
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

62
02

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  9
 S

ep
 2

00
2

M ultifractalstationary random m easures and m ultifractalrandom w alks w ith

log-in�nitely divisible scaling law s

Jean-Fran�cois M uzy
CNRS UM R 6134, Universit�e de Corse, Q uartier G rossetti, 20250, Corte, France

�

Em m anuel Bacry
Centre de M ath�em atiques appliqu�ees, Ecole Polytechnique, 91128 Palaiseau, France

y

(D ated:June 2,2002)

W e de�ne a large class of continuous tim e m ultifractal random m easures and processes with

arbitrary log-in�nitely divisibleexactorasym ptoticscaling law.Theseprocessesgeneralizewithin a

uni�ed fram ework both therecently de�ned log-norm alM ultifractalRandom W alk (M RW )[1,2]and

thelog-Poisson \productofcynlindricalpulses" [3].O urconstruction isbased on som e\continuous

stochastic m ultiplication" (as introduced in [4]) from coarse to �ne scales that can be seen as a

continuous interpolation ofdiscrete m ultiplicative cascades. W e prove the stochastic convergence

of the de�ned processes and study their m ain statistical properties. The question of genericity

(universality) oflim it m ultifractalprocesses is addressed within this new fram ework. W e �nally

provide a m ethod fornum ericalsim ulationsand discusssom e speci�c exam ples.

PACS num bers:02.50.-r,05.40.-a,05.45.D f,47.53.+ n,89.20.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ultifractal processes are now widely used m odels

in m any areas including nonlinear physics, geophysics

or econophysics. They are used to account for scale-

invariance properties ofsom e observed data. O ur pur-

posein thisarticleisto introducea wideclassofrandom

m easuresand stochasticprocesseswith stationary incre-

m entsthatpossessexactm ultifractalscalingwithoutany

preferred scale ratio. Thisconstruction generalizes(and

uni�es)therecently introduced log-norm al\M ultifractal

Random W alk" m odel[1,2]and the log-Poisson com -

pounded \M ultifractalProduct ofCynlindricalPulses"

[3]. Technicalm athem aticalproofs are reported in the

com panion paper[5].

In the m ultifractalfram ework,scale-invariance prop-

ertiesofa 1d stochasticprocessX (t)aregenerally char-

acterized by the exponents �q which govern the power

law scaling oftheabsolutem om entsofthe\
uctuation"

�lX (t)ofX (t)atany scalelup to a scaleT,i.e.,

m (q;l)= K ql
�q; 8l� T; (1)

where m (q;l)isde�ned asthe expectation (from now

on,thesym bolE (:)willalwaysrefertothem athem atical

expectation):

m (q;l)= E [j�lX (t)jq]: (2)

The so-called \
uctuation" �lX (t) can be de�ned in

variousways,them ostcom m only used de�nition being

�lX (t)= X (t+ l)� X (t): (3)

�Electronic address:m uzy@ univ-corse.fr
yElectronic address:em m anuel.bacry@ polytechnique.fr

W hen the exponent�q islinearin q,i.e.,9H ,�q = qH ,

theprocessisreferred toasam onofractalprocess.Letus

note that the so-called self-sim ilar processes (e.g.,frac-

tionnalBrownian m otions,Levy walks)are a particular

caseofm onofractalprocesses.O n thecontrary,if�q isa

non-linearfunction ofq itisreferred to asa m ultifractal

process(orasa processdisplaying m ultiscaling orinter-

m ittency).

Thescale-invarianceproperty (1)can bequali�ed asa

continuousscale-invariancein thesensethattherelation

isa strictequality forthecontinuum ofscales0< l� T.

Alternative\weaker"form sofscale-invariancehavebeen

widely used.Allofthem assum eatleasttheasym ptotic

scale-invariancerelation

m (q;l)� K ql
�q; l! 0+ : (4)

The discrete scale-invarianceproperty addsstrictequal-

ity for discrete scale values ln (with ln ! 0+ , when

n ! + 1 )

m (q;ln)= K ql
�q
n ;n ! + 1 : (5)

The im age im plicitely associated with a m ultifractal

processisarandom m ultiplicativecascadefrom coarseto

�ne scales. Such cascading processes can be explicitely

de�ned in very di�erentwaysranging from the original

construction proposed by M andelbrot in its early work

[6]to recent wavelet-based variants [8]. Though these

di�erentconstructionsdo notlead to the sam e objects,

they allaim atbuilding a stochasticprocessX (t)which


uctuation ��lX (t)ata scale�l(wherelisan arbitrary

scalesm allerthanthelargescaleT and� < 1)isobtained

from its
uctuation �lX (t)atthe largerscale lthrough

the sim ple \cascading" rule

��lX (t)
law
= W ��lX (t); 8l� T; (6)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206202v2
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where W � is a positive random variable independent of

X and which law dependsonly on �.

In the m ultiplicative construction by M andelbrot [6]

(which log-norm alvariant was originally introduced by

Yaglom [7]), a positive m ultifractal m easure M (dt) is

built,i.e.,X (t)= M ([0;t])isan increasing processand

the 
uctuation �lX (t) at scale lis de�ned by Eq.(3).

In the m ore recent wavelet-based constructions X (t) is

a process, not necessarily increasing, and the 
uctua-

tion �lX (t)isde�ned asthewaveletcoe�cientatscalel

and tim e t[8].Such cascade processeshave been exten-

sivelyused form odelingscale-invariancepropertiesasex-

pressed in Eq.(1).However,apartfrom self-sim ilarpro-

cesses which are m onofractalprocesses with continuous

dilation-invariance properties,allcascade processes in-

volvesom earbitrarydiscretescaleratioand consequently

only have discrete scale-invariance properties (Eq.(5)).

Indeed,they rely on a \coarseto �ne" approach consist-

ing�rstin �xing the
uctuationsatthelargescaleT and

then,using Eq.(6) iteratively,deriving 
uctuations at

sm allerand sm allerscales.However,the (t;l)tim e-scale

half-planeisvery constrained :onecannotchoosefreely

�lX (t)atallscalesand tim es.Thus,the cascadeisgen-

erally notbuiltusing thewholetim e-scalehalf-planebut

only using a sparse(e.g.,dyadic)grid in thishalf-plane.

Consequently an arbitrary scale ratio (e.g.,� = 1=2)is

introduced in the construction. The continuous scale-

invariance property (1) is thus broken and replaced by

the weaker discrete scale-invariance property (5) with

ln = �nT. M oreover,asa consequence,the 
uctuations

�lX (t)in theseapproachesareno longerstationary.

Let us point out that despite the potential interest

ofstochastic processes with stationary 
uctuations and

continuous invariance-scaling properties, until recently

[1,2,3],explicit constructions possessing such proper-

ties were lacking. Let us assum e that one can build a

continuouscascade processX (t)satisfying Eq.(6)with

a continuous dilation param eter �. As �rst pointed

out by Novikov [9], if such a construction is possible,

a sim ple transitivity argum ent shows that lnW � m ust

have an in�nitely divisible law: its characteristic func-

tion is ofthe form Ĝ �(q)= �F (q). O ne can then easily

prove that m (q;�l) = m (q;l)�F (� iq);and consequently

�q = F (� iq). Continuous cascade statistics and log-

in�nite divisibility havebeen the subjectofm any works

with applicationsin variousdom ainsrangingfrom turbu-

lence to geophysics[9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17]. In

thecaseW � = �H isdeterm inistic,onegets�q = qH and

thereforeX (t)isa m onofractalprocess.Thisisthe case

ofthe so-called self-sim ilarprocesses.The sim plestnon-

linear(i.e.,m ultifractal)case isthe so-called log-norm al

cascadethatcorrespondsto alog-norm allaw forW � and

thusto a parabolic �q spectrum . O therwellknown log-

in�nitely divisible m odels often used in the context of

fully developed turbulence are log-Poisson [18]and log-

Levy [19]m odels.

From ourknowledge,am ong allthe attem ptsto build

m ultifractalprocesses with continuous scale invariance

properties and stationary 
uctuations, only the recent

worksby Bacry etal.[1,2]and Barraland M andelbrot

[3]refer to a precise m athem aticalconstruction. Bacry

etal.havebuilttheso-called M ultifractalRandom W alk

(M RW ) processes as lim it processes based on discrete

tim e random walkswith stochastic log-norm alvariance.

Independently,Barraland M andelbrot[3]haveproposed

a new class ofstationary m ultifractalm easures. Their

construction is based on distributing, in a half-plane,

Poisson points associated with independent identically

distributed (i.i.d.) random weights and then taking a

product ofthese weights over conicaldom ains. In the

sam etim e,Schm ittand M arsan considered an extension

ofdiscrete cascadesto a continuousscale fram ework [4]

and introduced in�nitely divisible stochastic intregrals

over cone-like structures sim ilar to those ofBarraland

M andelbrot. Howeverthey did notconsidered any con-

tinuous tim e lim it oftheir construction nor studied its

scaling propertiesasde�ned by Eq.(1).

In thispaper,weproposea m odelthatisbased on the

stochastic approach developed in [4]and thatuni�esall

previousconstructionswithin a singlefram ework.Start-

ing from originaldiscretem ultiplicativecascades,wewill

use a cone-like construction asin [4]and [3]in orderto

get rid ofdiscrete scale ratios and to consider any log-

in�nitely divisible m ultifractalstatistics. W e willshow

that this allows us to build a very large class ofm ulti-

fractalm easuresand processes(including originalM RW

[1,2]and Barral-M andelbrotm ultifractalm easures [3])

forwhich both long range correlationsand m ultiscaling

propertiescan be controlled very easily.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In section II,were-

view thediscretem ultiplicativecascadesin orderto nat-

urally introduce the notion ofstochastic integralovera

cone-like structure in som e \tim e-scale" half-plane. W e

then de�ne a class oflog-in�nitely divisible stationary

M ultifractalRandom M easures (M RM ) which statisti-

calproperties are studied in section III.In section IV,

wede�nethelog-in�nitely divisibleM ultifractalRandom

W alks.W e show how theirscaling propertiescan be in-

ferred from theassociated M RM .In section V weaddress

som equestionsrelated to num ericalsim ulationsand pro-

vide explicit exam ples. In section VI,we discuss som e

links ofthe present work with previous connected ap-

proaches.Conclusionsand prospectsforfuture research

arereported in section VII.

II. FR O M D ISC R ET E M U LT IP LIC A T IV E

M EA SU R ES T O M U LT IFR A C TA L R A N D O M

M EA SU R ES

In this section, we provide som e heuristics about

how one can build a positive stationary stochastic m ea-

sure M (dt) with continuous scale-invariance properties,

i.e.,such that the associated increasing processX (t)=

M ([0;t])satis�esEq.(6)with a continuousdilation pa-

ram eter�.
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A . D iscrete m ultiplicative cascades

For the sake ofillustration,let us start with sim ple

discretem ultiplicativecascades.In theoriginalconstruc-

tion,asproposed by M andelbrot,onebuildsthem easure

M (dt)asthe lim itofa sequence ofstochastic m easures

M ln , indexed by a discrete scale param eter ln = T�n

(we choose � = 1=2). The m easure M ln ,at the step n

ofthe construction,hasa uniform density on successive

dyadic intervals ofsize ln. The idea is to build the se-

quence M ln so that it statis�es (when n is varying) a

scale-invarianceproperty.The n-th m easure isobtained

from the(n� 1)-th m easureby m ultiplication with apos-

itive random process W which law does not depend on

n.O necan naturallyindex thedyadicintervalsalongthe

dyadic tree using a kneading sequence fs1 :::sng where

si = 0 (resp. si = 1)if,at\depth" i,the intervalison

theleft(resp.on theright)boundary ofitsparentinter-

val. Thus, for instance, one gets the following dyadic

intervals: I0 = [0;2� 1], I1 = [2� 1;1], I00 = [0;2� 2],

I01 = [2� 2;2� 1]and so on... W ith these notations,the

m ultiplicative rulereads(see Fig.1(a)):

M ln (Is0:::sn )= W s0:::sn M ln �1 (Is0:::sn �1 ) (7)

whereIs0:::sn isofsizeT2� n and isoneofthetwo\sons"

ofthe intervalIs0:::sn �1 and W s0:::sn are i.i.d. Since the

construction is invariant with respect to a rescaling by

a factor2,the lim itm easureM (dt)willthen satisfy the

sam e scale-invariance property and willbe m ultifractal

in the discrete sense ofEq.(5). There is a huge m ath-

em aticalliterature devoted to the study ofsuch a con-

struction and wereferthereaderto Refs.[20,21,22,23]

forrigourousresultsaboutthe existence,regularity and

statisticalpropertiesofM andelbrotcascades.In physics

orotherapplied sciences,asrecalled in theintroduction,

the previous construction (and m any ofits variants) is

considered asthe paradigm form ultifractalobjectsand

hasbeen often used asa reference m odelin orderto re-

produceobserved m ultiscaling.Butbecauseofitslack of

continuous scale invariance and translation invariance,

such m odels cannot be fully statisfactory in m any con-

texts were the considered phenom ena possess som e de-

greeofstationarityand donotdisplayanypreferred scale

ratio.

B . R evisiting discrete cascades

In order to generalize Eq.(7) to a continuous fram e-

work one can try to perform the lim it� ! 1 in the dis-

creteconstruction asin Ref.[4].Anotherway toproceed

isto representa M andelbrotcascade asa discretization

ofan underlying continuousconstruction.

Forthatpurpose,wesupposethattherandom weights

W s0:::sn in the cascade are log-in�nitely divisible. Fora

continuouscascade,thischoice can be m otivated asfol-

lows:Letussupposethatthelargescaledensity,M T (dt)

S
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FIG .1:D e�ning a continuouscascade interpolating M andel-

brotcascades. (a)M andelbrotcascade: O ne starts from the

coarse scale T and constructs the sequence M ln that is re-

solved at scale T2
�n

by iterating a m ultiplicative rule along

thedyadictree.Ateach construction step,therandom m ulti-

plicativefactorW s0:::sn can berepresented astheexponential

ofthe integralofan in�nitely divisible noise over a square

dom ain indicated by hatched sets. (b) Continuous cascade

conicaldom ainsobtained aslinearsm oothing ofthe hatched

dom ains in (a). Such cones are involved in the de�nition of

the process!
2�3

(t)

is equal(or proportional) to the Lebesgue m easure dt.

W e would like to de�ne iteratively the densities M l(t),

foralll� T.Togo from resolution l0to resolution l� l0,

wethuswrite

M l(t)
law
= W l=l0(t)M l0(t); 8l� l

0
; (8)

where W l=l0(t) is a positive stationary discrete random

processindependentofM 0

l(t).Letusde�ne

!l(t)= lnW l=T (t): (9)
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Thus,one gets,

M l(t)dt= e
!l(t)M T (t)dt= e

!l(t)dt: (10)

By iteratingEq.(8),weseethatW l=T (t)can beobtained

asa \continuousproduct" ofpositivei.i.d.random vari-

ables. Consequently !l(t) can be written asthe sum of

an arbitrary num ber ofi.i.d. random variables. This is

precisely the de�nition ofan in�nitely divisible random

variable [24]. In order to go from discrete to continu-

ous cascades,it is therefore naturalto assum e that,in

the discrete situation,!ln (s0 :::sn)= ln(
Q n

i= 0
W s0:::si)

is in�nitely divisible. A \sim ple" way ofbuilding such

an in�nitely divisible process!ln is to representitby a

stochasticintegralofan in�nitely divisiblestochastic2D

m easureP (dt;dl)overa dom ain A ln (s0 :::sn):

!ln (s0 :::sn)= P (A ln (s0 :::sn))=

Z

A ln
(s0:::sn )

P (dt;dl)

(11)

The stochastic m easure P (dt;dl) is uniform ly (with re-

specttoam easure�(dt;dl))distributed on thetim e-scale

half-planeS+ = f(t;l);t2 R;l2 R
+ g.

Let us recall that, by de�nition1, if P (dt;dl) is a

stochasticin�nitely divisiblem easureuniform ly (with re-

spectto a m easure�(dt;dl))distributed on S+ ,then,for

any two �-m esurable sets A and A 0 such that �(A ) =

�(A 0),then P (A ) and P (A 0)are identically distributed

random variableswhich characteristicfunction isnothing

but

E

�

e
ipP (A )

�

= e
’(p)�(A )

; (12)

where ’(p) depends only on a centering param eter m

and theso-called canonicalL�evy m easure�(dx)which is

associated with P . The generalshape of’ is described

by the celebrated L�evy-K hintchineform ula [24,25]:

’(p)= im p+

Z
eipx � 1� ipsinx

x2
�(dx): (13)

with
R
� y

� 1
�(dx)=x2 < 1 and

R
1

y
�(dx)=x2 < 1 for all

y > 0.

The sets A ln (s0 :::sn) associated with each of the

2n values!ln = T 2�n (s0 :::sn)in M andelbrotconstruction

can bechosen naturallyastheunion ofallsim ilarsquares

Is0:::sk � [T2� k;T2� (k� 1)],n � k � 1:

A ln (s0 :::sn)= [nk= 0Is0:::sk � [T2� k;T2� (k� 1)]: (14)

The sets A 2�3(000) and A 2�3(010) are indicated as

hatched dom ains in Fig. 1(a). Since the W s0:::sn ’s are

1 wereferthereaderto ref.[26]fora rigourousde�nition oftheso-

called \in�nitely divisible independently scattered random m ea-

sure"

i.i.d.,we wantto choose the m easure �(dt;dl)such that

them easureofeach squareIs0:::sn � [T2� n;T2� (n� 1)]is

a constant.Thenaturalm easureto chooseis�(dt;dl)=

dtdl=l2. It is the naturalm easure associated with the

tim e-scale plane S+ in the sense thatitis(left-)invari-

antby the translation-dilation group.

Fixing �(dt;dl)= dtdl=l2 onethen gets8n,

Z

Is0 :::sn � [T 2
�n ;T 2�(n �1) ]

d� =

Z 2
�(n �1)

2�n

l
� 2
dl

Z 2
�n

0

dt= 1=2

and thus,from Eq.(12),W s0:::sn are i.i.d.: we recover

exactly the M andelbrotconstruction.

C . Tow ards m ultiplicative cascades w ith

continuous scale-invariance

W ewould liketoapply thepreviousschem ein thecase

the construction isno longerindexed by a discrete scale

param eterln butby a continuousscaleparam eterl.

In order to \interpolate" sm oothly this construction

both in tim e and scale,on can interpolate the previous

union ofsim ilar squares A ln (s0 :::sn) (Eq.(14)) using

dom ainsA l(t)where (t;l)can take any value in S+ . In

order the lim it m easure M (dt) = lim l! 0 M l(dt) to be

stationary,itisclearthatonehasto choosethesetA l(t)

to be \translation-invariant" in the sensethat

(t+ �;l
0)2 A l(t+ �)( ) (t;l0)2 A l(t); 8�: (15)

O nethusjustneedsto specify thesetA l(0).A \natural"

choice(though,aswewillseein section IIIF,itonlyleads

to asym ptotic,and not exact,scaling properties)seem s

to be the conicalset(seeFig.1(b))

A l(0)= f(t;l0);l0� l;� f(l0)=2 < t� f(l0)=2g; (16)

wheref(l)isthe function

f(l)=

�
lforl� T

0 forl� T;
(17)

In case case,we get exactly the construction originally

proposed,usingadensi�cation argum ent,bySchm ittand

M arsan in Ref. [4]. O ther choicesfor the function f(l)

willbe discussed in section IIIF.

Let us rem ark that the choice of the linear conical

shape f(l) = lis consistent with the interpretation of

the param eterlasa scale param eter. Indeed,the value

ofthem easureP around som eposition (t0;l)in thehalf-

plane S+ in
uences the values ofthe m easure over the

tim e interval]t0 � l=2;t0 + l=2],i.e.,exactly overa tim e

scalel.
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III. STA T IO N A R Y M U LT IFR A C TA L R A N D O M

M EA SU R ES

A . D e�ning M R M

According to the argum ents ofthe previous section,

we thus propose the following de�nition forthe classof

log-in�nitelydivisiblem ultifractalrandom m easures.Let

us introduce an in�nitely divisible stochastic 2D m ea-

sure P uniform ly distributed on the half-plane S+ =

f(t;l); t 2 R; l 2 R
+ g with respect to the m easure

�(dt;dl) = dtdl=l2 and associated with the Levy m ea-

sure�(dx).Letusrecallthatforany setA � S+ ,P (A )

hasan in�nitely divisible law whose m om entgenerating

function is

E

�

e
pP (A )

�

= e
’(� ip)�(A )

; (18)

where’(p)isde�ned by Eq.(13).Henceforth,wede�ne

the realconvex cum ulantgenerating function,as,when

itexists,

 (p)� ’(� ip): (19)

Let!l(t)the stationary stochasticprocessde�ned by

!l(t)= P (A l(t)); (20)

whereA l(t)isthe 2D subsetofS+ de�ned by

A l(t)= f(t0;l0);l0� l; � f(l0)=2< t
0� t� f(l0)=2g;

(21)

wheref(l)satis�es:

f(l)=

�
lforl� T

T forl� T;
(22)

Asitwillbeshown in thefollowingsections,thechoiceof

the largescalebehaviorf(l)= T forl� T isthe unique

onethatensurestheconvergenceoftheconstruction and

the exact scaling of the lim it m easure. The cone-like

dom ain A l(t)isindicated asan hatched dom ain in Fig.

2.

W e �nally de�ne the stochastic positive m easure

M l(dt)as

M l(dt)= e
!l(t)dt; (23)

m eaning that for any Lebesgue m easurable set I, one

has2

M l(I)=

Z

I

e
!l(t)dt: (24)

2 Since the paths of!l(t) are continuous to the right and lim ited

to the left,the integral(24) iswellde�ned (see [5])

                            Time  t 

T 

l 

A 
l  
(t ) 

S
c
a
le

  l
 

FIG . 2: Conical dom ain (Eq. (22)) in the (t;l) half-plane

involved in the de�nition of!l (Eq.(20)).

The M RM M is then obtained as the lim it m easure

(the m eaning and the existence ofthislim it willbe ad-

dressed in the nextsection)

M (dt)= lim
l! 0+

M l(dt): (25)

Sincea sim plechangein them ean ofthestochasticm ea-

sureP would lead tothesam em easureup toadeterm in-

isticm ultiplicativefactor,wewillassum e,withoutlossof

generality,that satis�es

 (1)= 0: (26)

W e can considersom e generalizationsofthe previous

construction.The�rstoneconsistsin changingthefunc-

tion f(l),i.e.,to change the shape A l the m easure P is

integrated on. The second one consistsin changing the

m easure�(dt;dl),i.e.,tochangethewaythem easureP is

distributed in thehalf-planeS+ .Actually,from Eq.(12)

one can easily show thatthe construction only depends

on thefunction �(A l),consequently,changing theshape

off(l) basically am ounts changing �(dt;dl). A sim ple

exam ple that illustrates such a freedom is the choice

�(dt;dl)= dtdl,i.e. � is nothing but the 2D Lebesgue

m easure. In that case,�(A l) rem ains unchanged ifone

chooses f(l) = 1=lin the de�nition (22). The param -

eter lis no longer a scale but can be interpreted as a

frequency and thusS+ isthe tim e-frequency half-plane.

Therefore,in the following sections,withoutlossofgen-

erality,we choose to �x �(dt;dl)= dtdl=l2 (i.e. to work

within thetim e-scalehalf-planeS+ )and wewilldiscuss,
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in section IIIF,the consequenceswhich rise from other

choicesthan (22)forthe function f(l).

B . Existence ofthe lim it M R M M (dt)

In [5],weprove,within thefram ework ofpositivecon-

tinuous m artingales that, alm ost surely, M l converges

to a wellde�ned lim it m easure when l ! 0+ . M ore-

over,we prove thatif 0(1)< 1 then there exists� > 0

such that (1+ �)< 1 and the m om entoforder1+ �,

E
�
M l([0;t])

1+ �
�
, is �nite. Then, using the fact that

 (1)= 0,itisstraightforward to provethat

E (M ([0;t])= lim
l! 0+

E (M l([0;t])= 1: (27)

Consequently the lim it m easure M (dt) is non degener-

ated (i.e.,di�erentfrom zero).The overallproofisvery

technicaland,for this reason,has notbeen reproduced

in thispaper.

However,if (2)< 1,onecan prove(seeAppendix A)

thatsuplE (M l[0;t]
2)isbounded and thatthe sequence

M l(dt) convergesin the m ean square sense. Again,us-

ing the factthat (1)= 0,itfollowsthatM (dt)isnon

degenerated. (Let us note that,as explained in section

IIID,onecan prove[5]thatassum ing  (2)< 1 basically

am ountsassum ing thatE
�
M ([0;t])2

�
< + 1 ).

C . Exact m ultifractalscaling ofM (dt)

In order to study the scaling properties ofthe lim it

m easureM (dt),letusestablish thescaleinvarianceprop-

ertiesofthe process!l(t).

1. Characteristic function of!l(t)

Letq 2 N
�,tq = t1;t2;:::;tq with t1 � t2 � :::� tn

and pq = p1;p2;:::;pq. The characteristic function of

the vectorf!l(tm )g1� m � q isde�ned by

Q l(tq;pq)= E

�

e
P q

m = 1
ipm P (A l(tm ))

�

: (28)

Relation (18)allowsustogetan expression forquantities

likeE

�

e
P q

m = 1
am P (B m )

�

wherefBm gm would bedisjoint

subsets ofS+ and am arbitrary num bers. Howeverthe

fA l(tm )gm in Eq.(28)havenoreason to bedisjointsub-

sets.W eneed to�nd adecom position offA l(tm )gm onto

disjointdom ains. Thisis naturally done by considering

the di�erentintersectionsbetween thesedom ains.

Letusde�ne the coneintersection dom ainsas:

A l(t;t
0)= A l(t)\ A l(t

0): (29)

and

�l(t)= �(A l(0;t)) : (30)

Using the de�nition ofA l(t) with the shape off(l) as

given by Eq.(22),the expression for�l(t)reads:

�l(t)=

8
<

:

ln
�
T

l

�
+ 1� t

l
ift� l

ln
�
T

t

�
ifT � t� l

0 ift> T

; (31)

Notice that �l(t) satis�es the rem arkable property (for

t� T and � � 1):

��l(�t)= �l(t)� ln(�): (32)

In Ref.[5],Q l(tq;pq)iscom puted using a recurrence

on q.W e obtain the following result:

Q l(tq;pq)= e
P q

j= 1

P j

k= 1
�(j;k)� l(tk � tj); (33)

where

�(j;k)= ’(rk;j)+ ’(rk+ 1;j� 1)� ’(rk;j� 1)� ’(rk+ 1;j);

(34)

and

rk;j =

� P j

m = k
pm ; fork � j

0; fork > j
(35)

M oreover,letusrem ark that

qX

j= 1

jX

k= 1

�(j;k)= ’

 
qX

k= 1

pk

!

: (36)

2. M ultifractalproperties ofM (dt)

The m ultifractalscaling propertiesofthe lim itM RM

M (dt) result from the scale invariance property ofthe

process !l(t) that is itselfa direct consequence ofpre-

vious exponentialexpression (33) for the characteristic

function oftheprocess!land theparticularshapeofthe

conicaldom ainsleadingtoexpression (31).Indeed,using

theseequationstogetherwith Eq.(36),itcan beproven

that8n,8t1;:::tn 2 [0;T]n,8p1 :::pn 2 R
n,one has

Q �l(�tq;pq)= �
� ’(

P
n

j= 1
pj)Q l(tq;pq):

Itfollowsthat,for� � 1,the process!l(t)satis�es,for

l2 [0;T],the following invarianceproperty:

f!�l(t�)gt
law
= f
� + !l(t)gt (37)

where
� isan in�nitely divisiblerandom variable(ie.,it

doesnotdepend on t)which isindependentof!l(t)and

which in�nitely divisiblelaw isde�ned by:

E (eip
 � )= �
� ’(p) (38)
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W e deduce the following scale invariance relationship

forthe sequenceofm easuresM l([0;t]):

fM �l([0;�t])gt = f

Z �t

0

e
!� l(u)dugt

�f

Z t

0

e
!� l(�u)dugt

law
= �e


 � f

Z t

0

e
!l(u)dugt

= �e

 � fM l([0;t])gt = W �fM l([0;t])gt; (39)

whereW � = �e
 � isindependentoffM �l([0;�t])gt.

By taking the lim it l! 0+ ,one gets the continuous

cascadeequation forM RM asde�ned in Eq.(6):

fM ([0;�t])gt
law
= W �fM ([0;t])gt; 8� 2]0;1]; (40)

where ln(W �) is an in�nitely divisible random variable

independentoffM ([0;t])gt.

The exact m ultifractal scaling follows im m ediately:

8q2 R;8t< T; ,we get

E [M ([0;t])q]= K qt
�q; (41)

werethe m ultifractalspectrum and the prefactorread:

�q = q�  (q) (42)

K q = T
� �qE [M ([0;T])q] (43)

Letusnoticethatthem om entE (M ([0;t])q)in Eq.(41)

can be in�nite.ConditionsforE (M ([0;t])q)to be �nite

willbe discussed in section IIID.

3. M ulti-scaling ofcorrelation functions

Theexact(m ulti-)scalinglaw (41)fortheabsolutem o-

m ents can be easily extended, along the sam e line, to

n-pointscorrelation functions. Indeed,letusde�ne the

n-pointcorrelation function,when itexists,as

Cn(t1;:::;tn;�1;:::;�n;p1;:::;pn)=

E [M ([t1;t1 + �1])
p1 :::M ([tn;tn + �n])

pn ]: (44)

where�k > 0,and tk + �k � tk+ 1.Itiseasy to show that

iftn + �n � t1 < T,then Cn isan hom ogeneousfunction

ofdegree�P pk
:

Cn(f�tkg;f��kg;fpkg)= �
�p Cn(ftkg;f�kg;fpkg) (45)

with

p =

nX

k= 1

pk : (46)

This equation extends the scaling law (41) for the m o-

m entsto m ulti-pointscorrelation functions.

D . A lgebraic tails ofprobability density functions

Letusnote that,ifq> 1,

E [M ([0;t])q] = E [(M ([0;t=2])+ M ([t=2;t]))
q
]

� 2E [M ([0;t=2])q]:

Using the m ultifractal scaling (41), one gets l�q �

2(l=2)�q leading to 1� 21� �q.Itfollowsthat

K q < 1 ) �q � 1: (47)

Thus,ifq> 1,theqorderm om entisin�niteif�q < 1.In

[5],we show thatthe \reverse" im plication is also true,

i.e.,

�q > 1 ) K q < 1 : (48)

Letusnoticethatthisin�nitem om entcondition �q < 1,

q > 1,is exactly the sam e asfordiscrete m ultiplicative

cascades established in Refs. [20,21,22]. Divergence

ofm om entsform ultifractalshavealso been discussed in

e.g.[6,15].

Therefore,ifthere existssom e value 1 < q� < 1 such

that

�q� = 1 (49)

then,

ProbfM ([0;t])� xg � x
� q� ;when x ! + 1 (50)

Thepdfofthem easureM ([0;t])isthusheavytailed with

atailexponentthatcan be,unlikeclassical�-stablelaws,

arbitrary large.

E. Exam ples

In ordertoillustratepreviousconsiderationsletuscon-

sidersom especi�c exam ples.

� Determ inistic case:

The sim plest situation is when the Levy �(dx)

m easure isidentically zero: Thiscase corresponds

to the self-sim ilar, m onofractal situation where

 (p) = pm . The constraint  (1) = 0 im plies

m = 0,and wethusgetthe Lebesguem easure.

� Log-norm alM RM :

Thelog-norm alM RM isobtained when thecanon-

icalm easures attributes a �nite m ass at the ori-

gin: �(dx) = �2�(x)dx and �2 > 0. From Eqs.

(13)and (19),the cum ulantgenerating function is

thatofa norm aldistribution: (p)= pm + �2p2=2.

The condition  (1) = 0 im plies the relationship

m = � �2=2. The log-norm al�q spectrum is a

parabola:

�
ln
q = q(1+

�2

2
)�

�2

2
q
2
: (51)
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Letusnotethattheso-obtained increasing process

M ([0;t])isthesam eastheincreasingM RW process

m entioned in the conclusion of[2]. Thissim ilarity

willbe furtherdiscussed in section VI.A.1.

� Log-Poisson M RM :

W hen there is a �nite m ass at som e �nite value

x0 = ln(�), of intensity �2 = 
(ln�)2: �(dx) =

�2�(x � x0). The corresponding distribution is

Poisson ofscale param eter 
 and intensity ln(�):

 (p) = p(m � sin(ln(�)))� 
(1 � �p). The log-

Poisson �q spectrum istherefore exactly the sam e

as the one proposed by She and L�ev̂eque in their

cascadem odelforturbulence[18]:

�
lp
q = qm

0+ 
(1� �
q) (52)

where m 0 is such that �1 = 1. Notice that in the

lim it � ! 1� , 
(ln�)2 ! �2, one recovers the

log-norm alsituation. In the originalShe-L�ev̂eque

m odel,
 = 2 and � = 2=3 [18].

� Log-Poisson com pound M RM :

W hen the canonical m easure �(dx) satis�esR
�(dx)x� 2 = C < 1 (e.g. �(dx) is concen-

trated away from the origin), one can see that

F (dx)= �(dx)x� 2=C isa probability m easure. In

thatcase,

’(p)= im
0
p+ C

Z

(eipx � 1)F (dx)

isexactly thecum ulantgenerating function associ-

ated with a poisson processwith scaleC and com -

pound with the distribution F [24]. Let us now

consider a random variable W such that lnW is

distributed according to F (dx). It is easy to see

that
R
epxF (dx) = E (W p). It turns out that the

log-Poissoncom pound M RM hasthefollowingm ul-

tifractalspectrum :

�
lpc
q = qm � C (E (W q)� 1) (53)

This is exactly the spectrum obtained by Barral

andM andelbrotin theirconstructionof\productof

cylindricalpulses" [3]. The sim ilarity between our

construction and Barraland M andelbrotconstruc-

tion willbe furtherdiscussed in section VI.A.2.

� Log-� stable M RM :

W hen �(dx)� x1� �dx for0 < � < 2,one hasan

log �-stable M RM :

�
ls
q = qm � �

�jqj� (54)

Such lawshave been used in the contextofturbu-

lenceand geophysics[15,19].They havebeen often

referred to as\universalm ultifractals" because �-

stable laws are �xed points ofin�nitely divisible

lawsundera suitablerenorm alization procedure.

M any other fam ilies of�q spectra can be obtained (e.g.

log-G am m a,log-Hyperbolic,...) for other choices ofthe

Levy m easure. Letusrem ark thatin the case ofa nor-

m alrandom variable !l, the function �l(�) is nothing

butthe covariance ofthe processasintroduced in Refs.

[1,2].Thisfunction,thatm easurestheareasofdom ains

A l intersections,isthereforetheanalogofthecovariance

for generalin�nitely divisible distributions. The equa-

tion (33) shows that our construction can be seen as a

naturalextension ofG aussian processes(orm ultivariate

G aussian laws)within theclassofin�nitely divisiblepro-

cesses(m ultivariatein�nitely divisiblelaws)in thesense

thatitiscom pletelycharacterizedbyacum ulantgenerat-

ing functions’(p)(specifying them ean and thevariance

param etersin theG aussian case)and a 2-points\covari-

ance" function �(t)(orcovariancem atrix).

F. A sym ptotic scaling and universality

In thelastsection,wehaveseen thatthechoice(22)for

f(l)leadsto exactscaling ofthe m om entsofthe associ-

ated M RM .In thissection westudy thescaling behavior

ofthem om entsforotherchoicesoff(l)3.Letusrem ark

thatf(l)isde�ned up to a m ultiplicativeconstant.This

justam ountsto a choicein the scaleof (p).

In the following,f(e)(l)willreferto the \exactscaling"

choice(22)thatwasm adein the previoussections.The

so-obtained setsin the S+ half-plane willbe referred to

as A
(e)

l
(t),the ! process as !

(e)

l
(t) and the associated

M RM asM (e)(dt).

1. Large scale perturbation off(l)

Rigorousm athem aticalproofscan be found in [5].

Letus�rststudythecasewhen onebuildsan M RM using

a function f(l)which di�ersfrom f(e)(l)only forscales

largerthan a large(�xed)scaleL,i.e.,

f(l)=

�
f(e)(l)forl� L

g(l)forl� L;
(55)

For the m easure M l(dt) to rem ain �nite, �l(t) m ust

be �nite and thus we m ust have
R+ 1
l

f(u)u� 2du < 1 .

Therefore, the large scale behavior g(l) m ust be such

that,for som e � > 0,g(l) = O (l1� �) as l! + 1 . An

exam ple ofsuch large scale m odi�cation is the function

de�ned by (17),where g = g(s) where g(s)(l) = 0 and

L = T. This function is the one which was used by

3 W e recallthat we do not consider other choices for the uniform

m easure �(dt;dl)in the halfspace S + because f(l)and �(dt;dl)

are involved in the properties ofthe lim it m easure M (dt) only

through the function �l(t)= �(A l(0;t)). H ence,up to a change

ofvariable l0 = h(l),one can always set�(dt;dl)= dtdl=l�2 .
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Barraland M andelbrot in Ref. [3]. Let us �rst choose

the particular case g = g(s) (L being any strictly posi-

tive num ber).The so-obtained setsin the S+ half-plane

willbe referred to as A
(s)

l
(t),the ! process as !

(s)

l
(t)

and the associated M RM as M (s)(dt). Since, 8 t;t0,

(A
(e)

l
(t)nA

(s)

l
(t))\ A

(s)

l
(t0)= ;,one has

!
(e)

l
(t)= !

(s)

l
(t)+ �L (t)

where �L(t) = P (A
(e)

l
(t)nA

(s)

l
(t)) is a process which is

independent ofthe process !
(s)

l
(t) and which does not

depend on the value ofl(as long as l< L). It follows

that

E

�

M
(e)([0;t])q

�

� E

 

sup
[0;t]

e
q�L (t)

!

E

�

M
(s)([0;t])q

�

E

�

M
(e)([0;t])q

�

� E

�

inf
[0;t]

e
q�L (t)

�

E

�

M
(s)([0;t])q

�

Because the process �L(t) is (right) continuous,

lim t! 0+ sup[0;t]e
q�L (t) = lim t! 0+ inf[0;t]e

q�L (t) = eq�L (0),

weget

E

�

M
(s)([0;t])q

�

�
t! 0

CqE

�

M
(e)([0;t])q

�

: (56)

Thanksto theexactscaling ofM (e)([0;t])(Eq.(41)),we

seethat,

E

�

M
(s)([0;t])q

�

�
t! 0

Cqt
�q (57)

where �q is de�ned in Eq. (42).Thus, we �nd that

M (s)(dt), corresponding to the speci�c choice g(l) =

g(s)(l)= 0,satis�estheasym ptoticscaleinvarianceprop-

erty (4). Ifone chooses a di�erent function g(l),using

exactly thesam eargum entsasabove(in which M (e)(dt)

is replaced by M (dt),i.e.,the m easure obtained when

using the new function g(l)),onecan prove[5]that

E (M ([0;t])q) �
t! 0

D qE

�

M
(s)([0;t])q

�

; (58)

and consequently

E (M ([0;t])q) �
t! 0

D qCqt
�q: (59)

Thus,using any function g(l) in (55) (satisfying g(l)=

O (l1� �) (l ! + 1 )) leads to an M RM m easure which

satis�esthe asym ptoticscaleinvarianceproperty (4).

2. Sm allscale perturbation off(l)

Let us now study the consequences ofa sm allscale

perturbation off(e)(l).Letussupposethatf(l)� l� for

l! 0.In thatcase,

�l(0) �
l! 0

8
<

:

l�� 1 if� < 1

C st if� > 1

� ln(l) if� = 1

; (60)

In the �rst case, � < 1, one can show any m om ent

of order 1 + � (� > 0) cannot be bounded. Since

E (M l([0;t]))= 1,generalm artingale argum entscan be

used toprovethatM l([0;t])convergestowardsthetrivial

zero m easure.

If � > 1, the lim it m easure is proportionalto the

Lebesgue m easure and thus one obtains the trivial

asym ptoticscaling:

E (M ([0;t])q) �
t! 0

Cqt
q

Letusnow considerthe m arginalcase,f(l)= l+ o(l)

atsm allscales.From theresultsofprevioussection,with

no lossofgenerality,asfar asthe asym ptotic scaling is

concerned,we can suppose that the large scale com po-

nentisidenticalto the exactscaling situation:f(l)= T

forl� T.W ecan then show that,onceagain,theM RM

satis�es a m ultifractalscaling in the asym ptotic sense

(Eq.4):

E (M ([0;t])q) �
t! 0

K
0

qt
�q (61)

Indeed,letusindex allthequantitiesby thecut-o� scale

land the integralscale T,i.e.,we add an explicitrefer-

enceto theintegralscaleT:�l;T (t)istheareaofdom ain

intersectionsand M l;T ([0;t])istheassociated M RM .Af-

tersom elittlealgebra,using thede�nition of�l;T (t)and

the factthatf(l)= l+ o(l),one can show that

��l;�T (�t) -!
�! 0

�
(e)

l;T
(t): (62)

Thus,thanksto Eq.(33),we have

f!�l;�T (�t)gt
law
-!
�! 0

f!
(e)

l;T
(t)gt

Hence,becauseM l;T ([0;t])=
Rt
0
e!l;T (u)du,by takingthe

lim itl! 0,

�
� 1
M 0;�T ([0;�t])

law
-!
�! 0

M
(e)

0;T
([0;t])

and therefore,from Eqs.(41),(42)and (43),

�
� q
E (M 0;�T ([0;�t])

q) -!
�! 0

E

�

M
(e)

0;T
([0;T])q

�

T
� �qt

�q

By choosing T = T 0�� 1 and using the identity

M
(e)

0;��1 T 0([0;�
� 1T 0]) = law �� 1M

(e)

0;T 0([0;T
0]), we con-

clude that

E (M 0;T 0([0;�t])q) �
�! 0

�
�q

Thisachievesthe proof.

W e can therefore see,that,asfarasasym ptotic m ul-

tifractality is concerned,the pertinent param eteris the

sm allscale behaviorofthe function f(l)orequivalently

the sm alltim e behaviorof�l= 0(t). Aspointed outpre-

viously, in the case of a G aussian �eld !(t) (i.e. the

in�nitely divisible law hasonly a G aussian com ponent),
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�(t) is nothing but the covariance ofthe process. The

previous discussion leads thus to the conclusion that

non triviallim itm ultifractalm easures arise only in the

m arginalsituation when the correlation function ofthe

logarithm ofthe 
uctuations decreases as a logarithm ic

function.

G . A n alternative discrete tim e construction for

M R M

In the case
R
x� 2�(dx) < 1 (e.g. the Levy m ea-

sure has no m ass in an intervalaround x = 0) a real-

ization ofthe m easure P (dt;dl) is m ade ofdirac func-

tionsdistributed in the S+ half-plane.Thusthe process

M l(([0;t]) =
Rt
0
e!l(t)dt is a jum p process that can be

sim ulated with no approxim ation.

However,ifx� 2�(dx)hasa non �nite integral(e.g.,it

has a G aussian com ponent),this is no longer the case.

Thus, one has to build another sequence ofstochastic

m easures ~M l(dt) that converges in law towards M (dt)

and that can be seen asa discretized version ofM (dt).

W e willsee,in following sections,that such a discrete

tim eapproach isalsointerestingform ultifractalstochas-

tic processesconstruction.

W e choose ~M l(dt) to be uniform on each interval

[kl;(k + 1)l[, 8k 2 N and with density e!l(kl). Thus,

forany t> 0 such thatt= plwith p2 N
�,onegets

~M l([0;t])=

p� 1X

k= 0

e
!l(kl)l: (63)

In thesam ewayasforthem easureM l(dt),onecan prove

[5],within the fram ework ofpositive m artingales,that,

alm ost surely, ~M l= 2�n (dt) convergestowards a wellde-

�ned lim itm easurewhen n ! + 1 (i.e.,l! 0+ ).M ore-

over,in the sam e way asin section IIIB,ifwe suppose

 (2)< 1,then onecan show (theproofisvery sim ilaras

the onein Appendix A)that,in the m ean squaresense,

lim
n! + 1

~M l= 2�n (dt)= M (dt): (64)

Aslong as (2)< 1,thisconstruction givestherefore a

way ofgenerating a m easurewhich isarbitrary close(by

choosing lsm allenough)to the lim itm easureM (dt).

IV . LO G -IN FIN IT ELY D IV ISIB LE

M U LT IFR A C TA L R A N D O M W A LK S

In this section we build and study a class ofm ulti-

fractalstochasticprocessesthatareno longer,asbefore,

strictly increasingprocesses(m easures).They can beba-

sically builtin two di�erentways: (i)By subordinating

a fractionalBrownian m otion (fBm )with the previously

de�ned M RM M (t)or(ii)by a stochastic integration of

a M RM against a fractionalG aussian noise (fG n). As

we willsee,m ost ofthe statisticalproperties ofthe so-

obtained random processes are directly inherited from

thoseofthe associated M RM .

A . M RW w ith uncorrelated increm ents

In the sam e spirit as the log-norm alM RW construc-

tions in Refs. [1,2](see also [27]), we use a stochas-

ticintegration ofe!l(t) againstthe(independent)W iener

m easuredW (t).

1. De�nition

Since E (e!l(t))= 1,onecan considerthe process

X l(t)=

Z t

0

e
1

2
!l(u)dW (u) (65)

where dW (t) is a G aussian white noise independent of

!l.TheM RW isthen de�ned asthelim itofX l(t)when

l! 0+ :

X (t)= lim
l! 0+

X l(t): (66)

O necan easily provethatfor�xed tand l,onehas

X l(t)
law
= �l(t)� (67)

where � isa standardized norm alrandom variable inde-

pendentof�l(t)which isitselfnothingbuttheassociated

M RM asde�ned previously:

�
2

l(t)=

Z t

0

e
!l(u)du = M l(t): (68)

Letusnotethatthe(non decreasing)increm entsof�2l(t)

is referred to (in the �eld ofm athem atical�nance [29,

30])asthe stochastic volatility.

Usingthesam ekind ofargum entson �nitedim ensional

laws,onecan also provethatthe�nite dim ensionallaws

oftheprocessX l(t)convergetothoseofthesubordinated

process B (M (t)). Actually, one can show [5]that, as

long as  0(1)< 1 ( i.e.,9� > 0, (1+ �)< 1 which is,

asm entioned in section IIB,the condition forthe lim it

m easureM (dt)to be non degenerated),on has

X (t)= lim
l! 0+

X l(t)
law
= lim

l! 0+
B (�l(t))

law
= B (M (t)): (69)

The so-obtained M RW can be thus understood as a

Brownian m otion in a \m ultifractaltim e" M (t). The

subordination ofa Brownian processwith a non decreas-

ing processhasbeen introduced by M andelbrotand Tay-

lor [31]and is the subject ofan extensive literature in

m athem atical�nance. M ultifractalsubordinators have

been considered by M andelbrot and co-workers[32]and

widely used to build m ultifractalprocesses from m ulti-

fractalm easures (see below). In a forthcom ing section

wewillseethatm ultifractalsubordination and stochastic

integration do notlead to the sam e processeswhen one

considerslong rangecorrelated G aussian noises(fG n).
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2. Expression ofthe m om ents and m ultifractalproperties

Thanksto Eq.(69)(assum ing  0(1)< 1),onegetsthe

expression ofthe absolute m om ents ofX (t)(orX (t0 +

t)� X (t0)):

8q; E (jX (t)jq) = E (j�jq)E

�

M ([0;t])q=2
�

= �
q
2q=2�(

q+ 1

2
)

�(1
2
)

E

�

M ([0;t])q=2
�

;

where the �rst factor com es the order q m om ent of a

centered G aussian variableofvariance�2.

IfM (dt) is an exact m ultifractalstationary random

m easure,then,X (t)obeystheexactm ultifractalscaling

equation:

E (jX (t)jq)= �
q
2q=2�(

q+ 1

2
)

�(1
2
)

K q=2t
�q (70)

whereK q isde�ned in Eq.(43)and

�q = q=2�  (q=2): (71)

Using Eqs. (47),(48) and (49),one deduces that,for

q> 2,

E (jX (t)jq)< + 1 ) �q � 1; (72)

and conversely,

�q < 1) E (jX (t)jq)< 1 : (73)

M oreover, let us note that if M (dt) veri�es only an

asym ptoticscaling,so doesthe M RW processX (t).

3. An alternative discrete tim e construction for M RW

processes

Asin Refs. [1,2]orin section IIIG ,one can also try

to build an M RW processusing a discrete approach. A

discrete construction can be usefulfor num ericalsim u-

lations. Let us, for instance, choose ln = 2� n. And

let �l[k]=
R(k+ 1)l
kl

dW (u) be a discrete G aussian white

noise. W e de�ne the piece-wise constantprocess ~X ln (t)

as(t= pln):

~X ln (t)=

p� 1X

k= 0

e
1

2
!ln

(kln )�ln [k]: (74)

The M RW ~X ln (t)can be rewritten as

~X ln (t)=

p� 1X

k= 0

q

~M ln ([kln;(k+ 1)ln])�ln [k]=ln ; (75)

where ~M ln isde�ned by(63).O nethen deduceseasilythe

convergenceof ~X ln from the convergenceof ~M ln . Thus,

forinstance,one can prove[5]that,aslong as (2)< 1,

onehas

lim
n! + 1

~X ln (t)
law
= B (M (t)): (76)

B . M RW processes w ith long-range correlations

1. De�nitions

In order to construct long-range correlated M RW ,it

is naturalto replace the W iener noise (resp. Brownian

m otion) in previous construction by a fractionalG aus-

sian noise (resp. fractionalBrownian m otion). A fBm ,

B H (t) is a continuous,self-sim ilar,zero-m ean G aussian

processwhich covariancereads(seee.g.[28]fora precise

de�nition and properties):

E (B H (t)B H (s))=
�2

2

�
s
2H + t

2H � jt� sj2H
�

(77)

where 0 < H < 1 is often called the Hurst param eter.

Standard Brownian m otion correspondsto H = 1=2.

The sim plestapproach to constructa long-range cor-

related M RW followstheidea ofM andelbrotthatsim ply

consists in subordinating a fractionalBrownian m otion

ofindex H with the M RM M (t),i.e.,

X
s
H (t)= B H [M (t)]: (78)

An alternative would consist in buidling a stochastic

integralagainsta fG n dW H (t)

X
i
l;H (t)=

Z t

0

e
!l(t)dW H (t) (79)

and considering som e appropriate lim it l ! 0. How-

everstochasticintegralsagainstfG n cannotbede�ned as

easily asforthe white G aussian noise and the proposed

constructionsrequirethecom plexm achineryofM alliavin

calculusorW ick products[33,34].O nesim pleway tode-

�ne the previousintegralcould be to see itasthe lim it

ofa Riem ann sum :

Z t

0

e
!l(t)dW H (t)� lim

� t! 0

t=� tX

k= 0

e
!l(k� t)�H ;� t[k] (80)

where �H ;� t(k)= B H (k�t)� B H ((k � 1)�t). W e have

notproved yetthatthisisam athem aticallysound de�ni-

tion.However,ifoneassum esthat(79)m akessense,one

can addressthequestion oftheexistenceofthelim itpro-

cesslim l! 0 X
i
l;H

(t).In Appendix B,weprovideheuristic

argum ents for m ean square convergence. W e obtain a

condition:

H > 1=2+  (2)=2 (81)

where  (p) is the cum ulant generating function associ-

ated with !.

2. M ultifractalproperties

In the case ofthe subordinated version X s
H (t) ofthe

M RW , the scaling properties can be directly deduced
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by the self-sim ilarity ofB H (t) [32]. Since B H (t+ �)�

B H (t)=
law �H (B H (t+ 1)� B H (t)),and M (t)isindepen-

dentofB H ,one hasX H (M (t))= law M (t)H B H (1). The

scaling oftheabsolutem om entsoftheincrem entsofX H

istherefore:

E [jX H (t)j
q] = E

�
M (t)qH

�
E [jB (1)jq]

= K qH G qt
�
s

q

with

�
s
q = qH �  (qH ) (82)

Forthesecond version,X i
H ,thescalingofthem om ents

is determ ined using the scale-invariance ofthe process

!l(t) and the self-sim ilarity ofthe fG n dW H (t). Using

the sam em ethod asforthe m easureM (t),oneobtains:

E
�
jX i

H (t)j
q
�
= M qt

�
i
q (83)

with

�
i
q = qH �  (q) (84)

W e can seethatthe m ultifractalspectra ofX s
H and X i

H

are di�erent: they do not correspond to identicalpro-

cesses as it was the case for the uncorrelated construc-

tion.Noticethattheexistencecriterion (81),can besim -

ply rewritten as�i2 > 1.According to the considerations

developed in section IIID,thiscondition ensurestheex-

istence ofthe second orderm om entofX i
H . W etherthe

classofprocessesX i
H (t)can be extended,in som e weak

probabilisticsense,to valuesofH < 1=2+  (2)=2 isstill

an open problem (such processeswould have an in�nite

variance). The condition of�nite variance for X s
H (t) is

lessrestrictivesinceitcom esto thecondition K 2H < 1 ,

where K 2H is de�ned in Eq.(43). For H < 1=2 such a

m om entisalways�nite.

C . A rem ark on subordination

Letusrem ark that,in som e sense,the subordination

by a M RM M (dt)can be iterated. Indeed,ifM 1([0;t])

and M 2([0;t]) are two independent M RM ,the subordi-

nated m easure

M ([t1;t2])= M 1 (M 2([0;t1]);M 2([0;t2])]) (85)

iswellde�ned. Using the cascade equation (40),we de-

duce that

M ([0;�t]) = law M 1

�

0;W
(2)

�
M 2([0;t]

�

(86)

= law W
(1)

W
(2)

�

M ([0;t]) (87)

where W
(1;2)

�
are the (independent) log-in�nitely divisi-

ble weightsassociated with the M RM M 1;2.The second

equality is valid only ifW
(2)

�
< 1,i.e.,when the Levy

m easureassociated with M 2 isconcentrated on ]0;+ 1 ].

By com puting the m om ent oforder q ofboth sides of

theequality,weseethatthem ulifractalspectrum ofthe

subordinated m easurereads:

�q = �
(2)

�
(1)

q

= q�  
(2)

�

q�  
(1)(q)

�

(88)

where �
(i)
q (resp. (i)(q)),i= 1;2,isthe spectrum asso-

ciated with M i.Theequation (87)correspondstoa\ran-

dom ization" ofthe rescaling factor � that param etrizes

the log-in�nitely divisible law ofln(W
(1)

�
). Itis easy to

prove[24]thatthelaw ofln(W
(1)

W
(2)

�

)rem ainsin�netelydi-

visible.Theclassoflog-in�nitelydivisibleM RM isthere-

fore closed undersubordination. The fam ily ofsubordi-

nated spectra (88)isthusincluded in the fam ily oflog-

in�nitely divisible spectra and the operation (85) does

notallow usto build new M RM with exactscale invari-

anceproperties.

V . N U M ER IC A L SIM U LA T IO N S

A . P rinciples

In order to generate realizations of ~M ln (dt) (de�ned

by (63)),one needs to be able to generate realizations

of !ln (kln). However, following the de�nition of !l
one would need realizations ofthe 2d random m easure

P (dt;dl) for l � ln. In the case ofa com pound pois-

son process,theprocessM l([0;t])=
Rt
0
e!l(t)dtisa jum p

processthatcan be synthetized easily.

In thegeneralcase,weneed to�nd asetofdisjoint\el-

em entary" dom ains ofthe half-plane S+ such that,for

any k,thereexistsa subsetofthissetsuch thatA ln (kln)

can be expressed asa the union overthe elem entary do-

m ains ofthis subset. Since,at�xed ln,the boundaries

ofthedom ainsA ln (kln)(k 2 ZZ)de�nea tiling ofS+ ,it

isnaturalto considerthe elem entary cellsofthistiling.

Each cellistheintersection between leftand rightstrips

lim ited by leftand rightboundariesofconicaldom ains:

Letusde�ne the cellBl(t;t
0)(with t< t0)as

Bl(t;t
0)= (A l(t)nA l(t� l))\ (A l(t

0)nA l(t
0+ l)) (89)

Then,by de�nition thecellsfBln (kln;k
0ln)gk< k0 aredis-

joint dom ains and form a partition ofthe subspace (of

S+ )f(t;l)2 S+ ; l� lng.M oreover

A ln (kln)=
[

� 1 � i� k

[

k� j� + 1

Bln (iln;jln): (90)

O n the otherhand,fora �xed s� ln,onehas

(u;s)2 A l(t)nA l(t� l), t� l+ f(s)=2� u � t+ f(s)=2;

and

(u;s)2 A l(t+ l)nA l(t), t� f(s)=2� u � t+ l� f(s)=2:
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FIG . 3: M RW signals sam pled at rate 1. (a) log-Norm al

M RW with T = 512 and �
2 = 0:05. (b) log-Poisson sam ple

with T = 512,
 = 4 and 
 ln(�)
2
= 0:05.In both signals,the

cut-o� lasbeen �xed to 1=8 forthe num ericalsynthesis.

Thus setting Yi;j = P (Bln (iln;jln)), straightforward

com putationslead to thefollowing representation ofdis-

creteprocess!ln (kln):

!ln (kln)=

kX

i= � 1

+ 1X

j= k

Yi;j; (91)

where fYi;jgi;j are independent in�nitely divisible ran-

dom variablewhich satis�es

E
�
e
pYi;j

�
= e

 (p)�i;j; (92)

with

�i;j =

Z

s� ln

ds=s
2

Z

dtH i;j;s(t); (93)

whereH i;j;s(t)isthe indicatorfunction

H i;j;s(t)= I[ai;j(s);bi;j(s)](t); (94)

with

ai;j(s)= m ax((i� 1)ln + f(s)=2;jln � f(s)=2); (95)

and

bi;j(s)= m in(iln + f(s)=2;(j+ 1)ln � f(s)=2): (96)

Let us note that ifthe function f is bounded (which is

the case ifwe are underthe hypothesis(22),i.e.,in the

caseof\exact" scaling),thenum berofterm sin Eq.(91)

is�nite.

In the G aussian case,the situation issim plerbecause

!l iscom pletely characterized by itscovariancefunction,

FIG . 4: �q spectrum estim ation for log-Norm al and log-

Poisson M RW ’s.Theexponentshavebeen directly estim ated

from linearregression ofincrem entorderq absolutem om ents

in doubly logarithm ic representations. These m om ents have

been estim ated using a statisticalsam ple of256 signalsof64

integralscales. The sym bols (�) correspond to log-Poisson

estim ateswhile (�)correspond to log-Norm alestim ates.The

solid line representsthe log-Poisson analyticalspectrum (52)

and the dashed line to log-Norm alanalyticalspectrum (51)

rescaled using Eq.(71). The param eters ofboth processes

arethoseofFig.2 and havebeen chosen so thattheso called

interm ittency param eter�� 00(0),isthe sam e (0:05).

�l(�). In that case, the 2D synthesis problem can be

easily transposed asa 1D �ltering procedure by �nding

a �lter�l(t)such that

�l� �l= �l; (97)

where� standsfortheconvolution product.Theprocess

!
0

l(t)=

Z

�l(t� t
0)W (dt0) (98)

(whereW isherea1D W ienernoise)willbethusidentical

to thenorm alprocess!l(t)asde�ned in Eq.(20).In the

originalstudy ofRefs.[1,2]the M RW hasbeen de�ned

along thism ethod.

B . N um ericalexam ples

In Fig.3areshown twosam plesofM RW which arere-

spectivelylog-Norm aland log-Poisson(seeEqs.(51,52)).

In both cases we have chosen T = 512 sam ple units,

H = 1=2 (� is a G aussian white noise). For the log-

Norm alprocess,�2 = 0:05while
 = 4and � = e�
p
0:05=


forthe log-Poisson process.The log-Poisson processhas

been synthetized using Eq. (91)while a sim ple �ltering

m ethod wasused for the log-Norm alprocess. Eq. (97)

wassolved num erically in the Fourierdom ain.In Fig.4

areplotted the�q functionsestim ated forboth processes.

These functions have been obtained from the scaling of

them om entsestim ated using 256 M RW trialsof64 inte-

gralscaleslong. The �q valuesfornegative q have been
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obtained using the so-called W TM M m ethod that is a

wavelet based m ethod introduced to study m ultifractal

functions[35,36,37]. The superim posed analyticalfor-

m ulae obtained with Eqs. (71),(51) and (52),�t very

wellwith statiticalestim ates except a large negative q

valuesforthelog-Norm alcase.Thiscan beexplained as

a �nite statisticse�ect.

V I. C O N N EC T ED A P P R O A C H ES

In thissection wereview som especi�cresultsconcern-

ing respectively log-norm aland log-Poisson com pound

M RW .

A . Log-norm alM RW

The log-norm alM RW has been originally de�ned in

Refs. [1, 2]. It corresponds to the sim plest situation

when theLevy m easurehasonly a G aussian com ponent.

In thatcase,the G aussian process!l(t)can be directly

constructed from a 1D white noise,without any refer-

ence to 2D conicaldom ains. This m odelis interesting

becauseitsm ultifractalpropertiesaredescribed by only

two param eters,the integralscale T and the so-called

interm ittency param eter�2. Som e sim ple estim atorsof

these quantities have been proposed in [1]. M oreover,

m any exact analyticalexpressions can be obtained and

notably thevalueoftheprefactorK q in Eq.(42).In [40],

itisshown thatthisprefactorcan bewritten asaSelberg

integral[41].Itsanalyticalexpression reads:

K q = T
q

q� 1Y

k= 0

�(1� 2�2k)2�(1� 2�2(k+ 1))

�(2� 2�2(q+ k � 1))�(1� 2�2)
: (99)

It is easy to check that K q is de�ned only ifq < q� =

2=�2. W e recover the �nite m om ent condition (49),

q< q� with �q� = 1.Noticethat,asem phasized byFrisch

[42],theexistenceofin�nitem om entscan beadrawback

ofa log-norm alm ultifractalasa m odelforexperim ental

situations like turbulence. However,for a typicalvalue

�2 = 5:10� 2,q� = 40,so a log-norm alapproxim ation

can be very good in a range ofq values far beyond the

lim itassociated with the�nitesizeofexperim entalsam -

ples. Let us �nally m ention that the log-norm alM RW

can be naturally generalized to a \m ultivariate m ulti-

fractalm odel" which isa m ultifractalvectorofprocesses

characterized by an interm ittency m atrix �ij [1]. This

notion of\jointm ultifractality" can be very interesting

in m any applications.

B . M ultifractalproducts ofcylindricalpulses

In reference [3],M andelbrot and Barralintroduced a

positive m ultifractalrandom m easure using productsof

positiverandom variablesassociated with Poisson points

within 2D conicaldom ains.Theirconstruction isa par-

ticularcaseofM RM .Itactuallyreducestothecasewhere

�(dx) is a Levy m easure satisfying
R
�(dx)x� 2 < 1

(see section IIIE) and where the set A l(t) is delim ited

by the function f(l) as de�ned by Eq. (17). Let us

note that, since they have not considered the fulldo-

m ain A l(t) associated with the function f(l)as de�ned

by Eq.(22),asexplained in section IIIF,thisconstruc-

tion perform sasym ptotic scaling (4)butnotexactscal-

ing(1).However,theseauthorsdid notstudy thescaling

propertiesoftherandom m easures.They ratherfocused

on the pathwise regularity properties. M ore precisely,

they proved the validity of the so-called \m ultifractal

form alism " (see e.g. [35, 36, 37, 38, 39]) that relates

the function �q to the singularity spectrum D (h)associ-

ated with (alm ost)allrealisationsofthe process. Fora

given path ofthe increasing process associated with an

M RM ,D (h)isde�ned astheHausdor� dim ension ofthe

set of\iso-regularity" points,i.e.,the points where the

(H�older)regularity ish. Barraland M andelbrotproved

thatD (h)and �q are related by a Legendretransform a-

tion. Since we proved that �q is the scaling exponent

ofM RM m om ents,itfollows thatone can estim ate the

singularity spectrum ofthe M RM paths in the case of

log-Poisson com pound statistics.Itshould beinteresting

to extend the M andelbrot-Barraltheorem to the general

log-in�nitely divisibleM RM and M RW paths.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N A N D P R O SP EC T S

A . Sum m ary and open questions

In this paper we have constructed a class ofstation-

arycontinuoustim estochasticm easuresandrandom pro-

cessesthathaveexactorasym ptoticm ultifractalscaling

properties in the sense ofEqs. (1) and (4). W e have

shown how stochastic integration ofan in�nitely divisi-

ble noise overcone-like dom ains,asoriginally proposed

in [4],naturally ariseswhen one wantsto \interpolate"

discrete m ultiplicative cascadesovera continuousrange

ofscaleswithin a construction thatisinvariantby tim e

translations. The exponentialofthese stochastic inte-

grals (e!l(t)) can be interpreted as a \continuous prod-

uct" from coarse to �ne scalesand thusasthe continu-

ous extension ofthe m ultiplicative rule involved in the

de�nition ofdiscete cascades. W e have shown that the

probalility density functions associated with M RM and

M RW processescan have,likediscretecascades,fattails

with arbitrarylargeexponents.However,unliketheirdis-

crete analog,our\continuouscascades" have stationary


uctuations,donotinvolveany particularscaleratioand

can bede�ned in a causalway.This\sequential" form u-

lation,asopposed to the classical\top to bottom " de�-

nition ofm ultifractals,can be very interesting form od-

elling dynam icalprocesses(seethe nextsection).Letus

note thatwe focused in this study on 1D processesbut

ourconstruction can easily beextended to higherdim en-
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sions.

Itiswellknown (seeRefs.[1,2])thatthem ultiscaling

(1)or(4)with anon-linearconvex �q function cannotex-

tend overan unbounded rangeofscalesand thereneces-

sarilyexistsan \integralscale"T abovewhich thescaling

ofthe m om entschanges. The existence ofsuch an inte-

gralscale can be found in the generalshape offunction

f(l)asdiscussed in section IIIF:O nem usthavef(l)� l

when l! 0 and f(l)= o(l)when l! + 1 ,so the scale

T isa scalethatseparatesthesetwo asym ptoticregim es.

Itisrem arkablethatthereexistsa particularexpression

forthe function f(l)(Eq. (22))forwhich the m om ents

in the m ultifractalregim el� T satisfy an exactscaling.

Theexistenceofprocesseswith such propertieswasnota

prioriobvious.In the sam e section,we haveshown that

f(l) � lis a necessary and su�cient condition for the

existence ofa lim it m ultifractalobject. From a funda-

m entalpoint ofview,one im portant question concerns

the unicity ofour construction: Is any process satisfy-

ing (1)can berepresented within thefram ework wehave

introduced ?

Itrem ainsm any open m athem aticalproblem srelated

totheprocesseswhich weintroduced in thispaper.Som e

ofthem havebeen alreadym entionned,notably theques-

tionsrelated to theconstruction ofstochasticintegralsin

section IV B. Asdiscussed in section VIB,itshould be

interesting to generalize the results ofRef. [3]in order

to link scaling propertiesand pathwiseregularity within

a m ultifractalform alism . Another interesting problem

concernsthestudy oflim itprobabilitydistributionsasso-

ciated with M RM forwhich fery few featuresareknown.

Like in�nitely divisible laws,they appear to be related

to som esem i-group structure.Finally,onecan wonderif

log-in�nitely processeswe have de�ned are notthe nat-

uralcandidatesto be described within the fram ework of

\M arkovian continuouscascades" asintroduced in Refs.

[43,44].

B . Possible applications

O neofthem ain issuesofthepresentwork wasto con-

struct a wide fam ily ofm ultifractalprocesses (or m ea-

sures) that are likely to be pertinent m odels in m any

�eldswerem ultiscalinglawsareobserved.Naturally,the

�rst application ofwhich one can think,is fully devel-

oped turbulence. Turbulence and m ultifractals share a

long history and we refer the reader to Ref. [42]for a

review on the \interm ittent" nature ofturbulent �elds.

Recently,new aspectsofturbulencewerestudied by con-

sidering 
uid dynam icsfrom a Lagrangian pointofview.

Thiswaspossiblebecausetwo groupsdeveloped new ex-

perim entaldevices based on a fast im aging system [45]

or ultrasound techniques [46, 47]allowing for a direct

m easurem entofthevelocity ofa singletracerin a turbu-

lent
ow.In a recentworks,Pinton and hiscollaborators

[46,47]studied theinterm ittency ofLagrangian trajecto-

riesand related itto theslow (logarithm ic)decay ofthe

particleacceleration correlations[47,49],very m uch like

fora M RW m odel. In otherwords,these authorsfound

thatthe turbulentLagrangian dynam icsisvery wellde-

scribed by an equation ofLangevin type with a driving

forceam plitudesim ilartoe!l(t)involvedin theM RW def-

inition.Theunderstanding ofthephysicalorigin ofsuch

dynam icalcorrelationsand the link between Lagrangian

and Eulerian statisticsisa very prom ising path towards

theexplanation oftheinterm ittency phenom enon in fully

developed turbulence.

Besides turbulence,\econophysics" [50,51,52]is an

em erging �eld where fractaland m ultifractalconcepts

have proven to be fruitful. Indeed,m any recentstudies

brought em piricalevidences for the m ultifractalnature

ofthe 
uctuations of�nancialm arkets(see [1]and ref-

erence therein). Som e physicists raised an interesting

analogy between turbulence and �nance [51,53,54,55].

Logarithm icdecayingcorrelationsand \1/f" powerspec-

trum have been directly observed forvarioustim e series

[54,56],soitisreasonabletothink thatM RW m odelsare

wellsuited form odeling�nancialtim eseries[1].Thever-

satility ofin�nitely divisible M RW isvery interesting to

accountforvariousstylized factsof�nancialtim esseries

such thatthem ultiscaling,thepower-law tailbehaviorof

return pdfand thereforesuch m odelscan bevery helpful

for�nancialengineering and risk m anagem ent.

Am ong allthe rem aining disciplines where m ultifrac-

tality has been observed,one can m ention the study of

network tra�c [57,58,59],geophysics and clim atology

[60,61,62],biom edicalengineering [63],the m odelling

ofnaturalim ages[64],... O n a m ore theoreticalground,

\continuousbranching trees" and log-correlated random

processeshavealso been considered in thephysicsofdis-

orderedsystem s[65,66].Thestudyoffreeenergydensity

in the therm ynam ic lim it in presence oflog-correlated

disorder(orequivalently on topologiesinvolving random

disordered trees)raisequestionsverysim ilartothestudy

oflim itM RM addressed in thispaper.O necan hopethat

pushing forward thisanalogy in a prom ising prospectto

getsigni�cantresultsin both �elds.
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A P P EN D IX A :M EA N SQ U A R E

C O N V ER G EN C E O F A M R M

LetM l(dt) de�ned asin Eq.(23). In this section we

provethat,assum ing  (2)< 1,one has

M l([0;t])
m :s:
-!
l! 0

M ([0;t]) (A1)
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Letusde�ne

R l;l0(�)= E

�

e
!l(u)+ !l0(u+ �)

�

: (A2)

In orderto prove(A1),letus�rstshow that,ifl0� l:

R l;l0(�)= Rl;l(�)= e
�l(�) (2) (A3)

with �l(�)asde�ned asin (30)and (31).

The �rst equality in Eqs.(A3) com es directly from

the assum ption  (1)= 0 while the second equality is a

particular case ofthe identity (33),where q = 2,p1 =

p2 = � iand t1 � t2 = �.

Let us show, that, 8 �, 9 l0, 8 l;l0 < l0,

E
�
(M l(t)� M l0(t))

2
�
< �. Let us suppose that l0 � l.

Then,

C (l;l0;t)= E
�
(M l([0;t])� M l0([0;t]))

2
�

= E [M 2

l([0;t])]+ E [M 2

l0([0;t])]� 2E [M l([0;t])M l0([0;t])]

=

Z t

0

Z t

0

�

E

�

e
!l(u)+ !l(v)

�

+ E

�

e
!l0(u)+ !l0(v)

��

dudv

� 2

Z t

0

Z t

0

E

�

e
!l(u)+ !l0(v)

�

dudv

Thus,thanksto Eq.(A3),we get,aftera little algebra

C (l;l0;t) � D t

Z t

0

(R l0;l0(u)� R l;l(u))du;

� D t

Z l

0

R l0;l0(u)du;

� D t

Z l
0

0

R l0;l0(u)du + D t

Z l

l0

R l0;l0(u)du

� E tl
01�  (2)+ E t

�

l
1�  (2)� l

01�  (2)
�

:

where D and E are positive constants. Since  (2)< 1,

weseethatM l([0;t])isa Cauchy sequenceand thuscon-

vergesin m ean squaresense.

The previous com putations also prove the conver-

gence of all �nite dim ensional vector fM l[t1;t1 +

�1];:::;M l[tn;tn + �n]g.In orderto provethe existence

ofthe lim itM ([0;t])asa stochasticprocess,one further

needs a \tightness" condition. Such a condition can be

obtained alongthesam elineasforpreviouscom putation.

Indeed,provided  (2) < 1,one can bound the order 2

m om entofM l([0;t]),8t;l:

E
�
M l([0;t]

2
�
� C t

2�  (2)
;

whereC doesnotdepend on l.Thisachievesthe proof.

A P P EN D IX B :M EA N SQ U A R E C O N V ER G EN C E

O F A M RW W IT H A FR A C T IO N A L G A U SSIA N

N O ISE �H

In order to sim plify the proofand to avoid technical

com plications,letusshow the m ean square convergence

ofthe process

X l(t)=

Z t

0

dW H (t)e
!l(t) (B1)

wheredW H isacontinuousfG n which covarianceis(H 6=

1=2)


H (�)= �
2
H (2H � 1)�2H � 2 (B2)

Rigorously speaking the previous integralis not well

de�ned butthe proofofthe convergence ofthe discrete

version (80)isvery sim ilar.Letusnow

X l(t)
m :s:
-!
l! 0

X (t) (B3)

provided H satis�es:

H > 1=2+  (2)=2 (B4)

W e proceed along the sam e line as in Appendix A.In

orderto prove (B3),we have to prove,that,8 l;l0 � l,

E
�
(X l(t)� X l0(t))

2
�
! l! 0 0.Let

E = E
�
(X l(t)� X l0(t))

2
�
: (B5)

Thanksto Eq.(A3),we have,

E = E [X 2

l(t)]+ E [X 2

l0(t)]� 2E [X l(t)X l0(t)]

=

Z t

0

Z t

0

�

E

�

e
!l(u)+ !l(v)

�

+ E

�

e
!l0(u)+ !l0(v)

��


H (ju � vj)dudv

� 2

Z t

0

Z t

0

E

�

e
!l(u)+ !l0(v)

�


H (ju � vj)dudv

=

Z t

0

Z t

0

(R l0l0(ju � vj)� R l;l(ju � vj))
H (ju � vj)dudv

Thelastintegralbehaviorin thelim itl! 0can beeasily

evaluated.Aftersom esim ple algebra weget:

E
�
(X l(t)� X l0(t))

2
�
= O

�

l
2H �  (2)� 1

�

Thusifcondition (B4)issatis�ed,i.e.2H �  (2)� 1> 0,

X l(t)isa Cauchy sequence and thusconvergesin m ean

squaresense.
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