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Abstract

We consider an infinite extension K of a local field of zero characteristic which is a
union of an increasing sequence of finite extensions. K is equipped with an inductive
limit topology; its conjugate K is a completion of K with respect to a topology given
by certain explicitly written seminorms. The semigroup of measures, which defines a
stable-like process X (t) on K, is concentrated on a compact subgroup S C K. We study
properties of the process Xg(t), a part of X(¢) in S. It is shown that the Hausdorff and
packing dimensions of the image of an interval equal 0 almost surely. In the case of tamely
ramified extensions a correct Hausdorff measure for this set is found.
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Hausdorff measure



1 INTRODUCTION

Let k& be a non-Archimedean local field (= non-discrete totally disconnected locally compact
topological field) with characteristic zero. Consider a strictly increasing sequence of its finite
algebraic extensions

k=K,CcKyCc...CK,C.... (1.1)

The infinite extension -
K=|]JK.
n=1

may be considered as a topological vector space over k with the inductive limit topology. Let
K be its strong dual. Evidently, K is not locally compact.

Within the non-Archimedean version of infinite-dimensional analysis developed by the
author®10  an analog of the symmetric a-stable process was constructed on K. Just as
for stable processes on local fields (see e.g. Refs. 1, 5, 7, 10, 14, 17), this process X (t) is
defined for any a > 0. Some of its properties are similar to those of the classical stable pro-
cesses or processes on local fields while others are different. In particular, X (¢) has an invariant
measure £ which is Gaussian in the sense of Evans®; the transition probabilities of X (t) are
not absolutely continuous with respect to p.

Note that both p and the convolution semigroup of measures 7 (¢, dz), which defines X (),
are concentrated on a compact subgroup S C K, and j coincides with the normalized Haar
measure on S (for the details see Section 2 below). Thus an essential information on the process
X (t) is contained in the properties of its part Xg(t) in S.

In order to study sample path properties of Xg(t), we can use the results by Evans® who
investigated Lévy processes on a general Vilenkin group (a non-discrete locally compact totally
disconnected Abelian topological group). The topology in a Vilenkin group is determined by
a descending chain of compact open subgroups. This chain is not unique, and as soon as
we manage to write such a chain {S,} explicitly for our case (Section 3) and compute the
Lévy measure of S\ S, (Section 4), the general theorems by Evans® yield immediately the
asymptotics of the first exit time 7(n) of Xg(t) out of the subgroup S,, and an information
on the local behavior of sample paths. We also prove that both the Hausdorff and packing
dimensions of a sample path of Xg(¢) equal 0 almost surely, which is quite different both from
the classical case and the case of a local field considered recently by Albeverio and Zhao).

The last result shows the importance of finding, for our situation, a correct Hausdorff
measure. However this problem is more complicated. In order to use the appropriate theorem
by Evans® | we have to know that

liminf Q(n, N) >0 (1.2)

n—oo

where

Qn,N) =P {Xs(t) & S, V t € [r(n), 7(N))}, n>N.

Evans proved (1.2) for processes with locally spherically symmetric Lévy measures. This con-
dition is not fulfilled in our case, and we give (Section 5) a direct proof of (1.2) under the
assumption that all the extensions in (1.1) are tamely ramified. Such an assumption is often
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made in algebraic number theory because the algebraic structure of tamely ramified extensions
is more or less transparent while general extensions may behave quite wildly.
The author is grateful to the referee for very helpful comments and suggestions.

2 PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Let us recall some of the main constructions and results from Refs. 8, 9. For the basics
on local fields see Refs. 4, 12, 13, 16. We also use some standard material regarding field
extensions which can be found in algebra textbooks (Refs. 11, 15).

Consider the sequence of extensions (1.1). For each n = 1,2,..., we define a mapping
T,: K — K, as follows. If x € K,,, v > n, put

My
T,(x) = —T
(x) ) I, /K, (T)
where m,, is the degree of the extension K,/k, Trg, /k, : K, — K, is the trace mapping. If
x € K, then, by definition, T, (z) = x. The mapping T,, is well-defined, and T,, o T, = T,, for
v > n. We shall write T' ins_tead of T;.

The strong dual space K can be identified with the projective limit of the sequenoe {K,}

with respect to the mappings {7}, }, that is with the subset of the direct product H K, con-

sisting of those x = (T1,... , Tp,...), T, € K, for which x,, = T, (z,) if v > n. The topology
in K is defined by seminorms

[2]ln = l[znll, n=1,2,...,
where || - || is the extension onto K of the normalized absolute value |-|; defined on k. If z € K,
then ||z|| = |x|,11/ " where |z, is the normalized absolute value on K.

The pairing between K and K is defined as

(z,y) = T(zyn)

where z € K, C K,y = (y1,... ,Yn,...) € K, y, € K,,. Identifying an element z € K with

(x1,...,n,...) € K where z,, = T},(x), we can view K as a dense subset of K. The mappings
T,, can be extended to lineai continuous mappings from K to K, by setting T, (z) = z, for
any = (T1,...,Tp,...) € K.

Consider a function on K of the form

= 1 1l

0, if ||z|| > 1

{1 is continuous and positive definite on K. That results in the existence of a probability
measure g on the Borel g-algebra B(K), such that

O(a) = / y((@.2)) uldz), acK,



where x is a rank zero additive character on k. The measure p is Gaussian in the sense of Ref.
2. It is concentrated on the compact additive subgroup

S={zek: |T(@)| < ¢/™|ma], n=1,2,...}

where ¢, is the residue field cardinality for the field K, d,, is the exponent of the different of
the extension K, /k.

We shall call S the support subgroup of K. The restriction of ;1 to S coincides with the
normalized Haar measure on S. If f is a “cylindrical” function on K of the form f(z) =
¢©(Tn(z)), z € K, where ¢ is a locally integrable complex-valued function on K,, then

/ F@)ulde) = g ma]~™ / o(z) dz (2.1)
2€Kn: ||2]1<qam /™ lmy ||

(dz is the Haar measure on K, normalized by the condition [ dz =1).
|2ln<1

et if s> 1
pa(s>t) - { 1’ if s S 1’

where o« > 0, t > 0. For each ¢t > 0 the function p,(||£||,%) is a continuous positive definite
function on K, and there exists a family 7 (¢,dx) of Radon probability measures on B(K)
(concentrated on S) such that

Denote

pa(liEll; 2) Z/X(<§,$>)W(t,dif), § e K. (2.2)

K

This family is actually a semigroup of measures defining a Lévy process X (t) on K. Its part in
S will be denoted by Xg(t). We have an integral formula similar to (2.1): if f(x) = ¢(T,(z))
then

/ F(@)m(t, d) = [fma | / D0 (i 2, £ (2) d (2.3)

2€Kp: [|2]|<gin ™ |l |

where

PO (2, 1) = g / (x © Tri i) (—2)pa( €11, 1) de

Kn

The generator of the process X (t) is a hyper-singular integral operator which resembles the
fractional differentiation operator D* generating the symmetric stable process on a local field.
The generator can be expressed in terms of the Lévy measure II(dz) on B(K \ {0}) which
appears in the following formula of the Lévy-Khinchin type: for any A € K, ¢t >0

Ex((\, X (1)) = exp t/[x(%@) — 1]TI(dz)
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We have the identity

() = i) = { TG A2 (2.4

N

As it could be expected, the measure II is concentrated on S\ {0}. Indeed, let
S ={zeK: |Tu(z)]| < g™ |ma|l}, n=12....

Then (Ref. 8) S c S™ for v > n, and S =2, S™, so that K \ S = J;2, (K \ S™). It
was shown in Ref. 9 that for a function f as in (2.1) or (2.3) with 0 ¢ supp ¢ we have

a/m 11— qg/mn —1l—a/m
[ stamtan) = —geerm AT [ e
7 L=

2€Ky: |z|n<gdn

1— -1
+ dp q—dn(l—l—a/mn)

A

o(mpz)de. (2.5)

It follows from (2.5) that IT (K \ S™) = 0 whence II (K \ S) = 0.
We shall also use another analytic expression for the integral in the left-hand side of (2.5):

/ F()TI(dz) = / il wa(n) dn (2.6)

neEKn: |In||>1

/2

where w,, is the inverse Fourier transform of the function y — g™ ©(my,y), that is

wn) = 4 [ X Ton p(-m)may) dy.
Kn
Indeed, after an obvious change of variables we can write the Fourier inversion as
o) = [(coDmuamdn, =€ K,
Kn

Since by our assumption ¢(0) = 0, we have
[ wntnyan=o
K7l

so that for any x € K

P = [ Tco TYTu(@) — Da(a)dn = [10c(Go.n)) = U)o
Kn Ky

Integrating with respect to II and using (2.4) we come to (2.6).

5



2.2. Here we collect, for a reader’s convenience, some notions regarding ramification in
extensions of local fields.

Let K be a finite extension of a local field L (this is traditionally denoted K/L); we consider
only fields of zero characteristic. Denote by Ok, Oy, the corresponding rings of integers, and by
Py, Pp, the prime ideals. We have Trg,, : Og — Op. Moreover, there exists such an integer
d (the exponent of the different for the extension K/L) that Try/(z) € Oy for |z|x < g% but
Tri/n(vo) ¢ O for some x with |xo|x = ¢!, Here we furnish with appropriate subscripts
the objects related to K or L (the normalized absolute values | - |k, | - |1, the residue field

cardinalities qg, qr etc.). If mg, 7w are the prime elements of K and L, we have

|7TK|K:q1_(1, |7TL|L:(JZ1a Tk = qx°,

where e > 1 is the ramification index of the extension K /L.

It is known that d > e — 1, and d = 0 if and only if e = 1 (in this case the extension K /L
is called unramified). The extension K /L is called tamely ramified if d = e — 1. K/L is tamely
ramified if and only if the characteristic of finite fields O /Py and Oy /P;, does not divide e.

Another important number attached to the extension K/L is its index of inertia f > 1
defined by the relation ¢x = qi. The product ef coincides with the degree [K : L] of the
extension. If f =1, the extension is called totally ramified.

As an example, consider the case where L is the field Q, of p-adic numbers, and K is a
quadratic extension, that is an extension of the degree 2 obtained by adjoining an element /7,
where 7 € Q, is not a square of an element of QQ,, with natural algebraic operations and the
normalized absolute value

2 2
‘:)31 + \/;1'2‘ = ‘:)31 —T:ﬂz‘(@p, x1, T2 € Q).

If p # 2, then there are 3 different extensions of the above form, in which |7|g, = 1 (the
unramified extension), or 7 = p, or 7 = €p, |e|g, = 1. The two latter extensions are totally
and tamely ramified (¢ = 2 is prime to p). If p = 2, the situation is more complicated
(see Proposition 5.12 in Ref. 12), there are 7 different quadratic extensions, one of which is
unramified while others are totally but not tamely ramified.

Let us return to the general situation. Let Ox C O be a complete system of representatives
of residue classes from Ok /Px. Then any nonzero element x € K is uniquely representable in
the form of the convergent series

x =" (2o + TR + ToTar ) (2.7)

where n € Z, |z|x = ¢, z; € Ok, T & Px. 1f the extension K/L is unramified then any prime
element of L is simultaneously a prime element of K, and in this case we may put 7, instead of
Tk in (2.7). On the other hand, if K/L is totally ramified, then we may identify Ok /Px with
Op/Pp, and use in (2.7) elements z; € Oy Note also that the Galois group of an unramified
extension is cyclic. Its generator is called the Frobenius automorphism of the extension K/ L.
If K/L is an arbitrary finite extension, there exists an intermediate extension L' lying
between L and K, such that L'/L is unramified while K/L’ is totally ramified. In this case the
ramification index e of K /L equals the degree of K/L’, the inertia index f of K/L coincides
with the degree of L'/L. The field L’ is called the inertia subfield of K /L. If, in addition, K /L

6



is tamely ramified, then the prime elements 7 and 7, in K and L’ can be chosen in such a
way that 7% = 7.

Dealing with the extensions (1.1) we shall denote the ramification index, inertia index, and
exponent of the different for the extension K, /K,, v > n, by e,n, fun, dun respectively. We
shall write e,, f,, d, instead of e,1, f,1, d,,Al . We shall denote by O,, and P, respectively the
ring of integers and the prime ideal of K,,; O, will denote a complete system of representatives
of residue classes from O, /P,. Since k, as any local field of zero characteristic, is a finite
extension of the field Q, of p-adic numbers (here p is the characteristic of the residue field), we
may assume without restricting generality that & = Q,,.

3 SUPPORT SUBGROUP AND ITS DUAL

3.1. Our investigation of the group S will be based on the following auxiliary result.

Denote
San = {y€ Kot |yl < gi/m/5

mn||}, n>1N>0.

Lemma 1. Ifv > n, then T,, maps ¥, y onto ¥, .

Proof. Let y € ¥, . Then
Imy, Myl < v
We have

my _
T.(y) = p— Tri, k. (y) = m, Trg, /., (m;,'y).

Well-known properties of traces in local field extensions (Ref. 16, Chapter 8, Proposition 4)
imply the inequality

where [ € Z is determined from the inequality
eon(l —1) <d, — Ne, —d,, < eyl
It is also known (Ref. 16, Chapter 8) that d, = e,,d,, + d,,, so that
en(l —1) < eynd, — Ne, < eyl (3.1)
On the other hand (Ref. 4, Chapter 11, (2.1)), e, = e,,€,, and we see from (3.1) that
l—1<d,— Ne, <,

whence [ = d,, — Ne,,. It means that T,(y) € X, n as desired.
Conversely, if z € %, v, that is [m,;'z|, < g% ~Ner it follows from the surjectivity property
of the trace (Ref. 16, Chapter 8, Proposition 4) that there exists such an element y" € K, that

|y/|V S ql/V_Neu? TrKu/Kn (y/) = m’f_LlZ

Setting y = m,y’ we find that

My _Ne,
= m—TrKu/Kn(y) =Tu(y), |yl < ‘mu‘vqu N )

v



which completes the proof. W

Let us consider the sequence of subgroups
S=5 D28 D258D...0{0}, (3.2)

Sp={z €S ||ITu@)ll < g™ " lmy|}. n>1.
If z €S, and j < n, then T;(x) = T;(T,,(z)), and by Lemma 1

dj/m;
T ()] < ¢/

G || < g Iy,

so that € S;. We have shown that the subgroups S,, indeed form a descending chain. The
same argument shows also that [ S, = {0}. The subgroups S, are open and closed. It follows

n=0
from Lemma 1 that the system of subgroups {S,,} forms a base of neighbourhoods of the origin

in S.

The quotient group S/S,, is finite. Denote M (n) = ord S/S,. It follows from the invariance
of the measure p that u(S,) = [M(n)]™'. On the other hand, it follows from (2.1) that
w(Syn) = ¢ "™, Thus

M(n) = g™ (3.3)

If we define |z| for = € S by setting

| | 1, if x ¢ Sl,
:L' g
(M), ifzeS,\ Sy, n=12,...,

and |0| = 0, then A(z,y) = |x — y| is an ultrametric on S.

The descending chain (3.2) can be “lengthened” by including intermediate subgroups so
that the resulting chain would be such that the quotient group of two consequtive subgroups
is of a prime order. This property was assumed in Ref. 3. However it will be more convenient
for us to use the chain (3.2). All the results of Ref. 3 remain valid here.

3.2. Let S* be the dual group of S. It was shown in Ref. 9 that S* is isomorphic to K/O
where O ={{ € K : ||¢|| <1} = | O,. Let =, C S* be the annihilator of the subgroup S,
n=1

that is
En={+0: €K, x({(&{x)) =1V zeS,}.

Proposition 1. If the extensions (1.1) are tamely ramified, then
En={+0: (€K, [£,<q}.
Proof. Assume that k = Q,. If £ € K,,, [{],, < ¢/, then for any x € S,

|y ETa(@)], = [Elallma Ta(@)I™ < gy - g ™" = gy,
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so that
| T(ET,(x))|s <1 forallz €S, (3.4)

whence £ + O € =,,.

Conversely, let £ + O € E,,. Suppose first that £ € K,,. Then (3.4) holds. Any element z, €
K, with ||z,|| < ¢2"/™ " |m,,|| can be “lifted” to an element = € S, such that T,(z) = z,.
Indeed by Lemma 1 there exists 2,41 € Xpy1n C Upny1,0 such that 75, (2,41) = 2,. Then we find
Znt2 € Ynt20, Tnt1(Znt2) = znt1. Repeating this and setting z; = Tj(%,) for j < n we obtain
x= (21, ,2n,...) € S with T,,(x) = z,. It is clear that x € S,,.

If [£], > ¢, and ||T,(2)| = g/ | we have [ET0,(2) | > g%, and we can choose
x € S, in such a way that (3.4) is violated. This proves that ||, < gr°.

Now it remains to prove that any element of =, can be represented as £ + O with & € K,.
Suppose that € + O € =, £ € K;, [ > n. Denote by K/ the inertia subfield of the extension
K,/K,. Then [K] : K] = fin, [Ki : K| = e, so that [K] : Ki| = my,fi,, the ramification
index e(K, K1) = ey, and the inertia index f(K!,K;) = fufi. Considering the extensions
K! D K, D K (see Section VIII-1 in Ref. 16) we find also the exponent of the different
d(K!,K,) = e(K!, K,)d, + d(K/, K,) = d,. The residue field cardinality for K equals ¢/in.

Define for z € K]

[K/ 'Kl]

L T , e
[K Kl] rKl/Kn(Z>

mnfln

T.() = !

TrKl/K;L(Z)-

Just as in Lemma 1, if z € ¥, then

ITn (=) < gfm P BRI 12 K| = g/

mnfin wwhence
|T7;(Z)|K;l dnfln|mnfln

Let us consider v = T} (z) as an element of the field K;. We have by (3.5)

For any v € K, |u|g: = ||ul

(3.5)

my dnmg my

e = ™ = (™) P = < ™ o
We know that ¢, = qﬁl”, m’ = fumem, di = dnep, + diy,, so that
dnmy
qn’mn — q;ll_dln
and
mnfln
|mnfln|K7’l - |mn.fln|l "
Therefore

~in muli - e

Jul; < g

Since the extension K;/K,, is tamely ramified, we find that |ey,|; = 1, |ul; < ¢|my|;, so that
u € Y. This means in particular that for any z € ¥, the element v = z — T}, (z) also belongs
to ;. Lifting v to an element y € S we see that

T.(y)=T,oT.(y) =T,0oT.(v) =0.
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Thus y € S, and |T(€(2 — T'(2)))]; < 1.

Now we have

T(&z) = T(ET,(2)) = T(&z) — T o T,(ET(2)) = T'(§2) — T(T5,(2)T5(8))
=T(€z) = T o T, (2T,()) = T(2(§ — T,(£)))
and
T (2(§ = T,(§))h < 1

for any z € X o, which implies the inequality
€Tl <1 (3.6)

(since the annihilator of ¥,y in K; = K is O; see Ref. 9).

It follows from (3.6) that £ € K] + O. Let g be the Frobenius automorphism of the
unramified extension K] /K,. For an arbitrary z € K] with ||z|| < gmim, fin|l (the set
similar to 3 for the field K} ) we consider the element z — g~ 'z and its lifting 2, € S. Then

To(rg) = Ta(Ty(g)) = Tu(z —g7'2) = 0
due to the invariance of traces with respect to elements of the Galois group. Thus z, € S,, and
T(ET,(xg)) s = IT(E(z — g7 "2))h < 1.
Since
T(E(z—g'2) =T(2) = T(&- (97'2)) = T(§2) = T(g ™ (9€ - 2)) = T(2(& — g¢)),
we see as above that & — g € O. Let us write the canonical representation
f:W;T(UO-i-Ul?Tn-i- o )

where 7, is a prime element both for K,, and K], o; are representatives of residue classes from
0.,/ P! (O! and P, are respectively the ring of integers and prime ideal in K/)). Then

§— g€ =m," [(00 = goo) + (01 — gou) T + -+ + (01 — gor1)m, " + -]

whence |0; — goj|g; <1for j=0,1,... ,r—1
In fact either o; € O,, and then o0; — go; = 0, or |0; — goj|k; = 1 because the Frobenius
automorphism of the unramified extension just permutes classes from O/ /P (see Section [-4

in Ref. 16). Therefore all o; belong to 5,“ which means that £ € K,, + O as desired. B

4 LEVY MEASURE

4.1. Let us calculate the Lévy measure of the complement S\ S,.
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Theorem 1. For anyn=1,2,...

nep+1)(a/mnp+1 a/mp+1
(nen+1)(a/ +)_q/ +

—1\ —ne, dn n
(S\ 5,) = (1 - ¢; ) e (4.1)

Asn — o0,
I(S\ Sn) ~ g™ (4.2)
Proof. As we saw in Section 2, II(K \ S) = 0. We have S,, C S C S, so that
(S \ Sp) = I(S™\ S,) = II(S™\ &) = (S™\ S,,).

The indicator of the set S™ \ S, is a cylindrical function (in the sense of Section 2), and we
can use (2.6) obtaining that

IS\ S,) = / il wn () dn, (4.3)

[nln>1

w,(n) = g, ™ / x o Trg, /i, (—ny) dy.
gin=ren <yl <qln

By standard integration formulas (see e.g. Ref. 8, 10)

/ xoTrg, k, (—ny)dy =0, |n|, >1;

|y\n§q‘i”

qnn nen, lf ‘n‘n S qnen.
oTr d
/ x o Trx, /e (—ny) dy = {0’ i ol > g

dn—nen

[yln<gn

Substituting into (4.3) we find that

ms\s) =g i =7 3 J

1<|n|n<gn" \nln =q),

_ (1 —q nen Z a/mn—l—l

which results in (4.2).
Since the sequence (1.1) is strictly increasing, we have m,, — oo, thus either f,, — oo, or
en — 00 (or both). If f, — oo, we have ¢, = ¢" — co. Writing (4.1) as

— q an —nmn
T(S\ S,) = (1— qnl)ﬁ (¢ — g™



we come to (4.2) in both possible cases (e, — 0o or e, is constant starting from some value of
n). If f, = f for n > ngy, and e,, — oo, then we get for n > ng
alen

(1-— q—1>791 — 1, n— oo,

no a/en

— gl
and we again come to (4.2). W
4.2. Define a sequence {n(j)}5° setting n(1) =1,
n(j+1) =inf {n >n(j): IS\ S,)/I(S\ Snij)) =2}, j=12,...,
and set b, = [II(S'\ Sn(j))} logj for n(j) <n <n(j+1).
Evans® showed that almost surely
m(n)

lim sup ——=
n—oo n

=1 (4.4)

where m(n) is the first exit time of the process Xg(t) out of the subgroup S,. Obviously we
may substitute for b, any sequence B,, with B,, ~ b,, n — oo. In particular, if o > log, 2, we
may take (in view of (4.2))

B, = q; " logn, (4.5)
so that )
m(n
li — =1.
o’ B,

Let dim and Dim be the Hausdorff and packing dimensions on S with respect to the metric
defined above (see Ref. 3). Then dim S = Dim S = 1. It was shown by Evans® that for each
t > 0 almost surely

dim X ([0,¢]) = 8, Dim X([0,¢]) =
where

' = inf {ﬁ : limint[M ()] 2 Q(n, N)II(S \ S,) = 0} ,

n—oo

B”zﬂnf{ﬁrlun&m[ ()] Qn, N)TI <S\s%>=o},

n—o0

where N is an arbitrary natural number. Since by definition Q(n, N) < 1, the following result
is a consequence of Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. For eacht >0
dim X ([0, t]) = Dim X ([0,¢]) =0
almost surely.

Unfortunately the results of Ref. 3 do not yield the uniform dimension results in a similar
way. The reason is that m,; > 2m,, whence

lim M(n+1)

M e 7

if n > 0 is small enough. This contradicts an a priori assumption in the uniform dimension
study of Ref. 3.
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5 HAUSDORFF MEASURE

5.1. Let
T(n, N) =meas{t € [0,7(N)]: X(¢t) € S}, n>N.

It was shown by Evans® that
[Q(n, N)|™! = E[r(n, N)JTL(S \ S,). (5.1)

Moreover (see the proof of Lemma 9 in Ref. 3),

Elr(n, V)] = [M(n)]"" 3 An(é), (5.2)
E€EE,
where
M(E) = |TI(S\ Sy) + /(1—x<<x,s>>>n<dx> . (5.3)
SN

Here we identify a class £ + O € =, with an element . Correspondingly, the summation in
(5.2) is taken actually over the set of different classes £ + O.
In order to get an estimate of E[r(n, N)|, we have to begin with estimating the integral

IO = (1= O)Mde), € €Z,n>N.
SN
It is clear that Iy (&) is a non-negative real-valued function.

Lemma 2. Suppose that the extensions K, /Ky and Ky/K; are tamely ramified. If £ € K,
€ln = ), New+1<j <ney, then

In(€) = (1 — gV ) [¢]e/m —TI(S \ Sw). (5.4)

Proof. Writing x((z,&))) = x(T'({T,.(z)) we can use (2.6) and come to the expression

NO=- [l
CEKR: [(|n>1
where
(¢) =g, ™ / x 0 Tr,/u, (—Cy) [1 = x 0 Trk, /x, (€y)] dy
V!L,N
and
VN = {y € Kn: |yl <, |Tra, mn ()] < q?v”‘NeN} -
Denoting

D(¢) =q, ™ / x o Trg, /i, (—Cy) dy

Vn,N
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we find that
In(€) = / €[/ [@y(C — €) — B(C)] dc.
[{|n>1

Since V,, v is a compact open subgroup in ¥, o, we have (see e.g. (31.7) in Ref. 6)

81(¢) = {O’ og v,

Cn,Ns if C eVt

where an is the annihilator of V, ; in the dual group ¥, ;, and as before,

Vin={¢=¢+": {eky1<|(|y< anY; ¢ € K, | < 1}, (5.5)
o = q, " / dy.
Vn,N

Now

In(€) = o / C[e/mnd / c[efmndg

{[¢ln>13N(6+V,Ey) {[¢ln>13NV,E

— o / (1€ + ¢lg/m = [¢la/mm) d¢

(Il >13nVity

Nen+1

since by our assumption |£], > ¢, > 1 while for an element ¢’ appearing in (5.5) we have

NeNmn Nenmn
|C/‘n _ K |]”\’;N < qN _ q;Lann,N _ qTJZ/en'

Denote
J(6) = / € Clmdc, Jy = / C[e/mnd.
{¢la>1InVEy {I¢ln> 1INV

NeN

Writing an element ¢’ € Ky,1 < [('|y < gy, as

Ne Neny—1 2N
(' =my N(00+017TN+"'+UN6N_17TNN +-~-), o; € Oy,

we see that the domain of integration is the union of non-intersecting “closed” unit balls

BﬁlNe”)(ao, ooty ONen—1) C K, centered at the points W&NGN (00 +omn+ e+ UNGN_lﬂ]]\\,’eN_l)

where at least one of the elements o; is different from 0. The total quantity of such balls equals
(v = 1) (v ™ "+ ayv™ P 1) =™ -
so that

Ji(€) = €3/ (gyy — 1) . (5.6)
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Similarly, since the equality |('|y = ¢} implies |¢'],, = qif”’N , we get

o g ram)
Jo=(qn — 1) gy ™ &

(5.7)
qjlv-i-a/mzv 1
Next we shall find a lower bound for ¢, y. It follows from Lemma 1 that any element

y € V, v can be written as y =y’ + y” where

Y < a7 Ty () =00 [yl < gy ™

We shall find a finite set F' of elements ¢/, such that |y, — v5|, > g%~ for any different
y1,ys € F. Then V, y will contain non-intersecting balls centered at y' € F with the radii
qd»—Nen 5o that

oy > (card F)g, Ver. (5.8)

Let z € K, ¢»=Nen < |z|, < ¢¥. Since the extension K, /Ky is tamely ramified, we
can choose in K}, (the inertia subfield of K,) and K, such prime elements 7}, and 7, that
7N = . If |z], = ¢, we can write the canonical representation x = 7™ (zo + z17m, + - - ),
xj € 5§V (a complete set of representatives of residue classes from O /Py ). Below we assume
that Oy C Ol

It is known (Ref. 16, Chapter 8) that for the element Trg, ks (z) € K}y the inequality
| Tr,/xp, ()] < |2]n
holds. Thus either ‘TrKn/K;V(x)}n < |z|,, or }TrKn/K;v (a:)‘n = ¢, and in the latter case
‘TI‘K”/KE\,(:C)‘K;V = QZ7 v EZ,

m—1

so that m = ve, y, which implies further that = = 7, "z 4+ z = (7)o + 2, 2|0 < 4]

Thus in this case

TTKn/Kj\, (z) = (775\/)_” o + TrKn/K;V(Z)a (5.9)
so that
|z — Trg,yxr, ()] < i (5.10)

Let us consider the element
y=x—g [TI"Kn/K}V(l’)] (5.11)
where ¢ is the Frobenius automorphism of the extension K, /Ky. We have
Tri,/kn (') = Trry iy { Tk, i, (@) — g [Tr, ke, (2)] } = 0.

As we saw, |y'|, = ¢', except in the case, in which m = ve,, y. Now we consider that exceptional
case.

15



Since
y' = e = Trie, ()} + { iy, (€) = g [Trre, ey, ()]
and the first summand satisfies (5.10), we have only to study the second summand which, due
to (5.9), is equal, up to a “small” term, to (7)™ 2o — g [(7y) " zo]. By the definition of the
Frobenius automorphism,
() w0 — g [(mh) o] | =
Ky

or, equivalently,

[(mh) ™ 20 — g [(mh) ™m0 | =

unless () " xg € K.
Thus we have found that |y/|,, = ¢} except for the case, in which m = ve, n, v € Z, and
()" 2o € Kn. Since the extension K’ /Ky is unramified, we may write

()™ 20 = 7w (Fo 4+ Ty +---), 5 € Oh,
so that, due to (5.9), for z we obtain the representation

IS e —m+1 [ - - A7
r=my'To + 7, (#1 + Zomp+--+), & € Oy,

with ||, = ¢™ if Ty ¢ On. A difference y'® — y'® of two elements of the form (5.11)

‘@), = ¢ if the corresponding E((]l),i((f) € 6§v are such that

satisfies the equality |y/() — y
iV =7 ¢ oy. ~ ~ ~
Let us construct a subset O, C O% with the property that if a,b € OY;, a # b, then
a—b ¢ Oy. Denote for brevity s = On/Py, » = O%/Py. Then s C 5/, card »» = qu,
card »' = ¢,. Consider the quotient group 3¢ /3¢ of the additive groups of the finite fields ', s.
We have
card(s'/5) = q,/qn = q]{}“N_l.

Let us choose in s a complete set of representatives of residue classes from s/, and then
for each of them (as a class from O} /P)) take a representative from O}. Let O be the
resulting set. If a,b € 6%, and a — b € Oy, then the classes of a and b in 3¢ would belong to
2 whence a = b as desired. Note that card 5§’V = qjji}"N_l.

Now we take as I’ the set of all elements (5.11) with

r=m %" Z zm) + Z TN Ty (5.12)

0<j<Nen—1 v: dn—Nen+1<ve, y<dn
en,NTdn_j
~ ~ ~ _ ve
where z; € Oy, 7, € O%. Note that ‘w ”‘ = gn ™"V, so that the orders of all non-zero terms
J ) N N |n ’

in (5.12) are different.
It follows from our assumptions that the extension K, /K; is tamely ramified (see Ref. 4),

that is d,, = e,, — 1. Hence the second sum in (5.12) is taken over those v for which
en(1 —N) én 1

<v< ;
€n,N €n,N €n,N
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that is
(1—N)€N§I/§6N—1.

The quantity of such numbers v is ey — 1 — [(1 — N)ey — 1] = Ney. Correspondingly, the

quantity of terms in the first sum of (5.12) is Ne,, — Ney. Thus

_ Nen—Neny (fa,Nn—1)Nen _ Ne, _—Nen
card F' = ¢, QN =4, "4y

and by (5.8)

—Nen
Cn,N > dn .

Comparing (5.6), (5.7), and (5.13) with (4.1) we come to (5.4). W
Now we can prove (1.2).

Theorem 2. If all the extensions (1.1) are tamely ramified, then (1.2) holds.
Proof. From (5.1), (5.2), (5.3), (4.2), and (3.3) we find that

Q(n, N)I™! < Cng™ ™™ Y [I(S\ Sw) + In(€)] ", Cn > 0.

€€z,
As before, we identify a class £ + O, £ € K,,, [£|, = ¢/, j > 1, with the element
gzﬂ'gj (§0+£17Tn+"'+§j_1ﬂ'gl_l) , £j € 67“50 750

The number of such elements is (g, — 1)g/ ™'

(5.13)

(5.14)

Let us split the sum in (5.14) into two sums, over £ with ||, < ¢2°", and with ¢Yer 1 <
|€]n < ¢, The first sum is estimated by dropping I,,(£); an upper bound for the second sum

is given by Lemma 2. We find that

Nen,
[QUn, N)J < O™ {[ S\ S =D
g =1 (1=ay™™) > a7 9‘”/’”"}
j=Nep+1
q(nen+1)(1—m%) B q(Nen+1)(1—an)
< CNqan nMmny [q{\/mn + — ]
gn " —1

< C// an— nmn( Nmay, +qnmn om) < C///

(with positive constants C'y, C;, CX/; we used the fact that m,, — oco), which implies (1.2). W

5.2. In accordance with the general definition given in Ref. 3, a Hausdorff outer mea-
sure with respect to a non-decreasing function ¢ : {M(n)~'}>°, U {0} — [0,00), such that

lim ¢ (M(n)™') = (0) = 0, is defined as
n—oo

e —m(A) = hﬁg}f{ng dlamR)}

17



where the infimum is taken over all countable collections of balls { R;} such that a set A C S is
contained in |J R;, and sup diam R; < [M(n)]~". Here balls and diameters on S are understood

in the sense of the metric A.
In view of Theorem 2, the results by Evans® yield the following construction of the Haus-
dorff measure for our situation.

Corollary 2. In the notation of Section 4 define the function ¢ by o(M(n)™') = b, and
©(0) = 0. If all the extensions (1.1) are tamely ramified, then almost surely

0 <¢p—m(Xs([0,t])) < o0

forallt > 0. If a > log,, 2, then the sequence {b,} can be replaced by the sequence {B,,} defined
by (4.5).

REFERENCES

1. Albeverio, S., Zhao, X. (2000). On the relation between different constructions of random
walks on p-adics. Markov Processes Relat. Fields 6, 239-255.

2. Evans, S. N. (1989). Local Field Gaussian Measures. In Cinlar, E. et al. (eds.), Seminar
on Stochastic Processes 1988, Birkhauser, Boston, pp. 121-160.

3. Evans, S. N. (1989). Local Properties of Lévy Processes on a Totally Disconnected Group.
J. Theor. Probab. 2, 209-259.

4. Fesenko, I.B. and Vostokov, S.V. (1993). Local Fields and Their Extensions: A Construc-
tive Approach, American Mathematical Society, Providence.

5. Haran, S. (1993). Analytic potential theory over the p-adics. Ann. Inst. Fourier 43,
905-944.

6. Hewitt, E. and Ross, K. A. (1970). Abstract Harmonic Analysis. Volume 2, Springer,
Berlin.

7. Kochubei, A.N. (1992). Parabolic equations over the field of p-adic numbers. Math.
USSR Izvestiya 39, 1263—1280.

8. Kochubei, A.N. (1999). Analysis and probability over infinite extensions of a local field,
Potential Anal. 10, 305-325.

9. Kochubei, A.N. (1999). Fractional differentiation operator over an infinite extension of a
local field. In Kakol, J. et al. (eds), p-Adic Functional Analysis, Lect. Notes Pure Appl.
Math. Vol. 207, Marcel Dekker, New York, pp. 167-178.

10. Kochubei, A.N. (2001).  Pseudo-Differential Equations and Stochastics over Non-
Archimedean Fields, Marcel Dekker, New York.

11. Lang, S. (1965). Algebra, Addison-Wesley, Reading.

18



12.

13.

14.

15.
16.
17.

Narkiewicz, W. (1974). FElementary and Analytic Theory of Algebraic Numbers, PWN,
Warsaw.

Serre, J.-P. (1979). Local Fields, Springer, New York.

Vladimirov, V.S., Volovich, I.V., and Zelenov, E.I. (1994). p-Adic Analysis and Mathe-
matical Physics, World Scientific, Singapore.

van der Waerden, B. L. (1971). Algebra I, Springer, Berlin.
Weil, A. (1967). Basic Number Theory, Springer, Berlin.

Yasuda, K. (1996). Additive processes on local fields. J. Math. Sci. Univ. Tokyo 3,
629-654.

19



