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Abstract

We have obtained some upper bounds for the probability distribution of extremes of a self-
similar Gaussian random field with stationary rectangular increments that are defined on the
compact spaces. The probability distributions of extremes for the normalized self-similar Gaus-
sian random fields with stationary rectangular increments defined in R? have been presented.
In our work we have used the techniques developed for the self-similar fields and based on the
classical series analysis of the maximal probability bounding from below for the Gaussian fields.
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1 Introduction

A self-similar process is a stochastic process that is invariant in distribution under the suitable
scaling of time and space. A random process {X(t),t € R} is self-similar with index H > 0 if for

all a > 0 {X(t),t € R} L {a=H X (at),t € R}, where £ denotes equality of the finite-dimensional
distributions. We refer to Embrechts and Maejima [5] and Samorodnitsky and Taqqu [12] for the
extensive surveys on results and techniques for self-similar processes.

In this paper we consider the self-similar random fields that are an extension of the self-similar
stochastic processes. More precisely, we deal with anisotropic self-similar random fields which means
that their indexes of self-similarity are different for different coordinates. We denote R = [0, +00).

Definition 1. A real valued random field {X (t),t = (t1,...,t,) € R} is self-similar with index
H=(Hy,...,H,) € (0,+00)" if

=

{X(@itr, . anta), teRE} Ll allhX(6), teRY],

for allay >0,...,a, > 0.
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An interest to the anisotropic self-similar random fields is motivated by the applications coming
from the climatological and environmental sciences (see [10] [11]). Several authors have proposed to
apply such random fields for modelling phenomena in spatial statistics, stochastic hydrology and
image processing (see [2, 3] [4]).

Definition 2. The normalized fractional Brownian sheet with Hurst index H = (Hq, ..., Hy),0 <
H; < 1,i=1,n is the centered Gaussian random field By = {Bu(t),t € R} with a covariance

function
n

E(Bu(t)Bu(s) = 27" [ (6?7 + [si*™ — |t: — s:*™) . t,s € RT.
=1

This field is self-similar with index H = (Hq, ..., H,) by Definition [

Further in the paper, we assume that the fields satisfy the Definition [l Moreover, we shall
consider only the case n = 2 since switching to the parameter of the higher dimension is rather
technical.

Denote 0 = (0,0).

Definition 3. Let X = {X(t),t € R%} be a self-similar field with index H = (Hy, Hy) € (0, 400)?%.
For any u = (u1,u2) € Ri and any v = (v1,v9) € Ri such that v1 > u1, v2 > ug define

Ay X (v) = X(v1,v2) — X (u1,v2) — X (v1,u2) + X (u1,uz).

The field X admits stationary rectangular increments if for any u = (uy,u;) € ]Ri

{AuX(u+h),heR2} £ {AgX(h),h c R2}.

The fractional Brownian sheet has the stationary rectangular increments. The proof of this
property for the Ri case can be found in the paper [I]. A similar property for the case n > 2 can
be easily proved as well.

The aim of the paper is to obtain the upper bound for probability distributions of extremes of
normalized self-similar Gaussian random fields with the stationary rectangular increments. These
probabilities can be used for the estimation of asymptotic growth of sample paths of the fractional
Brownian sheet. Furthermore, these probabilities can be applied to investigate the asymptotic
behavior of the fractional derivative of the fractional Brownian motion, which is used in the analysis
of a non-standard maximum likelihood estimate for the unknown drift parameter in the stochastic
differential equations driven by fractional Brownian motion (see Kozachenko et al. [g]).

To achieve this goal we use the results from the theory of extremes for the Gaussian processes
(Kozachenko et al. [9]). This theory, in turn, is based on the theory of metric spaces. To apply these
results we need to choose the appropriate compact metric space (T, p) and to estimate the variance
of the increments. Since we work with anisotropic field we expect that the chosen metric has the
different geometric characteristics along different directions. So, we use two metrics p;(t,s) =
max;—12 |t; — si|,t,s € T C R; and po(t,s) = Zi:1,2 [t; — si|flit,s € T C R;’, where H =
(Hy, Hy) € (0,1)% is the index of self-similarity of the corresponding random field. The second
metric has played an important role in the studying the anisotropic Gaussian fields and the self-
similar random fields (see [14]).

The main point in the proofs of this paper is the self-similar property of the fields. This yields the
similar behavior of sample paths on compact subsets. From the theory of extremes for the Gaussian
processes we get the upper bounds for the probabilities defined in the compact sets. Whence we
expand R%_ into the union of the compact subsets and apply the inequalities for probabilities in



each subset. We use the techniques of the self-similar fields based on the classical series analysis for
finding the bound from below of the maximal probabilities for the Gaussian fields. Several results
in this paper are obtained by the optimization procedure.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the probability distributions of
extremes of the Gaussian fields defined on the compact spaces and a bound for the variance of its
increments in the case of self-similar field. In Section 3 we establish the probability distributions
of extremes of the fields defined on compact metric space (T, p;) and derive the upper bounds for
such probabilities of the normalized field defined on R%_. In Section 4 we obtain the probability
distribution of extremes of the normalized self-similar Gaussian field defined on the metric space

(T7p2)'

2 Probability distributions of extremes of a Gaussian field defined
on a compact space

Let (Q,F,P) be a complete probability space satisfying the standard assumptions. It is assumed
that all processes under consideration are defined on this space.
The next theorem follows from Theorem 2.8 of [13] or it could be obtained form Lemma 3.2 of

[9].

Theorem 2.1. Let (T, p) be a metric compact space and X = {X(t),t € T)} be a separable centered
Gaussian process. Suppose there exists such a continuous monotonically increasing function o :
R4+ — (0,400),0(0) = 0 that the following inequality holds

sup (E(X(t) — X(s))2)"* < o(h). (1)
p(t,s)<h

Let
1/2

B=o <inf supp(t,s)> , 7 = sup (E[Xz(u)]) (2)

s€T ¢eT ueT

We denote as N(g) the minimal number of closed p-balls with radius € needed to cover the space
(T,p). Letr :[1,4+00) — (0,+00) be such a continuous function that a function r(et),t > 0 is
convez. If

+o0o
/0 r(N (oY (u))du < oo,

then for all A > 0,0 <p<1l,e >0

1)‘2'72 )\2,82
Ip(e) =P X(t <9 - A
T(e) {flelTp\ ()\>€}_ exp{21_p+p2(1_p)2 s}x

(1) (ﬁip /Oﬁpr (N(U(_l)(U))) du> .

We shall minimize the right-hand side of (3) with respect to A > 0.

Corollary 2.2. Under the conditions of Theorem [21] we have

In(e) < 2exp —ﬁ /D (% / " (VD W) du> | @



Proof. Consider the right-hand side of ([B)). To prove the corollary it is sufficient to minimize the
following value
1 )\2,72 /\2 52

- — A€
21-p 21-p? 7

Differentiating this expression with respect to A, we get

d <1 )‘2'72 )\252 B )\€> )\,Y2 )\,82

a\2T=p TPy “1op Pa—pe ©
Then, the minimum is achieved if
1—
2 (0 )
If we replace A by A\* in (8], we obtain (). O

Throughout the paper the field X = {X(t),t € R2} is a Gaussian self-similar random field
with index H = (Hj, Hy) € (0,1)? and with stationary rectangular increments. Denote 1 = (1, 1).
Evidently,

EX(t)]? = i3 E[X*(1)], t=(t1,t2) € RE.

In what follows we need some auxiliary results.
Lemma 2.3. For all s = (s1,s2) € R%, t = (t1,t2) € R% we have

[X(t) = X(s1,02)] = |t — sa P15 PEXP (1), (5)

E
E[X(s1,t2) — X(s)]° = |t — 50|22 2EX%(1). (6)

Proof. Without loss of generality suppose that s; < ¢1. It follows from self-similarity that for any
se Ry X(s,0) =X(0,s) =0 a.s. Then the left-hand side of (f) equals

E (X(t) — X(t1,0) — X(s1,t2) + X(51,0))* = E (A, 0 X (1))
Stationarity of the increments implies that

E (A 0X(t)* = E (Ao X (t1 — 51,12))° = E(X(t1 — s1,t2))°.
Further, self-similarity implies that

E(X(t) — X(s1,12))* = E(X(t; — 51,12))* = |t1 — 51?22 EX?(1).

The proof of the equality (6] can be done in a similar way. O

Lemma 2.4. Assume that EX?(1) = 1. For all s = (s1,s2) € R%, t = (t1,t2) € R we have

1/2
< |ty — s1)T 2 4 [ty — sp|H2sT1 (7)

(BLx(®) - X(s))



Proof. Using the Minkowski inequality, we get

1/2

(B1x@) - x()P) " = (BIX(®) ~ X(s1.t2) + X(sn.t2) + X))

< (E (X (t) — X(sl,tQ)P)l/Q + (E (X (s1,t2) — X(s)]2>1/2 .

It follows from Lemma [2.3] that
E[X(t) — X(s1,t2)]> = |t1 — s1[* 14372,

and
E [X(s1,t2) — X(s)]? = [ta — 5925212,

Hence, inequality (7)) holds.

3 Random fields on space (T, p)
In this section we put p(t,s) = p1(t,s) = max;—12|t; — si|,t,s € T C Rj.

Corollary 3.1. Let o(h) = Ch®,0 < a <1,C >0 and T = [0,T)? in Theorem [Z1. Then

£2(1 —p) e\
Tjorp2(g) < 8exp {2 (72 N 02T2ap) <2_9>

222 (1—p)

for all0 <p <1 ande > 0.
Proof. We have
2
T\ TG
= — <=
’ C<2> » Nu) < <2u1/0‘ H)
Put r(v) =v*, v € Ry, 0 < p < a/2. It follows from Corollary [2.2] that

2

9
I[O,T}Q(e) < 2eXp {2 (72 N 2720 ) }Z(p)7

222 (1—p)

where
/p

Z(p) = <% /O Bp (N(a<—1>(u)))“du>

rcte  TCle . 27C/
2ul/e = 2(Bp)l/e T 2TCVa

Since u < fBp, we have

=1.

Therefore, we obtain

1 1
1 Bp TC’l/O‘ 2u /1 1 Bp TCl/Ol 20 /1



1/p
1 Br 1\ 1 1
— T2 2/a / <_> d — T2 2/ )
NERIE < o \ulie) G = 2uja)

As pu — 0, we have
1 e 2/
Z(p) < T?C**——_¢*/* =4 <—> .
) (Bp)2/ p
The last inequality completes the proof. O

From now on we denote H = min{H;, Hy}, where H = (Hy, Hy) € (0,1)? is the index of
self-similarity.

Proposition 3.2. Let T = [0,1)%,p = p1, and X = {X(t),t € R%2} be a centered Gaussian self-
similar random field of order H = (Hy, Hs) € (0,1)? with stationary rectangular increments. Then
for all 0 < p < 1 we have

e(1-p) e\
P<¢ sup |X(t)] >ep <8exp — ;) —) , €>0. (10)
t€[0,1)2 2 (1 + WM) p

Proof. We have from inequality (7) that for all t,s € [0, 1]?

1/2
S |t1 — 81|H1t£{2 + |7f2 — 82|H28{{1

2
(BIx(t) - X(s)?)
< |t — 51|+ |ty — so|H2 < 2?:1211}§|ti — 5t < 2?:121u§|ti — s =2[p(s, t)] 7.

Therefore, it follows from (Il that o(h) = 2hf and v = 1, where v is defined in (2)). Thus, inequality
(1) follows from (&), where C =2,T =1,a = H. O

Denote S,1, = [0,T1] x [0, T3] C Ri, T1 > 0,75 > 0. The self-similarity of random field gives a
correspondence between the probability distribution of extremes that defined in [0, 1]2 and in St,7;, .

Corollary 3.3. Under the conditions of Proposition [3.3, we have

X(t
P< sup %>E =P sup |X(t)|>¢
teSmyr, 17 1157 t€[0,1)2

(11)
2 1— 2/H
< Sexpd - 4p) <E> ,
p
2(1+ i) ) VP
where € > 0,p € (0,1).
Proof. 1t follows from self-similarity that {Tl_ B He X (Tt Tots) ot € R+} and {X (t),
t € R, } have the same finite dimensional distributions. Therefore,
X (t d
sup % = sup |X(t)].
tesrym, Ty 15 t€[0,1]
Hence, inequality (1) follows from Proposition O



Corollary 3.4. Let € > 2. Under the conditions of Proposition we have

P sup [X(t)]>ep < SerTacH exp {—L} (12)
t€[0,1)2 N 2040 +3) |

Proof. Put p=1/¢? in ([[0). Then

e2 -1
P Xt)>eb <8 — 2/H 4/H
{Eﬁ%z' v 5}— o { s

< 8exp _L 62/H€4/H62(3+431*H) < 86F+%€% exp _3752
- 2 (3 +41-1) - 2411 +3) )"

The corollary is proved. O

)

We obtained the upper bound for the probability of exceeding of a self-similar Gaussian random
field above the level ¢ > 2 that defined in [0, 1]?.

For normalized fields we now prove the upper bound for such probabilities defined in R%_. Denote
x Vy =max{z,y}.

Theorem 3.5. Let X = {X(t),t € R2} be a centered Gaussian self-similar random field with
index H = (Hy, H2) € (0,1)% and stationary rectangular increments. Let a function c : (0,+00) —
(0,+00) and a sequence {b,, n € N|J{0}} satisfy the following conditions

(i) c is increasing on [1,400), c(t) = 0o,t = 00, andc(})=c(t),t>1;

(i) bp =1, by, < bpy1,m €N, b, = 0co,n — 00, and M := infrcoun (
(7i1) for all D > 0 the following series converges

o0 bH1+H2
Zexp -D b’;_11+H20(bk) < +00.

k=1 k+1

Then for all e > 2/M we have

P < sup IJIX(:IH >ep <
tERi (tl V tg) 1+ 26(t1 Vv tg)

< 16eH "2¢ exp ¢ — — c(by) ————c(by,) =: Z(e).
k=0 247 +3) \ b ™ bit1

|

In this case with probability 1 for all t € (0, +oo)2 the inequality holds:
X ()] < &t Vo) T ety v ty),

where € is a random variable such that for alle > 2/M : P{¢ > e} < Z(e).



Proof. Denote

112 1 \?
Bk = [07 bk+1]2 \ [07 bk)zak > 07 B—k = |:07 _:| \ |:07 —> ) k > 1.
b b+1

Let us remark that T = [0, +00)? = By,. Denote

k——oo

p | X(t)]
P(T,e)=P .
( 75) {fg}r) (tl v t2)H1+Hzc(tl V t2) >¢€

Evidently, we get B B B
P(R%,¢) < P(RT\[0,1)%,¢) + P([0,1)%,¢).

Firstly, consider JB(R%r \ [0,1)%,¢). Note that, if t € By, k > 0 then by < t; Vty < bgyy and
c(bk) < c(t1 Vta) < c(bgy1),k > 1. Therefore, we get

Mg

Pl sup | X(t)] sup | X(t)] -
teR2\[0,1)2 (tl V t2)H1+HZC(t1 V t2 o te By, tl V t2)H1+HZC(t1 V tg)

00 Hq+H- Hqi+H:
R (U] bkii : <:j£: wp OB
teBk kaHer bz o £E[0,b 112 kaHer b ()

3 X(0) bm“ﬁwm}
=P sup > e ‘
=0 {tG[O,bk+1] bg_‘l_—sz bfj-—ll—HQ

Pﬁ

From corollaries .3 and [3.4] we obtain that for ¢ > 2/M

= bt 2 c(by)
P(}R2 sup | X (t)] > eE "2
;:: {te [0,1]2 kaijz

mlw
l\)l)—l

2 Hi+Hoy
32 bH1+H2 b 4—
4/H _ k 4/H
Zexp (41 F 1 3) <bH1+H2 ctbe) < ) (w7

b1

Consider ]3([0, 1]%,¢). Note that, if t € B_p, k > 1 then ﬁ <t Vig < i and c(by) <
c(ty Vig) = c(ﬁ) < ¢(bgs1), k > 1. Therefore, we have

| X (t)] . [ X (t)]
P<{ su >ep < P< su > €
{tem%z (t1 V tg)HitH2c(ty V tg) Z:: teBpk (t1 V to)HitHac(t) V t9)

k=1
y £ _ - H1+H2
X(t) b I
= 2P >ep <> Pq sup > e

l; {tEB k b/;_,’l_{ll —Ho b_Hl —Ho (bk) kZZI tE[O,blzlP bI;Hl—HQ kal‘l'HQ (bk)

Y XL b by

S P Sup — — ‘
ch=:1 {te[o,bkl]z by Hy—Hz kaﬂer

From corollaries 3.3] and [3:4] we obtain that for ¢ > 2/M

0 bH1+H2 (bk)
) < Z { sup | X (t1,t2)| > EleiJer

t€(0,1]2 k+1



Hi+Hop

2
2 1 o 382 bH1+H2 bk 4 H
< 8eB IS exp ) L by <—> (b)) M.
2\ e |y b

The theorem is proved. O

The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem

) b Hi+H>
Corollary 3.6. Let M = infjcioyun ( k )

ey ¢(bg) > 0. Denote

2
3 M 2 (ot
U= and Vg = | E—c(br) | ,k>0.
2/H

(2

If for any H € (0,1)? the series > heo L converges, then for any e > % % (41-H 4 3)
oo 2/H

| X ()] eN?H 4p Uy, 4/H —ue?
P <1 — M ue”
{ sup (ty V to) it 20ty V t5) >ep <16V2 (2> € Z e e (14)

2
teR?

Proof. 1t is clear that ue? > 2 and v, > 2,k > 0. Recall that for ue?, vy > 2 we have ue? + v, <

ue?vy. It follows from (I3) that for e > 21/2 (41-H +3) > 2 we have

sH o 2H e\2/H >, 2/ >
<1 2(= 4/H k M4/H —ue”
22/H exp{uev} ~ 6v2 (2) © kZ:;) evk ‘

Z(e) = 16er t2ed/H Z
k=0

The corollary is proved. O
Consider an example of applying Corollary
Example 1. Put by =¢* &k =0,1,..., and c¢(t) = \/In (|Int[ +¢),t > 1 in Theorem B35l Then

Hi+Ho
. b _ —(Hi+H
M = infreoun (bkil) _ o~ (Hi+H))

c(b) , and

3 f - 3 e 2(Hi+Hz)
(41-H +3) 4  4(4'-H +3) ’

u =

In(k+e)
_ 2(H1+Ha) _
o = 22+ H2 ) = 2In(k+e),k>0.

Then inequality (I4]) has the form

b X (8)]
sup > ¢
ter? (1 V to) 1 HHz /In([In(ty V t9)] + ¢)

o0 2/H
< 16v/2e2/ Het H <Z %) e exp { —ue?}
k=0

_ In(k + €)' 3e? _
< 2/H-8 _4/H ( _ 2(Hi+Hz) ||
= 16\/5@ € (kEZO —(k‘ n 6)2 exp 4(41—H +—3) e

Thus, we obtain the upper bound for probability distribution of extremes of normalized self-similar
Gaussian random field with stationary rectangular increments that defined in Ri.



4 Random fields on (T, ps)

Recall the notation of the metric pa(t,s) = >, 5[t — silf.t = (t1,t2) € R%,s = (s1,82) € R2,
where H = (Hy, Hz) € (0,1) is the index of self-similarity of a field X. Now we want to obtain
result witch is similar to Proposition .2 but with metric ps.

Let us remember that N(u) is the minimal number of closed p-balls with radius u needed to
cover space (T, p). First let us prove the estimate for N(u) in the case p = pa and T = Sp,7,.

Lemma 4.1. Let p = py and T = Spy1,,. Then

T 3 T 3
N(u)§2<711+—> <721+—> u >0,
4K1UH_1 2 4K2UH_2 2

1 1
Hy \#i H \
K=—— , Ko=|——"-+— .
! <H1+H2> 2 <H1+H2>

Proof. Consider an auxiliary metric ps = {p3(x,y) = |l/1a—1ﬂﬂ1| + ‘yza_;ﬂ,x = (11,22) € R%)y =

(y1,792) € R2}, with a; > 0,a2 > 0. A closed ps-ball with radius 1 in space (T,p3) is a set

V(1) = {x = (z1,22) € R?, ‘z—i‘ + ‘z—j‘ < 1}. The minimum number of V(1) needed to cover

space (T, ps) is less then 2 (%1“1 + 1) (TZTJ?Q + 1) .

where

Put .
H H 1 L
—o(——2 ) T = 2K T
“ <H1+H2> ° e
1
H, Hy 1 1
ag =2 —— et = 2Koe 2,
2 <H1+H2> 2

It is not hard to prove that V,,(1) C V), (e). Hence,

T 3 T: 3
NP2(€)§Np3(1)§2< IL +§> <721+§)
4K et 4Kqoe H2

To prove the next statement, we need some notation. Denote

1 1
T77 :maX{TlHl?TéHz}7 H:min{H17H2}7 Q ==+ 7,
Hy Hj
1 1
H{+ Hy\ H1 Hy + Hy\ B2
Ny = —F— 3, No=|—F— 3.
1 ( H2 > + 9, 2 < H1 > +

Proposition 4.2. Let (T,p) = (Sn.p2), Tt > 1,72 > 1 and X = {X(t),t € R2} be a centered
self-similar Gaussian random field with stationary rectangular increments. Under the conditions of
Theorem [2.1], for all 0 < p < 1 we have

e?(1-p)
M 4 2oai-HTY)
-p

,e >0. (15)

Q
It(e) =P {Sup | X (t)] > 6} < N1 N, <E> exp{ —
teT D 2 (T12

10



Proof. Recall that pa(s,t) = |s1 —t1]|7 +|sg — 2|2, 5 = (51, 82),t = (t1,12),t,s € T. From Lemma
2.4l we get

1/2
sup (E (X(t) — X(s))2> < sup (tgb\sl —ty[H sy — tg\H2> < T)h.
p(s,t)<h p(s,t)<h

Thus, we can put o(h) = T;,h in Theorem 2.1l From (2)) we have
Tl Hi T2 Ho T1 H; T2 Hy
- i -2 -7 | (2 -2 :
p=o << 2 ) * < 2 n\\2) T3

7% = sup EX?(t) = THO T2 E X2 (1) = T2,
teT

It is clear that
From Lemma [4.1] we have
T 3
N(u) <2 (% + —)
4K1UH_1 2

1
T, ™
—
4K1UH_1

and therefore
N(a_l(u)) <2 <

It follows from 8 > Bp > u that

Then

1 1 1
(nM +§> _mn ((E)IZ (@)fﬁ)fﬁ 3(1,) %
4KZ’UHL1’ 2) - 4KZ‘UHLZ' 2 2 Quf%‘

(T e N\ B 13
<|\l5) +(= o -+ ).
2 2 L \2K; 2

Therefore, we have the following inequality for Z(p), where Z(p) is defined in (Q)). For each
0 < p < 1/Q we obtain

Q K
1o T\ T\ TP NN,
< | — - < /i
20< (5 | <<2> (3) ) W) @

Q@ 1/p
A\ o\ 1y o
:2N1N2<<7> +(2) ) i () )

11

1/p




NNy <£>H1+<§>H2 @ T,ZQ ( 1 >1/u
T2 2 2 Bp)° \1-Qu)

<5>H1+<§>H2 YR o NN <z>?
2 2 (Bp)@ 2 \p

As p — 0, we have

Z2() < N1Ny (

2

Finally, from (@) we obtain

Q 201 —
It(e) < N1 Ny <§> exp | — e-p) m RS
2 (it T ()" + (9)™))

1-p

Q 2
¢ e(1-p)
< s _
= Nz (p) P 2H, r2H> P_A1-H74
2(T7 152 + 1_704 T,

O
Corollary 4.3. Under the conditions of Proposition we have
P {sup | X (t)| > a} < N1 Npe®@exp Q + i X
teT - o2 (3 4 41-H)
(16)
3e?
exp § — YTRREYT T , €>2.
2 <3T1 T3 4 =AY
Proof. The corollary follows from (5] if we put p = 1/£2. O
Consider probability distribution of extremes defined in [0, 1]2.
Corollary 4.4. Let (T,p) = ([0,1], p2). Under the conditions of Proposition we have
P{ sup |X(t)] >¢ep < NyNoe?Qex {Q—I—;}ex {—L} €>2
te[O,Il)}2 S P 2(3+4H) P12 (3 +41H) f7 '
Proof. In this case T; = Ty = 1, so the corollary follows from (IG]). O

We want to find an upper bound for probability distribution of extremes defined in [1,+00)?.
For this goal we obtain probabilities defined in [1, 2]2.

Proposition 4.5. Let T = [1,2]%, p = py and X = {X(t),t € R%} be a centered self-similar
Gaussian random field with stationary rectangular increments. Under the conditions of Theorem
21 for all 0 < p < 1 we have

Q 2
1—
Iop(e) =P sup [X(t)] >ep < NNy <E> exp ¢ — c(1-p) 5
bel1,2)? p P (4H1+H2 + (14 21Hi—H21) %)

(17)

12



Proof. We prove the proposition in the same way as Proposition Denote n = max{Hy, Hy}
and H = min{H;, Hs}. It is clear that o(h) = 2"h and

1 Hl 1 H2
e ()" () s

,72 — 4H1+H2‘

From Lemma .1l we have

on/Hi 3 o1/ Hz 3
~1
N(o™(u) <2 <4K1u1/H1 + 5) <4K2u1/H2 +35

It follows from 8 > Bp > u > 0 that

/81/H1 (1+2|H1—H2|)1/H1
1< W/H oul/Hi

Then for i =1,2

<2”/Hl‘ 3) o1/Hi 3 (14 2ty (1+2|H1—H2l)1/H"<1 3>

R — |1 < < —
AK;ut/H + 2] ~ AK;ul/Hi + Qul/Hi - ul/Hi 2K; + 2

Further, from definition (@) of Z(p) we get the following inequality.

1 [P Q N{No\* Ln
|H1—H2| 14V2
20) < (517 /0 <<1 " > 2u@ ) du>

R /BPL NN 1\
2 Bp) /e \Jo w@r)  2p@ \1-Qu/)

As p — 0, we have
N1N2 (& Q
Z(p) < - .
0 =252 (2

Thus, we obtain

(1 -p)
Az (1 4 2l Hi=Ha])? %)

e\ @
I 9p2(e) < N1Np <—> exp ¢ —
p 2 (

O
As before, denote n = max{H;, Ho}.
Corollary 4.6. Under the conditions of Proposition [{.]] for € > 2 we have
I3 92() < N1Naexp{Q + ;}6%2 exp {— 3 — } (18)
’ 2 (4H1+H2 1) 2.4 (4H3 4 41-H)
Proof. The corollary follows from (I7), if we put p = 1/¢2. O

13



Theorem 4.7. Let T = [1,00)%, p = p2 and X = {X(t),t = (t1,t2) € R2} be a centered self-
similar Gaussian random field with stationary rectangular increments. Let ¢ : (0, +00)? — (0, 4-00)
be an increasing function in each coordinate. Suppose that for any D > 0

i i exp{—Dy (2",2™)} < +00. (19)
n=0m=0
Denote 1 3
C = NlNgeXp{Q-i- m} and Cy = 5 A (4H3+41—H)'
If e > then

)

~ X(t)] =& R
Y= P{ ooy T o(8) E} SO ) raes ey

tE[l +OO)2 tl 1tH2Q0

Proof. At first, we have the following obvious inequality

X(t o X(t
bellroo)? 11ty 2 o(t = e ()
t2€[2m 1 2m}

Then from monotonicity of ¢ we get for all n,m > 1:

X (t 2(1—n)H12(1—m)H2 X(t
P sup | ( )| > e S P sup — m_1| ( )| > e
trefen=1,27] 1 1’52 p(t) tre[2n—1,27] p(2n1,2 )
t2€[2m 1 2m} t2€[2m—172m}

By self-similarity, we obtain the following equality for all n,m > 1:

20 ll=mi2 X (¢))| | X (t)]
P SUP (2n_1 2m_1) >ecpr=P sup W >€ /.
te[2n—1 2n] ' ) te[1,22 P )
t26[2m71’2m}

Thus,

Y(E)ﬁZZP{ sup %>E}

n=1m=1
= Z Z P { sup |X(t)| > ep (2”_1,2m_1)} .
n=1m=1 tell,2]?

It follows from Corollary that for € > ﬁ we have

) < 0% Z Z @9 (2", 2™) exp { —Cae?p? (27, 2™) }.

n=0m=0

This completes the proof. O

14



Corollary 4.8. If for any H € (0,1)? the series
. 2Q (2n 2m)

n=0m=0 €XP {2%212)”0

}<+oo,

then, for ¢ > ﬁ\/ﬁg (4H3 4 41-H),

Y(e) < Cre*? exp{ 5 (pél)} e (22?2322) : (21)
2 Vi eo {2555
Proof. Denote
3 (2, 2m)

©?(1)  and vy, =2 n,m > 0.

T 440 (4F3 ¢ 41T (1) T T
It can easily be checked that ue? > 2 and v, m > 2,n,m > 0. Recall that for ue?, vy m > 2 we

have ue? + vy m < uevym. It follows from (20) that for & > ) )\/4,73 (473 + 41-H) > % we
have

362 oo oo (70262 (2n 2m)
Y(e) < C1e*Pe { 21 } .
A C T L EE M) PP Dy Fry
The corollary is proved. O

We present the example of applying Corollary [4.8]
Example 2. Let ¢y, 2 be the positive functions of R to R such that

v1(x) = \/(2 +0) \/ln(log2 (r122) + €),x = (21, 22) € Ri

and

@2(x) = /(2 + 6)y/In(e + log, 1) + In(e + logy 71), x = (21, 72) € RL.

©1(2",2™) = \/In(n+m+e),n,m € {0} UN,

©2(2",2™) = \/In(n+¢) + In(m + e),n,m € {0} UN,

and (701(1) = (,02(1) =1.
Therefore, from (2I)) we get

Sacad go? 2m) ii (In(n +m + €))%
= = exp{2s01(21’212)’” } = (nt+tmte)
o3 @ (2n 2m) ZZ (In( n—l—e m+e))
L exp {2302;22’212)”1 } o= (nt+e)?(m+e) .
Hence, from Corollary 4.8 we have

| X (t)] 20 __2 lnn+m+e))Q
P{ [sup 7>a < Cie¥exp 5 ZZ mtmte?

| X (t)] mn+e7n+@ﬁ
P{ [SUP 7()>5}§0152Q9Xp{ }ZZ (n+e)2(m + e)?

1,400)2 tl t2 pa(t =0 m=0
Thus, we obtain probability distributions for extremes of a normalized self-similar Gaussian
random field with stationary rectangular increments that defined in [1, +00)2.

Then
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