — 1/2),
0<q<1. For g >0, put

w=mq(l/a—1/2), h=sinw, c=cosw, &=m(l—a/2)(1+7q).
Here cosé > 0. The signed Lévy kernel used above is
K(z) = Z Bo¢(rpz) — 2 Z e " cos(crp).
n n

Its positive part obeys

(E'l) ZBa,é(rnx) <

n

sin &

T’

because its denominator is at least one and >, r ¢ = 1/I'(1 + «).

We first enclose three distinct moving zeros on each of the 27 closed index strips [5,/100, (j+
1)/100], 153 < j < 180. The certificate specifies a rational quadratic polynomial 77(a) and
a rational error e; for each root. The two functions Wy (—(r}(a) = e;)®) have opposite strict
signs throughout the strip. To prove these signs without interval cancellation, truncate the
Wright series at 100 terms and use a real Taylor polynomial of degree 17 in .. Its coefficients
are evaluated at the strip midpoint; its eighteenth Taylor coefficient is evaluated on the entire
strip and supplies the Lagrange remainder. The finite polynomial is bounded in Bernstein
form. A separate geometric bound controls the infinite Wright tail. All these operations use
outward balls. Thus numerical root proposals play no role in verification.
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Let S; = . Tn?% computed by the logarithmic Wright coefficients. Each strip also
specifies a rational R > rg and verifies

3
<S4 — ZT]-_4Q) R < 1.
=1

The left side is bounded above using the upper root polynomials, with the same Taylor

method. Positivity of every Rayleigh summand shows that every unlisted zero exceeds R;

hence these are indeed the first three zeros, with no missed roots. Write 77 = 51 — ?:1 rj_o‘.

Whenever haR > «,

sin& 3 b —hzR

-2 Z e "% cos(erjx) + 2R .
j=1

(E.2) K(z) <

T

On 1/20 < ¢ < 1, the exact 962-leaf rectangle cover chooses x = 7/(cry1), where each leaf
specifies 7 = 2m + d, an integer m > 1 and a rational d. The first residue is then evaluated
exactly as 2e~ 7' cos 1; the other residues use the enclosed root ratios. On every whole
leaf, (E.2) is strictly less than —107%.

The small-skewness region is covered analytically. The root certificates also verify uni-
formly that

r <3, 7‘2/7’1>5/3, 7"(1181—1<3.
If 0 < ¢ < 1/20, then tanw < 1/40. Choose m = [4/(2rtanw)], v = 2wmtanw, and
x = 2mm/(cry). Thus 4 < v < 4+ 7/20 and z > 160/3. Bound all residues after the first
using r, > (5/3)r1. Equations (E.1) and the first Rayleigh sum give

1
K(z) < 7160/3) 53700 ~ 2e47/20 4 6(5/3)%°72/3 < T
At ¢ = 0, the symmetric characteristic function has real zeros, so it is not ID. This completes
the parameter cover.

The files variable_alpha_spectrum.py and certify_large_alpha_non_id.py imple-
ment the checks just described. A fresh 65-digit verification recomputed every moving root
sign, all 27 Rayleigh bounds, all 962 kernel leaves, and the 4,289 characteristic-function
leaves of Lemma E.1. The result and source hashes are recorded in large_alpha_non_id_
verification. json. 0

1

This first confines every possible larger-index ID law to o < 153/100. The remaining short
interval can now be settled sharply.

E.1.1. The extremal transition and the maximal ID index.

Theorem E.3 (The extremal transition above 3/2). There is a unique critical index o in
the interval

(E.3) 1.52407396102878875153 < v, < 1.52407396102878875155.
For 3/2 < o < 153/100,
Xa1ja @8 classically ID  <— o < a.

The same holds for its reflection. An exact definition of the critical index is the unique
solution of

ja(y) = ayja(y) =0
in 38/25 < a <ay, 4 <y <203/50, where ay is the upper bound in (E.3) and j, is defined
in Lemma D.4. Its contact satisfies

4.028954474287407697 < y. < 4.028954474287407701.

At the critical index the kernel is nonnegative on the entire positive half-line, with equality
at the contact.
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Proof. Write ar,, ayy for the two rational bounds in (E.3), and Y = [4,203/50]. All finite-index
computations below use the exact rational parameter polynomials of Lemma D.4 through
degree 128, with the all-order tail (D.6). The derivative tails are also explicit. For example,
if Qn(a) = a"ky(a), then deg @, < 2n and

1Qnlliz,o) < 16(n + D?(U/R)", L=3/2, U=153/100, R =51/10.
The classical Bernstein and Markov inequalities [9, Introduction, (1.1)—(1.2)] give
2n 8n?
(a—L)U—a)' U- L} 1Qnlliz.on,

with the Markov alternative at endpoints. Differentiating k, = @, /a™ and summing these
positive geometric tails therefore rigorously controls 9,j, and the mixed derivative. This
also justifies termwise parameter differentiation on all compact sets used here.

The exact continuous cover in extremal_transition_certificate. json verifies:

Qn(a)] < min{

ja(y) >0 (3<a<® o<y<?),
jaly) >0 (B<a<ay, yel0gu[Z, ),
az]a(y) > Tlov 8aja(y) < _% (% <a<ay, Y€ Y) .

It also checks 0yjq(4) < 0 and 0,7,(203/50) > 0 on the last index interval. Thus each such
kernel has exactly one minimizer in Y, and the minimum is strictly decreasing with a.

Here is the infinite-radius control, independent of that compact calculation. On three
index strips covering [3/2, ay], the moving-zero method of Theorem E.2 encloses three roots
and a lower bound Ry for all unlisted roots. With £ = 7(2 — a), h = sin[r(1/a — 1/2)], and
¢ = cos[r(1/a — 1/2)], the positive part of the kernel is bounded below by

P,(x) = 81;15 {af“ — 2acos £T'(2a)Sqz 2% — aF(3a)Sga?*3“} .

This follows from (1 + s)™! > 1 — s for s > 0. The lower bound

3
P,(x)—2 Z e~ " cos(erpx) — 2RGe MRy
n=1

is positive on = = ¢y, 21/5 < y < 5. Replacing all three cosines by one gives a bound
positive at x = 3. After multiplication by x“, its negative terms decrease for every x > 3,
as verified at that endpoint. It therefore remains positive throughout the infinite tail. The
overlap 5¢, > 3 is also checked. This accounts for every positive x, including the region
beyond the convergence disk.

To locate the transition, set y; = 4.02895447428740769884. At the two exact rational
indices ar,ar, independently recompute 384 coefficients by formal series reversion, using
700-digit outward arithmetic and the same infinite-series majorant. The checker obtains

(Oydas (yt))
2/10
Strong convexity makes the first expression a lower bound for the entire minimum on Y.
Strict decrease of that minimum now proves existence and uniqueness of ay, with equality
included in the ID region. A separate bound |0,0yj,| < 5 on the tiny contact box, together

with 384-term endpoint evaluations, gives the stated bracket for ys,.

Finally the cover verifies 0,j4(y) < —1/4 for ar, < a < 153/100 and every y in that
tiny contact bracket. Hence j,(y«) < 0 for every a > a, up to 153/100. This proves
necessity on the entire claimed interval, not just near the contact. Sufficiency follows from
the global nonnegative-kernel checks above. The 4,988 exact cover leaves and all point
checks were freshly recomputed by certify_extremal_transition.py; the results are in
extremal transition_verification. json. Il

Gay (ye) — > 9.5691 - 1072, Jay () < —9.0056 - 10721,
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Theorem E.4 (The maximal classical ID index). The largest admissible stability index for
which any free stable law is classically ID is exactly o from Theorem E.3. More precisely,

a>a, = X,, s not ID for every admissible p.
At o = ay, the only ID skewnesses are
p=1/a,, p=1-1/a,.

These laws are not extended GGC. The theorem does not claim the full skewness classification
at indices below av.

Proof. Theorem E.2 excludes o > 153/100. It remains to treat ar, < o < 153/100, where ay,
is the lower rational bound in (E.3). Use ¢ as in that theorem. The same moving-root and
Rayleigh method, on this one additional index strip, verifies strict negative kernel witnesses
for 1/20 < g <49/50. For 0 < g < 1/20, the analytic resonant-frequency estimate continues
to work with the conservative lower index 38/25:

1
Ka)< ——— —
(@) < 6o 3®
As before, ¢ = 0 is excluded by a real characteristic-function zero.

The essential extra step concerns 49/50 < ¢ < 1. Fix = ¢4¥y«. This x is held fixed when
varying p at fixed a. Since cos& > 0, differentiating each positive integral gives

1
9e—4=7/20 | 6(5/3)9/5,-20/3 ~ _ _*
e +6(5/3)""e <100

0o 2gi 2 «
O0¢Bo ¢(v) = %/0 e Uyt {C(gg + sn;)fu } du>0, D=1+2coséu®+ u’®.

Its contribution to d,K may therefore be discarded in a lower bound. Differentiating the
residues gives

3
0,K(x) > 2mx Z e cos(erpe + w) — 2mr RG e he oy
n=1
The last term bounds every unlisted residue derivative, since hxRy > a + 1. A single
parameter box, allowing the full certified interval for ¥, encloses this lower-bound expression
between 1.2295 and 1.8216. In particular, d,K (x) > 1/2 throughout the region.

For a > a, Theorem E.3 proved K, 1 /o(Ca¥ys) = ja(ys) < 0. Strict increase in p forces the
same negative sign at every smaller skewness in the present region. At @ = ax, the endpoint
value is zero, so every strictly smaller skewness in the region is again non-ID. Reflection
handles the other half, whereas both extremal laws are ID by the preceding theorem. The
non-GGC assertion follows from Theorem A.2.

The new cover contains 36 leaves, including the derivative box. certify_global_id_
cutoff.py freshly verified them and reran both complete prerequisite covers: the 4,988
extremal-transition leaves and all the larger-index exclusions. The record is global_id_
cutoff_verification.json. Thus the passage from an extremal transition to a global index
cutoff is independently certified, rather than assumed from skewness interval convexity. [J

E.2. The complete upper-index ID region.

Theorem E.5 (All skewnesses between three halves and the cutoff). For 3/2 < a < o, put
114238 341
—,_ 3 —
w=amy Q@)= 155500 T 100"

There is exactly one pair (q«(a),x.(a)) in

lg— Q(a)| < 1/500,  47/20 < < 57/20

+7?,  plag) =1+ (a7t =D

such that

Ko p(aq)(®) =0, 0o Ko p(a,q) () = 0.
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Both components are continuous in a, and 0 < q.(a) < 1. Writing r(a) = p(a,q.(a)), the
full classification is

XopisID <= pec[l—at,1-7r(a)] U [r(a),a .

The endpoints are included. At a = 3/2, r(a) = pg from Theorem D.6; at a = o, q«(a) = 1.
The polynomial @ is a certified locator, not an exact formula or a claimed Taylor expansion
of the boundary. In particular

(@) = [§ + (@' = H)Q(a)]| < 1/3000.

Proof. We use the spectral kernel formula also as an auxiliary analytic expression on the
entire band ¢ = Q(a) + v/500, —1 < v < 1, including a small part with ¢ > 1. Probability
statements are restricted to ¢ < 1. Throughout this auxiliary band, 0 < £ = 7(1 — a/2)(1 +
q) < m/2. Indeed the maximum occurs at v = 1,u = 0, where £ /7 = 0.478976: the derivative
inuatv=1is —0.105452 + 0.09u — 10.5u% < 0 for 0 < u < 1/40.

The following strict inequalities hold uniformly on this band for 3/2 < a < ay, with ay
from (E.3):

x € [1/2,47/20] U [57/20,4] | K >0

x € [47/20,57/20] Koo >1/25, K, >1/2
x = 47/20 K, <0
x = 57/20 K, >0
T >4 K > 0.

At g_ = Q(a) —1/500, the kernel is strictly negative at zf(a) = 2.5385 + 4.16u — 3.35u>. At
4+ = Q(a) +1/500,

Km(aa 9+, .’L'f)2
2/25
Strong convexity therefore makes the entire core minimum positive at g.. These are con-
tinuous parameter enclosures, proved by certify_upper_id_region.py: 552 exact rational

boxes cover the stated domains. We give the error controls below.
First we control the omitted origin interval. The convergent germ of Lemma D.4 and an
exact coefficient bound give

Ja(2) — 3/2] < 9/20 (|z| <4/5),  ka(x)<2 (z>0), 3/2<a< 153/100.

For the first inequality, the rational coefficient sum through degree 128 plus its all-order tail
is less than 0.408144. For the second, an eight-box cover proves j,(y) < 2 on [0,21/5]; for
x > 5/2, the spectral upper bound
1 2 a \*
Falz) < Tx® + I'(l1+a) (ehx) <1

decreases with z. The two ranges overlap because (21/5)272/3 > 5/2. Also (4/5)272/% > 1/2,
so Rekq(z) > 21/20 for |2| < 1/2. For a < a, endpoint ID is already supplied by Theorem
E.3. Apply (D.7) with b = b,, k = k, and 6 = w(a~! — p). Its Poisson integral is at most 2,
and its pole term is nonnegative. Hence K, ,(x) > 1/10 for 0 < x < 1/2, at every admissible
p > 1/2. The case § = 0 follows directly from k,. These inequalities were freshly verified by
certify_id_origin_strip.py.

For the finite spectral computations, ten distinct moving Wright zeros are enclosed on each
of the three parameter strips [1.5,1.51], [1.51,1.52], [1.52,ay]. The real sign checks use a
degree-63 Taylor polynomial in a for the first 140 Wright terms. A complex square containing
the circle of radius 1/10 supplies a Cauchy remainder M (h/(1/10))%*/(1 — h/(1/10)), where
h is the parameter half-width. The infinite Wright tail is bounded separately. Thus the
sign checks do not infer signs from a root scan or sampled parameter values. With T;, =
S — S listeq T~ %™, the fourth Rayleigh sum proves 15T} < 1, so every unlisted root exceeds
15. This lower bound need not exceed all ten listed roots. The file certify_ten_zero_id_
spectra.py freshly checks every root sign and moment remainder.

K(a,q4,7p) — > 0.
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The listed positive integrals use validated quadrature after v = t?/x, with explicit errors
for 0 < t < 1/4096 and t > 12. For the unlisted positive terms, (1 + 2z cos& + 22)~! lies
between 1 — 2zcos¢ — z? and 1. Consequently their differentiated Laplace integrals have
an explicit one-sided remainder, bounded by 7> and T3 < 157%T,. Unlisted oscillatory
derivatives of order j have modulus at most

2159m+ie=15he T whenever 15ha > am + j,

using the best available m € {1,2,4}. For K,, and K,, the positive-integral parts are
nonnegative; only the explicitly differentiated residues and their tails are needed for the
displayed lower bounds. Finally, at x > 4 use

K> sin &

2a
[x_“ — 2a cos £T'(2a) Syx 2% — aF(Sa)ngL“_3a] -2 <62}ZU> Sa.

After multiplication by z%, this lower bound increases; its positivity at 4 is included in the
cover.

For each fixed a, strict convexity and the derivative signs give a unique core minimizer for
every ¢ in the band. Its value is strictly increasing in ¢, since K, > 1/2, and changes sign
between ¢_ and ¢4. Thus precisely one contact exists. If ¢ > 1, endpoint ID forces ¢, < 1;
here g < 1 < q4+. At g4, all exterior kernel values are positive and the core minimum is
zero, so the law is ID. Proposition D.2, together with endpoint ID, proves ID at every q > gx.
Inside the band, ¢ < g¢. gives a negative kernel value. An ID parameter below ¢_ would,
by the same interval proposition, force ID at ¢q_, a contradiction. Reflection proves the full
section.

For completeness, the contact is continuous in a. Ordered negative Wright zeros, with
multiplicities, vary continuously by local uniform convergence and Hurwitz’s theorem. Their
partial Rayleigh sums increase to the continuous function Sj(a) = 1/I'(1+4a); Dini’s theorem
gives uniform tail convergence on a compact parameter interval. On the present compact
(¢, x) ranges, each integral or residue and the required z- and p-derivatives are bounded
by a constant times r~®. Hence the kernel and these derivatives are jointly continuous.
Compactness and uniqueness of the contact imply continuity of ¢, and z,. No monotonicity
or analyticity in a is asserted here. O

™

E.3. Endpoint ID down to one and the global shape of the ID set.

Theorem E.6 (The complete extremal classification). For every 1 < a < 2,
Xaija ond Xy1_1/4 are ID <= a < ..

Their signed kernels are strictly positive at every x > 0 when 1 < a < Q.

Proof. It remains to extend Theorem E.3 downward. We give explicit uniform bounds,
including the singular-looking limit @ | 1. Let ¢ = a — 1 and retain j,(y) = kq(cay),

co = €Y%  The logarithmic inverse proof of Lemma D.4 gives the following convergent
coefficient bounds:
arange | R | |fu(@)|R" | [ka(a)| R"/(n + 1)?
[1,7/5] 5/2 20 128
[13/10,7/5] 4 11 32
[7/5,153/100] | 51/10 10 32.

At a = 1 the coefficients mean their polynomial limits. For the first row, |e¥| < 36 follows
from log36 > 1+ 5/2 4+ 1/36 and convexity of 36%; then |F,| < 364/(7/5)/5 < 20. For the
second row use |e’| < 25:

253/10 1 -3 3(441/25) >0,  25%10log25 —1—4—1/25>0.
The resulting bound is 25,/7/40 < 11. For the third row, replace R = 4, = 3/10 by

R = 51/10,e = 2/5; the bound is 254/3/20 < 10. The exact kernel numerator polyno-
mials are shifted to 6/5,27/20,293/200, respectively. Absolute coefficient sums on radii
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1/5,1/20,13/200, divided by the corresponding lower endpoint to the power n, verify the
induction bases. The first row uses 0 < n < 128; the other two use 0 < n < 100. The
induction step has the general bound
n+2 5CD
n+1
with (D, C) = (20,128), (11, 32), (10, 32), respectively. For the first row it holds at n = 128,
and for the others at n = 100; it decreases thereafter. These statements use exact rational
bases, not numerical coefficient sampling.

The convergent germs prove strict kernel positivity on

[1,13/10] x [0,2],  [13/10,7/5] x [0,3],  [7/5,3/2] x [0,87/20].

D

< C,

It remains to prove the entire tails. Since { = m(2 — a) has cos& < 0 for a < 3/2, discarding
the favorable quadratic correction gives
[az_a - aF(3a)ng_3“} -2 (2a)2a Sa h=sinm(a™t —1/2)
ehx ’ '

The lower bound multiplied by z® increases in x. For a € [7/5,3/2], its value at & = ¢,(87/20)
is positive. '

To include a = 1 in the other two interval computations, write R;(e) = S;(1 +¢)/e’ for
J = 2,3. Explicitly, with G(¢) = 1/I'(2 + je),

Sy =G} -G,  S3=Gi—3G1G2+ 3Gs.

(BA)  ha(z) > S0E

s

Direct differentiation at zero proves vanishing to orders two and three, respectively. The
analytic quotients satisfy Ro(0) = ((2) — 1, R3(0) = ((3) — 1. After z = ¢y, (E.4) becomes
the regular bound

sin(me)

v - et Gam @] 2 (20) " py).

ka a Z
(cay) me ehy

This is positive at y = 2 for 1 < a < 13/10, and at y = 3 for 13/10 < a < 7/5. For error
control, a degree-95 Taylor polynomial for each S;, followed by exact removal of its vanishing
initial coefficients, encloses R;. A complex square containing the circle || = 1/2 bounds |S|
by Mj, and the quotient remainder on |e| <r < 1/2is

M, (2r)%6—
(1/2)yi 1—2r

Thus the computation does not divide an interval containing zero by &7.

The checker certify_near_one_extremal.py freshly verified all germ constants and a
165-box cover for 1 < a < 7/5. The checker certify_lower_extremal_id.py freshly verified
a 623-box cover for 7/5 < a < 3/2, with the larger germ certified by certify_lower_
extremal_germ.py. These bounds, Theorem E.3, and the global exclusion of Theorem E.4
prove the assertion. O

Theorem E.7 (A unique contact down to index seven fifths). For 7/5 < a < 3/2, put
v=a-—29/20 and

Q_(a) = 0.758029 + 2.851767v + 4.788686v2 + 9.650678v> + 16.085231v%,
X _(a) = 2.321849 + 4.501192v — 3.348444v? — 0.569083v° + 4.346122v*.
All terminating decimals here are exact rationals. There is a unique contact K = K, =0 in
lg — Q—(a)| < 1/500, |l — X_(a)] < 1/5.

With this g«(a) and r(a) = 1/24(1/a—1/2)q.(a), the exact ID section is [1 —1/a,1—r(a)]U
[r(a),1/a]. The locating polynomials do not claim exact boundary values.
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Proof. The argument of Theorem E.5 applies with new, independently verified global inequal-
ities. On the whole polynomial band, 0 < £ < 7/2 and 0 < ¢ < 1; hence the positive-integral
estimates used there remain valid. Ten moving roots are enclosed on each of the ten strips of
width 1/100, with every unlisted root exceeding 15. The finite Wright expression now uses
a degree-95 parameter Taylor polynomial and its complex Cauchy remainder, to account for
the stronger cancellation at the larger roots.

The certificate certify_lower_id_region.py has 2,681 exact boxes. It proves K > 0
on [11/20,X_(a) — 1/5] U [X_(a) + 1/5,4], K;; > 1/25 and K, > 1/2 throughout the
intervening core, and opposite derivative signs at the core endpoints. At ¢ = Q_(a) — 1/500,
K(a,q,X_(a)) < 0; at the upper band boundary, K (a,q, X_(a))—K.(a,q, X_(a))?/(2/25) >
0. The analytic infinite-tail bound is positive from z = 4 onward.

For the origin, a separate 64-box certificate proves kq(x) < 3/2 everywhere. In the conver-
gent part it bounds (3/2 — j,(y))/y > 0, extending at zero by its analytic limit. For x > 2,

use .
1 2 a
k < < 3/2.
a(®) < msin & 22 +I‘(1+a) <ehx> /
The ranges overlap since (87/20)(2/5)%7 > 2. An exact coefficient sum plus its tail gives
lja(2) — 3/2| < 0.684078 < 7/10 for |z| < 11/10. Since (11/10)(2/5)%/7 > 11/20, Cauchy
continuation (D.7) yields K > 1/10 on 0 < z < 11/20 for every admissible upper-half
skewness. Endpoint ID is provided by Theorem E.6. The convex core, global positivity, and
interval interpolation now give the stated unique contact and full section. The complete
verifier reran the root and origin prerequisites before all 2,681 boxes. O

Theorem E.8 (The global ID interval and its first contact). There is a continuous function
r:(1,04] = (1/2,1) such that the complete ID set at every 1 < a < ay is

[1—-1/a,1—r(a)] U [r(a),1/a].
Forl<a< ay, 1/2<r(a) < 1/a, while
liirllr(a) =1/2, r(aw) = 1/a..
For 1 < a < ay, an exact characterization independent of the definition of ID is
(E5)  w(l—r(a) = min{@ € (r(1 —1/a),7/2) : Re Fu(ze™™) = 0 for some x > 0} :

where F, is the explicit holomorphic transform in (D.3). The first contact is attained at a
finite positive x. At each contact,

K,=0, Ku;>0  K,>0.

There are finitely many contact radii for each fixed index. Uniqueness and an explicit locating
band are additionally proved on [7/5, cw]; they are not asserted below 7/5.

Proof. Theorems E.6 and E.4, together with Proposition D.2, give a nonempty interval reach-
ing 1/a at each 1 < a < a,, and no ID parameters at larger indices. We supply the compact-
ness needed to justify the boundary formula and its continuity.

On a compact index interval contained in (1, o], the endpoint germs satisfy k,(0) = 3/2
uniformly, and k, > 0, [5° ks = b, with bounded b,. Choose d > 0 so that |k,(z) —3/2| <7
on |z| < d. In (D.7), for x < d/2 the part of the Poisson integral over [0,d] is at most
3/2+m; the part over [d, 0o) is at most 4z sup b, /(md?). The pole term is nonnegative. Thus
all upper-half kernels are uniformly positive for small enough z > 0, including near the
extremal skewness.

For p bounded away from 1/2, the elementary positive-integral estimate and the second
Rayleigh moment give uniformly

Ko p(z) >
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for all sufficiently large x. Here sin& has a strict positive lower bound on the compact ad-
missible parameter set. Joint continuity of the kernel and its radial and skewness derivatives
follows from the uniform Rayleigh-tail argument in Theorem E.5.

At a < ay, strict endpoint positivity, these uniform end estimates, and compactness of the
intervening radii show that an interval of skewnesses immediately below 1/a is ID. Hence
r(a) < 1/a. The symmetric law is non-ID and ID is weakly closed, so r(a) > 1/2. At p = r(a),
the kernel must vanish somewhere: otherwise the same compactness would extend positivity
to a smaller skewness. All zeros lie in a compact radial interval. Radial analyticity makes
them isolated, and therefore finite. At each zero, radial nonnegativity gives K, = 0, K, > 0.
Between r(a) and 1/a, sector interpolation gives strict positivity. The boundary Hopf lemma
for Re F, at the first ray therefore yields K, > 0 at each zero. This proves the first-contact
description (E.5).

For continuity it is convenient to normalize g.(a) = (r(a) —1/2)/(1/a —1/2). Closedness
of ID gives lower semicontinuity of g.. At a < ax, strict positivity at every ¢ € (g«(a),1),
together with the uniform end estimates, gives upper semicontinuity. At the cutoff, lower
semicontinuity and ¢, < 1 = g.(a) give continuity directly. Finally the previously proved
near-one ID rectangles contain every fixed nonsymmetric interior skewness for all sufficiently
small a —1 > 0. Consequently r7(a) — 1/2 as a | 1; no monotonicity in a is claimed. O

APPENDIX F. SCALED TRANSFORMS AND COMPETING ID CONTACTS

The scaled Hankel formula gives stable root enclosures as the index approaches one. We
use it to distinguish local contacts from the global boundary and to exhibit a change between
two controlling radial branches.

F.1. Stable Wright evaluation and a noncontrolling local contact.

Lemma F.1 (A scaled Hankel transform above one). For e > 0, define
Vo(z) = e**Wiye(—2/¢).

On a Hankel contour H with circular part of radius one,

t ¢l
! / %exp{zFa(logt)}dt, F.(¢) = 176.

:% yt

(F.1) Vi(2) :

The apparent singularity at e = 0 is removable: Fy(£) = ¢, Vo(2) = 1/T(2—2). The transform
is holomorphic jointly in (e, z) near every point (0, zy). Uniformly on compact z sets, with
the same assertion for every fized number of z-derivatives,

EZ Z 22 " — 1
Ve(2) = G(2) = 5 G"(2) + &7 <6G (2) + 3G (z)) +0(e%),  G(2) = T2-2)

Proof. Hankel’s reciprocal-Gamma formula and termwise integration give (F.1); on the two
straight rays the factor e™" makes the interchange absolutely convergent. The identity

1
F.(¢) = E/ et ds
0
removes the singularity and gives a stable entire expression. For real ¢ > 0 and Re ¢ > 0,
(O] <1, |F=(0) — 0] < gelef.

For complex |¢| < d < 1, the weaker bound |F.(logr + im)| < C(logr + 7)r? is enough: its
exponential grows sublinearly compared with e” on every compact z set. The integral is
therefore locally normally convergent in both variables. Expansion of F.({) = ¢ — ef?/2 +
e203/6 4 O(e?), followed by differentiation under the integral, proves the formula. O
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Corollary F.2 (Fixed scaled zero asymptotics). For every fized integer m > 0, a simple
positive zero zy,(€) of Vo tends to n = m+ 2. Put p,, = Hyp, — v, with Hy = 0. Then

Zm(€) =1+ npme

+ {Z (2, + HD +¢(2)) +n? (¢(3) - HY) } 22 4 O(<9).

The corresponding Wright zero is —zy,(€)/e. No uniformity as m — oo is asserted.

Proof. Apply the holomorphic implicit function theorem at the simple zero n of G. If s =
z —n, then

HY +¢2) 5 HY —((3
G(n+s)=(—1)" mlsexp {pms - —= —;C( >32 + == 3 < )33 +0(s) p.
Substitution into Lemma F.1 gives the coefficients. Reality and simplicity persist for suffi-
ciently small positive ¢; positivity follows from the limit n > 0. O

For clarity, the rigorous numerical implementation of (F.1) usesreal z > 0and 0 < e < 1/2.
With F' = F, it evaluates

Vo(z) = 1 Re/ 0 —iotzF(i0) 3o _ L Im/ o~ 2g—r+zF(logrtin) g,
0 ™ 1

s

The sign and orientation of both contour pieces are included here. Along the straight ray,
Re F(logr + im) < logr + en?/2. If U > max(8,2z), the omitted tails for 3V, j = 0,1, are
bounded by

E; < ge—U+ze7r2/2Uz—2+j'
™

For j =1, use |F| <logr +m < r. The function scaled_wright_hankel.py evaluates the
finite integrals with directed complex balls and these explicit tails. The identity F.(¢) =
(1 F1(1;2;—¢el) avoids division by a small parameter. Numerical root proposals are kept
separate from the endpoint sign checks.

Lemma F.3 (Parameter derivatives on the scaled Hankel contour). Let I € (1,3/2] be a
real interval and let z(a) > 0 be a real quadratic polynomial on I. Set f(a) = Vo_1(z(a)). All
Taylor coefficients of f can be obtained by differentiating the finite circular and straight Han-
kel integrals above. The following bound explicitly controls the omitted straight-ray coefficient
of order n.

At a real parameter a € I, write z(a + u) = 20 + z1u + 2ou?, and choose uniform bounds
20< Z,a—1<FE, and |z| < bg. Define

C; = -_ Py=1 P,=— iC. P,
j kz:%) (j—k‘—l—l)!’ 0 ) n njz:;] jtn—j

IfU > 8 and U > 2(Z + 2n), the coefficient error is at most
2P,
(F.2) “exp(—U + ZEn?/2)U% =2,
T

In particular a midpoint Taylor polynomial through degree N — 1, together with an interval
enclosure of f(N)/N! on I, gives a rigorous real Taylor enclosure on the entire interval.

Proof. For £ =logr +im, r > 1, use

| g|j+1
G+
Here € > 0, so the modulus of the integrand in the last derivative integral is at most one.
For r > 8, |¢| < logr + m < r. Thus the coefficient of order 7 > 1 in z(a + u)Fy_144(¢) is
bounded by erj+1 < er2j . The elementary recurrence for exponentiating a power series
gives the bound P,r?". The constant exponential factor is at most exp(Z logr + ZEx?/2).

1 .
R = [ a0 <
0
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Beyond U, the logarithmic derivative of e ~"r#*2" is at most —1/2. Integrating and bounding
the remaining r~2 by U2 proves (F.2). These same majorants justify differentiation under
the integral. The real Taylor theorem and a Bernstein enclosure for the finite polynomial
complete the proof. O

The implementation scaled_hankel_spectrum.py uses N = 16, subdividing the real
parameter interval when necessary. It proves opposite signs at the two graphs z(a) £ n;
polynomial proposals alone are not used as zero enclosures. Disjoint graph intervals then
give distinct roots for every parameter in the strip. A fourth Rayleigh remainder, itself
enclosed by a real Taylor polynomial, gives a lower bound for every unlisted root. The
standalone checker is certify_scaled_moving_spectra.py.

Proposition F.4 (The endpoint germ and the exceptional law). Asa | 1, the scaled extremal
laws Z, = (bg — Xayl/a)/ca converge weakly to 1 — T, where T is the exceptional free 1-stable
law of [7]. Moreover, locally uniformly on |y| < 2m,

1 1 1 e
F.3 ] —J =e ¥4+ - - =-— :
(F.3) Jay) — ) =+ - T = T T
The singularity at zero is removable, and
(=" Bni1 1
D= T w20 1=

The limiting kernel is already contained in Theorem 3 of [7|; the assertion here identifies it
with the regular endpoint of the variable-index germ. Its nonzero poles are 2miZ \ {0}, each
with residue —1.

Proof. The Voiculescu transform of Z,, with e =a — 1, is

a4 1e‘s(”_logz) — 1 +log z — i, Imz > 0.

€ €
The limit is the transform of 1 — T, proving weak convergence by the free convolution
continuity theorem. The logarithmic inverse in Lemma D.4 tends to hi(v) = 1—e™" —wv. Its
two branches give the limiting density germ. At the endpoint the horizontal boundaries of
the strip |Imv| < 27 map to curves of modulus at least 27. For any R < 27, the relevant
inverse branches and density factors are therefore uniformly holomorphic for a close to one
on |y| < R. To bound their size uniformly, if ¢ = Rewv were larger than R + 2, the inverse
equation and the reverse triangle inequality would give

et <14+e(l+R+e ) <14et<e,

a contradiction. The same conclusion at ¢ = 0 follows by the limiting equation. Cauchy
estimates and the locally uniformly convergent Volterra resolvent hence pass the density
limit to its signed kernel. Theorem 3 of [7] identifies that kernel with (F.3). Expansion of
y/(e¥ — 1) gives the stated coefficients and poles. O

This compact analytic limit does not cover neighborhoods approaching the poles while
a | 1, or unbounded radii. It therefore does not by itself give an asymptotic formula for the
ID boundary.

Theorem F.5 (The complete index 11/10 slice). There is a unique q; in

0.1220544 < ¢ < 0.1220545

with a global zero minimum of the signed kernel. With py =1/2 4 (9/22)¢;,
1890389 24196981
3437500 ~ 71 = 14000000
and the exact classification is

Xii0, 8 ID <= pe[1/11,1— p] U [ps, 10/11].

0.54993134 < p; < 0.54993139,
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Both boundary points are included. If ¢ = (1/10)1%11, the controlling contact has = = cy
with 6.68969 < y < 6.68973.

There is also a different unique local contact K = K, = 0 in 0.0574 < ¢ < 0.0575,
3.7 <y <3.9. Its law is not ID: throughout this smaller q band, K(c7) < 0. Thus a local
zero minimum, even with positive skewness derivative and positive second radial derivative,
need not determine the ID boundary.

Proof. At a = 11/10, sixty distinct Wright-root intervals are independently checked by eval-
uating V},19 at both endpoints. Every bracket is rational and the endpoint signs are strict.
The twelfth Rayleigh remainder proves

44612 (Sm — Z T_12a> <1,

listed

so every unlisted root exceeds 446. No completeness of the root scan is assumed. The
checker certify_scaled_point_spectra.py ignores the proposal and Newton traces and
recomputes all 120 endpoint signs and the moment remainder.

The global contact lies slightly beyond £ = 7/2, so we cannot discard the positive-integral
contribution to K, as nonnegative. For D = 1 + 2ucos§ + u?, use

1 4 2 -1 2 23
D:1—2ucos§+( cos” ¢ )Z; +eu COS&.

The listed terms use validated Laplace quadrature; this identity bounds the unlisted positive
terms with Rayleigh remainders T3, Ty. All oscillatory tails use 2R+ e~h*RT, when haR >
am + j. For the skewness derivative, a valid lower bound is

D > sin?¢,

amin(cos§,0)

Y

K, > 2z IZ re M cos(zr cosw + w) — mx Fy + SnZ€ o0
isted

where F; is the omitted first-derivative residue bound. The last term follows by differenti-

ating sin £/ D; the other term in that derivative is nonnegative. This explicitly controls the

negative-cosine sector.

The origin is controlled by the extremal kernel. The convergent germ with R = 5/2,
C = 128 proves k, < 3/2 for 0 < y < 2. At y = 2, the preceding two-term positive
integral upper bound, with the whole Rayleigh moments and a second-moment oscillatory
bound, is less than 0.895797 < 3/2; each of its positive terms decreases with y, proving
kq < 3/2 everywhere. On the global ¢ band, a separate complex-polynomial bound proves
Re j,(ye ™) > 4/5 for 0 < y < 6/5, where § = m(a~! — p). Formula (D.7) therefore gives
K(cqy) > 1/10 on the entire omitted origin interval.

The finite certificate proves positivity on [6/5,6.4]U[7,20], and on the core [6.4, 7] it proves
6§K(cay) > 1/10, K, > 1, and opposite signs of 9,K at its endpoints. At ¢ = 0.1220544,
the value at y = 6.689706 is negative; at ¢ = 0.1220545, its value minus (9,K)?/(2/10) is
positive. Derivative signs at y = 6.68969, 6.68973 enclose the contact radius. For y > 20,
the second-moment tail bound in (E.4), with the present h, &, is strictly positive; its product
with z¢ is increasing. Strict convexity and skewness increase now give the unique global
contact. Endpoint ID and Proposition D.2 give the whole section.

The smaller local contact is proved by the same strict convexity, skewness increase, and
opposite minimum signs on its separate rectangle. The negative value at y = 7 is uniform
throughout [0.0574,0.0575], so this local contact cannot be an ID boundary. All statements
were checked in the archived verification by certify_eleven_tenths_id.py: 416 rational
boxes, including both contacts, plus the independent sixty-root prerequisite and explicit
origin and infinite-tail controls. The record is eleven_tenths_id_verification.json. [J

Theorem F.6 (The complete middle ID region). For every 6/5 < a < 7/5, the boundary
of the upper-half ID section is the unique global contact in the following certified band. Put
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co=(a—1)"Y and g = (p—1/2)/(1/a — 1/2). Partition the index interval into
I; = [j/100, (j + 1)/100],  j = 120,...,139.

On each I, the exact rational quadratic locators (Q;,Y; in middle_ id_region_manifest.
json define the band

lg = Qj(a)] <1/500, [y =Y;(a)] <3/10, 2= cay.

There is exactly one pair (¢«(a),y«(a)) in this band for which K, ,(cqy) = 0yKq p(cay) = 0,
and it is the only global zero minimum. With r(a) =1/2+ (1/a — 1/2)q.(a),

XapisID <= pel[l—-1/a,1—-r(a)]U][r(a),1/al.

Equality is included. Combined with the preceding upper-region certificates, a unique control-
ling contact is now certified on the entire interval [6/5, a]. The locator polynomials specify
enclosing bands, not exact formulas for the boundary.

Proof. On each strip, Lemma F.3 encloses twenty distinct moving Wright zeros using exact
rational graph brackets. All endpoint signs are strict on complete real parameter covers;
no completeness of the preliminary scan is assumed. A fourth Rayleigh remainder places
every unlisted physical root above a positive constant R;. The complete spectral verification
contains 1127 sign boxes. Every range and Taylor remainder is recomputed by certify_
scaled_moving_spectra.py.

The kernel calculation uses scaled roots 7, = (a — 1)1/ Gy, = z%/ % and moments §m =
Sm/(a — 1)™. This retains the exact cancellation between physical scale and root motion.
The listed positive terms use the validated Laplace quadrature already described, and the
unlisted terms use the two-term denominator identity and its 73,7 remainder. Omitted

oscillatory terms use 9 Ramtke—hyRT, m, whenever hyﬁ > am + k. The lower bound for the
positive integral is

a

sing | v 1~ 2a cos £ T'(2a)Syy 2 — al'(3a) S5y 32

™ a —

For origin control, a convergent germ proves j, < 3/2 on [0,2]. A whole-moment upper
estimate at y = 2, with positive decreasing power terms, proves the same bound on the
remaining half-line. On the prescribed skewness band the complex germ gives Re j,(ye ™) >
4/5 for 0 <y < 6/5. Thus (D.7) gives K(cgay) > 1/10 throughout the omitted origin interval.

The finite cover proves positivity on [6/5,Y](a) — 3/10] U [Yj(a) + 3/10,7]. On the core it
proves

K (cay) >1/100,  Ky(cay) > 1/2,

and opposite radial derivative signs at the two endpoints. At ¢ = Q;(a) — 1/500, the value
at y = Y;(a) is negative. At ¢ = Q;(a)+ 1/500, the value minus (9,K)?/(2/100) is positive.
These whole-parameter inequalities give existence and uniqueness of the local zero minimum,
with opposite minimum signs on the two sides of the band.

For the remaining infinite tail, at y = 7 subtract absolute listed exponentials and a first-
moment omitted-root bound from the preceding positive-integral lower bound. If cos& < 0,
discard its favorable term. The result is strictly positive. The additional checks Thr; > a and
7hR > a show that every subtracted exponential, after multiplication by y®, decreases for
y > 7; all remaining power losses decrease too. This proves positivity on the whole infinite
tail.

The checker certify_middle_id_region.py independently recomputes the germ prereq-
uisites, all spectral signs, and all 6733 kernel boxes. The manifest lists the twenty verified
strips, their exact locators, and hashes of the unchanged proof inputs. Consequently the zero
minimum is global and unique. Endpoint ID and the interval theorem give the entire skew-
ness section and reflection gives its lower half. At common strip endpoints, global uniqueness
identifies the two constructions. O
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Theorem F.7 (Competing global ID contacts). Put I = [29/25,117/100], t = a — 233/200,
and define the following exact rational locator polynomials:

Q1(a) = 0.1751650016654 + 1.70766807201t — 0.6820005682617t,
Q2(a) = 0.1728668598909 + 0.8093353588945¢ + 0.7122035515794¢2,
Yi(a) = 3.865102673082 + 1.069198034134¢ — 0.8285962464605t2,
Y2 (a) = 6.964612825586 4 3.897040936013t — 6.11443309026112.

For every a € I, each band
lg — Qi(a)] £1/2000, |y —Y;(a)] <3/10

contains a unique local contact (g;(a),yi(a)) satisfying K(c,y) = 0yK(cqy) = 0. Both con-
tact curves are continuous, and the two radial cores are disjoint. The complete upper-half
classification is

(F.4) Xap is ID <<= ¢ > max{qi(a),q2(a)}, 0<g<l1.

Reflection gives the lower half and equality is included.

There is at least one a+ € (1.1613,1.1636) at which qi(a+) = qo(at). At this index the
ID boundary has exactly two distinct global zero minima, one in each radial core. Thus
global contact uniqueness fails in the free stable family. No uniqueness of a;, corner, or
nonanalyticity of the boundary is asserted here.

Proof. Forty moving Wright roots on I have independently verified Hankel signs in 164 ratio-
nal parameter boxes. Consecutive root graphs are separated by positive quadratic differences
at the same parameter. Their full ranges at different parameters may overlap, which has no
bearing on distinctness at a fixed index. A fourth Rayleigh remainder puts every unlisted
physical root above 90. The specialized spectral verifier is certify_crossover_spectrum.
py.
Write Ji(a) = [Yi(a) —3/10, Y;(a) +3/10] and n = 1/2000. On each local band the verified
bounds are
02K (cay) > 1/100,

opposite radial derivative signs at the endpoints of J;(a), a negative value at ¢ = Q;(a)—n,y =
Y;(a), and a positive value of K — (9,K)?/(2/100) at ¢ = Q;(a) + 7,y = Yi(a). Moreover, on
both radial cores,

K,>1/2

throughout the entire skewness envelope [min(Q1, Q2) —n, max(Q1, Q2)+n]. Strict convexity
and skewness increase give the two unique local contacts. Compactness and uniqueness give
their continuity in a; no parameter differentiation is needed.

The exterior certificate uses only the narrower band

qc [maX(QL QZ) - maX(Qla Q?) + 77]

It proves strict positivity off Ji(a)U Ja2(a) at every scale. The origin proof uses the extremal
bound j, < 3/2, the convergent complex germ, and the nonnegative pole term in (D.7);
where useful the pole term is retained. Three finite intervals cover the complement of the
two cores between y = 6/5 and y = 10. Beyond 10, the listed absolute exponential and
first-moment bounds give a positive lower bound whose product with y* increases.

Set g. = max(qi,q2). This value belongs to the narrower exterior band. At g¢;, strict
convexity gives nonnegativity on J;; the proved skewness monotonicity preserves it up to g.
Consequently the entire kernel is nonnegative at ¢,. At least one core has a zero minimum.
Just below ¢., the value at a controlling contact radius is negative. The interval theorem
and endpoint ID now prove (F.4). If the two contact values coincide, strict convexity gives
exactly one zero in each core and the exterior is strictly positive.
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At the endpoints of I, the exact locator inequalities give
@2(1.16) — Q1(1.16) > 0.0022283 > 27, Q1(1.17) — Q2(1.17) > 0.0067549 > 2.

Thus the order of the true contact values reverses, proving existence of a double contact by
continuity. For localization, D = Q1 — ()2 is strictly increasing on I, while

D(1.1613) < —0.0010447 < —2n, D(1.1636) > 0.0010377 > 27.

Every equality g1 = g9 is therefore in the stated smaller interval. Monotonicity of this locator
difference does not establish monotonicity of the true contact difference.

The full verifier certify_id_crossover.py independently recomputes all spectral prereq-
uisites and all 1924 kernel boxes. Its record is id_crossover_verification. json; the exact
localization checks are in id_crossover_localization. json. O

Corollary F.8 (Complete lower contact cover). The complete ID classification is effectively
certified throughout 11/10 < a < a,. On [11/10,29/25] the controlling contact is unique and
lies near the second radial branch of Theorem F.7. On [117/100, cv] it is unique and continues
the first branch. On the intervening interval [29/25,117/100], formula (F.4) applies.

Proof. Nine further adjacent strips use the single-core specialization of the proof of Theo-
rem F.7. The quadratic locators are recorded as exact decimal rationals in lower_contact_
region_manifest.json. Each has skewness half-width 1/2000 and radial half-width 3/10.
The checker certify_single_contact_region.py recomputes the root signs, moment re-
mainder, germ, convexity, skewness derivative, endpoint signs, and the entire exterior. The
latter includes the origin and all y > 10.

index interval | kernel boxes | root-sign boxes
[1.10,1.11] 1642 92
[1.11,1.12] 1332 92
[1.12,1.13] 1816 90
[1.13,1.14] 2682 90
[1.14,1.15] 7478 88
[1.15,1.16] 126765 88
[1.16,1.17] 1924 164
[1.17,1.18] 1689 88
[1.18,1.19] 1287 88
[1.19,1.20] 1125 90

There are 147740 kernel boxes and 970 root-sign boxes in total, including the two-core strip.
The other nine strips use thirty moving roots each. Their graph separation is checked at
each common parameter, as in the two-core proof. The manifest checks the exact adjacent
cover and the hashes of the completed independent verifications; it does not substitute for
those verifications. Combining this cover with the middle and upper classifications proves
the assertion. O

APPENDIX G. EFFECTIVE APPROXIMATION OF THE BOUNDARIES

The strict sign criteria become terminating approximation procedures once the origin, tail
and omitted spectrum have explicit bounds. The ID and GGC constructions below do not
require contact uniqueness.

G.1. Effective boundary computation.

Lemma G.1 (Pole cancellation at the ID origin). Let 1 < a < o, ¢q = (a — 1)Y/?, and
suppose the extremal kernel satisfies |kq(z) —3/2] <n < 1/2 on |z| < D. Then, uniformly
over the admissible upper half,

Kqp(x)>3/2—3n>0 (0<ax<D/2).
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One may take D = ¢,/200,n = 12/25 for all 1 < a < ay, or D = ¢,/3,n = 17/40 when
1< a <13/10.

Proof. Write 6 = w(1/a — p) and b, = ac,/(a—1) = [ k4. The Cauchy continuation formula
is

K(x) = 2Re kq(ze™™)

+basinéajsiné/oo kq(u) du
0 (u—xcosd)?+x2sin?§’
The normalized integral over [0,D] is at most 3/2 + 7. Its remainder is at most
xby sin §/[r(D — z)?], using endpoint ID and k, > 0. For z < D/2, the displayed pos-
itive pole dominates this remainder. The first term is at least 3 — 2n. The boundary case
0 = 0 follows by continuity.

For completeness the uniform germ constants follow from the inverse equation with radius
R =1 and bound M = 9. The inequality log9 > 2 + 1/9, together with e* > 1 + u, gives
the inverse-root bound for every a > 1; its analytic radius is at least four for a < 2. The
resulting Volterra bound is |ju(y) — 3/2| < ™ — 1 for |y| < 1/2. Since €77/20 — 1 <
12/25, the first choice follows. For the second choice, exact absolute summation of the
previously proved 128 coefficients on |y| < 1/3, 1 < a < 13/10, including their geometric
remainder, gives 0.423666806557 < 17/40. These constants are independently checked by
certify_universal_id_origin.py and certify_near_one_id_origin.py. U

T ™

Theorem G.2 (Constructive critical boundaries). For each computable 1 < a < au, r(a)
is computable to arbitrary positive rational accuracy. The same holds for g(a) at every
computable 4/5 < a < 1. Neither assertion assumes uniqueness of the controlling contact
or simplicity of every Wright zero. Equality to a boundary is not claimed decidable from an
arbitrary computable-real name.

ID part. Fix 1/2 < p < 1/a, put h = sinw > 0, and let S; = S r,;%. The inequalities
(14+u*)"2>1-2u® and e™¥ < (2a/e)?v™2% give

. . 2a
K(z) > siné _ Coz™ 20, Cy =5 lQaI‘(Qz)Slné +2 <2a> ] .

Tzl eh

Thus X = (2rCy/sin&)'/? is an explicit infinity cutoff. Lemma G.1 supplies a computable
origin cutoff xy > 0.

All Wright zeros are negative real. Computable entire-series tails and argument-principle
isolation on rational rectangles enumerate them with multiplicities; enumerate nearby rec-
tangle boundaries to avoid zeros on a contour. For any finite spectral part put 77 =
S1 = Y included "n *- The omitted entire kernel on [zg, X| has absolute value at most
al'(a)
wsiné
which tends uniformly to zero. Finite integral terms have explicit exponential tails. Increas-
ing precision, spectral truncation and radial subdivision therefore gives convergent whole-
interval enclosures.

For p > r(a), strict interior positivity and compactness give a finite positive certificate.
For p < r(a), a negative value at some positive radius persists at a rational radius and is
eventually detected. Dovetail both searches over rational p < g, seeking a negative witness
at p, a positive complete certificate at ¢, and ¢ — p below the requested error. Such a pair
exists and the search terminates. A computable real index is treated by successively narrower
parameter intervals in these strict finite tests. O

Ty

+2(a/e)*h™ %],

Lemma G.3 (All-angle parabolic descent). For 0 < b < 1/4, put a =1 —b, ¢ = cos(2wb),
k=a/b, and
(I1—c)(c+k)

T 2{1+3c+ (1— o)k} >0

Kb
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The phase in the parabolic representation satisfies Re ® < —ryx? throughout the slit plane.
Uniformly for 0 < b < 1/4 and |argv| < mpy < m, it also satisfies

Re® < —(1 — po)x?/4.
The logarithm is the continuous parabolic-contour logarithm.
Proof. Set h = x/v/2,\ = \/v. The phase is holomorphic on Re A > 0 and equals
(A+ih)> = X = X272{(A +ih)* — A} /b,

At X = iy, write X = |y + h|,Y = |y|. Its negative real part is X2 + kY2 — dX?*Y2a /b,
with d = 1 on equal-sign portions and d = ¢ on opposite-sign portions. Concavity gives
X2by2e < 2bXY + (1 —2b)Y2. On equal-sign portions this bounds the gap below by k2. On
opposite-sign portions, X +Y = |h|, and the gap is at least X2 + [c+ (1 — ¢)k]Y? — 2¢X Y.
Its constrained minimum is 2kph?; evaluation at Y = 0 also gives 2k, < 1. At infinity the
phase tends uniformly to —2ah?. The harmonic maximum principle on increasing half-disks
proves the first bound.

For h > 0, the harmonic function h?(1/2 + arg A\/7) is a lower bound for the gap: use h?
on the upper imaginary boundary, zero on the lower, and the same infinity limit. For h < 0,
reverse the sign of arg A. Since |arg A| < mpg/2, the second bound follows. Its removable
limit proves the case b = 0. O

GGC part of Theorem G.2. For a fixed trial 1/2 < p < 1, use a finite-radius chart and
s = ]v|’1/ 2 at infinity. The retained-circle Hankel formula and Lemma G.3 give explicit
tails and convergent interval enclosures. The normalized endpoint signs are strictly positive,
including at s = 0.

A positive certificate consists of a complete radial partition with positive normalized SH,
together with an open coordinate-half-plane cover of Z(v) = (1 4 v)%/2e®/bW,(—v?/b). Its
endpoint limits are positive. Numbering the four half-planes cyclically, the sum of adjacent
quarter-turns computes the ray image winding. Adjacent planes cannot be opposite, because
they contain the same endpoint value. Convexity permits homotopy to a polygon within these
nonzero half-planes. Zero winding and the argument principle on truncated sectors exclude
every interior zero; the endpoint arcs use the uniform asymptotics. The exact ray criterion
then proves GGC.

Every strict interior trial has such a finite certificate by compactness and strict positivity.
If a trial lies beyond the boundary, the Hopf inequality at the first contact gives an open
negative set at a smaller angle. Enumeration of rational angles and radii must find a strict
negative witness. Two distinct trisection trials avoid stalling when one equals the bound-
ary. Increasing precision, integration cutoffs and subdivision budgets therefore encloses the
endpoint to any requested width. The finite strict tests also handle computable-real indices
by interval names. The rational-index implementation is compute_ggc_boundary.py; its
independent verifier repeats the cover, winding and negative witness. U

APPENDIX H. BOUNDARY ASYMPTOTICS AT INDEX ONE

We first obtain the leading ID scale from uniform spectral estimates. We then localize the
GGC contact and refine the ID expansion to second order. The last subsection records finite
slices and the unit-origin estimate used in the ID proof. Qualitative eventual assertions are
kept separate from certified numerical thresholds.

H.1. The exact ID boundary scale at index one. The compact germ limit alone does
not control a growing number of Wright zeros. The next two lemmas supply the missing
uniform information: a counting estimate from endpoint 1D, and a phase estimate from a
parameter-uniform saddle integral.
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Lemma H.1 (Uniform spectral heat trace). Put e = a — 1, and let 7, = (eXn)Y/® be the
scaled positive Wright roots. Define

Nu(R) = #{n:7n <R},  Lov)=3 e

For a > 1 sufficiently close to one,

(H.1) No(R) <4R (R >0).

Moreover,

(H.2) vLa(v) — 1 (al1l,v]0), supv?Lq(v) — 1 (al1).
v>0

The first limit is joint, with no restriction on the relative rates of its two parameters.

Proof. The scaled extremal variable Z, is nonnegative and ID, has left support endpoint
zero, and has Lévy density j,(u)/u, where j, > 0. Thus its drift is zero. Write

U, (s) = —logEe %% = % — log Wy(s%/e), Ja(s) =W (s) = / e g (u) du.
0

For T o (s) = 3, (1 + (7,/8)%) 7, logarithmic differentiation of the canonical product gives

S €s

2
s s
T14(s) = . EJG(S)’ Ta(s) = P ?Ja(s) + ?J('I(s).

Both J, > 0 and J;, < 0. Consequently T5 4(s) < s/a, which proves (H.1).
There is a common bound for j,(u) on a fixed neighborhood of zero, by the convergent
germ. Also

S

Ve(=1)
Tu(1) = agf = 0()
by Lemma F.1, since V(—1) = 1/2. Splitting its Laplace integral into this neighborhood
and its complement proves uniformly for s > 2 that J,(s) = O(s™1) and J!(s) = O(s72).
For the complement one bounds against the integrable measure e"j,(u) du; its remaining
exponential factor decays uniformly. Hence

(H.3) Tra(s) =s/a+O(1), s> 2,

with a uniform constant.
Consider any sequences a | 1,v | 0, and the measures pq,, = v3_, 0,7 . They satisty
taw([0, R]) < 4R. Equation (H.3) implies, for each ¢ > 0,

> ap(du)
/O Tt = vTaalt/o) =t
Every vague subsequential limit therefore satisfies [(u +¢)~2u(du) = 1/t. The linear mass
bound controls both tails in passing to the limit. This transform uniquely identifies u as
Lebesgue measure: use (u-+t) "2 = Joe we~"+) dw and uniqueness of the Laplace transform
twice. The same mass bound permits integration against e™", proving the joint heat-trace
limit.

On every fixed compact interval of v > 0, compact convergence V., — 1/T'(2 — z), the
argument principle, and (H.1) give

6721)

1—e™v

The limit satisfies v£1(v) < 1. The smallest scaled root is uniformly bounded below by a
positive constant; together with (H.1), this makes v®L,(v) uniformly small for large v. At
small v < 1, v*~! < 1 and the joint limit already applies. These three ranges prove the
upper limit in the second assertion. Taking v = e, so that e — 1, proves its matching lower
limit. O

Lo(v) —
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Lemma H.2 (Uniform large-root phase). There are constants e > 0, Ry, Co such that every
scaled Wright root r =7, > Ry, for 0 < e < ey, satisfies

(H.4) dist(r, Z) < Co(e + €*r +r71).

Proof. Take ey < 1/2. The Hankel contour for Wi, .(—r'*¢/e) can be collapsed to the two
negative real rays: its small circle tends to zero, because cos(me) > 0. With the stated
orientation,

1 o .
Wiye(—r'*¢/e) = e Im I(r), I(r)= /0 w2 exp{—u — ritee"™y ¢ /e} du.

Put n = me/(1 +e), k = e~ and rotate the integration ray to u = rkt, t > 0. At infinity
the rotation is allowed by Rek > 0, and at zero by the corresponding strictly positive real
part of the inverse power in the exponent. This gives the exact formula

e—(l—l—e)rk/e |

L) = [T e g = -1+

The extension at zero is fy(t) = ¢t — 1 —logt. For t > 0, f.(t) > fo(t) > 0, with a unique
minimum at t = 1, and f/(1) =1+e.
Uniform Laplace expansion at this minimum yields

/Oo 2 rhieW) gy — [T {1+0( Y}
0 (1+e)rk ’
uniformly for 0 < e < eg. To justify uniformity, use the common analytic Morse coordinate
near t = 1; its density has bounded Taylor coefficients on the compact parameter inter-
val. The odd first term integrates to zero and the quadratic remainder contributes relative
O(r~1). Off a common neighborhood, f. > fo and Rek > cos(meg/(1 + eg)) > 0 give a

uniform exponentially small tail. The weighted integral [ t—2¢~ERe(k)fo(t) 4t is finite for a
fixed sufficiently large R, including the endpoint zero.

It follows that
_ 277( —3/2 _—(14e)rk/e -1
I(r) =4/ 1+e(rk) e {1+0(r )}

At a zero of W, the imaginary part vanishes. Its leading phase, divided by m, is
3e sinn

der + ——— de = =1+ 0(e?).

6r+2(1+6)7 (& 77 + (e)
The distance of this quantity to an integer is O(r~1). This proves (H.4). No matching of
each large root with its global index is required. O

Theorem H.3 (Sharp ID boundary asymptotic). For the continuous boundary r(a) in the
global ID interval theorem,

i T = 1/2 _

H.5
( ) all a—1

2.

Equivalently, its normalized skewness satisfies q.(a) ~ 4(a — 1). For every fized C' > 4, the
test curve ¢ = C'(a — 1) is ID for all sufficiently small a — 1 > 0; for every fized 0 < C < 4,
it is non-ID there. The assertion does not imply a unique controlling radius near index one.

Proof. Fix C > 0, take ¢ = Ce, and write h = sinw, ¢ = cosw. Then
h/e — wC/2, c=1+0(e), £ — m/2.

Let Py(y) = >, Bae(Tny) denote the positive part of K, ,(cqy). The scaled Rayleigh sums
satisfy > 7, % = 1/(eI'(a + 1)), while their orders two and three stay bounded as e | 0. The
elementary inequality 1/(1 4+ 2bz + 22) > 1 — 2bz — 22 therefore implies, for each fixed Y > 0,

(H.6) Jnf ey Pu(y) = 1/m —o(1).
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Here all error terms are bounded by constants times eY ~® and eY ~2%. At every fixed y > 0,
the stronger equality ey®P,(y) — 1/m follows by bounding the absolute error using the
denominator lower bound sin? &.

For C > 4, drop the cosine signs and use Lemma H.1:

4
sup 2ey®Lqy(hy) = 2eh™ *supv?Ly(v) — — <
y>0 v>0 wC

Together with (H.6), this proves K(c,y) > 0 for ally > Y.

There is no missing origin range. Choose ¥ = 1 and put ¢ = n(1/a — 1/2)(1 — q), so

d — m/2. The scaled Cauchy formula (D.7) reads

asin g ysiné/oO Ja(u) du

Tey 7w Jo u?—2uycosd+y?

=

K(coy) = 2Rejalye™) +

The germ is uniformly bounded on |z| < 1. Furthermore
V() =1-logVe(-1)=0(1), [ jalwu du=0(1),
1

the second bound following from the positive Lévy representation of W,(1). For small e,
cos§ < 1/2, so the denominator is at least (u?+%?)/2. On 0 < u < 1, boundedness of j, and
fol (u? 4+ y?)~'du < ©/(2y) give a uniformly bounded Poisson term; on u > 1, the displayed
weighted integral gives the same conclusion for 0 < y < 1. The positive pole term tends
uniformly to infinity on this range. Thus the whole kernel is positive and the test curve is
ID.

For the converse, put y,, = 2mm, where m > 1 is any fixed integer. We claim

e Z e~ hmrn Leos(cymPn) — 1} — 0.
n
Roots below a fixed R contribute O(eR), by (H.1). For R < 7, < M/e, Lemma H.2 and
¢ = 1+0(e?) make the phase distance from 27Z at most O,,(R~!+eM). The total weighted
mass multiplied by e is bounded by the heat-trace lemma. Roots above M /e contribute at
most O¢((M + 1)e~#cM) again by the linear counting bound. Let e — 0, then R, M — oo,
to prove the claim. Consequently

. 1 4
(H.7) lelﬁ)l eymKa p(Calym) = = (1 — C’) .

For C' < 4 this is negative, so the test curve is non-ID. Theorem E.8 now sandwiches g.(a)/e
between every fixed C' < 4 and every fixed C' > 4. Finally r(a) — 1/2 = (1/a — 1/2)q.(a),
proving (H.5). All fixed resonances in (H.7) have the same leading threshold; the proof
makes no claim selecting a unique one. O

Proposition H.4 (An explicit linear ID wedge). For 1 < a < 501/500, every admissible
upper-half parameter with ¢ > 6(a — 1) is ID, as is its reflection.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove ID on ¢ = 6e. For 1 < a < 3/2, (1+u%)? < e2*. Holder’s inequality
therefore gives
I'(a+1)sin¢ < I'(a+1)sin& h® 1
mw+2)* T w{l+ (2h)¥/e}e 1+ (ho)*
Put M, = sup,,>oe (1 + w®)2. Applying (D.1) at the changed scale ha gives

I(a+1)sinEh®  2eM, 1
K(x) > 7'['{1 + (2h)a/e}e N a :| ; W‘

Bag(v) >

For 0 < e < 1/2, an elementary bound is

4 exp(—4e)
M. < exp(1) (1 —2e)?’
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Indeed, on w < 1 use w* < w; onw > 1 use 1+w? < wé(l+w), logw < w—1, and maximize
the resulting exponential quadratic.
Set E =1/500, 2 = 37E, and d = 37(1—E)(1+ E)~1(1-02/6). Uniformly on 0 < e < E,

hje>d, h%e>d(dE)?, sin¢>cos(brE/2), {1+ (2n)*e}e < 2F.

For the second estimate use that elog(de) decreases on (0, E]; the last uses 2h < 1. Also
I'(a +1) > 1. The coeflicient in brackets, divided by e, is therefore at least
d(dE)E cos(5mE /2 8 —4E
(E)” cos(5nE/2) _ SPAE) 0166 > 0.
w2F exp(1) (1 —2FE)2
The strict constant inequality is independently checked by certify_linear_id_wedge.py.
This proves positivity for every x > 0 without a root truncation or spatial grid. The interval
theorem supplies all larger admissible q. Il

H.2. The sharp GGC endpoint expansion.
Theorem H.5. Asb |0,

2
™2 127/2

For all sufficiently small positive b, its global controlling radial contact is unique. More
precisely, real-analytic functions w,V near zero satisfy w(0) = 1/2,w'(0) = 72/6 and

arcsin \/bw(b) — b
(1 —b) '

If {(b) is the continued reciprocal-Gamma zero near two, the contact coordinate is

g(l=b) = — b2+ 0(b?).

g(1—=b) =

T.(b) = ¢(b)y/1 — bw(b) + bV (b) = 2+ (2y — 1/2)b+ O(b?).
No numerical smallness threshold is asserted.
Proof. Set a=1—b,0 =7 —6,v =re?, n=nb+ad, T =r?, and
t=—0"=Te ™  Gyt)=e "W, (t/b),  Go(t)=T(2—-1t)""
The normalized sign is

hy(Tom) = S [—e {1+ bGH(1)/Gy(1)}]

Fix a compact positive range of C' and put § = Cv/b. We control three radial ranges, retaining
uniformity in this moving angle.
Middle range. There are constants Ry, co, M, by > 0, with by < 1/2, such that for t = x—iy,
x> Ro,y >0, y?/x <1, and bz(logz)? < co,
[ RORRE U0
Go(0)

Here the retained-circle Hankel integrand uses E,(¢) = (e? —1)/b. On a cut ray u > 1,

(H.8) < Mbx(logz)’2(1+1/y),  j=0,1.

|Ey(logu % im) — (logu %+ im)| < (logu + 7)%u’.

Truncate first at U = Dz?, with D fixed and large. The assumptions make the exponential
difference uniformly bounded on [1,U]; its integral is at most Mbx(logxz)’*2e™I (z — 1).
The unit-circle contribution is absorbed by the same bound. On [U, c0), use the exponential
difference identity before estimating, retaining the factor b. Since 2z(logu+7)ub < u/4 there,
this tail is at most Mbxre~U/2. Reflection gives Go(t) = —I'(t — 1) sin(rt)/x. The digamma
series bounds the Gamma ratio below by exp(—My?/z), and €™ /|sinwt| < M(1 + 1/y),
proving (H.8).
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Take R fixed and large and Ry, = K5 1log(1/8). On R < r < Rout, < 7,y < 70; all
hypotheses of (H.8) hold uniformly for small b. The relative errors tend to zero, and the
digamma bound |G{,/Gy| < logxz + M + 1/y yields

b|GY/ Gy — G/ Gol = 0(0), hy > sinn —b(logx + M + 1/y) — o(5) > §/2.

The last step follows by choosing R large enough for the fixed lower bound on C.
Outer range. Use the parabolic integrals Fy, .J,. Lemma G.3 gives R < —dz?/(47) and
|z| > /7. On |z| < ey/r, the common convergent Taylor expansion gives

RO < —ca®,  [®+az’| < MaPr~'2 |27 — 1]+ |EBy(2log 2)| < Malr~ /2.

Its integral error is O(r~/2). Outside this interval, the whole-contour bound and amplitude
estimates give

M64(1 4 log(1/8))r~/2ecr
for both omitted integrals. Choose K large. Uniformly on r > Ryt

(H.9) Fy=\/m/a+0@r" Y2462,  Jy=00"Y2+42).

Thus the normalized sign sin & + b(e?.J, /F}) is positive. The estimates also hold uniformly
in the whole smaller sector.

Compact range. The retained-circle formula is jointly holomorphic in (b,¢) near b = 0 on
compact t sets, and

Gy(t) = f(t) + 3btf"(t) + O(?),  f(t) =1/T(2~1).

Near each of its finitely many simple zeros n = 2,3,..., G}/Gp, = (t — G, (b)) ™! + An(t,b),
with bounded analytic A,, and real (,(b) =n + O(b). The pole contribution is exactly
—e~ ¢sinn

Cx —

STe=n — ¢~ T2 _2(Tcosn+ (2

Hence hy, > sinn{l — b/((,sin?n)} — Mb. For any fixed C > 1/1/2, this is positive at every
such zero, and positivity away from them is immediate.
Sector zero count. Write

Py(v) = e™/"W,(=v?/b),  Py(v) = e*1°ev 1 /1(2 4 v).

The three estimates also prove uniformly on the outer ray that P,/Py — 1. On compact
sets, real zero displacement is O(b) whereas the distance to the ray is bounded below by a
constant times J. In the middle range use (H.8), then move from —v to —v*: the logarithmic
ratio is bounded by Mbr(logr)? + Mblogr/6 = o(1). The exponential normalization has the
same order. In the outer range the prefactors cancel and (H.9) gives B,/Py = Fy/Fy — 1.
The analytic ratio has positive real part on the positive axis and, for small b, on the outer ray.
Its limits at zero and infinity are respectively 1 and 1//a, uniformly on the closed sector.
The harmonic minimum principle therefore proves positive real part throughout: no interior
zero is missed. The ray criterion now gives the sharp leading upper bound.

Unique contact and expansion. Choose 1/v/3 < Cy < 1/v/2 < Cy. All signs outside the
first zero’s disk are strictly positive uniformly on this band. At Cj the first pole gives a
negative value; at C; the whole ray is positive. Put ¢ = (2(b) and ¢ = cosn. Reality of the
analytic remainder implies that

S[(—c+isinn)Ax(T(c —isinn),b)]
sinn

B(T,c,b) =

extends real-analytically to (2,1,0), with boundary value As(T,b) + TOrAa(T,b). Conse-
quently

hy/sinn =1—b(/D +bB, D= (T —(c)?+ ¢%sin?1.
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A nonpositive stationary value has first T' — (¢ = O(\/l;), then by differentiation T' — (c =
O(b?). Tts second derivative is positive of order b=1. Set sin?n = bw and T = (/1 — bw+b*V.
The two analytic contact equations are

¢ 20V
l—-——>—+——=+bB= ——————-+ Br=0.
corpve (P0G ey TP =0
At zero their Jacobian in (w, V') is triangular with diagonal (2,1). The implicit-function theo-
rem gives the unique branch; the preceding global localization excludes any other controlling

minimum. Finally
C/(O) = 277 A2(27 O) == (AQ)T(Qa O) = —7'('2/6,

so B(2,1,0) = —y — 72/3 and w'(0) = 72/6. Expanding § = (arcsin /bw(b) — 7b)/(1 — b)
proves all displayed coefficients. The integer powers arise from —b/(1—b). This proof supplies
no numerical threshold for the smallness assumptions. O

H.3. Second-order ID asymptotics and eventual unique contact. The following re-
finement retains the small parameter in the phase error of Lemma H.2. It also supplies
complete root enumeration near index one, rather than proximity of selected roots.

Lemma H.6 (Uniform enumerated spectrum). Put e =a — 1, n = we/a, d. = sinn/n, and
Ae = 3n/(2nd.). For all sufficiently small e > 0, the entire scaled spectrum is simple and
can be indexed by n =2,3,... so that

Rn,e = n/de —Ac+ 671767 ’fsn,e| < C’e/n,
with a constant independent of n,e.

Proof. In the exact rotated Laplace integral, regard k as an independent complex parameter
near one and normalize its amplitude as

k [oe}
Ale,k,r) = \/6;77:/0 t=2e 7RI gt

The common analytic Morse coordinate near ¢ = 1, with uniformly bounded amplitude
remainder, gives A = 1+ O(r~1). This holds on a fixed k disk and a small complex r sector,
uniformly in a real compact e interval starting at zero. Off the common neighborhood,
fe = fo and R(rk) > c|r| give a uniform exponentially small tail; its weighted integral
is finite once |r| is large enough. Use slightly larger disks and sectors to apply Cauchy’s
inequalities:
Orlog A =0O(r 1), Or0klog A = O(r™2).

For real r > 0,k = 1, both A and its logarithmic radial derivative are real, and A > 0.
Integration from 1 to e~* therefore retains the factor e:

Slog Ae,e™™ 1) = O(e/r), S0.log Ale,e™, 1) = O(e/r?).

The exact real-root phase is Be(r) = wder + 31/2 + Slog A, and B.(r) = 7d. + O(e/r?) > 0
for r > R. Choose R a fixed half integer. Compact convergence of V. (r®) to 1/T'(2 —r) gives
exactly one simple root near every integer 2 < n < R and no other positive root up to R.
Near each integer use the analytic implicit function theorem, or Rouché’s theorem; at zero
uniform convergence and the nonzero limiting value exclude a root. The known reality of the
positive-parameter Wright spectrum is used here. Since S.(R) — 7R, the monotone outer
phase continues this indexing with exactly one simple root at every remaining integer phase.
Solving its phase equation gives the bound above for large n. The finitely many smaller
indices satisfy an O(e) bound by analyticity, absorbed by increasing C. U

Theorem H.7 (Second-order endpoint and uniqueness). Define

00 ’U2 6—211 q
(y) /O yg + 21— eV U, ,
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and D, =4logY +8 — 127Y +4J(Y). Then
¢(1 + e) = 4e 4+ D.e? + o(€?),
1
r(l+e)= 5t 2e + {2log(21) — 1272 + 2.J(27) }e* 4 o(€?).

The second coefficient in the latter formula equals —114.740012808536192366.... For all
sufficiently small positive e, the controlling global contact is unique and its scaled radius lies
within O(e%/?) of 2r. The theorem gives no numerical smallness threshold.

Proof. Take ¢ = 4e + De?, with D in a fixed bounded interval. Write p = h — ic, where
h = sinw, ¢ = cosw. Lemma H.6 gives, for 0 < v < 1,

eAev—2v/de

»Ce(v) = 1 — e—v/de

1 3
+ O(ev(1 + |logvl|)) = 273 +O(v +e+e/v).
Indeed the error in the n-th term is at most Cevn~'e~%"  For v > 1 the corresponding
error and trace have uniform exponential bounds. On each fixed positive compact y interval,
the complex sum is
ePYAe—2py/de
(H.10) Se(y) = Z e Pyline —

n>2

m + 0(6(1 + |10g €|))

At any fixed resonance y = 2m, cyR,, . — 2mmn = O(e + e*n). Hence
0 < Lc(hy) — RSe(y) < C’Ze_coe"(e2 + e'n?) = O(e).

In particular 2RS.(y) = 2/(hy) — 3 4+ o(1) there. Away from the resonances, (H.10) is
uniformly bounded.

Let P.(y) = 3 Bq¢(Rney). Subtract its leading integral term before summing. The exact
first Rayleigh identity gives

sin J

(1) R(y) =22t W o),
uniformly on fixed positive compact intervals. To check convergence, subtract one from the
reciprocal denominator: its absolute value is bounded by C(|cos&|z + 22). The resulting
second and third root sums are uniformly summable, by Lemma H.6. At a = 1,§ = 7/2,
Tonelli’s theorem identifies the finite part:
1 } 1 [ 22 e~

Z {Blm/g(ny) - = dv.

R 2 271 _ o
"2 ™y Ty Jo y*+vel—e?

The same integral bounds give P”(y) = O(e™!) on those compact intervals.
Now siné = 1+ O(e?) and h = 2me + 7(D/2 — 4)e? + O(e3). At a fixed resonance the
entire kernel therefore tends to

(H.12) Coly) =3+ D/4_2_7r1(y)gy_‘7(y).

In particular Cp(Y') = 0 exactly when D = D,.
We next control all y > 3w, so that the first resonance cannot be mistaken for a local
candidate. Since cos€ < 0 for small e, the third-moment bound gives

sin &

P.(y) > 2y7%*,  y >3,

Tey®

Here the scaled third moment tends to ((3) — 1, so the constant two is a uniform valid
enlargement. For v = hy < §, the heat estimate and e €1°8¥ > 1 — elog y imply

D/4—2—logy
™Y

K(cqy) > 3+ 2973 — O +e).
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Uniformly for —230 < D < —210, the right side before its error exceeds 0.9123: the worst
value is bounded at 3w, since (2 — D/4 + logy)/y decreases there. Choose § and then e
small. On 6 < v <V, the lower positive term tends uniformly to 2/v, while the heat trace
tends to e 2Y/(1 —e™¥) < 1/v. On v > V, the uniform exponential trace is dominated by
the algebraic positive term, since h®/e has a positive lower bound. Taking V large proves
positivity on the entire exterior.

The inequality 0 < J(Y) < 2(¢(3)—1)/Y? gives —230 < D, < —210. If D < D, the value
at Y in (H.12) is strictly negative. If D > D,, that profile is positive on a neighborhood of
Y, and the bound K > P, — 2L.(hy) converges to it uniformly there. The rest of [1,3n] is
nonresonant, so its bounded oscillatory sum is dominated by P. ~ 1/(wey). The uniform
unit-origin estimate described below covers 0 < y < 1. The whole exterior has just been
handled. These two strict tests and the ID interval theorem squeeze g, to the stated second-
order expansion.

It remains to prove uniqueness, rather than infer it from the leading profile. For bounded

D near D, all possible nonpositive values lie near Y. Put w = py/de + 27i = u — iv and
A =ePv4e. Then u < e, RA =14 O(e?), SA = O(e), and

RS(4) =R = > 40wl +0),  Puly) = 2/u-+ (1),

If K <0, then 2/u — 2R[A/(u — iv)] < C. The left side is
202 2(1 — RA)u + 2SAv
u(u? + v?) u? 4 v? '

Young’s inequality bounds it below by v2/[u(u? +v?)] — Ce. Consequently v? < Cu(u?+v?),
and for small e, v? < 2Cu?® = O(e?).

Twice differentiating the root-sum comparison produces error O(e™!): its n-th error is at
most Ce(1 4+ n)e= " by [d,.e| < Ce/n. The pole part of the negative residue has second
derivative

A(p/de)2 -1
—AR——==+4+0 .
(u—iv)3 +0le)
Since A(p/d.)? = —1 + O(e) and v/u = O(\/e), it is 4u=3(1 + O(y/e)) + O(e™!) > ¢/e.
Adding P’ = O(e™!) preserves strict convexity on the whole possible-zero interval. The

global contact theorem supplies one zero minimum at the boundary, and strict convexity
permits only one. No other resonance remains unexamined.

Finally the directed integral check gives J(27) = 0.00974293585871004644 . ... It uses
unit integration panels, the removable origin integrand, and the explicit tail e~ 2V J[2(1 —
e*U)], U = 80. The file second_order_id_coefficient_fast_checks. json records the
nonvacuous enclosure and the exterior constant. These finite checks supplement the uniform
analytic proof above. O

H.3.1. A unit-origin estimate and finite slices. For 1 <a <11/10, 0 < ¢ <3/20, 0 <y <1,
the strengthened uniform origin certificate gives

(H.13) Ko p(cay) > 3/2.

Here is the mass estimate needed in addition to the convergent germ. If N is Poisson with
mean 1/e, then V.(—1) = E[['(2 + eN)~!] > 1/12: Markov’s inequality gives Pr(eN < 2) >
1/2, and T" < 6 on [2,4]. Thus the scaled Laplace exponent satisfies ¥,(1) < 7/2, and
J5° ja(u) du/u < 49/12. The exact 128-term germ with its remainder certifies j,(u) < 3/2
on [0,2] and Rj,(ye ) > 4/5 on the stated parameter range. There /3 < § < 7/2. Split
the Cauchy integral at two. Its local part is at most 3/2; its tail is at most 49y/(127), while
its pole is at least 5v/3/(my). Hence

1 5vV3/y — 49y/12
K(cqy) > — + V/y v/ >

3
10 T 2°
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The 1280-leaf independent verifier recomputes both germ covers.

The normalized exact rotated Laplace integral, including its two infinite tails, now also
provides efficient large-root signs. At a = 1.001, 1200 distinct root brackets were indepen-
dently rechecked; their twelfth Rayleigh remainder excludes every omitted physical radius
below 807375. No completeness of a numerical scan is assumed. The following whole-radius
ID slices were independently verified, including (H.13) where applicable:

a | strict enclosure for r(a) | finite kernel leaves
1.001 | (0.5018943724625374, 0.5018943824425575) 76

1.01 | (0.5135954445544554, 0.5135955425742575) 38

1.05 | (0.5361955880952380, 0.5361956785714286) 42

Their global contacts are unique. The common checker is certify_id_point_contact.

py. A separate finite-spectrum search, compute_near_one_id_boundary.py, obtained a g¢-

bracket of width below 107 at a = 1.001 with 73 positive leaves and a negative witness,

without selecting any local contact. Its fixed resource limits are explicit; it returns an

unfinished bracket rather than a false classification if the supplied spectrum is insufficient.
The analogous global GGC slices, with zero sector winding, are

a |  strict enclosure for g(a) | global leaves
.90 | (.00006240435, .00006240437) 5122
.95 | (.00659598240, .00659598241) 2161
299 | (.0130495099, .0130495100) 1431

The .90 and .95 certificates additionally have 2057 and 8 local derivative leaves. A generic
.97 run independently verified a width below .001, without a uniqueness assumption.
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