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Abstract

We provide a complete description of anisotropic scaling limits of stationary linear random field on Z3
with long-range dependence and moving average coefficients decaying as O(|t;|~%) in the ith direction,
i = 1,2,3. The scaling limits are taken over rectangles in Z3 whose sides increase as O(\i),i = 1,2,3
when A — oo, for any fixed 7; > 0,7 = 1,2,3. We prove that all these limits are Gaussian RFs whose
covariance structure essentially is determined by the fulfillment or violation of the balance conditions
vigi = 74,1 <1i < j < 3. The paper extends recent results in [26], [27], [23], [24] on anisotropic scaling of

long-range dependent random fields from dimension 2 to dimension 3.
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1 Introduction

Let X = {X(t);t € Z%} be a stationary random field (RF) on Z%, d > 1,v = (v, - ,74) € R% be a

collection of positive numbers (exponents), and

Ky~(x H [1, | A7 ], x = (1, - ,xq) €RL, (1.1)
=1

be a family of d-dimensional ‘rectangles’ indexed by A > 0, whose sides grow at possibly different rate

O\"),i=1,---,d as A — oo. Consider the partial sums RF:

Siy(@) = > X(t), wecRi. (1.2)
teK,\;y(:c)

See the end of this section for all unexplained notation. We are interested in the limit distribution of

normalized partial sums (|1.2)):

fdd
A’,),S)\A/( x) — Vf(w), xz e R: (1.3)
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as A — 00, where A~ — oo is a normalization. Following [23], the family {V,f,( ;v € R1} of all scaling limits
in will be called the scaling diagram of RF X.

The above problem is classical for RFs except that most previous work dealt with case v = --- =3 =1
only. See [1, [7], [8], [I7], [18], [28], [9], [15], [14] and the references therein. In the latter case, is
naturally referred to as isotropic scaling while that with v # (1,---,1) as anisotropic scaling. For weakly
dependent RFs anisotropic scaling is not very interesting since in such case, summation domains may have
very general shape and the scaling diagram usually consists of a single point (white noise), or is empty. See
e.g. [B]. Particularly, we note that d-dimensional rectangles in satisfy van Hove’s condition for any
v € ]Ri.

The situation is very different for long-range dependent (LRD) RFs. Although there is no single satisfactory
definition of LRD, usually it refers to stationary RF X with nonsummable covariance function, or unbounded
spectral density, see [§], [17], [10], [15], [12]. [27] observed that for a large class of LRD RFs X on Z?,
nontrivial limits in exist for any v = (71,72) € R2; moreover, there exists 4° > 0 such that V3 = V¥

do not depend on v = (y1,72) for y2/v1 > 7° and v2/v1 < 7P, respectively, and the RFs and V¥, VX are
fdd
different in the sense that Vi¥ # aV* (Va > 0). [27] called the above phenomenon the scaling transition.

The existence of scaling transition was established in [26], [27], [24] for a wide class of Gaussian, linear and
related nonlinear RFs on Z2. It turned out that for above classes RFs, the scaling limits V_i( , VX have a
very different dependence structure from V5¥, the value 4° being related to the intrinsic scale ratio (the ratio
of Hurst exponents) of X along the vertical and horizontal axes. Since VOX , VX arise in accordance or in
violation of the ‘balance condition’ o = 7%y, [27] termed Vi¥ the well-balanced and V¥ the unbalanced
scaling limits of X, respectively. A different kind of scaling transition was established for RFs arising by
aggregation of network traffic and random-coefficient AR(1) time series models in telecommunications and
economics, see [I1], [20], [13], [21], [19], [22], [16], also Remark 2.3 in [27]. On the other hand, for some RF's
in dimension 2 the scaling diagram may have more than three elements, see [23], and there are classes of LRD
RF's which do not exhibit scaling transition (the scaling diagram consists of a single element), see [26], [6].
Since almost all of the above-mentioned work dealt with planar RF models, a challenging open problem
raised in [26], [24] is anisotropic scaling and identification of the scaling diagrams of LRD RFs in dimensions

d > 2. The present paper solves this problem for linear, or moving-average RFs in dimension d = 3:
X(t) = > at—s)(s), t={(t,lats3) € 77 (1.4)
sez3

where {£(s);s € Z3} is an i.i.d. sequence with zero mean and unit variance, and {a(t),t € Z3} are determin-

istic coefficients having the form

g(t)
(23, ¢ty 97)"

where |t|y := [t| V1, t € Z, g(t),t € Z? are bounded with limyg_, oo 9(t) =t goo € (0,00) and v > 0,q; >

a(t) = t = (t1,t2,t3) € Z3, (1.5)



0,¢; > 0,7 = 1,2,3 are parameters satisfying the following inequalities:

Condition (|1.6) guarantees that

d lat))P <o  and D a(t)] = oo. (1.7)

tGZS teZS

In particular, X in (1.4]) is a well-defined stationary RF with zero mean, finite variance and covariance

EX(t)X(0)= Y a(t—s)a(s), teZ? (1.8)
Sez3
Notice that a(t) = O(|t;|]”%) as |t;] — oo meaning that when the ¢; are different, the moving-average

coefficients decay at different rate in different directions of Z3, in which case the RF X exhibits strong
anisotropy. On the other hand, when ¢; = ¢,7 = 1,2, 3, the RF X is ‘nearly isotropic’ and conditions (/1.6))
reduce to 3/2 < ¢ < 3. The parameter ¢; representing ‘typical scale’ of X (|1.4)) in the ith direction, i = 1,2, 3,

we may consider 7% =qi/qj, 1,7 = 1,2,3, i > j as ‘intrinsic scale ratios’ leading to three balance conditions

Y/ = BM=% /72 =% (1.9)

among which only two are independent since any two of imply the third one. Depending on which of the
balance conditions in are fulfilled or violated, we may expect different scaling limits V{f of the partial
sums in of the linear RF X .

The results of this paper confirm the above intuition. We prove that for linear RFs in the limits V,f in
(1.3)) exist for any v € R3 ; moreover depending on + these limits can be divided into three groups: the well-
balanced limit arising when ~ satisfies all balance conditions in (group 1); ‘partially unbalanced’ limits
arising when ~ satisfies only one of the balance conditions in (group 2), and ‘completely unbalanced’
limits arising when ~ satisfies none of the balance conditions in (group 3). Furthermore, the limit
RFs in group 3 agree with FBS (fractional Brownian sheet) B, m, m, on R with at least two among three
indices H; € (0,1],7 = 1,2,3 equal to 1 or 1/2, while RF's in group 2 are not FBS but have some ‘partial FBS
property’ in one direction.

Let us describe the contents of this work. Sec. 2.1 provides a formal definition of the partition of the set
Ri = {7} of scaling exponents into 13 sets T'gpgo, -+ ,-111 induced by balance conditions . Sec. 2.2
identifies 3 regions (Regions I, II, and III) in the parameter space {q = (q1,¢2,¢3) € R3 : 1 < Q < 2} deter-
mined by providing a classification of the linear RF X in according to the convergence/divergence
of the covariance function on coordinate axes/coordinate planes in Z3. In Sec. 3 we define limit Gaussian
RFs as stochastic integrals w.r.t. white noise in R? with kernels taking a different form in Regions I, II, and
III, and discuss their self-similarity properties. We also relate some these limit RFs to FBS with two Hurst
parameters equal to 1 or 1/2. Sec. 4 contains the main result (Theorem and Corollary, by identifying
all scaling limits in . Proofs of the main results are given in Sec. 5.



The following comments are in order. We expect that our results can be extended for linear RFs in
dimension d > 3 with coefficients a(t),t € Z? having a similar form as in (L.5)) (with replaced by
1<@Q= Z(ij:l% < 2); however, the description of the scaling limits when d > 3 seems cumbersome and
we restrict ourselves to dimension d = 3 for relative transparency of exposition. Although the results of this
paper can be interpreted as a scaling transition occurring at the boundaries of the balance partition, see Fig.
1 below, we do not attempt to provide a formal definition of the latter concept for RFs in dimensions d = 3
or higher. On the other hand, at present there are many open problems about anisotropic scaling even for
linear RFs in dimension d = 2. Particularly, we mention the case (linear) RFs with infinite variance and/or

negatively dependent RFs with coefficients as (L.5) but with » ;.4 |a(t)] < oo (or @ < 1) and satisfying
Y teza a(t) = 0. See also [I4] on isotropic scaling of negatively dependent linear RF's.

Notation. In what follows, C,Cq,Cs denote generic positive constants which may be different at differ-

fdd
ent locations. We write 0% , fdd ,and # for the weak convergence, equality and inequality of finite-
dimensional distributions, respectively. Ri ={x = (v, ,29) ERT:2; >0,i =1,--- ,d},Ri ={x =

(21, y2q) ERT 1, > 0,0 =1, ,d}, x| := maxj<j<q |z, Ry := RL R, := Ry, R3:=R?\ {(0,0)}. 1(A)

stands for the indicator function of a set A.

2 Preliminaries

The description of anisotropic limits in ([1.3]), or the limiting Gaussian RF's V,f,( , in the case d = 3 is consid-
erably more complicated as in the case d = 2 in [26], [24]. The limit RFs take a different form in different

regions depending both on v and q. These regions are specified in the following subsections.

2.1 The balance partition

For (791,791, 7%) € B3, 73, =9, /19 consider the partition

RY =T, (2.1)
1EQ

of the set Ri of scaling exponents into 13 sets I';,2 € p defined as

Tooo = {7 €RL :vo/m =91,7/7 = 150 13/72 = 1%},
Toni = {v€R: :y/v1 =9, 9/7 > ¥51:73/72 > V)
Tann o= {7 €R3 tya/y <A9,73/7 > 90, 73/72 > 1)

That is, the index in I', is ¢ = kaiksiks2, kij € {1,0,-1} means that ~;/v; > 'y?j if kij =1, vi/v; = 'y% if
kij =0 and ~;/v; < 'y?j if k;j = -1, for any 3 >4 > j > 1. Thus, the set p = {2} consists of 13 triples:

o = {000, 011, 110, 10-1, 0-1-1, -1-10, -101, 111, 11-1, 1-1-1, -1-1-1, -1-11, -111}. (2.2)



The corresponding partition of RZ = {(v2/71,73/71)} is shown in Figure 1 below. There, the line I'goo C R}
satisfying all three balance conditions in (the ‘well-balanced’ set) reduces to the single point (79;,7Y;) =
(q1/42,q1/q3) € R2, the two-dimensional sets T'o11, 110, I'10-1, Lo-1-1, [-1-10, [-101 satisfying only one of the
balance conditions in ((1.9) (the ‘partly balanced’ sets) become line segments, and the three-dimensional sets
111, T11-1, T1-1-1, T-1-1-1, T-1-11, T-111 which violate two (or all) balance conditions in (the ‘completely

unbalanced’ sets) are projected as sets of dimension 2.
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Figure 1. Partition of the quotient space RZ = {(y2/71,73/71)} induced by balance
partition (2.1). The shaded region corresponds to the subset in (2.3).

2.2 Covariance structure of linear LRD RF on Z3

As noted above, the scaling limits V,f depend on parameters ¢;,¢j,j = 1,2,3 in ((1.5). The dependence on
the parameters is generally different in different regions I',, 2 € . Essentially, it suffices to consider the region
{v=,7.1) € Ri ‘g < v2q2 < 3q3} = U L, (2.3)

+=000,011,111,110
(the shaded region in Figure 1) only. Indeed, as shown in Corollarybelow, for other ~’s, V,f can be defined
via a ‘permutation’ of ¢;,¢j,j = 1,2,3. For « in (2.3), there are three parameter regions of ¢ = (g1, g2, ¢3)

defined as follows:

Region I: et 2; <1 < ZJ L (2.4)
Region II: Y2 % +ta< 1< 2q1 +2j s (2.5)
Region III: Yoy <1<Yiiionta (2.6)

In the ‘isotropic’ case ¢1 = ¢2 = g3 =: ¢, (2.4)-(2.6]) reduce to 1.5 < ¢ < 2 (Region I), 2 < ¢ < 2.5 (Region II)
and 2.5 < g < 3 (Region III), respectively.
Since the dependence in RF X generally decreases as the g;’s increase, we may say that the dependence in

X increases from Region I to Region III. A more precise probabilistic meaning of the inequalities (2.4)-([2.6)



in terms of summability of the covariance function rx(¢t) := EX(0)X (¢) on coordinate axes and coordinate

planes in Z3 is provided in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1 Let X = {X(t);t € Z3} be a linear RF in (1.4)-(1.5) satisfying (1.6]). Then the covariance
rx(t) = EX(0)X(t),t € Z3 satisfies the following properties in respective parameter Regions I-III:

Region I 32, 1y i)ezs|rx (bt ts) =00, D2, pyen2|rx (0,82, t3)] < oo; (2.7)
Region II: 3, 1yez2|rx (0, t2,13)| = o0, > t5ezlmx (0,0, t3)] < o005 (2.8)
Region III: 3, c7|rx(0,0,t3)| = oo. (2.9)

REMARK 2.1 The divergence of the series in can be interpreted as the LRD property of the sectional
process {X(0,0,t3);t3 € Z} on the coordinate axis t3 in the parameter Region I. On the other hand,
say that, in the parameter Region II the last process is short-range dependent (SRD) but the sectional RF
{X(0,t2,t3); (t2, t3) € Z*} is LRD. Finally say that in the parameter Region III the last sectional RF is
SRD but the RF X on Z? is LRD. Conditions — are not symmetric w.r.t. permutation of ¢;,j = 1,2,3
and therefore the axes t;,j = 1,2,3 generally cannot be exchanged in — except for the ‘isotropic’

Case q1 = q2 = ¢g3.

REMARK 2.2 We expect that, under some additional conditions on ¢(s) in (1.7)), the linear RF X in Propo-
sition has a spectral density of the form

o pp— O R, ) (2.10)
(205 Glua|*i/7)
where 7 > 0,& > 0,a; > 0,7 = 1,2,3 are parameters, g(u) > 0,u € II? is a bounded function continuous at

the origin with g(0) > 0, and the «;’s are related to the ¢;’s as

a = 2q(X 7 -1, = a(Xjg—3) =123 (2.11)

Under , the balance conditions in can be rewritten in spectral terms as v;/v; = aj/a;,1 < i <
Jj < 3. See also (]27], p.2259). Particularly, is equivalent to Zf’zl a% > 1and o; > 0,7 = 1,2,3.
In terms of ‘spectral parameters’ oj,j = 1,2,3 in , Regions I-1II in — correspond to a1 < 1
(Region I), O% <1l< 2521 % (Region II), and 2]2.:1 chj <1l< Z?Zl chj (Region III). The above conjecture
agrees with Proposition Indeed, the spectral density of the sectional RF {X(0,t2,t3); (t2,t3) € Z*} is
fa3(uz,us) = [ fx(u1,uz, uz)dur which satisfies C1 fas(ug, u3) < faz(uz,us) < Cafag(ug, uz), fog(ug,usg) =
Jo (5, \ui|"‘i)_1du17 see below. Clearly, if a1 < 1 then fo3(uz,ug) < [ [ui]~*'dus < C is bounded
and hence fo3(u2,u3) is a bounded function on IT?. The same fact follows from the summability of the
covariance function rx (0, t2, t3) in Region I. Similarly, 1 < Z§:1 ()le implies that the spectral density f3(us) =
fH2 fx (u1,ug,uz)duiduy of the sectional process {X(0,0,t3);t3 € Z} is bounded, which agrees with the

summability of the covariance function rx(0,0,¢3) in Region II.



Proof of Proposition We shall use the following elementary inequality. For any given ¢; > 0,¢; >
0,v > 0,5 =1,2,3 there exist constants C1,Cy > 0 such that

3 3 3
Yt < N ethy < 3t V= (titaty) €RY. (2.12)

j=1 j=1 j=1

Indeed, since Cjt?j/y < (maxi<j<3 Cj)(zgzl t?j)l/lljj = 1,2,3 the second inequality in (2.12)) holds with

Cy = (3maxi<j<g ¢j)” and the first inequality is similar. Denote

p(t) =30  [t;|%,  teRS, (2.13)
then (2.12)) and ((1.5) imply
Cip®)™! < lat)] < Cop(®)™),  teZd. (2.14)

We claim that (2.14)) imply a similar inequality for the covariance rx(t) = > ¢cy3 a(s)a(t + s), viz.,
Cip(t) P~ (1 +0(1)) < |rx(B)] < Cop(®) P~ (1 40(1),  [t| = oo, (2.15)

where @ € (1,2) is as in ((1.6). To check ([2.15]) consider the convolution

-1

dsidsaodss te RS

—1 _
(b= p7)(t) = fRS ([s1] +[s2]92+]s3]93) ([t1 51|91 +|ta+52[72 +[t3+53[%3)

By change of variables s; — pl/9 sj,J = 1,2,3 we obtain

(bt xp ) = Le)p(t) ), (2.16)

d$1d82d83 / ds - tl tg tg
L(t) .= = —, t:= , , . 2.17
O e ST T Sy ot g e AP D G e pm): (317
Let us show that
0 < Cp < L(t) <Cy < 00, teR3 (2.18)
Let Bs(t) := {s € R?: ||t — s|| < §}, B§(t) := R3\ Bs(t). Let us prove first that for any h > 0,6 > 0
/ p(t) ™"t < oo = Q>h, (2.19)
Bs(0)
/ p(t)™"dt < 0o = Q<h. (2.20)
B§(0)

By (2.12)), it suffices to prove (2.19)-(2.20) for h = § = 1. We shall often use the elementary inequalities:

(

1, 0<qg<1/h,0<wv<l,
1 =
/ < ¢ losel, g =0 e <t /OO A o 0/0h s 1y (2.21)
o (v+u) oWD=h g >1/h0<v <1, o (v+ul)
v_ha q>O7UZ ]—)




Let us prove the converse implication in , or I := f[071]3 p(t)~1dt < o if Q > 1. Using , we get
I < oo whengg <1landI < Cfol dty fol(t‘{l +142)(1/a3)=1dt, when g3 > 1. Using again we get I < oo
if g2(1 — (1/g3)) < 1 and I < Cfol tgql/QQH(m/qz”)_mdtl < 00 if g2(1 — (1/g3)) > 1 where the last integral
converges since () > 1. The case when g3 = 1 and/or ¢2(1 — (1/¢3)) = 1 follow similarly. The remaining
implications in — follow in a similar fashion and we omit the details.

Next, we prove Note p(t) = 1 and therefore |t| > 6 Vt € R? for some § > 0. Split L(t) =
Li(t)+Li(t)+Lia(t ) where Ly (t fB Lp(s+t)~tds, Lo(t fB t)p Lp(s+t)~tds, L1a(t) ==
ng\ (Bs(0)UBs(—b) p(s8)lp(s+1t)~ 1ds. Slnce p(s + t) is bounded on Bg( ) for § > 0 small enough it follows
that Li(t) < CfB ) P p(s)71ds < C in view of (2.19) and Q > 1. Similarly, Lo(t) < fB p(s+t) lds < C.
Finally, |L12 (fBC st) (fBg(—i) p(s +t)"%ds) 2 < ¢ accordlng to ( and @Q < 2. This
proves the upper bound in 2.18. The lower bound in follows from the uniform boundedness from
below of the integrand of in a vicinity of the origin, viz., infz_ps infge ;o) p(s) 'p(s +8)71 > C >0
for any d > 0 small enough.

Let us prove ([2.15). We use the following inequality: for all K > 0 large enough
p(s1)/2 < p(s2) < 2p(s1), Vlsi|> K, i=1,2, |s; —s2| <1, (2.22)

which follows by Taylor expansion of p(t) in (2.13). For a large K > 0 we have rx(t) = > 5 < a(s)a(t +
8) + Ditrsi<k A(S)alt + 8) + 3 55k trs|> K A(S)alt + s) = Z?:l T;(t). Using (2.14)) and @ > 1 we obtain
that for any K > 0 fixed |Tj(t)| < CK3p(t)~" = o(p(t)~(>=9)),i = 1,2 as [t| — co. On the other hand, since
liminf_, o p(t)a(t) > Climinfyg_, g(t) = C > 0, see (2.12), (L.5) so for K > 0 large enough using (2.22)

we infer that

ds

1
C _ > C/ _
sZK,tZ+s|2K p(8)p(t + s) Is|>K—3,|t+s/>K—3 P(8)p(t + 8)

L —1 _ 71* —1 1
< 0 [ Sl Ol ) = e 0+ Ol )

Ti(t)

Y

(2.23)

proving the lower bound in by and . The proof of the upper bound in follows
similarly. This proves .

Let us prove (2.7). Using (2.17), (2.22) and (2.20) we have Y s s [rx (t)] > Co f|t|>K p(t)~2=dt = oo
since 2 — @ < 1. Next, using

Z |Tx(0, ta, tg)‘ < C+C (tgz + t§3)7(27Q)dtht3
(tg,tg)GZQ [1’00)2

< 0—1—0/ t;q2(2_Q_1/q3)dt2/ (1—|—t§3)_(2_Q)dt3 < 00
1 0

follows since ¢3(2 — @) > 1 and ¢2(2 — Q — 1/g3) > 1 is equivalent to ﬁ + Z?:z q%- < 1. The proof of (2.8))
and (2.9) follows similarly. Proposition is proved. ]



3 Limiting Gaussian random fields

In this subsec. we define scaling limits V,if for v = (y1,72,73) satisfying (the shaded region in Fig. 1).
The above mentioned limits are generally different in Regions I - III of parameters ¢, j = 1,2, 3 determined
by inequalities —. In some cases these limits are particularly simple and agree with a Fractional
Brownian Sheeet (FBS) with special values of Hurst parameters.

Recall that a FBS By, g, m, with parameters 0 < H; < 1,7 =1,2,3 is a Gaussian process on Ri with zero

mean and covariance
3
2H; 2H; )
E (B, iy i (@) Bay iy, ()] = (1/8) [[ (@5 + 977 = |y — i *™), (3.1)
j=1

x = (r1,29,23), ¥y = (y1,Y2,¥y3) € ]Ri which is a product of the covariances of a standard FBM with
one-dimensional time parameter. Properties of FBS are discussed in [3].

Let us introduce some terminology extending the terminology in [26], [27]. If £ C R? is a line and p C R3
is a plane which are orthogonal to each other, we write /Lp. Also write y = (y1,42,y3) < ® = (21,22, 3)
if y; < 1 =1,2,3. A rectangle is a set K(y,x) = Hizl(yi,xi] C Ry < x,x,y € R3. We say that two
rectangles K = K(y,z),K' = K(y',x'),y < =,y < @' are separated by plane p C R? if K and K’ lie on
different sides of p. By rectangular increment of RE V = {V(x),x € R‘i} on rectangle K(y,x) we mean the
(triple) difference

V(K(y,x)) = V(ri,z2,23) = V(zy,22,y3) — V(21,92,23) — V(y1, 72, 23)

+ Vi(r1,y2,93) + V(yr, w2,y3) + V(y1,y2,23) — V(y1,92,43)-

We say that RF V = {V(x), x € R3 } has stationary rectangular increments if for any y € R, {V (K (y,x)),y <

z} € VK0, —y)),y <z}

DEFINITION 3.1 Let V = {V(x),z € R3} be a RF with stationary rectangular increments and £ C R3 be a
line intersecting Ri. We say that RF'V has:

(i) independent rectangular increments in direction € if for any orthogonal plane p 1L and any two rectangles

K,K' C Ra_ separated by p, the increments V(K) and V(K') are independent;

(ii) invariant rectangular increments in direction ¢ if V(K) = V(K') for any two rectangles K, K' C R}

such that K' = x + K for some x € £.

It follows from Gaussianity and the covariance of FBS that for Hy = 1/2, By /s g, m, (%) has independent
rectangular increments in the direction of the coordinate axis x; and, for Hy = 1, By g, my(21,22,23) =
x1BH, 1, (22,x3) is a random line in 21 having invariant rectangular increments in the same direction. The
case when H;,i = 2,3 equal 1/2 or 1 is analogous. Particularly, Bj/s; y, has independent increments in
direction x; and invariant increments in direction xy. Except for FBS, there are other Gaussian RFs which
also enjoy the properties of increments in Definition These RF's appear in the scaling limits of the linear

RF X in (1.4) and are defined below.



Let W(du) be real-valued Gaussian white noise on R3, that it, a random process defined on Borel sets
A C R? of finite Lebesgue measure leb(A) = [, du < oo such that W (A) has a Gaussian distribution with
mean zero and variance leb(A) and E[W(A)W(B)} = leb(A N B) for any Borel sets A, B C R? of finite
Lebesgue measure. The stochastic integral I(g) = [ps g(uw)W (du) is well-defined for any g € L?(R?) and has
a Gaussian distribution I(g) ~ N(0, ||g||*), where ||g||* = [zs g(u)?du. Consider the following RFs defined as

stochastic integrals w.r.t. W:

0 2,3,0<t dt
V@) = [ W(du) / 10<u < Lind = <t <) (Region I) (3.2)
R? B (efts —w|v + 35, cilti )
1(0 < ug < 23,0 < to < x9)dtadt .
Vo(x) = W(du)/ ( ng 2 22 2) 2&33 (Region II) (3.3)
R3 R2 (61|U1‘V +62’t2—U2|'/ +63|t3"/)l’
1(0 <t <xg)dt .
Vi(x) = mas [ W(du) / 5 ( - 3) —, (Region IIT) (3.4)
R? R (X521 Glug| ™ + eslt —uglv)”
1(0 <ty ) =1,2,0 dt
Vig(x) = W(du)/ (0< : < TjJ < ug < a3) (Regions I&IT) (3.5)
R B (imr gty — “J‘ o esfts| V)
0<t; < = 2,3)dtadt
Vos(x) = a1 W(du)/ 1 7 x;, ,3)dts qjg , (Regions II&III) (3.6)
R B2 (crfur] v + 3250 ¢lty — ug|v)”

100 <tj <zj,j=1,23)dt
Yo(x) = [ W(du) | P o :
R B (i glty —usl )Y

We also write V() = Vi(x;49,¢), -+, Yo(x) = Jo(x; g, ¢) to emphasize the dependence of these RFs on

(Regions I&IT&IIT) (3.7)

vector parameters q = (q1,¢2,q3) € Ri and ¢ = (¢1,c9,c3) € Ri.

Theorem 3.1 (i) The Gaussian RFs in . 3.7) depending on vector parameters q = (q1,q2,q3) € R+ and
c=(c1,c9,03) € ]R are well-defined in the indicated parameter regions given in . More precisely,

(i1) Y in B2) is well-defined for - +370 , 2 <1<3) L
(i2) Vo in B3) is well-defined for 37, 2%12_ + - <1< qu +32, (h.

(i3) Vs in B4) is well-defined for 30, 2q <1<Y?, 2q + =

(i4) Y12 in (3.5)) is well-defined for Z?:l 2}” + q% <l< Z?:l i.
(i5) Va3 in (3.6) is well-defined for Z?Zl 2%11_ <1l< ﬁ + Z?:Q %.

(i6) Yo in B7) is well-defined for 3o, 2%1_ <1<, %
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(ii) RFs in . ) have stationary rectangular increments and satisfy the self-similarity properties:

Vi(Aian, Ao, Agag) o
Vo(Mian, Aowa, Agz)
Vs(Aiai, Aowa, Agag)
y12()\1/q1x1 )\l/qQCCQ uxs) fdd
Vos(Azr, M By, pt /B y)
VoMV iz i=1,2,3) &
where
Hi o= 5 —a(l— 4 — ) Ho
Hiz = g+ 5o + 0 — 1,

(iii) RFs Y;,i=1,2,3 agree, up to multiplicative constants o; := E1/2[y3(1, 1,

AANZAY2 Y (a9, 29),

)\1 )\3‘2 )\;)/23)2 (331, T, .’Eg),

AN Y3 (21, 22, 73),

A2 1200 (21, 29, 223),

A28 Yoz (1, o, x3),

Ay (21, 29, 73),

3 1
5*(12( *E*qj)

Ho = 2f11 + 2(12 + 2Q3

its parameters equal to either 1/2 or 1. Namely,

fdd

Wi

UlBH1,1/2,1/27

fdd
= 0231,7{2,1/27

Vs

-1

)

VA >0, i=1,2,3,

VA; > 0,
VA >0,
YA >0, u>0,
VYA >0, u>0,
VA >0,

7‘[3 : %—qg(l—

fdd

V3

0-3-81,1,7'[37

1=1,2,3,
1=1,2,3,

50r — 345)s (3:8)

L 3 3
0o -= Zi:lzTh_

2q2

1;q,¢)], with FBS having two

(3.9)

where H;,i =1,2,3 are defined in (3.8)).

Proof. (i) In view of inequalities (2.12) and the form of the integrands, it suffices prove the existence of the

stochastic integrals for c; =co =c3=v =1and 1 = x2 = x3 = 1.

[ = A{d“</01/ﬂ§/ﬂ§\t1

Split I = Iy +1s, where Iy := [, o+, To = [, 10p

Using twice the second inequality in (2.21]), we obtain

(i1) It suffices to prove
dtldtgdtg )2
— u|q1 + |t2|q2 + |t3|qs

CThen Iy < C( [y 72 [ (87 42 +-2) 1Aty dbodts) .

< 0.

J(t) = fOOO fooo(tlfl + tgz + tg‘o’)fldtgdtg < Cfooo(tlfl + tg2)(1/q3)—1dt2 <C th1/<12)+(¢11/113)—¢117
and hence I < oo since ¢;(1 — q—g — q—s) < 1. Similarly, I, < Cfl du(fo f (u® 4 ¢ 4 ¢2)~ 1dt2dt3)2
C [7° J*(u)du < oo since 2q; (1 — q—2 - —) > 1. This proves that ) in is well-defined.
(i2) It suffices to prove I := [g, du1du2(f0

(uy,to — ug)dtg) < 00, where

I(u,v) := fp(lul® +[o]® +[t]2) 7 dt < C(jul™ +[v]®=)% (3.10)

see (2.21)). Therefore, I < C [g. du1du2(f01 (Jug|® + ]tg — u2|q2)é_1dt2)2 = C(fR duy f|u2|<2 dug(- -+ )%+

Jg dug fIU2|>2 dusa (- )2) : O(I1 + I3), where I; < Cfo )2duy and
—a(1-Lt-21)

Uy 2 BT 1> q% — qis,

qz < 1 1

fo +iy " dt <O 1, 1<%~

_ 11

|10gu1‘, l_qz_q?
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1
according to , implying I < CfOOOF (u1)?du; < co. We also have Iy = fl dus fo uf' +ud?) 233 1)dul <

—2q2(1—L)—92
floo Us . q3) " duy < oo since 2¢2(1 — L) — g—f > 1. This proves that ) in (3.3) is well-defined.

a3
(i3) It suffices to prove I := [ dujdugdusg fo (ud' + |ug|? + |t—u3,|q3)_1d7§)2 = Jp2 durdug f‘u3|<2 dus(...)%+
ng duidus f‘u3|>2 dug(...)? =0 I + I < co. We have I; < C’fRz G(u1,uz)?duidug, where G(ui,uz) =
fol (ul* + ud? 4+ ¢%)~1dt can be estimated by (2.21)). Using (2 we obtain [ I G(u1, ug)?durdus <
C’ng (uf" +ud + 1) 2durdug < C [ (uf" + 1)é_2du1 < oo since (2 — q;)(h > 1. Using the same inequal-
ity, in the case 2¢o(1 — —) > 1 we conclude that [ 0oy G(u1, uz)?durdus < f[o’l]g G(u1, uz)?durdug <
C’fo u1 = L_%)dul < oo since 2¢;(1 — % - q%) < 1; in the case 2¢g2(1 — q%) > 1 the convergence of

2q2
f[o 12 G (u1, uz)?duidus follows trivially from (2.21]). This proves I; < oo. Finally, Iy < Cfloo dus ng (ul +

( 1 1

2"dz < oo since g3( —q—l—q%) >

1 —
uP? +ud)2durdus < C’fl dus fo +ud)” =%)du < C [ uy o
1. This proves that Y5 in is well-defined.
(14) It suffices to show I := [p, dulduQ(f[O’I]ng(]tl — P + |ta — ug|® + \u3|q3)*1dt1dt2du?,)2 < 00.
a1

Using @21), I < C fpo durdus( fig ([t — w|® + [to — up|®)s~'dtrdts)” = C X4 Iy, where I =

2 — 2 — 2 —
‘f‘u1|§27|u2‘§2 du1dU2 ( . ) s IQ = ]‘|u1‘§27|u2|>2 du1d’LL2 ( . ) s IS = J‘|U1|>2,\uz|§2 duldUQ ( . ) , and I4 =

f\u1|>2,|u2\>2 dujdus (---)%. Here similarly to the proof of f[m}g G (u1,u2)?duidus < oo in (i3), in the case

1_ —q(1-+—-L
q2(1 — q%) > 1 we obtain that I; < C(f[o 1]2(75‘{1 + t) 5 1dt1dt2)2 < (fol t all=g, q3)dt1)2 < 00 since
1< ZZ 1 q , and in the case ¢2(1 — L) < 1 the same result I; < oo follows even easier. Next, by (2.21))
1 q(l =) . .
I, < C’fl du2(f01(t({1 + ud?)as 1dt1) < C’fl T dug < oo since 2¢g2(1 — q%) > 1. Similarly, I3 <
—2q1(1 *%) goy—2(1—1) 00 72q1(1*ﬁ1%)
C’fl Uy 3"duy < oco. Finally, Iy < C’f[l U1 +ud?) a3’ dujdug < Cf1 UR 2 B du; < 00

as 1> E + E + q—s. This proves that Yo in is well-defined.

(i5) It suffices to show I := [, duldUQdU3(ﬁ071}2(|U1|ql + [ta — ua|® + |t3 — U3|q3)_1dt2dt3)2 < 0. Split I =
Z?Zl I;, where I = [ duy flu2|S2,\U3|S2 dugdug(--+)?, I := [pduy f|u2|g2,\U3|>2 d’lLQd’lL3("')2, I3y := [pdu
f‘u2|>2’|u3‘§2 dugdug(--+)?, Iy := [pdus f|u2‘>2’|u3|>2 dugdus(---)2. Then using (2 in the case g3 > 1 we
obtain I; < Cfooo du1(f[071]2(u‘fl+zg’:2 tgi)_ldtgdtg) < Cfl qlduﬁ—CfO du1(f0 (ut )~ (- é)dt2)2

(1_L_L

-2
<C+ C’fol Uy " % duy < oo since 2¢q;(1 — q%) + 23—; < 1; when ¢3 < 1 the convergence I; < oo follows

easily. Hence, I} < oo. Next, I3 < C [;% du [°(u® +v®)*dv < C’fooo v 220720 qy < o0 since 1 > 2 2q
and I, < oo follows analogously. Finally, due to 1 > ZZ 1 2q , relations Iy < C’fRJrX[LOO)Q(u1 +ud +
ugg)*Qduldquu;), <C f[l oo)g(u‘fl +u?)” (2= qs)dulduQ < oo follow similarly as in the proof of Iy < oo in (i4).

This proves that )3 in (3.6 is well-defined.

(i6) It suffices to show
2
I = [ps duldu2du;»)<f[071]3 M) < oo.

1 [ti—u|%

Split I = Y3, Iy into the sum of 8 integrals according to whether |u;| < 2 or |u;| > 2,7 = 1,2, 3. In the case
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1> q% + q% using (2.21)) we obtain

t9) "~ 0=3)dtdt, < Cfolt_ql(l_é_%)dt < o0;

7,11

; 1
I < Cf[o,1]3( i= 1t?) Ldtydtpdts < Cfo fol(
for 1 > q% + q% relation I; < oo follows easily. The remaining integrals can be easily evaluated, e.g,

I, < Cfloo dul(fo1 fol %)2 < Cffo ul_QQ1du1 < o0,

—a1(2—-L
I3§Cflooflooduldu2(fol #) Cfl f1 (du& < flooulql( 2 duy < oo,

q; +tq3 5 2\ 2
: i
H 3 ’L 1U; )

Iy < Cf1 fl 1oo df:}{iwdu?’ Cf1 f1 % = Cf1oo “;ql

zlz)

This proves that ) in (3.7)) is well-defined, thereby completing the proof of part (i).

(ii) The self-similarity properties follow from scaling properties {W (dAjui, dAaug, dAzus)} d {(Mdad3)'/?
W (duy,dus,dus)} (YA; > 0,7 = 1,2,3) of the white noise and the integrands in (3.2)-(3.7). For example,

Vio(AN/ 02y, NV 9220 pizs; q, )

1 NV, < NVaig; i =1,2 dt
— AZ?:l 1/q; W(d)\l/qllﬂ,d)\l/q2ug,d/,LU3)/ (O <2 < Ti, q; ,O < puz < ,l;j:B)
R3 RS (> ci’)\l/‘h’ti — Al/qiui| p + cg|)\1/q3t317)v

fdd H 1/2
= A 12u/3712($1,$2,$33%0)-

(iii) By Gaussianity, it suffices to show the agreement of the corresponding covariance functions. Using the

definition in (3.2) we have that E[Y1(x;q,c)V1(y;q,¢)] = [ [{ 0(t — s)dtds [T2_y(x: A yi), where

du dtg dtg dSQ d83 142 +f71
o) = [ e e =
R (erlul v + D07 g ciltsl v ) (calt —ul v 4+ D77y cilsi v )¥

Hence using 3 + 2q1(qi2 + q% — 1) = 2H; we obtain

Ty
/ / 0(t — s)dids = (Cr/2) (@™ 4?1 — o — ), 2y >0,
0 0

proving E[Y1(x; q,¢)V1(y; q, ¢)] = C1E[By, 1/2,1/2(2) By 1/2,1/2(9)]s ,y € R3, for some constant Cy > 0.
Particularly, C; E[B2 Hi1/2, 1/2(1, 1,1)] = C; = E[Y?(1,1,1)], or C; = o}. This proves the first relation in (3.9)
and the other two relations (3.9) follow analogously. Theorem is proved. O

REMARK 3.1 The self-similarity properties in (ii) imply the following operator scaling properties of the
corresponding RFs. For A > 0,7 = (v1,72,73) € R} denote the diagonal 3 x 3-matrix A7 = diag(\7,i =
1,2,3). Then for any A\ > 0

ViNTziqoa) L MNOYDY(2iq,0), i=1,2,3, (3.11)

Vii(Na;q,a) L NYDY,(@iq,a), g =g, 1<i<j<3,j=i+], (3.12)
fdd

VoNVz;q,a) S NOOVDy(x:iq,a), g1 = 12q2 = V33, (3.13)
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where

Hy(v,q) = mHy+258 = 2dptn 4 qg (L4 L), (3.14)
Ha(y,@) = m+mMa+ 3 = n+ 552 400 (g + 55— 1),

Hs(v,q) == m++Hs = n+%+ 2P + 160 + 2 — 1),
Hi2(v,q) == naHiz+ % = w +fqu1(qis —1),
Has(v,q) == 1 +7@Hs = n+ % +72%(ﬁ -1),

Ho(v,q) == naHo = 71611(23212%—1)-

See [4] for the definition and general properties of operator scaling RFs. Note that while hold for
any v € R3, the self-similarity properties in ([3.12)) and hold for v € R3 satisfying one and two (all)
balance conditions in (L.9)), respectively. Also note that Hi(v,q) = H2(v,q) = Hiz2(v,q) for ig1 = Y2¢e,
Hy(v,q) = Hs(v,q) = Has(v,q) for v2g2 = 73¢q3, and that all scaling exponents in coincide for
7141 = Y292 = 7¥343.

REMARK 3.2 It follows from that RFs V;,7 = 1,2,3 in (3.2)-(3.4) have the (rectangular) increment
properties of Definition in two directions in R3. For instance, ); has independent increments in z and
x3, while Y3 has invariant increments in x7 and x2. The RFs )9 and )s3 have these properties in one
direction, namely, )V1s has independent increments in x3 and )3 has invariant increments in x3. These facts
follow from the representations in and and the independent increment property of the white noise
W (du). They are closely related to the number of balance conditions satisfied by «’s as shown in the following

sec.

4 The main result

In this sec. we formulate our main result about partial sums limits in (1.2)) of the linear RF X in ((1.4).
Theorem specifies these limits for scaling exponents v = (v1,7v2,73) satisfying (2.3). The general case
v € R‘}r is treated in Corollary

Theorem 4.1 Let X be a linear RF in (1.4) with standardized i.i.d. innovations {e,e(s);s € Z3},Ee =
0,Ee? = 1 and moving-average coefficients a(t) in (1.5), where v > 0,q; > 0,¢; > 0,i = 1,2,3 and q =
(q1-92, q3) satisfy (1.6). Moreover, we assume lim|t|ﬁoo g(t) =1 w.lg.

(i) Let ﬁ + 25):2% <1 and v1q1 < y2q2 < v3q3. Then

AT DSE () Vi(x). (4.1)

(ii) Let Z?:l 2%1_ + q% <l< ﬁ + Z?:g i and y1q1 < 7292 < 73q3. Then

fdd
—

AT D ST () Vo(). (4.2)
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(iii) Let 1 < 37, 2%11_ + q% and 1q1 < Y2q2 < Y3q3- Then

AHBODSE (@) S (). (4.3)
(iv) Let 2?21 2%11' + q% < 1 and v1q1 = v2q2 < Y3q3. Then

A OGK (2) S (). (4.4)
(v) Let 1 < ﬁ + 2?22 2%“ and v1q1 < Y2q2 = Yy3q3. Then

A DGX () T Ys(x), (4.5)
(vi) Let viq1 = Y2q2 = 7393 Then

A DSE (@) S yy(w). (4.6)

The limit RFs and the normalizing exponents in (4.1)-(4.6]) are defined in (3.2))-(3.7) and (3.14), respectively.

To describe the scaling limits in (1.2)) for general v € R3 | we need some notation. Let P3 denote the set of
all permutations 7 = (w(1),7(2),7(3)) of {1,2,3}. Given a RF Y(;q,¢) = {Y(x;q,c);x € R3} depending
on vector parameters ¢ = (c,¢2,¢3),q = (q1,¢2,¢3) € R3, and a permutation 7 = (7(1),7(2),7(3)) € Ps,
define a new RF Y7™(;q,¢) = {V"(z;q,¢);x € R} by

V'(z;q,¢) == Y(nz;7q,7C)
where 7Y 1= (Yr(1): Yn(2) Yr(3))s ¥ = (Y1,Y2,¥3) € R3. The above definition requires some care since ) and
Y™ need not exist simultaneously. For example, the existence of RFs Y (x; ¢, ¢) in (3.2]) and
1(0 <up < Ti, 1= 7'('(2),7['(3),0 < tﬂ.(l) < xﬂ.(l))dt

Viwao = [ Widw [ oy e
R RS (cryltery = Uny| 7 + 2img Cra)Itr) 77 )

)

require ﬁ + q% + q% < 1 and 2q1(1> + 3 1@) + 3 1(3) < 1, respectively, and the two conditions are generally
different.
From the definition of the partition ([2.1)) it is clear that any ~ € Ri can be ‘transformed’ into the region

(2.3) by a simultaneous permutation of indices of ~;, ¢;, i.e., for any ~ € ]Ri there exists a m € P3 such that

Yr(1) (1) < Vr(2)0r(2) < Vr(3)qn(3) (4.7)

In general, the above 7 is not unique, e.g., the ‘well-balanced’ points v € T'ggg satisfy (4.7) for any = € Ps.
For example, the region y2q2 < v3q3 < v1¢1 = I'-111 U 11 U Tggp U I'-101 corresponds to (4.7) and w(1) =
2,m(2)=3,m(1) =2.

Corollary 4.2 Let RF X satisfy the conditions of Theorem . Let m € P3 and v € Ri satisfy condition
(@D
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(i) Let 2q o T S, q T <1 and Yr(1)dn(1) < T(@)%n(2) < Vn(3)qn(3)- Then
NHODS @) =5 Vi(wig.e).
(i) Let 377 52 ot 1< gt ot i, ,ﬁ) and Yr(1)dn(1) < Yr(2)qn(2) < Vr(3)%r(3)- Then

NHEOOSE (@) B yr(@ig.e).

(iii) Let 1 < Y7, qum + q:@) and Yx(2)qr(2) < Vr(3)qx(3)- Then

ANHEOOSE (@) B yr(zig.e).

(iv) Let 327 zqim + ﬁ <1 and Yx(1)qr(1) = Vr(2)4r2) < Vx(3)qn(3)- Then

)\_HTQ('VvQ)Si{,Y(m) @) yfg(mﬂ], C)'

(v) Let 1 < 2q:(1) + Z?=2 26171(1') and Yr(1)dr(1) < Yr(2)qn(2) = Vn(3)dx(3)- Then
ANHEODSE (@) % Yi(xiq.0).

The last corollary specifies the scaling limits in the ‘isotropic’ case ¢; = g2 = ¢3.

Corollary 4.3 Let X satisfy the conditions in Theorem and q1 = qo = q3 =: q.

(I) Let 5/2 < ¢ < 3 (Region I). Then

A GX () fdd o1Byy1/212(x), 1 <72 <73,
);Hu(%q)sif,y(w) fad, Yi2(x), =72 <738,
A—Ho(77q5§7(m) fdd, Wo(x), Y1 =72 = 3.
(IT) Let 2 < ¢ < 5/2 (Region II). Then
A~ H2(7 ‘I)SX ~(z) 1dd, 02By 34,.1/2(), <72 <73,
ANHeDSE (2) (), =72 <73,
AHEOOSE () By N <72 =1,
A\~ Hol ’YQ)SX (m) fad, Yo(x), 71=72 =73
(ITT) Let 3/2 < g < 2 (Region IIT). Then
)\—Hs(’m)gif,y(m) fdd, 03B11,315 (), 7 < 72 <,
)\_H%('Y’q)Sff,y(x) fdd, Vas(x), 71 <72 =73,
AIOSE (@) M (), N =72 =3

Here, the normalizations and the limit RF's are given as in Theorem Hi = % —q,Ho=3—¢q,Hz = %
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REMARK 4.1 We expect that the results of Theorem can be extended to the boundary situations

1 23 1 1
2q1 J=2qj 1 (4.13)
(the boundary between Regions I and II), and

2 1 1 _
> im1 3 T =1 (4.14)

(the boundary between Regions II and III), possibly under additional logarithmic normalization. See also
[24], Remark 3.2. Note the exponents in (3.8) trivialize in the above cases: H; = 1, Ha = 1/2 when (4.13)
holds, and Ha = 1, H3 = 1/2 when (4.14]) holds. If the above conjecture is true, we can expect in the limit

(4.1) and (4.1) a (multiple of) FBS By ;/91/2 under (4.13), and a (multiple of) FBS By ; /o under (4.14), in
other words, an FBS with all its Hurst indices equal to 1 and/or 1/2.

5 Proof of Theorem [4.1]

The proof of Theorem reduces to the central limit theorem for linear forms in i.i.d.r.v.s {e(s),s € Z3}.
Moreover, the limits are written as stochastic integrals w.r.t. white noise W (du) on R3. The proof of such
limit theorems is facilitated by the following criterion generalizing ([12], Prop.14.3.2) to linear forms
S(h) =Y h(s)e(s) (5.1)
sez3

with real coefficients Y- ¢ 75 h(s)? < co.

Proposition 5.1 Let S(hy),A > 0 be as in (5.1). Suppose hy(u) are such that for a real-valued function
f € L3(R3) and some integers m; = m;(\) — 00, A — 00,4 = 1,2, 3 the functions

ha(u) = (m1m2m3)1/2h)\([m1uﬂ, [mousg |, [maus]), w = (ui,uz,u3) € R? (5.2)

tend to f in L*(R3), viz.,

i =712 = [ Jiatw) — f)Pdu =0, Ao (53)
R?)

Then
S(hy) % I(f) = RSf(u)W(du), A = 00. (5.4)

By Cramér-Wold device, the proof of finite-dimensional convergence in reduces to the convergence of
(scalar) linear combinations A;\}Y Py HkSif,Y(wk), for any p > 1,z € R}, 0, € R,k = 1,---,p which can
be written as linear forms as in with a suitable h. For notational convenience, we restrict the proof of
the last fact to to the case p = 1 = 61,1 = x, or to the one-dimensional convergence in — since
the proof of finite-dimensional convergence is analogous. Moreover, for the same reason we will assume that

v=1,¢9(t) =1in (1.5). We also use the notation V) (x) for normalized sums on the Lh.s. of (4.1)-(4.6), and
drop «, g in the notation of the exponents Hi(v,q),- -, Ho(7,q) in (3.14]).
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Proof of (4.1). Using Proposition let

1/25 = =
. - o mimeoms3)-/ “mimams
m; = [NV, m; = MG/ =123 gy = ( ) — 1.
At

Then V) (x) = S(hy), where Hy = M +’YlfI1( + = —1), see ,

ha(s) = A~ > a(t — s) (5.5)
1<t;<|NVimg|i=1,2,3
_ )\—Hl /L)\’lelj /\_XYQJ:QJ /\_XﬁsxSJ dtldt2dt3 (56)
0 0 0 el [t] = si$ + X0, il [t — sil
and
iu(u) = (m1m2m3)1/2h>\((m1uﬂ (mguﬂ (mguﬂ)
(m1m2m3 1/2 /L)ﬂlxlj /L)ﬂ?xz / [A3z3 | dt dtodts
(el [ta] = T | T+ 320y el [t] = [maus] |4
Tz 2 Y3z
B LAA}ﬂlJ “7—32 = Mf:33j dt1dtodis
- 0 0 0 (”)‘m1m (m1“1“+)q1+z (M)Qi
[z /AT - 1
= / / / G,\(t;’u,)dtldtgdt?,,
0 R /R
where
ml(_w@mm i=2,3)
Gi(t;u) = -
(Hmlm fm1u1ﬂ+)q1+z (I[m;§1\+)

Since A\ /m; — 1 and m;/m; — oo due to viqi/y1q1 > 1,1 = 2,3, we see that

10 < w < @i = 2,3
Grltiu) - Gi(tiu) = —SOSW<Tni=23) (5.7)
cilts —w | 4+ 37 cilti| @

point-wise for any fixed u = (uy, ug,u3) € R3¢t = (t1,t0,13) € R3,t1 # y1,u; # 0,y; # x4,1 = 2,3. We claim
that

h)\(u) — Gl(t; u)dt (58)
(O,Il]XRQ
dtydtadt
= 1(0<ui<a:i,i:2,3)/ 1 33 =: fi(u)
(0,21]xR2 €1[t] — ug |1 + Zi:Z |t;]9
point-wise and in L*(R?). Since V() = [gs f1(u)W (du), the one-dimensional convergence in (4.1)) follows
from (j5.8]) and Proposition
To justify (5.8)), note that for all A > 1
|[mat1] - [myur]|+ > |t — U1|7 Hmifﬂh > M, i—=2.3, (5.9)
mi 2 m; 2

1(- 7[mmu1 <t < 7[”’”1.).;“’”‘2'“”) < (-2 <u; <xp+2)+ L(u; < -2, m;)'j“' <t < 7“%*“))

(> g+ 2, M) g ity =g g (5.10)
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Split Ay (u) = Z;:O hy;(w), where hy j(u) := fopmxlj/ml Jz Jg Gxj(t;u)dt and

G,\’()(t;’u) = G)\(t; w)l(=2 <wu; <m+2,i= 2,3),

Gri(t;u) = Gr(t;u)l(u; € (—2,2; +2) (Fi = 2,3)).

Relation (5.8)) follows from
Hfug — fil? =0 and ||iL)\71||2 — 0. (5.11)

The first relation in (5.11) follows from (5.14) and the dominated convergence theorem since ([5.9))-(5.10)
imply the dominating bound

- dt _
0< o) < CL=2<u<a+2,i= 2,3)/ ; — h(w)
(O1]xR2 [t1 — wr|? + 35 [ti|%

with h € L?(R3); see the proof of Theorem (i1). With p; :=; — v1q1/q; > 0,7 = 2,3, the second relation
in (5.11)) follows from

3
~ 2
aalp < ¢ f du [ Gy > puvde) = o)
R3 (0,$1}XR2 =2

7

since f(o 1]xR? Gi(t;-)dt € L*(R?) and 30, 1(Jti| > |ug|\*) — 0 for any t,u € R? fixed. This proves (5.11)
and completes the proof of (4.1)).

Proof of (4.2). We use Proposition with

my = [)\’yng/ql], mo = [/\72—‘, ms 1= D\%—‘, my = A", g = A2, (5.12)
- /25 rorhs
fha 1= mgz/% -~ )\qu/qg’ Koy 1= (mlmQT?{)ngZ’lede 1

Then Vy(x) = S(hy), where hy is defined as in (5.5 with H; replaced by Hz, and for hx(u) defined in (5.2)

we have the integral representation hy(u) = fl‘[f:l(O,L/Wl:ciJ/mi]xR G (t; w)dt, where

. (] D) .
AL u) = = = . .
Cl(”mﬂig!/f:wﬂu)ql + CQ(I(mgtﬂ;meﬂH )az + cg(lfzzz%lh )as

Using v2q2/v1q1 > 1,73 > 72q2/q3 we see that ms/ms — oo, mg/A\7® — 1,)\“/1/mgz/q1 — O,ml/mgz/q1 —1

and hence

Catiu) — Goltiu) = 1(0 < ug < o) (5.14)
7 ’ cilur |1 + colty — ug|® + c3ts|es

point-wise for any fixed u = (u1,u2,u3) € R3,t = (t1,t2,t3) € R3 uy # 0,ug # ta,t3 # 0,u3z # 0,u3 # x3.
Note Ga(t;y) in (5.14]) does not depend on ;. Then
ha(u) — Ga(t;u)dt (5.15)
(0,21] x (0,2] xR

= Ill(o <ug < 1‘3)/ (61|U1’q1 + 62|t2 — U2|q2 + 63|t3|q3)_1dt2dt3 =: f2(u)
(0,z2] xR
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point-wise and in L*(R?). Since Ya(x) = [ps f2(u)W (du), the one-dimensional convergence in (4.2)) follows
from (5.15)) and Proposition The proof of (??) uses the dominated convergence and a similar argument

as in (??) and we omit the details.

Proof of (4.3)). Let

1/2,5 = =
pi= [NBET = N §=1,2,3, Ky = (mlmzniimglmm?’ 1. (5.16)
3

Then V() = S(hy) and hy(u) = (mymams)*/2hy([miu],i = 1,2,3) = fo’zl(O,LAWmiJ/rm] G (t;u)dt, where

a2

Gi(t;u) =

(Ifmltﬂ 33’—/7211U1]|+)q1 T ¢ (\fmztﬂ ga(gbjuﬂh )% + c3 (Wmstﬂ m[3m3u31\+)

1
crur | 4 calua|®? + cs|ts — ug|®

=: Gs(t;u) (5.17)

point-wise for any fixed u = (u1,u2,u3) € R3¢ = (t1,t2,t3) € R3 uy # 0,up # 0,t3 # uz # 0 in view
of m /mqg/ "0, m /mqg/ "1, e /m%/ 20, mo /m%/ % 1 which follow from the definitions of
m;,m;, 1 =1,2,3in and the 1nequaht1es v3q3/q; > vi,i = 1,2. Note G3(t;u) in does not depend
on t;,i = 1,2. Also note V3(x) = [ps f3(u)W(du), where f3(u) := f(o,xl]x(o,xg}x(o,xg] Gs(t;u)dt. We omit
the details of the proof of the convergence h,\ — f3 in L?(R?), which are similar to those in the proof of

and (L2).
Proof of (4.4). Let m;,m;,i = 1,2,3, k) be defined as in (5.12)). Note Hy = Hi2 = 3(71+72)/24+71q1/¢3—711q1
for 41q1 = v2¢2. Then for G\(t; u) defined in ([5.15) we have the point-wise convergence

1(0 <uz < ZL‘3)
Yoy cilti — il + cslts|
c.f. m, for any fixed u = (ul,UQ,’U,g) S R3,t = (tl,tg,tg) S R?’,ui 7& ti,i = 1,2,t3 7& 0, us 75 0, 3.
Moreover, Via(x) = [gs fiz(u)W(du), where fia(u) := f(O,m]x(O,m]x(O,m] Gr2(t;u)dt. The details of the

convergence hy (u fl_[3 0, [ Mizi /] Ga(t;u)dt — fio(u) in L2(R3) are similar as above.

G)\(t;u) — Glg(t;u) =

Proof of (4.5). Let m;,m;,i = 1,2,3, k) be defined as in (5.16). Note Hs = Has = 71 + 3(v2 + v3)/2 +
Y2G2/2q1 — Y2q2 when v2q3 = y3q3. Then for G (t;u) defined in (5.17) we have the point-wise convergence
1

Ga(t;u) — =: Go3(t;u)
crlur|? 4+ 3270 eilts — wi|®

point—wise for any fixed u = (u1,uz,u3) € R3 t = (t1,t0,t3) € R3 uy # 0,u; # t;,i = 2,3. Moreover,
ygg = Jgs fo3(u)W(du), where fo3(u) := f(o 1] % (0,22] % (0,25] Go3(t;u)dt. The details of the convergence
h(u fng (0, |\ Vi3] /1] G(t;u)dt — foz(u) in L?(R3) are similar and omitted.

Proof of (4.6)). Let m; := [NVi],m; := XV,i =1,2,3, ky := H?Zl m%ﬂmi/)\H‘)m‘f — 1. As noted above, in
this case Hy = 71¢1((3/2) Z?:1 1/q; — 1) agrees with any of Hy,--- , Ha3 in the above proof. We also see that
G\ (t;u) defined in (5.8)-(5.17) tends to Go(t;u), viz.,

1

Gi(t;u) — E?Zlcﬂti—uﬂql’ =: Go(t;u)
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point-wise for any fixed u = (u1,uz,u3) € R3¢t = (t1,t2,t3) € R3 u; # t;,i = 1,2,3, and Yo(z) =
Jzs fo(u)W(du), where fo(u) = f(o 1] % (0,22] x (0,05 CO(E; w)dE. We omit the rest of the proof since it is

similar as in the previous cases. Theorem is proved. (|
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