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We introduce the notion of linear multifractional stable sheets in the broad sense (LMSS) with o € (0, 2], to
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purpose of the present paper is to study the existence and joint continuity of the local times of LMSS, and also
the local Holder condition of the local times in the set variable. Among the main results of this paper, Theorem
2.4 provides a sufficient and necessary condition for the existence of local times of LMSS; Theorem 3.1 shows a
sufficient condition for the joint continuity of local times; and Theorem 4.1 proves a sharp local Holder condition
for the local times in the set variable. All these theorems improve significantly the existing results for the local
times of multifractional Brownian sheets and linear multifractional stable sheets in the literature.
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1. Introduction

The purpose of this paper is to develop a unified framework for improving the results concerning
the local times of multifractional Brownian sheets [12], linear fractional stable sheets [1], and lin-
ear multifractional stable sheets [16]. We will use the notion of linear multifractional stable sheets
in the broad sense (LMSS), where the stability index is «, which controls the tail-heaviness of the
distributions, is ranged in (0,2]. As a consequence of the present paper, some results obtained in
[1,4,5,7, 12, 16, 19, 22] are extended to the setting of LMSS and improved significantly. Below
we describe the main contributions of this paper:

(i). A sufficient condition for the existence of local times of multifractional Brownian sheets was given
n [12], which was extended to linear multifractional stable sheets in [16]. However, their con-
ditions are not optimal. In particular, no necessary condition had been proved for the existence
of local times of multifractional Brownian sheets or linear multifractional stable sheets in the
literature. We fill this gap by proving in Theorem 2.4 a sufficient and necessary condition for the
existence of the local times of LMSS. This solves completely the problem on the existence of
local times for multifractional Brownian sheets in [12] and linear multifractional stable sheets in
[16].

(ii). In Theorem 3.1, we provide a sufficient condition for the joint continuity of the local times of
LMSS, which is significantly weaker than the conditions proved in [12] for multifractional Brow-
nian sheets and in [16] for linear multifractional stable sheets. We remark that [16] makes crucial
use of the arguments in [22], which rely on the local nondeterminism property and the assump-
tion of & € (1, 2). Our Theorem 3.1 holds for all & € (0, 2] and its proof builds upon an extension
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of the direct approach in [2] for linear fractional stable sheets that can provide more precise in-
formation on the upper bound for the moments of local times than those in [16, 22].

(iii). We prove a local Holder condition for the local times of LMSS, see Theorem 4.1. This theorem is
useful for studying the local Hausdorff dimension and exact Hausdorff measure of the level sets
of LMSS [5, 20]. This latter problem goes beyond the scope of the present paper and we plan to
study it in a subsequent paper.

(iv). Through proving the aforementioned theorems we have extended and improved several results in
the literature. These include Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3 and Remark 3.4, which may have their own
interests.

Throughout this paper, if not specified, we adopt the following notations and assumptions:

« For 0 < e<T,let I:=[e,T]". For every u, v € RN such that u; < v, (I =1,...,N), [u,v]
denotes the closed rectangle defined by [u,v] := Hl]il [ug, vy].

» Forz,y € R, define x V y := max{x,y} and z A y := min{z, y}.

* Denote by |e| the Euclidean norm.

Before we introduce LMSS, let us first define the linear fractional stable sheet in the broad sense
(LFSS). The phrase “broad sense" refers to the fact that we allow « € (0, 2], instead of treating the two
cases of &« =2 and « € (0, 2) separately.

Definition 1.1 (Linear fractional stable sheet in the broad sense). For any « € (0, 2], any vectorial
exponent H = (hy,...,hy) € (0,1)V, a real-valued linear fractional stable sheet in the broad sense
X ={X{ (u),u e RY} is defined via the following integral representation:

Xéq(u) = /N gH(u,v)Mac(dv)7 forall w € RY := [0, +oo)N, (1.D
R
where:

* For a € (0,2), M, denotes a rotationally invariant a-stable random measure on RY with
Lebesgue control measure. When o = 2, M,, stands for the standard Gaussian measure (or
Gaussian white noise). See Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [15] for the definition and properties of
the integral in (1.1).

* The kernel function ¢g* : Rf x RN — R is defined as

N
oM (u,0) = eqr T [y — o)t = (mop =10 (12)
=1

where a4 := max{a,0} for a € R and the normalizing constant cz; > 0 is chosen such that
| X47(1)]|a = 1 (see the forthcoming (1.6) for the definition of || ® ).

For any integer d > 1, an (N, d)-LFSS is defined by
XH = (xH (), uerN} = {(X{f(u),...,Xf(u)), ueRf},

where X fI . ¢ f are d independent copies of Xéq .

Remark 1.2. When o = 2, X is known as a fractional Brownian sheet. When hy = ... = hy =
1/a, X H pecomes the ordinary stable sheet, studied in [9].

Several authors have studied the sample path properties of the LFSS X . For example, Ayache et
al. [2, 3] considered the local and asymptotic properties of the paths of the LFSS with o < 2. Ayache
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et al. [1] proved the existence and joint continuity of the local times of LFSS with o < 2, subject to
some conditions on d and H. Xiao and Zhang [23] and Ayache et al. [4] studied the existence and
joint continuity of the local times of fractional Brownian sheets (LFSS with a = 2), respectively. Xiao
[22] proved that LFSS has the property of sectorial local nondeterminism and applied this property
to study the regularity properties of the local times of LFSS. The results show that the regularity
and fractal properties of LESS X are determined by the stability index o and the constant vector
H = (hy,...,hy). In particular, many random sets generated by X H guch as its trajectories and level
sets are “monofractals".

In order to construct more flexible stochastic models with varying local regularity and fractal proper-
ties, Steov and Taqqu [17, 18] introduced linear multifractional stable motion and studied its stochastic
and sample properties. Recently Shen et al. [16] obtained a sufficient condition for the existence of
local times of the linear multifractional stable sheets with o < 2. By extending the definition of linear
multifractional stable motion in [16-18] to the random field setting in Definition 1.1, we define the
linear multifractional stable sheet in the broad sense (LMSS) as follows.

Definition 1.3 (Linear multifractional stable sheet in the broad sense). Let a € (0,2] and let H (u) =
(h1(u),...,hn(u)), u € RY, be a deterministic function such that
0<hy(u)<1 forallu€RY andalll € {1,...,N}.

A real-valued linear multifractional stable sheet in the broad sense with Hurst functional index H (o)
is defined by

Xg )= [ o0 @) Ma(dv), wer, (3

where M, is given in Definition 1.1 and, for any u,v € R_ij\_f, gH @) (u,v) is defined as in (1.2) with
replaced by h;(u) and with its normalizing constant g (1) chosen to satisfy ||Xé{(1) (D] =1.
For d > 1, an (N, d)-LMSS is defined to be
XH® = (x AW ), werY} = {(X]" @), x[ M W), uerY},

H(s) (o)

where X f{ ('), ..., X, 7 are d independent copies of Xéq

Remark 1.4.

* Recall from [13, 15, 22] that, for a € (0,2, if {X (u), u € R¥} is a symmetric a-stable random
field having the following integral representation:

X(u) = /RN 9(u,v)Ma(dv), forallu € RY, (1.4)
then forall ai,...,an €R, ul,... u" € RY, the characteristic function of the joint distribution
of (X (ul),..., X (u™)) is given by

E(gZ?:laj)?(uj)) — e I i a XIS (1.5)
where
H ; e fe|5= [ ] ; ajoud )| do. 16

It is worth noting that || e ||, defines an L®-norm only when o > 1; when « € (0,1), || ® || does
not satisfy the triangle inequality and it is called an L*-quasinorm.
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~ 1 n
* In particular when X = X(‘)H(.), the characteristic function of (X(‘)H(u )(ul), e X(‘)H(u )(u”))
is given by
wl H(ul «
(ZE] 195X, é{( )( ):67”2] 125 0( )( J)H (1.7)
forall aj,...,ap €R and ul, ..., u™ ERf,where

D N R

When oo =2, X H(®) pecomes a multifractional Brownian sheet [12]. Since the normalizing

factor in g™ (*) is chosen such that HXé{(l)(l)Hz = 1, we obtain that: for @ = 2,
HZQJXO )( H —7Var(z XH( ) )

* When H(e) = H (constant), X H() pecomes the LFSS with Hurst index H in Definition 1.1
(see [1-3]).

Next we recall the notion of local times as in [10]. For more information on local times of Gaussian
and stable processes or random fields we refer the readers to [1, 6-8, 12—14, 22] and the references
therein.

Let Y : RV — R? be a (deterministic or random) Borel vector field and let ~ be the Lebesgue
measure on R™V. For any Borel set I C RV, the occupation measure of Y on [ is the Borel measure on
R? defined by

pr(@):=AN{t€l:Y(t) ce}. (1.8)

Definition 1.5 (Local time). If i is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure A

in R%, Y is said to have local times on I and its local time L(e, I) is defined to be the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of 7 with respect to Ay, that is,

d
L(z,I):= di; (z), forae. ace]Rd7

where x and I are called the space variable and time variable, respectively.

Heuristically speaking, for any Borel set A C RY, 17(A) measures the amount of “time” that Y’
spends in A during the time period I; L(z, I') measures the amount of “time” that Y spends at « during
I. Sometimes, we write L(x,t) in place of L(x,[0,t]).

The following remark contains two consequences of Definition 1.5. We will make use of the second
observation in the proofs of the main results, Theorems 2.4 and 3.1.

Remark 1.6. Notice that if Y has local times on I, for any Borel set J C I, L(x, J) also exists. On
the other hand, if I1, ..., I, is an arbitrary partition of I and Y has local timeson [; (i =1,...,n), Y
admits local times L(z,I) on I and L(z,I) =31 | L(z,I;) a.e..

Definition 1.7 (Joint continuity of local time). Let Y : RN — R? be a random field and let =
[a,b] C RV If the local time of Y, L(z, [a,]), is an almost surely continuous function of (z,t) €
R? x [a, b], we say that Y has a jointly continuous local time on 1.
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In order to study the existence and joint continuity of the local times of LMSS, we introduce some
assumptions on the smoothness of the Hurst functional index H (o), and assume they hold throughout
the rest of the paper.

Hi: Forl=1,...,N, there are constants 0 < m; < M; < 1 such that m; < h;(u) < M; for all u €
N
R,
Ho: Let I C R_ij\_[ be a compact set. There is a constant ¢ = ¢(I) > O such that for{ =1,..., N,
[hi(u) — hy(v)] < ep(u,v), forallu,v € I,

where p(u,v) is the metric in R defined by

N
p(u,v) = Zmin{ml — ™ |y —vl|Ml}7 for all u,v € R,
=1
where (m1,...,my) and (My,...,My) € (0,1)N are given in ;.
Notice that Condition Ho implies that the Hurst functional index H (e) is continuous. Moreover,
when |u — v| < 1 we have p(u,v) = Zl]il |u; — vy) M. Therefore, the metric p coincides locally with
the metric pj introduced in [12].

2. Existence of the local times

This section is devoted to studying the existence of local times of the (N, d)-LMSS { X H () (1)} ueRY

As the first main result, Theorem 2.4 derives a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of
local times. The key idea to its proof is: first, observe that the existence of local times is equivalent to

// X0 () — x O ()|~ dudo < +oc. @1
1)1

Next, by using the fact that ||X{{(u) (u) — XlH(v) (v)]| 18 compatible with Zl]il lug — vy for all
u,v € I (see Lemma 2.2 below), we obtain that (2.1) is equivalent to

N —d
//<Z|ul—vl\hl(u)> dudv < +o0. (2.2)
I1JI =t

Finally, by applying Lemma 2.3 below to an argument by induction on N, we derive the necessary and
sufficient condition for (2.2) to hold.

Before stating Theorem 2.4, we give some preliminary results that are useful in its proof. Recall the
following elementary inequalities.

Lemma 2.1. Foranya>0, z1,...,xxy €R,

‘ l

Proof. The inequalities in (2.3) hold for « > 1 thanks to Jensen’s inequality; they hold for « € (0,1)
due to the triangle inequality |le\;1 x|* < (Z{il |2;]) and the fact that the mapping x — (x +
a)® — 2% — a® with a > 0 is decreasing over x € R. O

N
a Ne=bL Sz |@ if o > 1 N
N =(N*hv) | (2.3)
ORETIRE fo<a<l1 I=1
=1

M=

L/

1

The lemma below describes an approximation of the increments of X(I]LI ®) in the L%-(quasi)norm.
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Lemma 2.2. Let X(‘)H(.) be an (N,1)-LMSS and let 0 < € < T be two constants such that |T — €| is
sufficiently small. Then there exist constants 0 < c21 < ¢ 2 such that for all u,v € I = [e, T]N,

N N

21 Y g — vy (® < ||X§I(u)(u) —Xé{(v)(v)Ha <cpa > fup — vyt @, (2.4)
=1 =1

Sforany G:= (4y,...,4y) € Hl]il[ul Avg,up V.

Proof. First, it was provedin [12, Lemma 2.2] for « = 2 and in [16, Lemma 3.2] for 0 < « < 2, that for
|T — €| being sufficiently small, there exist constants 0 < c,3 < c2 4 such that forall u,v € I = [¢, T]",

N -\ 1/« u v N A\ 1/
ea8( D =M@Y 7 < | xT @) = XT O @), < ena (3l = oM @) @)
=1 =1

for any 4 := (Uy,...,UN) € Hi\il [u; A v, up V vp]. Next using Lemma 2.1 yields
N A N \1/a N A
(VO )TN g = g ) < (3 = AP E0) T < (WO 1) 3y - 26)
=1 =1 =1
Finally (2.4) follows from (2.5) and (2.6). [l

The following lemma is an extension of [21, Lemma 8.6].

Lemma 2.3. Leta>0,5>0and0 < a <b be constants. Then for all A > 0 and t( € [a,b],

b A=(B=1/e) ifaB>1,
/ (A+ [t —to|*) P dt =< ¢ log (1 + (b—tg) A=Y/ ) (1 + (tg — ) A=1/ %)) ifaB =1, @7
@ 1 ifaB < 1.

Here and below, for two positive real-valued functions f and B defined on a set D, f < B means that
there exist ¢ 5,c2 6 > 0 such that co 5 B(x) < f(x) < ¢ 6B(x) for all x € D.

Proof. On one hand, from [21, Lemma 8.6] we see that for any given constants o > 0,3 > 0,

b A= (B=1/a) ifaf>1,
/ (A+t°‘)75 dt < log(l—i—bA_l/O‘) ifag=1, forall A>0. (2.8)

0 1 ifaf <1

On the other hand, by the change of variable u =t — t(, we obtain
b to—a b—to

/ (A+ |t —tog]*) P dt:/ (A+u™)—B du+/ (A+u®) P du. (2.9)

a 0 0
Since tg — a, b —tg > 0, applying (2.8) to the right-hand side of (2.9) yields (2.7). O

As our first main result, Theorem 2.4 below provides a sufficient and necessary condition C for the
existence of the local times of LMSS. The condition C significantly improves the sufficient conditions
in [12] for multifractional Brownian sheets and in [16] for linear multifractional stable sheets with
O<a<?2.
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Theorem 2.4. Assume o € (0,2]. Let X (®) be an (N, d)-LMSS with Hurst functional index H (u) =
(h1(u), ...,hy(u)) and let T = [e, TIN with 0 < e < T. X1(®) admits an L?(\y)-integrable local
time L(e 1) almost surely if and only if the following condition C holds:

N N

—1
1 1
C: d < inf —_— d —d d . 2.10
= o1 2w " /z(lzzlhlw) ) v @10

Proof. By Remark 1.6, we first assume that |T" — €| is sufficiently small so that Lemma 2.2 is applicable.
Denote by p7 the occupation measure of X H(®) on I (see (1.8)) . The Fourier transform of ff is

ar(e) = [ eHeXTN au, @11
I

Define
— . 2
J(I)-—IE/Rd |27 ()7 dg. (2.12)
Plugging (2.11) into (2.12) and applying Fubini’s theorem, we get
J(I) :/I/I/Rd]onp(i<§,XH(")(u) — xH®) (p))) d¢ dudv. 2.13)

According to [10, Theorem 21.9], Theorem 2.4 is equivalent to: 7 (I) < oo if and only if (2.10) holds.
It follows from (2.13), (1.5) and the following equation: for any constants a > 0,b > 0, and A > 0,

+oo a
[ el g = 2 (L0 gt 1)
— o a a
that
J(I):zd(r(lﬂ))d//||XH(“)(u)—XH(”>(U)||‘ddudv. 2.15)
a 1JI 1 1 [eY

Since |T' — €| is sufficiently small, by Lemma 2.2, there exist constants c3 1, c2 2 > 0 such that for every
u, v € I with u # v,

N —d u » _ N —d
<02,2Z\uz —Ul\hl(v)> < ||Xf1( )(u) —Xfl( )(U)Had < <C2,1 >y —vzlhl(v)> . (2.16)
=1

=1
It follows from (2.15) and (2.16) that

N _d N —d
car [ [ (=) duav< 7 <eas [ [ (S h—uM) aua,
=1 =1

where co 7 = (2I'(1/ac + 1)02_%)65 and co 8 = (2I'(1/a + 1)02_i)d. Therefore to prove the theorem it
suffices to verify

N
—d
//(§ |ul—vl|hl(v)> dvdu < oo if and only if (2.10) holds. 2.17)
IJI
=1

To this end, we will prove a more general result: for any function 6(e) continuous over I,

3 ONEA N1
/I/I(l:z:l‘ul—vl‘ ) dvdu < oo @G(U)Shzlhl(v) forvel

(2.18)

1
dv < oco.

Noa
and /](lzzl ) —9(1}))
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Before we prove the aforementioned claim, let us fix some notations. For m =1,..., N, denote by
Im =1, T]™, Wm = (uy,...,um).

Notice that Iy = I. For uy, € I, v € Iy, let
m (Tm, v) Z\ul—v”hl() I, 0(v / (Am (Tm,v)) —0() 4z, and Jm:—/ mev)()

Then the left-hand side integral in (2.18) is J).
We now prove the following statement by using induction: forany m=1,..., N,

m m

—1
Jm < oo <= O(v Z torveland /(Z%(v)_e(”)) dv < . (2.19)
I =11

o
Since the integral f{vze(v)go} Im,ow)(v)dv < g9 <ooform=1,..., N, theset {v:0(v) <0} does
not affect the statement.

Step 1: Consider first the case m = 1.
Notice that in order for J; < 0o, we necessarily have 8(v) < 1/hq(v) for all v € I. This is because if

6(v) > 1/h1(v) for some v € I, then by the continuity of A1 there exists a vector § € (0,00)" with
equal-valued coordinates such that 6(u)hq(u) > 1forall w € I N[v —d,v + J]. As aresult,

T
J1 2/ Jy g(u)(u)du:/ / |e—u1\79(")h1(u) dedu =00
IN[v=6,v+4] INfv—36,v+4d] Je

where w1 denotes the first coordinate of u. Hence we may assume 0(v) < 1/hj(v) forall v € I. Subject
to this constraint, we can write I =) U )y, with

Vi={vel: 0(v)hi(v) <1} and Vy:={vel: 0(v)hy(v)=1}.
Then two cases follow.
Case1: Visdensein I,ie,V=1.

Since the Lebesgue measures of the open sets 1V and [ are equal, we have

/IJLG(U)(U)d”:/VJLG(U)(”)d” and/](%(U)—G(v))ildvz/v(%(U)—O(v))ildv. (2.20)

For all v € V, we can write
5 (v — e)1=0Wh1(V) (T — 1)1 =0(v)h1(v)
1L,o(w) (W) = T 000)h1 (o)

(2.21)

Using (2.21) and the fact that hq(v) € (mq, My) for all v € V, there exist 2,10, ¢2,11 > 0 such that for
allve),

_ -1
ﬁ - 9(0)) < J1,0(0) () S e, 11( - 9(0)) : (2:22)
It follows from (2.20) and (2.22) that
—1 -1
02,10/1 (%(v) —9(1))) dUS/IJLe(v)(U)dU SC2,11/I (%(U) —9(v)> do.

Therefore in Case 1,

1
hy(v)

02,10<

1
h1(v)

J1<oo <= 6(v )7h1( )forve]and/]( —0(v)>_1dv<oo.

Case 2: Visnotdensein I.
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In this case, V) is a closed and non-empty set. Let us first show the interior ]O/o #0.1f ]O/O = (), then for
every vy € V), there is a sequence {v}, };,>1 in V such that v}, — vy as & — oo. Therefore vy € V. This
implies that Vg C VY and V is dense in I, which is a contradiction.

Now, since lo)o # (), there exist vg € Vg and 6 € (0, oo)N with equal-valued coordinates such that
IN[vg—6,v9 + 8] € Vy. Consequently,

T
/Jl,e(v)(v)dUZ/ / \€—v1|_0(v)h1(v)d€dv:oo.
1 IN[vg—¥8,v9+8] Je

Therefore .J; = oo in Case 2.
Combining Cases 1 and 2, we obtain that .J; < oo implies

1
o)< 1

forveland/
1(v)

: ( LA 9(1})) v < oo (2.23)

hi(v)
and V is dense in /. This proves the necessity part. In the other direction, we see that by using similar

argument in Case 2, (2.23) implies that V should be dense in I. Then it follows from Case 1 that

J1 < 00. Therefore, we have shown that J; < oo if and only if (2.23) is satisfied.
Step 2: Assume that for some n € {1,..., N — 1},

n

1 1 -1
e forv e I and /I(lzzlm—e(v)) dv<oo. (224

Now we consider J,,1. By applying (2.7), we have for any v € I,

T = /1 T 0wy (V) dv < 00 = 0(v) < l:zl

Irro®= [, (a0

dup 41

T
- / { / (An(@n,v) +lunt1 —vngr Pt ) =0 oy, 4y } dun
In €

Jry, (An(in,v)) = O ot 0D i 0(0)hn 41 (0) > 1,
_ ) J 108 (1 (T = vp1) (An (@, ) =1/ Pnea (00 025
) Kt -0 (An(an’v))fl/hrwfl(v))) dtin if 0(v)hpy 11 (v) '

=1,
fln 1dun if O(v)hp41(v) <1,

Vv

In,0(0)=1/hpp1 () (V) if O(v)hy 4 1(v) > 1,
S 1og (14 (T = v 1) (An(@in, v)) "V 1))

X (14 (vp 41— €) (An(@n, 0)) /M7 410))) d i ()b 1 (v) = 1,
(T —e)™ if O(v)hp41(v) < 1.

From (2.25) we see that f{@(v)hnﬂ(v)q} Jnt1,6(v) (v) dv < o0. Hence Jp 41 < oo if and only if
J i1 0(0) (v) dv < 0. (2.26)
/{e<v>hn+1<v>>1} L)
By (2.25) and the remark below (2.19), we see that (2.26) is equivalent to

/1 In,0(0) =1/ 41 (v) (V) dv <00 (2.27)

Replacing 6(v) in the induction hypothesis (2.24) with 6(v) — 1/hy11(v) yields that, (2.27) holds if
and only if

n

1 1 L 1 -1
0(v) — 1 (0) < lzzl ) forv € I and /I (Z ) — (9(1}) — Tt (o) )) dv < co.

=1
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We conclude that (2.19) and thus (2.18) are proved. Taking 6(e) = d in (2.18) yields (2.17). Theorem
2.4 is proved for |T — €| > 0 being sufficiently small.

Finally we consider an arbitrary I = [e, T]N and let I1,...,Ip be an arbitrary partition (rectangles)
of I such that the size of each I; is sufficiently small. According to Remark 1.6 and the fact that

N 1 N 1 -1
d < inf and / ( ——d) dv < oo, foralli=1,..., P,
vélil:z:l hy(v) I; 1:2:1 hi(v)

is equivalent to

N —1
<i ( d) dv < oo.
vel

=1

Hence, Theorem 2.4 holds for arbitrary I. The proof is complete. |

Remark 2.5. It is easy to see that C is equivalent to either the following condition C; or C2 holds:

Ci: d< ll}relfllz:l Ok

-1
Ca: fjrelflzh(v andfj(zhl(v d)” " dv < oco.

The integral constraint in Co is some requirement on the convergence rate for the function v —
Zl— 1/h;(v) to approach its infimum on I. It requires the function v Zl 1 1/hy(v) to be “rough
enough” around its minimizers in /. We can see that linear fractional stable sheets do not satisfy Ca. As
a result our Theorem 2.4 includes [1, Theorem 2.2] as a particular case. In Table 1 below we compare
our results to the literature ones in more detail. From the table we see that our Theorem 2.4 improves
the sufficient conditions in [12, Corollary 3.2] for multifractional Brownian sheets and in [16, Theorem
3.1] for linear multifractional stable sheets (o < 2).

Table 1. Summary of conditions for the existence of local times of (N, d)-LMSS.

Reference (N, d)-LMSS Type @ Condition Type ~ Condition

Xiao and Zhang (2002) [23, Theorem 3.6] Fractional Brownian sheets 2 Sufficient C1

Ayache, Roueff and Xiao (2007) [1, Theorem 2.2] Linear fractional stable sheets (0,2] Suff. & nec. C1

Meerschaert, Wu and Xiao (2008) [12, Corollary 3.2] ~ Multifractional Brownian sheets 2 Sufficient C1

Shen, Yu and Li (2020) [16, Theorem 3.1] Linear multifractional stable sheets ~ (0,2)  Sufficient d< le\il 1/supyer hy(v)
Ding, Peng and Xiao (2022), Theorem 2.4 LMSS (0,2]  Suff. & nec. CqorCo

Below we provide a simple example to illustrate how the conditions for the existence of local times
to be derived. Consider an (N, d)-LMSS with

1 1
a€(0,2},N:landhl(v):——(v—q)kforvelz [q,—],
m m

where the integer m > 2 and the real numbers ¢ > 0, k > 0 are chosen to satisfy h1(1/m) > 0.

If k € (0,1), from [12, Corollary 3.2] and [16, Theorem 3.1] we know that d < inf,c; 1/h1(v) =m
is a sufficient condition for the existence of local times on /. As an improvement, Theorem 2.4 yields
that d < m is a sufficient and necessary condition, because in this case, either C1 or Cq is satisfied: we
have either d < m or d = m with

[ S Y S Y
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If k£ > 1, it is easy to see that Co can not hold, therefore by Theorem 2.4, the sufficient and necessary
condition becomes C1 : d < m.

3. Joint continuity of the local times

In this section we obtain that the assumption C; in Remark 2.5 is also a sufficient condition for the
joint continuity of the local times of (N, d)-LMSS, which is significantly weaker than the ones in [12,
Theorem 3.4] and [16, Theorem 3.2] for multifractional Brownian sheets and linear multifractional
stable sheets, respectively. The main result is stated below.

Theorem 3.1. Assume o € (0,2]. Let XH(*) be an (N,d)-LMSS. It has a jointly continuous local
time on I := [, TN, provided Cy : d < inf,c; Z{il 1/hy(v).

The proof of Theorem 3.1 will be based on an multiparameter version of Kolmogorov s continuity
theorem (cf. [11]) and estimates on the higher-order moments of the local times of X H(e (see Lemmas
3.6 and 3.9). The proofs of Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9 are technical, as they require a careful control of

H(e)

the upper and lower bounds for the weighted sum of the elements in X (

H(e)

Similarly to [12, 16, 22], we decompose X0 into sum of independent multifractional sheets Y7,
Yo, and Z;, 1 =1,..., N (see (3.3)) and control their bounds separately. The new idea in this paper
is that, instead of using the property of local nondeterminism, we extend the direct approach in [2]
for linear fractional stable sheets to LMSS which allows us to derive more precise information on the
upper bound for the moments of local times than those in [12, 16, 22].

Denote by

in the L%-(quasi)norm.

ar(ug,vy) ::C}i/(J\l[) ((“l _ Ul)zl_l(u)*l/a _ (_Ul)zl_l(u)*l/a) G

In terms of (1.3) and (3.1), for any u € R_lj\_[, we can write

H(u) _ H(u)
XH () = 01y o) Ma(do) + Y H O (),
0 /<oou]\[0u]lHll b

where YH(®)(y, f[O ] TN, g1(ug, ) Mo (dv). For any w = (uy,...,uy) € [6,T)Y and | =

N, denote by R} (u) := [0,¢] and R?(u) := (e, ). Hence the rectangle [0, u] can be decom-
posed into the union of disjoint sub-rectangles:

B B0H,

i1,.-,iNE{1,2}I'=1 i1,.-,iyE{1,2} U'=1 i1,.-,inE{1,2} U'=1

UUQz YU Q(u),

where Q;(u) := R} (u) x ... x R} ;(u) x R?(u) x Rll+1(u) X ... x RL;(u) and Q(u) is the union of
2V — N — 1 disjoint sub-rectangles:
Qu) == U R (u) x ... x R (u).

i1,..iny €{1,2}
i1+ +iy>N+2
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Thus, we can write
YH®) () = v; (u) + Z Zy(u) + Ya(u (3.2)

where

)

Yq(u) := /[0 E]NgH(u)(u,v)Ma(dv); Yg(u)::/Q(u) gH(“)(u,v)Ma(dv);
3.3)
Z;(u) ::/ gH(“)(u,U)Ma(dv), for I=1,...,N,
Q(u)

with g (%) (4, v) being defined in (1.2). We claim that the random fields Y7, Ya, and Z; (1 <[ < N)
are independent since they are defined over disjoint sets. This together with (3.2) leads to the following
result: fora; eR, v/ €I (j=1,...,n),

| et ]l 2| S 0] 2 2| S|
j=1 =1 j=1

Thanks to (3.4), the random fields Z;, = 1,..., N play a key role in studying the joint continuity of
local times of X H(®),

Lemma 3.2 below is an extension of (2.14) to multivariate integral and it is used to derive the forth-
coming Lemma 3.3. Its proof is given in Appendix A.

Lemma 3.2. Let o € (0,2], n>1, by,...,bn > 0 and let the upper triangle matrix (a; ;); j=1,...n
satisfy a; ; # 0 fori=1,...,nand a; j =0 for j <i. Then the following inequality holds:

E‘Z‘%]wﬂ

n n 1
/Rn (Hlxz‘bl> == dz 1---dxn§c3,1(n)<nai,i> H Z|uz,]|b
i=1 =1

where (u; j); j—1,... n IS the inverse matrix of (a; ;)i j=1,....n and

cg,1(n (H(nb —ly ) 2) ( _ sup F(%))n (3.5)

«

By applying Lemma 3.2, a crucial inequality related to the weighted sum of Z; (uj ),j=1,...,nin
the L®-(quasi)norm is obtained in (3.6) in Lemma 3.3 below. This inequality is essential for estimating
high-order moments of the local times of LMSS in Lemma 3.6. For multifractional Brownian sheets
(v = 2), a result similar to (3.6) was proved in [12, Equations (3.25) and (3.29)]. For linear fractional
stable sheets with 1 < o < 2, it follows from the proof of [22, Equation (4.37)]. A similar inequality
was also obtained in [16, Equations (3.33) and (3.34)] for linear multifractional stable sheets. But the
argument in [16] makes use of the notions of “metric projection” and “orthogonality” in [22], which
relies on the assumption of 1 < o < 2. Moreover, because the dependence of C' on n in [16, Equation
(3.22)] is not described, their Lemma 3.6 is not strong enough for proving Theorem 3.3 in [16]. Our
proof of the inequality (3.6) in Lemma 3.3 is based on an extension of the direct approach in [2] and
provides more precise information on the constant c3 2(n) in (B.17). As a special case of Lemma 3.3,
we derive in Remark 3.4 that the constant in (3.7) is of the form c3 3. This is crucial for proving the
local Holder condition for the local times in Section 4. We provide the proof of Lemma 3.3 in Appendix
B.
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Lemma 3.3. Assumeae( ,2]. For any n>1, by,....b, >0, 1€ {1,...,N}, and v’ € [, T)V
(j=1,... )wzthO—ul l1§ . <up, we have:

/ (ﬁ |(E,L"bi)67” Z?:l z]'Zl(uj)Hg dzy...dzn <632 ( H (u —u hl(uj)(1+z ) (3.6)
R =1

where c3 2(n) > 0 does not depend on wd, j=1,...,n and its expression is given in (B.17).

Remark 3.4. 1f by = ... = b, = 0, we use the convention [ J(e) = 1 to observe

H Z |uw|b

and 3 1(n) = ((2/a)l'(1/a))" in (3.5). Then c32(n) = c§ 5 in (B.17) for some c3 3 > 0 independent
of n. Hence (3.6) becomes

/ *”Z 1254 “J)Ha dm<cn H !u —uJ 1|_hl(uj) 3.7
R™ =1
Note that (3.7) has been obtained in [2] for LFSS with « > 1. Our result extends it to LMSS with
a € (0, 2]. We will make use of (3.7) in the proofs of Lemma 3.6 and Theorem 4.1 (see Section 4).

The lemma below is also used in the proof of Lemmas 3.6 and 3.9; it can be found in [12, Lemma
2.10] or [4, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 3.5. Ler (91,... 19N) (0,1)N. For any q € 0, Zl 10 ) let T € {l,...,N} be the

unique integer such that y | 1/191 <q <Yy ]_11/0, with the conventwn that Zl 1 1/9;:=0.
There then exists a positive constant Ar <1, depending only on (91, ...,9y), such that for every
A € (0,Ar), we can find real numbers p1, . ..,pr > 1 satisfying:

>

=1

1 9 9
Z=1, 2 foralll=1,...,7 and ( Z lq<197-q+T—Z—T, (3.8)
Dy Dy 1= P =%

~

Moreover, let oy := |1 1/0; — q, then for any k € (0, s /(27)), there is lg € {1,...,T} such that

91y (i +25) <1. 3.9)

We apply Remark 3.4 in the proof of Lemma 3.6 and apply Lemma 3.3 in the proof of Lemma 3.9
below. Lemma 3.6 improves [12, Lemma 3.5], through obtaining a smaller upper bound for the nth
moment of the local times of LMSS under a weaker condition. This upper bound is useful for proving
a sharp local Holder condition on the local times (Theorem 4.1 in Section 4) and for studying fractal
properties of the level sets of LMSS.

Lemma 3.6. Assume o € (0, 2] and Cy : d < inf,¢y Zl]il 1/hy(v). Denote by S(N) the group of
permutations of {1,..., N}. For each o € S(N), let
o(H(v)) := (hg(1) (), ho(ny(v), vEL (3.10)

Also denote by

~(H (v)) ::min{me{l,...,N}: d<2$}. (3.11)
=1
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Then, for every integer n > 1, x € R%, and I, 5= Hf\il[al, a; + 0] C I with ¢ € (0,1] sufficiently
small, we have

E[L(z, I, §)"] < c3 4(n)o"P, (3.12)

where c3 4(n) is given in (3.30) and B = sup B(o(H (v))) with
’UEIGV(;, O’ES(N)

HoH@)
_ d). 3.13)

Bo(H®))) = N —A(o(H(v))) + h7<g<H<v>>><v>( @
=1 4

Proof. By [10, Equation (25.5)], we have: for all z, y € Rd, all Borel sets J C I, and all integers
n>1,

n n g o H I, g
E[L(z,J)"] = (27r)*"d/ / d6*123:1<”]*””>E[elzj=1<”]7XH( )(“J»] duda, (3.14)
n Rn
where 7 := (v!,...,0"), @:= (u',...,u") and v/ := (v{,...,vfl) eRY, ul = (u{,,ufv) € I for

each j =1,...,n. By (3.14), the fact that the coordinate processes XlH('), ceey Xf(') are independent
and identically distributed, and (1.7), we have

d
EL(e o)) <07 [ ]] Qu@an, (3.15)

a,d k=1
where

., vp) ER™

s ol xH) iy e
Q@) := /]R”e I125=1 v Xy ()l dvy,, with vy, := (v}c,.

Let u* € I, 5 be fixed, but arbitrary. Since d < infyey Y% | 1/hy(v) < infuer, , So 4 1/hy(v),
(3.11) guarantees that the choice of v(H (u*)) is unique. Observe that, by (3.4) and the fact that
~(H(u*)) < N,we havefor k€ {1,...,d},

o SIS v A w)G g, < / o S NS B g, 3.16)
Rn

Qr () S/

R"

By (3.16) and the generalized Holder’s inequality we get

(H(u") o (H(u") o
= [ T IS A g < T U IS 2 g, 17 1)
R™ = =1 k™

where pi, ..., Dy (g (ux)) = 1 satisfy 27:(11{(“*)) 1/p; = 1. They are chosen as in Lemma 3.5 with g = d
and 0; = hy(u*). Applying (3.7) to (3.17) yields

WHE) o _ o
<ty TI Tl —uftU D)= me™ (3.18)
=1 j=1
where c3 5 = max [, (03,3]9[_1/0‘) L/ and, foreachl € {1,..., N}, m; € S(n) satisfies

a Suﬂ'l(l) <...§u?’l(n) <a;+¢ and 7;(0) =0.
Foreachl=1,..., N, define

o= {(u}, oy u) € fag,ap +0)7 s ap < w1 <<t < a4 6}, (3.19)
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Due to Hg and the fact that |ul —uy | < <1forall ul,ul € lag, a; + 0], we have: for u* € I 5,

(uz"l(j) _ u?l(jfl))fhl(u”l(ﬂ))

< (uz"l(J) _ uz"l(jfl))7|hl(u*)7hl(u7\'l(ﬂ'))| (u?l(J) _ uzrl(jfl))*hl(“*) (3.20)
< (uzrz(j) _ uz"l(jfl))—(hl(u*)—i-co(é))’
where
N
co(®) =8 >0, (3.21)
=1

with ¢ > 0 being the constant in 2. Combining (3.15) - (3.21), we derive:
E[L({E, Ia,é)n}

VH@)) 0 _ )
< 3 /H . H H(u ) D)= )
1 xIly

1, TNES(n)

3.22
< cg)ng(Nﬂ(H(u*))) 22
(u™)) (-1) _ d(hy(u)+eg(8))
% Z ( H / H (qu _ u;fl J ) Py dul)
T yeens w“/(H(u*))ES(n I, j=1
where c3 6 = (27)~ dcg 5- Next consider the following integral in (3.22):
Ln, = / H w1 (5) — 1(— 1)) d(hy(u*)+co(8))/py du;. (3.23)

;=
Recall that, by Lemma 3.5, the real numbers p1, . .., p (7 (y+)) chosenin (3.17) also satisfy dh; (u*)/p;
<1 forl=1,...,v(H(u")), we can then choose cy(d) small enough such that
d(hy(u*) + co(9))
)

Then apply [12, Lemma 2.11] (or [4, Lemma 3.6]) to (3.23) to obtain: there is a constant C377(l, u*) >0
depending only on [ and u* (continuously) such that

<1 foralll=1,...,v(H(u")). (3.24)

d(hy () +cg(8) n(1-(1- )d(hl(u*)+60(5)))
Ln, < B 7 (Lu)(n) Pl 5" Pl . (3.25)

Combining (3.22) and (3.25) yields

(17l)z"f(H(“ ) dh’l(“ )6n(N7(17%)27:(11‘I(“ ) dhlp(lu ))

E[L(z,14,5)"] < c3,8(n)(n!) (3.26)

where

c3,8(n) = c§762N" stg} { H cxz(Lu)(nl) P S Pl
u
me{l,....N}
s€elo, 1]

deg(8) _ deg(8) }
(3.27)
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does not depend on 6. It is worth noting that the above SUDge0,1] 57009 < oo, thanks to the fact that
limg_.q §eTi M Applying Lemma 3.5 with A =n =1, g = d,9; = hy(u*), we obtain

(1- %) ng ’ %:)d by (p(u)) (@)d + Y (H(w)) = V(Ij_(j ! %u”)(u) (3.28)
Therefore, (3.26) together with (3.28) yields
E[L(2, Iy )"] < c3,8(n) () N TAH @D gnBH W) < g 4 (ygnfH ), (3:29)
where [3(e) is defined in (3.13) and
e3,4(n) = e (n) sup { ()N AEH) L (3.30)

uel

In (3.29), since u* can be arbitrarily chosen in I, 5, and the /;(e)’s in H (e) can be arbitrarily ordered,
taking the infimum over u* € I, 5 and o € S(N) on both hand sides of (3.29) leads to (3.12). Therefore,
Lemma 3.6 is proved. O

Remark 3.7. For each fixed n > 1, if we let co(6) < 1/n in Lemma 3.6, we obtain c3 g(n) < cgg in
(3.27) for some c3 g > 0, thanks to Stirling’s formula. As a result, Lemma 3.6 becomes

E[L(z,14,6)"] < c§ g sup {("!)Nfﬁ(H(“)) }5”5(11(“*)).
Tuel

This observation will be used in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Now we compare the moment esti-
mates in (3.12) and (3.29) with those in [4, 12, 16]. When either (i) LMSS is reduced to LFSS
or (i4) Hy(py))(u*) = SUDyer, 4 H._ ([ (v))(v), we can replace co(6) in (3.20) by 0. As a con-
sequence, 03,8(71) < cg’g. Hence (3.29) includes [4, Equation (3.38)] for fractional Brownian sheets

and [12, Equation (3.16)] for multifractional Brownian sheets (where HV( H(u*)) (u*) is replaced with

supyer, s H.(H(v)) (v)) as special cases. However, a stronger condition d < leil 1/supyer, ; hu(v)
than that in Lemma 3.6 was assumed in [12]. In [16, Equation (3.22)], a result similar to Lemma 3.6
was also proved for LMSS, but the dependence of C' on n was not described there. As a consequence,
the estimate (3.22) in [16] was not strong enough for proving the claimed Theorem 3.3 in [16]. With
(3.30) our Lemma 3.6 fills this gap, which is important for proving the local Holder condition in The-
orem 4.1, where for each n > 1, we will take c(d) < 2—€e" < 1/n.

Remark 3.8. For the proof of Theorem 3.1, we will make use of the multiparameter version of Kol-
mogorov’s continuity theorem (cf. [11]) and only moments of the local times of large but fixed order n
will be needed. It is sufficient to use the following simpler variant of Lemma 3.6. In the last inequality
of (3.16), we replace v(H (u*)) with N and apply the generalized Holder’s inequality to the second
inequality in (3.17) with N positive numbers p1, ..., py defined by p; := Z{YZI hy(w*)/hy(u*), 1=
1,..., N. Then following the same proof in Lemma 3.6, we have, for every interval I, 5 = Hl]il [a;,
a; + 6] C I, (3.26) becomes
N dhj(u*) N
E[L(z,1,,)"] < eg10(n)(n) ==t P20 6
=1

where v := d/(Z{il 1/hy(u*)), e3,10(n) > 0 does not depend on 6.

dhy(u™) )
P

n(l—

n(lfl/)7

=c3,10(n) ()N (AN (I4.5)) (3.31)

Lemma 3.9 below is another key step leading to Theorem 3.1. We provide its proof in Appendix C.
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Lemma 3.9. Let X(®) be an (N, d)-LMSS and assume d < inf,c| Zi\il 1/hy(v). Then for any
integer n. > 1, there exists c3,11(n) > 0 such that for any subintervals 1, 5 = Hl]\;l [ag, a;+ 6] C I with
6 € (0,1] small enough, any =,y € R* with |z — y| < 1,

E[|L(z,Iq,5) — Ly, Io,5)|"]

i _ yntn(o(H())) sn(B(o(H ()= (n=Dhy (5 (k1 (v))) (W) En (e (H(v)))) (3.32)
<c3,11(n) ver s o) {lo -yl 5 Y (o (H () }
where o(H (v)), v(H (v)), and B(H (v)) are defined in (3.10), (3.11), and (3.13), respectively; for each
v € Iy 5, kn(H (v)) (depending on n) is some real number satisfying

y(H(v))
a(H(v)) ) with a(H (v)) 1= 1

ot € (01 205 X o

—d. (3.33)

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let I = [¢,T)" and d < inf,¢; Zf\il 1/hy(v). It follows from Lemma 3.9
and the multiparameter version of Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem in [11] that for every I, s C I, the

LMSS {x () (u)}ueRf has almost surely a local time L(z, I, 5) that is continuous for all x € R,

To prove the joint continuity, observe from Lemma 2.1 that for all z,y € R and s,t € I such that
|s — t| > 0 small enough, we have for n > 1,

EHL(IE, Ia,s—a) - L(y, Ia,t—a)‘n]

(3.34)
< an—l (E‘L(IE, Ia,s—a) - L(=, Ia,t—a)|n +E|L(z, Ia,t—a) - L(yyla,t—a”n) :

The term L(z, Iq s—a) — L(2, I,t—a) in (3.34) can be rewritten as a sum of a finite number (which only
depends on N) of terms of L(x,I;), where each I; is a closed subinterval of I satisfying Ay (I;) <
c|s — t|, with ¢ > 0 not depending on s, t. Then for |s — ¢| small enough, we apply (3.31) to bound it
as E|L($C,Ij)|n < 03712(j,n) (/\N(Ij))m/l < 03,13(j,n)|s — t|™1, where 03712(]', n), 03713(j,n) >0
are constants that do not depend on the edge lengths of ; and v1 € (0,1). Hence the first term in
(3.34) can be bounded as E|L(x, Iq,s—a) — L(%, Iat—a)|™ < ¢3,14(n)|s —t[*1. On the other hand, the
difference L(z, I t—a) — L(y, La,t—a) in (3.34) can be rewritten as a sum of a finite number of terms of
L(x,I;) — L(y, 1), where each I; is a closed subinterval of I, satisfying A (1;) is small enough.
Then each term can be bounded by Lemma 3.9 as E|L(x, I;) — L(y, I;)|" < c3,15(n)|x —y|™2, where
v € (0,1). Therefore, there exist v € (0,1) and c3 16(n) > 0 such that (3.34) yields E|L(z, I4,s—a) —
L(y, Iat—a)|™ < c3,16(n) (| — y|+ |s — t|)"". Again by the multiparameter version of Kolmogorov’s
continuity theorem, the joint continuity of the local times on I holds. The proof is complete. O

4. Local Holder condition for the local times

For any fixed z € R%, let L(z, 8) be the local time of the (NN, d)-LMSS { X (@) (1)} ey atx. When

the local time is jointly continuous, L(x, e) can be extended to be a measure supported by the level set
Iy ={ueRY: XH(W) () = 2}. Hence, the following theorem on the local oscillation of L(z, e) is
useful for studying the fractal properties of I';.. See, e.g., [10, 12, 19, 21]. Compared with [12, Theorem
4.3] for multifractional Brownian sheets, the condition of our Theorem 4.1 is sharper, which can be
applied to derive more precise information on the Hausdorff measure of I';.. A similar result for linear
multifractional stable sheets was stated in [16, Theorem 3.3] and it was claimed that it would follow
from their Lemma 3.6. As we mentioned earlier, because the dependence of C' on n in [16, Equation
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(3.22)] is not described, Lemma 3.6 in [16] is not strong enough for determining the log(log(r—1))-
factor in their Theorem 3.3.

Theorem 4.1.  Assume o € (0,2]. Let I = [e, T| and d < inf ,¢f Zl]\;l 1/hy(v). There exists a con-
stant c4.1 > 0 such that with probability 1,

msup L@ UET)

<c41, for L(z,e)-almostallt€ I, 4.1
r—0 et (r) '

where U (t,r) is the open ball in I with centert € 1 and radius r > 0, and the scaling function @ (r) :=
rAUH (L)) (log(log(r_l)))N A , for 0<r <e~l with B(H(t)) being defined in (3.13).

Proof. For every integer k > 0, define the random measure L, (x, ) on the Borel subset C of I to be

H(t) ()2 g2
Lk(m,C);:(%)*d/ (2mk) 12— X0 dt:(%)*d/ /de*%“@*XH(t)(t)’@dédt. 4.2)
C CJR

According to [10, Theorem 6.4], the local times have a measurable modification that satisfies the oc-
cupation density formula: for any Borel function g(¢,x) > 0 on (¢,z) € I x RY,

[oexOwai= [ [ gt.a)Le b de. 43)
1 R4 JT
Based on (4.3), we can obtain
/ ei<§’XH(t)(t)>dt:/ ei<§’x>L(m,C) dx. 4.4)
C Rd

Since the right hand-side of (4.4) is the characteristic function of a random variable With density

L(z,C), by the inversion theorem we can derive L(z,C) = (2m)~% [ [a e’ XHOM=2) qe 4t

Now by the continuity of the mapping y — L(y, C'), we have L (z, C) ka—s> L(z, C) for every Borel
—00

set C C I. Define fy,(t) := L(z,U(t,27"™)), m > 1. From the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can see that

almost surely the functions fy,,’s are continuous and bounded. Hence, by the Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem, for all integers m,n > 1,

[ @)™ 4o, d0) 22 [ ()" L, e, 45
I k—oo JrI
It results from (4.2), (4.5) and the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [14] that for each integer n > 1,

/ (fm @)™ L(z, dt)

—is M e d) R Wl X ()
27-(- 'n,+1)d// Sn«‘ﬁl 2—m n/(n+1)d Ee ! duds (46)

1
S GmmADd 35)d
B (27T)(n+1)d ~/I/[‘](57L+172*7n)n k];‘[l Qk(S) S

nt1, 7 HT) ( jya
B R i Col duy, with 5:= (st, ..., s"t1) e ROFDN and 7:=

)

where Qp () := [pni1€
(ul, ey "'H) e R(+1d 1p the following, we provide an upper bound of the right-hand side of (4.6)
for sufficiently large m, by modifying the proof of (3.12) in Lemma 3.6. For consistency, we use the

same notations as in the proof of Lemma 3.6.
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For | =1,...,N, denote Uj(s"t1 27™) .= [s; ntl _ g-m, "+1 + 27™] as the projection of
U(s™*1,27™) onto the Ith dimension. For each [ =1,..., N and each permutation m; € S(n + 1),
define

M= {(sf, sy € (U™ 27™) ™ x [, 1) 571 << Y 2, @.7)

with the convention that Sm(O) l :=0.Foreachl=1,...,N,letj, €{1,...,n+ 1} be the unique
integer such that ; ( yn) =n+ 1, we then define

= {(sm “.78 Jn— 1) )€ (U, s+l g—m ))jn*lz s;rl(l) <. <s (]n—l) < ;H-l ’
) ) 4.8)
Hl+ — {(S?—l ]n+1)’ ) ..,s?l(n—i_l)) c (Ul(sn+1,2_m))n_‘7"+l . S;z-i—l < s?l(]n+1) <. < szrl(n-l-l)}-
It results from (3.16), (3.17), and Remark 3.4 that
YHE )1 o o
Qk(?) < C4 2 H H (swl 15— 1)) hy(s™N)) /py(H(s™ ))7 4.9)
=1 Jj=1

where ¢4 2 > 0 does not depend on n, 3, y(H (s" 1)) and p1 (H (s" 1), ...  Dy(H (s 1)) (H(s"t1)) >
1 satisfy ZW(H(S 1/pl(H(s"+1)) = 1. Combining (4.6) - (4.9), we have

£ [ (m@)" Lo, )

Y(H" ) g1 oy — ST
7r j— D _
SCZB Z /Hx - H H(s l )y Pu(H( ) ds
Ty TNES(R) 7L N =1 j=1
L HE)
s ¥ - N )
1 Tl Ty (H(sm 1)) [E’T]N =1 (4.10)

€S(n)

dhl(s“l(j))

{/ 1—"[ mG) _ =0y TG g1 ggmlin=t)

n+l 4 , dny (s™11))
X/ N § G EICIER IR B _dsfl("“)}ds’f“...dsyv“,
L Jj=jn+1

where c4 3 = (6472/(271'))[1. Similar to (3.22) - (3.25), for sufficiently large m and letting §(m) = gl-m
we obtain

n+1 ‘ dahy(s™10))
I1 (sm ) _gmU=Iy T g (HFD) g Trz(Jn+1) dsT(nt1)
H+ 1 l '}
=Jjn
d(hy (s" T 4e(6™)) 4.11)

<O —gn 1)) ATTETD)

, d(hy (") +eq(8(M)))
x (2*m)(n_h+l)(1_(l_nﬂ‘nﬂ) Een ) )
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and

dhy(s"19))

i L agen)y |
/ H(S;rl(]) _ S?l(]_l)) pl(H(S"Jrl)) dSZTL(l) N dszrl(]n—l)
I, j=1

(4.12)
d(hy(s" ) +¢g(50™))) , 1Ay (" eg80M))
in—1 . T =1, dn—1{1-(1= ") X
< OGa -y e gm0 S TR
We then use the bounds in (4.11) and (4.12) and the mean value theorem to obtain
Y(H(s" 1)) j _ dy(s™10))
/ 11 {/ ﬁ(szrm)_szrl(jfl)) n(HGTED) gD ggmin=1)
TIN5 =1
ntl _ dhy(s™19))
X H (Sﬂ—l(j)_sﬂ—l(j_l)) pl(H(sn+I)) dsﬂ'l(jn'i‘l) dsﬂ'l(n"'l) ds’ﬂ+1 ds"+1
o+ 1L ! l l 9% 1 BN
1 j=jn+1
(H(u*)) @19
u * m
YD) T A g 0TD) )
<(T-e [I {cie®n) =t
=1
. 1) YELD) dhy () +ep(60™))
X(z_m)n(wm(u D ) BT )

where u* € [ is some element depending on m, n.

We now take n = [logm], where [e] denotes the integer part. With this choice, the terms depending
on c0(5(m)) in the right-hand side of (4.13) could be upper bounded by a constant which does not
depend on m:

€47 = sup {(n!2m")d60(6(7n))} < 4o0. (4.14)
m>1

The above supremum exists, thanks to the fact that

n
lim (n12mm)e0@™) = pim (g m)20 ) g

It follows from (4.10), (4.13), (4.14) and the similar arguments to (3.25) - (3.28) that
E/ (Fm (D)™ L(z, dt) < cf g ()N ~AH W) g=mnBH (), (@.15)
I ;

where
k
0478:max{22NC4)3C4)7(T—e)N sup { HC4)6(l)},1}
ke{l,...,N} * 12

does not depend on n. We again point out that obtaining the scaling constant c} ¢ in (4.15) is crucial

for deriving the value of 7 below.
Let 7 > 0 be a constant, the value of which will be determined later. We consider the random set

Im={tel: fm(t)>71po,x(2"™)}.

Denote by i, the restriction of the random measure L(x,e) to I, that is, p,(F) = L(xz, EN I) for all
Borel set £/ C RJ_,’Y . Since n = [logm], following the same approach in [12, proof of Theorem 4.3] and
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applying the crucial inequality (4.15) and Stirling’s formula, we have

m )

Eupw (Im E [ L(z,dt) < < >
poltm) < B [ Lz, d0) < (e @ Ny B (1og o) N —BUH))

provided 7 > 0 is chosen large enough, say, 7 > c4 9 := 047862. This implies
oo oo

> polim)] < 3 w2 <o

m=1 m=1

Therefore by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, with probability 1 for p,-almost all ¢ € I,

E

L(z,U(t,27™
s LU (:27™)

e
Thanks to the continuity of h;(e) (I =1,...,N), it can be verified that
Y(H (u")) ———y(H(t)) and B(H(u")) —— B(H(t)).
u*—t u*—t
Since (H (v*)) and y(H (t)) are integer-valued, we have v(H (u*)) = v (H (t)) for all m large enough.
By this and Condition 2, one can verify that there exists a constant c4,19 > 0 such that ¢, «(27™) <
c4,109¢(27"™) for all m > 0. Therefore,

—m —m
L Ue2™) o L@ U2 )
7 m—oo Pu* (2=m)

where 4,11 = c4,9¢4,10. Hence, for any r > 0 small enough, there exists an integer m such that 27 <
r < 27™ %1 and since ¢y (o) is increasing in the neighborhood of 0, we have

lim sup

<c )
moee  pr(2 ) o

—m—+1 —m—+1
fimsup ZEYEMD) o E@UGET) e O
r—0 et(r) m—00 et (27™) w1 | ee(27™)
This proves (4.1). O
Appendix A: Proof of Lemma 3.2
Fori=1,...,n, define y; := Z;L:Z a; jr;. Setting a; j = 0 if ¢ > j. Since (a; j)i j=1,....n is an upper
triangle matrix, we thus obtain, for i =1,...,n, x; = Z?:Z u; Y5, for some u; ; €R, 7=1,...,n,

which only depend on a; ;’s and satisfy u; ; = Q>

u;,; = 0 for ¢ > j. Therefore we can write:

n - i | i_ai,j$j|a n 1 no.n bin — 5wl
/n (H \%‘lbi>6 == dx = (H ai,i) /n (H ‘ > uijyj )6 =1 dy,  (AD
R i=1 i=1 =1 j=1
where © = (21, ...,2p) and y = (y1,. . .,yn). Using the inequality (2.3) and the multinomial formula,
we obtain
n " b; n b; b:—1 n b,
IT| > wigus [T [ Xwigu| < T " v 3
i=1 j=1 e{1,....n} j=1 ie€{l,...,n} j=1
i 70 b; #0
(A2)
n
= (H(nbi_l Vl)) Z H quvﬂbyﬂz‘bl
i=1 J1y-eesdn€{1,...,n}i€{1,...,n}

b; #0
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Therefore by using (A.1), (A.2) and (2.14) iteratively,

n n -
= > |1 22 ai 74l

[ (Tt S5 e (Futetv o) (Fess)

i=1 1=1
; N\ ST n o
% Z ( H ‘u’i,ji‘bl)/n< H |yji|b7«)e Ez:l ly;| dy
J1rrin€{1n} iE{1, ) B Niefl,nn}
b; b; 70

Sezi(n (Ha“) _ Z IT |ui,j¢|bi=03,1(")<ﬁ1ai,i)_1_ I Zluzglb

J1s--in€{l,..., n}ze{bli,;zb,n} ze{ll ..... n}j=1
where
c3,1(n) = (ﬁ(nbi—l v) (s F(LM))"~
i=1 @ Njp,eagne{l,...n} o

Lemma 3.2 is proved.

Appendix B: Proof of Lemma 3.3

The proof is based on an extension of the direct approach in [2] for linear fractional stable sheets. For
n > 1, by the definition of Z;(e) we can write Z?:l Z;(u?) as sum of independent components and
obtain the following:

H sz:l ijl(uj)HZ - g /Qz(u")\Qz(mfl) ‘jzn:_imng(uj)(uj’T)‘a dr, (B.)

where Q;(u?) := 0 and Q;(u*)\Q;(u* 1) =0, x (u%‘l, ul] x [0, ¢]N—L. Using the definition of
g;in (3.1), forevery i € {1,...,n},

‘/Ql(ul)\QL wi—1) ‘ZI gH(u )(uJ r)‘ dr:c%(l) Ql(ui)\Ql(uifl)’ZZ 1:[ —rp hp (w)—1/a|® dr,

where r = (r1,...,7n). Applying the following change of variables to (B.2): e
rp—ul (T ),
we obtain
/QIW)\QI et ( Zl ]j (ul) — rp) e () 1/a‘ dr—/ s |F(ul,z,r)|*dr, (B.3)
where
51(1)::{re[0,+oo)N: OSTpgeifp;él,0<rl§1} (B.4)
and

(u*,z,7) Z:{:J(ul—u 1/O‘(ul—ul —(ul—u )(1—7’ ))hl(uj) 1/0‘1_[(u —r )hp(u]) /e (B5)
p#l
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Below we distinguish with 2 cases: 1 <a<2and 0 < a < 1.
If « € [1, 2], it follows from (B.3), Holder’s inequality and (B.5) that

/ |F(ui,x,r)\adr2cm’/ F(ui,x,r)dr‘a:c511’i9i7jxj’a, (B.6)
Si(1) S;(1) =

where ¢5 1 = ((N=1)(1-a) gnq

0; 5= (u? - u%fl)l/a/ (ug - uffl - (u? - uffl)(l - rl))hl(uj)_l/o‘ H(u;JD — rp)hp(uj)_l/o‘ dr. (B.7)
Si(1) p#£l
Combining (B.1), (B.2), (B.3), and (B.6) we obtain
|50 2 o 33
j=1 i=1 j=i

(B.8) together with Lemma 3.2 and (B.7) yields:

n i n e n n T
/ (H \xi|bi>5_” Z?:1 z;Z(u!)lla da S/ (H ‘xilbi>e*C5,1CH(1) et \Zj:i 03,5251 de
R™ 2=t R 21

n . n (B.9)
< (05,10%1(1))7(21':1 bﬁn)/aCs,l(n)( I1 9;,1'1) > [T el
ST g e L)

where c3,1(n) is given in (3.5); (&; j)ij=1,...,n is the inverse matrix of (6; j); j=1,....n- Note that each
&i,; has the representation

n

&g =pij((0ij)ij=1..m) [ 0. (B.10)
=1

where p; ;((0; ;)i j=1,... n) denotes the (i, j)-element of the adjugate of the matrix (6; ;); j—1,...n thus
it is a polynomial of ul, ..., u™. It follows from (B.9) and (B.10) that

n .
/ (LT kil e S 201G g
"=

3
|

—~

=

+

=
<
~—~

~( 3 bitn) /o : .
< (05,10‘}}(1)) i=1 c3,1(”)( 11 9i,i> =t > 11 |pi,ji((9i,ji)i,jizl,...,n)‘bl
i=1 J1s--in€{l,...,n}ie{l,...,n}
b; #0

< c5.9(n) H‘ul_u; 1‘ hi(u )(1+ZJ 1b)

=1
(B.11)
where
6512(71) — (05716?{(1))_(2?:1 bj+n)/a6311(n)
hp(u)—1/c _ h (u)—1/c (1+Zg 1 )
f dr
uelenT]N{/Sz H o }> (B.12)

X sup N{ 11 Z|Pi,j((9i,j)i,j—1,...,n)bi}~

i€{1,....n}j=1
b; 20
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Next we consider the case for 0 < o < 1. Since the function ¢(r) = e~#" with 8 > 0 is convex on
[0,+00), by using Jensen’s inequality we have

o~y Bz Jsy ) P o) @dr 1 / o ey Dl [Pl
Sy(1)

<~ (B.13)

It results from (B.1), (B.3), (B.13) and Fubini’s theorem that

n n . a n _ n i

| | |z ;b9 o 1G22 IS g, — l [ 1z;1% e 1 Eilz1fsl(1)|F(u279077”)\ad7“dx
Re N\ U

J= J=

N— 1/ )/ H \xg\ —eN ey D | g ()1 da dr,
5;(1) Jrn

where

71 (r) = (f —uf Y (] =t (g =) D T - ) (g
p#l
Then similar to the way to obtain (B.11), applying again Lemma 3.2 we get

/Rn (LT fajl)e WS 2 20DIS g < 5 ) T fuf — =0+ ), (B.15)
j=1 i=1
where
e5.5(n) = [(1-N) (E(Nfl)C%(l))—(Z;-Ll bj+n)/o¢c371(n)
sup {/ P10 Ty — ) V@B () g })1+EJ 1bj
ue[e TN ~/85(1) p#l (B.16)

: e {/51(1) H ; 1P, (03,5 ()i j=1,..., )‘bz dr}7

ul,. . unele, TN

where each p; ;((1;,5(r))i,j=1,....n) is the (4, j)-element of the adjugate of the matrix (1; ;(7))i j=1,....n
Finally Lemma 3.3 follows from (B.11) and (B.15), with

c3,2(n) =c5,2(n) Ves 3(n). (B.17)

Appendix C: Proof of Lemma 3.9

We first point out that, in order to show (3.32) holds for all integer n > 1, it suffices to prove that it
holds for even integers n > 2, thanks to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. Therefore in the following we
assume 7 is an even integer.

By [10, Equation (25.7)], we have: for all z,y € Rd, Borel sets J C I, and all even integer n > 2,

_ n —ilnd il PSS (yd XH(uj)(uj» o
E[(L(z, J) — L{y, J))"] = (2m) "4 [T (7" — emit g [ef 2= ] doda.
[]n /I‘Qnd =1

(C.1H
Pick any u* € I, s and let y(H(u*)) € {1,..., N} be the unique integer satisfying (3.11). Let
kn(H (u*)) be the real number satisfying (3.33). By the elementary inequality

e — 1| < 217“”(H(u*))|m|“”(H("*)), forallz € R
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and the triangle-type inequalities in (2.1), we have for all v1,... o™, z,y € RY,
ﬁ |e—i<vj;1> — e—i(vj7y>‘ < gn(l=rn(H(u™))|y _ y|nﬁn(H(U*)) Z H ‘UJ "in(H(u N, (2
Jj=1 je{1,...,n} j=1
ij{l ..... d}

The inequalities (3.4) and the fact that v(H (u*)) < N yield

DT E0 of D o ET0I K ol DR ET

Since n > 2 is even, the left-hand side of (C.1) is nonnegative. Combining (C.1), (C.2) and (C.3), and
using the independence of X]f('), k=1,...,d, we have

El(L(w, Iq,5) = L(y, Ia 6)"] < (2m) "2 (1 =rn(HUD)) gy i (B (7))

d W%?”Hij2<ﬂw
- AN a
E : | | J H ] [ 1= i—=1 —
x /n du/ﬁ{nd [k "in( o ))> ¢ ' ’ dv
Je{l,s k=1
kﬂh,ﬂ

Y(H@Y) n j -
- X X vzl

<o —y|PrnH WD) > / / ]___[ \v] |fon (H (w7 kj))e = = duy,
}

je{1,...,
kje{l,.. ,d
(C4)
1 ifu=Fk, . .
where 7, (u) := ) . Now take A =n"",¢g=d,9; = hy(u*) for [ =1,..., N in Lemma
0 ifu#k.
3.5andletpi, ..., Py(p(u)) satisfy (3.8). Observe that since nrn (H (u*)) € (0, %) it follows

from (3.9) that there exists lg € {1,...,v(H (u*))} (depending on x,,(H (v*))) such that
hyg (u*) (% + 2mn(H(u*))) <1. (C.5)
0

Combining (C.4) with the generalized Holder’s inequality, we obtain

E((L(z,Io.6) — L(y, 1 5)"] < |z — y|rn(H @)

d
x> /n I1 {Mlo,k e @0 T Mlvk(ﬂ)l/m}dm “o
je(t,...n}y " las k=1 le{1,...,y(H(u"))}
kje{l,...,d} l#lg
where
Mig ko () = /]R" ( H |UJ"WL(H(U Dk (kj )pzo> =i 1 =1 v, Zyy ()1 duy, C.7)
and

_ n J I
Ml,k(ﬂ)::/ne le\zjzwkzz(u )Ha dvk.

Next we provide upper bounds of M . 1, 1. (@) and M; ;,(7), respectively.
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Upper bound of M;, ;. 1., 1. (U):
Taking b; = kn(H (u*))nr(k;)p1y> 5 = 1,...,n in Lemma 3.3 and using (3.20), we derive that, for
d > 0 small enough, there is a constant c5 4(lp,n) > 0 such that

%Q 1))*(hzo(u*)+Co(5))(1+'~”~n(H(u*))mO ;Zlnm-))

T ()
Mgk kq e kn (B) < c5.4(lg,n H( o , (C.8)

where co(d) is given in (3.21).

Upper bound of M, ;,(7):
Similarly, applying Remark 3.4 and (3.20), we easily obtain, for each I € {1,...,v(H (u*))}\{lo},
there is c5 5(I) > 0 such that

Ml k(“ < 65 5 H u;fl(j—l))*(hl(“*)+00(5)). (C.9)

Forl=1,...,N,let m; be defined as in (3.19). Now combining (C.6), (C.8), (C.9) and using the fact
that Zgzl Yoy mk(ki) =nfork; =1,...,d, we obtain

E((L(z,Io.6) — L(y, 10 5)"] < c5 6(n)|x — y|™rn(H )

x 3 /H H("% %U 1) =g (u)+eo () (d/ pig +nren (H () duy,
JE{1,...,n} T ’F'Y(H(“*)) lo j=1
kje{l,...,d} €S(n)
X{ / / u;rz(j1>)—(m<u*>+co<5)>d/pzdul)}énuv7(@*)))7
II;
1=1,...y(H(u"))
1#lg
(C.10)
where
c5,6(n) = sup c5,4(lo, n)¥/Plo 11 es, 5"/,
lo,me{1,....N I=1,...,m, I#ly

Since (C.5) holds, we are able to choose ¢ € (0, 1] small enough so that the following inequality also
holds:

d
(i (w*) +c0(9)) (; + 200 (H(u*))) < 1. C.11)
0
Thanks to (3.24) and (C.11), the integrals in (C.10) are finite. Then similar to the derivation of (3.25),

E[(L(Iv Ia,6) - L(yv Ia,é))n}

(C.12)
< e 1y () — g () g (N=1=1/m) P by (%) = (1=1 )i (u™ e (H (0))) |
where
esi(m) =csgmd”  sup  {(n)PmFeol@)man(H0n)
me{l,...,.N}
uel
§€[0,1]

x TT 2 70, u) nt) AP () 0000 /1 5= (n=1)(deo )+ co (@)mmn (H ) )

m
(
=1
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Applying Lemma 3.5 with A =n~1, g = d, 9; = h;(u*), we obtain

13 ") gy .
(-3 X l(le) <oy (p () (@) + oy (H (u7)) =
= =1

Y(H(u™)) h'y(H(u*))(u*)

hy(u*)
W.l.o.g., we can assume that 0 < hy(u*) < ... <hp(u*) < 1. Therefore, (C.12) yields
BI(L(2, L )~ (3 1q,))") < 3,11 (m)] —y e (LD (PO =0 ey s HOED) e 15

Since the choice of u* in (C.13) is arbitrary in I, 5 and the order of coordinates in H (e) can be arbitrary,
taking the infimum over u* € I,sando € S(N) on both hand sides of (C.13) leads to (3.32). Lemma
3.9 is proved.
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