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Abstract

Starting from the potential theoretic definition of the local times
of a Markov process — when these exist — we obtain a Tanaka formula
for the local times of symmetric Lévy processes. The most interesting
case is that of the symmetric a-stable Lévy process (for o € (1,2])
which is studied in detail. In particular, we determine which pow-
ers of such a process are semimartingales. These results complete, in
a sense, the works by K. Yamada [T9] and Fitzsimmons and Getoor [§].
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1 Introduction and main results

It is well known that there are different constructions and definitions of local
times corresponding to different classes of stochastic processes. For a large
panorama of such definitions, see Geman and Horowitz [12].

The most common definition of the local times L = {L7 : z € R, t > 0}
of a given process {X; : t > 0} is as the Radon-Nikodym derivative of
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the occupation measure of X with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R;
precisely L satisfies

[rxas= [ s (11)

for every Borel function f: R +— R,.

There is also the well known stochastic calculus approach developed by
Meyer [16] in which one works with a general semimartingale {X; : ¢ > 0},
and defines A = {\f : x € R, t > 0} with respect to the Lebesgue measure
from the formula

/Otf(Xs)d <X°>,= /_Z F2)NF d. (12)

Of course, in the particular case when d < X°>,= ds, i.e., X°is a Brownian
motion, then the definitions of L and A coincide. In other cases, e.g., if
X¢ =0, they will differ.

In this paper we focus on the potential theoretic approach applicable in
the Markovian case in which the local times are defined as additive function-
als whose p-potentials are equal to p-resolvent kernels of X. Local times can
hereby be interpreted as the increasing processes in the Doob-Meyer decom-
positions of certain submartingales. Considering the p-resolvent kernels and
passing to the limit, in an adequate manner, as p — 0, we obtain a formula
([C3), which clearly extends Tanaka’s original formula for the local times of
Brownian motion to those of the symmetric a-stable processes, « € (1, 2], al-
ready obtained by T. Yamada |[20] and further developed in K. Yamada [T9)].
Our approach may be simpler and may help to make these results better
known to probabilists working with Lévy processes.

The formula ([3) below and its counterparts about decompositions of
powers of symmetric a-stable Lévy processes show at the same time similar-
ities and differences with the well known formulae for Brownian motion (see,
in particular, Chapter 10 in [23] concerning the principal values of Brownian
local times). We hope that the Tanaka representation of the local times in
([C3) may be useful to gain some better understanding for the Ray-Knight
theorems of the local times of X as presented in Eisenbaum et al. [6], since
in the Brownian case, Tanaka’s formula has been such a powerful tool for
this purpose, see, e.g., Jeulin [T5].



We now state the main formulae and results for the symmetric a-stable
Lévy process X = {X;}. To be precise, we take X to satisfy

E (exp(iAX;)) = exp(—t|A|¥), A €R,

in particular, for a = 2, X equals v/2 times a standard BM. General criteria
can be applied to verify that X possesses a jointly continuous family of local
times {L7} satisfying ([CI). The constants ¢; appearing below and later in
the paper will be computed precisely in Section 5; clearly, they depend on
the index o and/or the exponent 7.

1) Forallt >0 and x € R
|1 Xi — 2" = [2]* T 4+ NP e L, (1.3)

where N* is a martingale such that for 0 < v < a/(a — 1), especially for
v=2,

E (sup |Nf\'y) < 00. (1.4)
s<t
Moreover, the continuous increasing process associated with N* is
t
ds
<N*>;:=c _. 1.5
o | et (1)

2) For a — 1 < 7y < « the submartingale {|X; — x|"} has the decomposition
|Xp — 2]’ = |a]” + N + AP, (1.6)

where NO) is a martingale and A" is the increasing process given by

t ds
A(V) = / _. 1.7
t C3 o |X5 _ x|a_.y ( )

3) For 0 < v < «a — 1 the process {|X; — x|} is not a semimartingale
but for (« —1)/2 < v < o — 1 it is a Dirichlet process with the canonical

decomposition
X, — 2" = |2 + N + A, (1.8)
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where N is a martingale and A", which has zero quadratic variation, is
given by the principal value integral

t
M ._ ds — dz r+z _ X
AV i=cqpuv. /0 X o C4 B (L Ly). (1.9)

The paper is organized so that in Section 2 some preliminaries about sym-
metric Lévy processes including their generators and some variants of the Ito
formula are presented. In Section 3 we derive the Tanaka formula for general
symmetric Lévy processes admitting local times. The above stated results
for symmetric stable Lévy processes are proved and extended in Section 4.
In Section 5 we compute explicitly the constants ¢; featured above and also
further ones appearing especially in Section 4. This is done by exhibiting
some close relations between these constants and the known expressions of
the moments E(| X;|”) where X; denotes a standard symmetric a-stable vari-
able. In Section 6, we consider, instead of | X; —z|7, the process {(X; —z)"*},
where

a”* :=sgn(a) |a|",
is the symmetric power of order v, and we determine the parameter values
for which these processes are semimartingales or Dirichlet processes, thus
completing results 1), 2) and 3) above.

2 Preliminaries on symmetric Lévy processes

Throughout this paper, we consider a real-valued symmetric Lévy process
X = {Xi} and, if nothing else is stated, we assume X, = 0. The Lévy
exponent ¥ of X is a non-negative symmetric function such that

E (exp(i€X;)) = E (cos(£X})) = exp (—t¥(E)) . (2.1)
The Lévy measure v of X satisfies, as is well known, the integrability condi-
tion

/_Oo (1A 22) w(dz) < oo.

oo

By symmetry, v(A) = v(—A) for any A € B, the Borel o-field on R; hence,

V() = %02 ¢ — /_OO ("% =1 =182 1.2yy) v(dz)
:1 2g2 h — v(d
50 3 +2/0 (1 —cos(&z)) v(dz). (2.2)
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Recall also (see, e.g., Ikeda and Watanabe [I4] p. 65) that X admits the
Brownian-Poisson representation

X, =0B+ / / zIl(ds, dz) +/ / z (Il —m)(ds,dz), (2.3)
(0,¢] J{lz|>1} (0,¢] J{|z[<1}

where the Brownian motion B and the Poisson random measure II with the
intensity

m(ds,dz) := E(Il(ds, dz)) = dsv(dz)

are independent. Due to the symmetry of v, the generator of X can be
written as

Gf(x) = G"f(x) + G"f(x)
o f(x) + /R (F@+y) — F(2) = F(2)y Ly v(dy)

=5 @+ [ ()= 5@ - F@w) ). (24)
R

where G acts on regular functions f in particular those in the Schwartz space
S(R) of rapidly decreasing functions. Given a smooth function f, the pre-
dictable form of the It6 formula (see Ikeda and Watanabe [14] and K. Yamada
[19]) writes

10 = £(50) = [ Gr(x.) ds (2.5
—a/ f'(X) dBq —I—// f(Xso +2) — f(Xso)) (I —7)(ds, dz).

The formula (3) connects with the Itd formula for semimartingales, as de-
veloped by Meyer [16], and displayed as

f(Xy) = f(Xo) /f _)dXs +—/f”

Y (F(X) = f(Xeo) = F(X0)AX) . (2.6)

0<s<t

t
The sum of jumps Z (...) may be compensated by / G"f(X,)ds, and,
0<s<t 0
hence, we have recovered the integrated form of (Z4):

/gf ds—/ GPf( ds+/tgnf(XS)ds



We record also a more general compensator formula employed later in the
paper. For this, let ® : R x R +— R, be a Borel measurable function. Then

E ( > @(Xs_,Xs)l{Axs¢0}>

7 —E </Ot /R\{O} w(ds,dz)q)(Xs,Xs+z))- (2.7)

3 Local times for symmetric Lévy processes

From now on, we assume that

o 1
/OO T‘I’(ﬁ)dg < 0. (3.1)

From standard Fourier arguments (see Bertoin [I| and, e.g., Borodin and
Ibragimov |2] p. 67) one can show the existence of a jointly measurable family
of local times {L7 : = € R,t > 0} satisfying for every Borel-measurable
function f : R +— R, the occupation time formula

/ s f(X,) = / Z f(@)LF da.

For the condition (expressed in terms of the function v in (BH)) under which
(t,x) — L7 is continuous, see Bertoin [I] p. 148. In particular, the condition
holds for symmetric a-stable Lévy processes; in fact it was shown by Boylan
B3], see also Getoor and Kesten [T3], that

L™ = Lf] < K [yl (3.2)

for any 6 < (o — 1)/2 and some random constant K.

Our approach toward a Tanaka formula for these local times is based on
the potential theoretic construction which we now develop. It is well known,
see Bertoin [I] p. 67, that for any p > 0

w1 [ cos(Ex)
ulP) (z) = 7T/o ) d¢ (3.3)

is a continuous version of the density of the resolvent
UP(0,dz) = Eq </ e "1 (x,cdn) dt) :
0
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Moreover, for every z the local time {Lf} can be chosen as a continuous
additive functional such that

u?(y —2) = E, ( /0 h e—Ptdth> : (3.4)

From ([B4) we deduce the Doob-Meyer decomposition given in the next

Proposition 3.1. For every fized x

t
uP (X, — 2) = u®(Xy — 2) + M7 +p / uP (X, —x)ds — L*, (3.5)
0

where MP*) s a martingale with respect to the natural filtration {F:} of X.

Moreover, for every fized t, both the martingale {Mégp’x) : s < t} and the
random variable LY belong to BMO; in particular, L has some exponential
moments.

Proof. Straightforward computations using the Markov property show that
for y = X

E, (/ e_ptdth|.7-"s) = / e P LY 4 e PoulP) (X, — 1),
0 0
which together with an integration by parts yields (B3). We leave the proofs
of the remaining assertions to the reader. O

A variant of the Tanaka formula shall now be obtained by letting p — 0 in
B3). The result is stated in Proposition but first we need an important
ingredient.

Lemma 3.2. For every r € R

lim (u(0) — ul?(x)) = % /0 h %zgm e = o). (3.6)

Proof. The statement follows from (B3) by dominated convergence because

(cf. (22)) . L g
/lwd§<oo, and /Owd§<oo.

Notice also that v is continuous. O



The formula (B) below generalizes in a sense the Tanaka formula for
Brownian motion to symmetric Lévy processes. In the next section we study
the particular case of symmetric stable processes.

Proposition 3.3. Let v be the function introduced in (Z4) and MP®) the
martingale defined in Proposition [Z1. Then

v(X, —z) = v(z) + N+ L?, (3.7)
where Nf = —lim,_,o Mt(p’m) defines a martingale.

Remark 3.4. Standard results about martingale additive functionals of X
yield the following representations

N = U/Otv'(XS —z)dB,
-|—/(07t} /R (0(Xs- =2+ 2) —v(Xso — ) (I —7)(ds, dz),
and
< N% 4= o? /Ot(z/(Xs — 2))ds
# [ ] @ =42 =X =) (s, ),

where v is a weak derivative of v.

Proof. Consider the identity (B3). Let therein p — 0 and use Lemma B2 to
obtain

t
v(X, = x) = v(x) - lim (Mf”’x’ +p /0 u? (X, — x)ds) + LY. (3.8)

From @3) u® (y) < u(0), and, consequently,

t
0< p/ u? (X, — x)ds < pulP(0)t. (3.9)
0
Next we show that
lim pu®(0) = 0. (3.10)
p—0



Indeed, using ([B3)) again,

(p) _l Ooﬂ
pu (O>_w/o PR

1 / Yopde  p / > dg
<= | —=—+= | — 3.11
3 TG R A TR
and (EI0) results by dominated convergence. Hence, (B8) yields (1) with

N? as claimed. It remains to prove that N* is a martingale. For this it is
enough to show that

E (|Ng - Mt(p’x)|) 50 asp— 0. (3.12)

To prove ([BI2) consider

N7 =M < p / u (X, = w)ds + [v(z) = (u?(0) — ul ()]
Ho(Xe = 2) = @P(0) — ul (X, — 2)].

From [B3) and (BI0), the integral term goes to 0 as p — 0. Next, by Fubini’s
theorem and (ETI)

B (Jo(X; - 2) — (W9(0) — uP(X, - 2))

11— Bleos(E(X, — 1))

E /o VO ) ©
11— cos(Ea) exp(—tU(€)
‘wp/o <><p+\1/< N ®

1 * 1—cos(€x)
<2o(/ st [T o ).
™ ( o V() + () p+‘1’§))
Applying the dominated convergence theorem for the first term above and
(BIT)) for the second one give

lim E ’v —z) — (uP(0) — u?P (X, — x))}) =0,

p—0

completing the proof. O



Example 3.5. For standard Brownian motion B we have

R

Consequently,
v(z) ;= lim (u(p)(()) — u(p)(x)) = |z|.

p—0

and the formula (B) takes the familiar form

where

t

N® =1lim [ e V2PIB:==lgon(B, — z) dB,

p—0 0

t
:/ sgn(Bs — ) dBs.
0

4 Symmetric a-stable Lévy processes

Let X = {X;}, Xo = 0, denote the symmetric a-stable process with the Lévy
exponent

(g =gl ae(1,2).

We remark that the condition (B) is satisfied, and also that the local time
of X has a jointly continuous version, as is discussed in Section 3. For
clarity, we have excluded the Brownian motion from our study. However,
the corresponding results for Brownian motion may be recovered by letting
a — 2. Recall also that E(]X;|7) < oo for v < a, and that the Lévy measure

v(dz) = cs() 2|7 tdz, a€(1,2). (4.1)

The function v introduced in Lemma is in the present case given by
v(z) = cgla) |z|* . (4.2)

The results announced in the Introduction are now presented again and
proven in a more complete form through the following three propositions.
The first one treats the claim 1) in the Introduction.
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Proposition 4.1. a) For fized =
(@) (1%, — ol = [al°Y) = N7 + L3 (43)

where {N,f”} is a square integrable martingale. In fact, for all 0 < v <
af(a—1), especially for v = 2,

E (sup |]\7§|V) < 0. (4.4)

s<t
Moreover, the continuous increasing process associated with N is

- ¢ ds
<N¥>p= —_— 4.5
t C7(Oé) /0 |Xs I $|2_a ( )

b) For every t and = the variable LY belongs to BMO; in fact, for all s <t
B (L — LT | F.) < K (4.6)
for some constant K, which does not depend on s.

Proof. The fact that N* is a martingale is clear from Proposition B33 Be-
cause L} has some exponential moments (cf. PropositionB), it is seen easily
from(E3) that for v >0 .
E(|N{|") < oo
if
E (|X, - x|7(a_1)) < 00,
which is true for y(a — 1) < a. Consequently, an extension of the Doob-

Kolmogorov inequality, gives (). The martingale N* has no continuous
martingale part. Hence, letting

[N o= D (AND)? = (e())* Y (1Xs — 2™ = | X — 271

s<t s<t

it holds that { (N¥)?> — [N*],} is a martingale. Consequently, < N*> can
be obtained as the dual predictable projection of [N*], and from the Lévy
system of X, e.g., (21), we get

<N®>= (ce())?es(a / ds (| Xoo =z +y|* " = | X, —x|a_1)2.

|y|a+1
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Putting » = X, — x and introducing y = zu the latter integral takes the
form

a—1 a— 1 a—1 2
/‘ Bx (lz +yl* = 2 Bt a/| o1 (L +u=t=1)"

Consequently, <N*> is as claimed. To prove the second part of the propo-
sition, notice that by the martingale property

E (L — LY | F,) = cs(a) E (|X; —2|*" = | X, —2|*7" | F)
< c(e) E (| X, — X,|*7H | F)
< cs(a) E (|X—|*7)
< K/ (a— l/a
where also the scaling property and the inequality
27 —yP| < foz—y’, 0<p<1
are used. O

The following corollary plays the same role for X as the classical 1to-
Tanaka formula plays for Brownian motion. In fact, a large part of this
paper discusses for which functions the identity (), or some variant of it
is valid.

Corollary 4.2. Let f be a bounded Borel function with compact support and
define

Fly) = / dxf () ly — 2|,
Then .
F(X,) = F(0) + / drf () NP + e1(a) / ds f(X.) (4.7)

expresses the canonical semimartingale decomposition of {F(X;)} with

{[dxf(z) Nf} a martingale.

Proof. 1t suffices to integrate both sides of (3)) (or rather ([L3))) with respect
to the measure f(x)dz. O
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Remark 4.3. a) In K. Yamada [T9] the representation [3) of the local time
(or Tanaka’s formula for symmetric a-stable processes) is derived using the
so called “mollifier” approach as in Ikeda and Watanabe [I4] in the Brownian
motion case. In this case the martingale is given by

NZ = ¢g(a) / / (| Xoo =2+ 2|*7" = [ Xoo —2|*") (11— 7)(ds, dz),
04 JRrR

where IT and 7 are the Poisson random measure and the corresponding in-
tensity measure, respectively, associated with X.

b) The inequality (6) holds for all symmetric Lévy processes having local
times. Indeed, it is proved in Bertoin [I] p. 147 Corollary 14 that the func-
tion v defined in (B6), Lemma B2 induces a metric on R, and, in particular,
the triangle inequality holds. Consequently,

B (L} — L7| F,) < E(u(X; — X.)) = B(v(Xi-,)) < Bu(X,)) < o

because

S% <t+/1w%)<oo.

c) We leave it to the reader to establish a version of Corollary L2 for general
symmetric Lévy processes.

Proposition 4.4. For a given x and o« — 1 < 7 < « the submartingale
{|X: —z|" : t > 0} has the decomposition

X, — 2" = |z + N + A, (4.8)

where NO) is a martingale and A" is the increasing process given by

A — cs(e, ) /t L (4.9)
t 9 0 ‘Xs—gj‘a—’f .

Moreover, when o — 1 < v < /2 the increasing process < N > is of the
form

t ds
<N >, = / —_— 4.10
t 08(057 7) 0 |Xs _ l’|a_27 ( )
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Proof. Formula ([E8) is obtained by integrating both sides of equation (E3])
(or (L3) taken at level z with respect to the measure dz/|z — x|*~7. The
form of the left hand side is obtained from the scaling argument. Because
AU is continuous the computation for finding < N > is very similar to the
computation of <N*> in the proof of Proposition EZIl We have

t
CNDs,— / ds/ W(dy) (X —z+y] — X —aP)?,  (411)
0 R

which easily yields (EI0). O

For the next proposition, we recall the notion of Dirichlet process, that is
a process which can decomposed uniquely as the sum of a local martingale
and a continuous process with zero quadratic variation (see, e.g., Follmer

[10], Fukushima [IT1).

Proposition 4.5. a) For 0 < v < a — 1 the process | X — z|" is not a
semimartingale.

b) For (a« —1)/2 <y < a— 1 the process | X — x| is a Dirichlet process with
the canonical decomposition

X, — 2" = |z + N + A, (4.12)

where N is a martingale and A" is given by the principal value integral

¢
(" _ ds
At - C4(Of, ’Y) p‘V' /(; |Xs _ x|a_,\/

= Lt — [F) . 4.13
C4(0577) R |Z|a_ﬂy( t t) ( )

Moreover, the increasing process <N > is as given in [Z.10).

Proof. a) We take = = 0 and adapt the argument in Yor [21] applied therein
for continuous martingales. Assume that Y; := | X;|?, v < a — 1, defines a

semimartingale. Then
|Xt|oc—1 — Y;G

with 0 = v/(a — 1) > 1, and Itd’s formula for semimartingales (notice that
Y¢=0) gives

t
v = / oYt dy, + %, (4.14)
0

14



where
Sei= Y (Y=Y —0YIT'AY).
0<s<t

The argument of the proof is that under the above assumption the local time

t
0= / Lix, oy ][ (4.15)
0

would be equal to zero. To derive this contradiction notice from (T4 and

(ETH) that

t t
LY = / liy, —pdY! = / Ly, —op dZs.
0 0

But because ¥ is a purely discontinuous increasing process and L is contin-
uous this is possible only if L° = 0, which cannot be the case; thus proving
that Y is not a semimartingale.

b) To prove ([EIZ) we consider formula (C3) at levels  + z and = and write

dz

Nr= (1X; — (z +2)[* " = | Xy — 2*7) (4.16)

dz T2z X dz TTZ X
= (Nt+ — Nt) + 1 (@) /R 2o (Lt+ — Lt).

The integral on the left hand side is well defined since by scaling

[ e (X = a4 2 = X = 2l") = X =l r(a,)

with
dz

|z|a ¥ (‘1 _z|a t- 1)

r(a,y) =

which is an absolutely convergent integral. Next notice that the principal
value integral on the right hand side of (EI6) is well defined by the Holder
continuity in z of the local times (cf. [BZ)). It also follows that the first
integral on the right hand side of ({I6) is meaningful and, by Fubini’s theo-
rem, it is a martingale. In Fitzsimmons and Getoor [8] it is proved that A
has zero p-variation for p > p, := (o« —1)/(ov — 1 —~) and infinite p-variation
for p < p,. Hence the claimed Dirichlet process decomposition follows with

cala,y) = ala)/r(a, 7). (4.17)
O

15



5 Explicit values of the constants

An important ingredient in the computation of the explicit values of the
constants is the formula for absolute moments of symmetric a-stable, a €
(1,2), random variables due to Shanbhag and Sreehari [I8] (see also Sato |17]
p. 163, Chaumont and Yor [ p. 110). To discuss this briefly let

o Z be an exponentially distributed r.v. with mean 1,

o U a normally distributed r.v. with mean 0 and variance 1,

o X a symmetric a-stable r.v. with characteristic function exp(—[¢|®),
o Y(@/2) 4 positive a/2-stable r.v. with Laplace transform exp(—£°/2).

Assume also that these variables are independent. Then it is easily
checked that /2
(z)ye/?)** L 7 (5.1)

and /o
X@ L \2u (yerr)”, (5.2)

From (BI) we obtain for v < a/2

E <(Y(a/2>)7> _ ?((11__%))’

and, further, from (22 for —1 < v < «

m =B (XO) =2 TRy (Vg ) 6

The constants with the associated reference numbers of the formulae
where they appear in the paper are summarized in the following table.
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Constant Value Ref.

a(a) (@ =1)7mma_1) /T(1/a) (L3, 62, 63)
ca(@) (2(a = 1) ma(a-1)) /(@ mqa—2) (1)

cs(a, ) (ymy)/(@my—a) (D), &3
ca(a, ) ci(a)/r(a, ) E13), @1
es(a) a/(21(1 — «) cos(am/2)) (z3m1)

co(@) (er()™ = (2mes(a — 1) (E2)

cr(a) ca() (co(ar))? (E3)
Cg(O&, 7) C3(Oé, 27) - 203(0(, 7) (m)

We consider first the constant c3(«, ) and, for clarity, recall formula (ES):
X, —a” = [z + N + AP, (5.4)

with  — 1 <y < o and

¢ ds
A0 _ / _
t C3(OZ, /7) 0 ‘Xs _ x‘a_»y
Notice that letting v | o — 1 yields, in a sense,
ALY = oo L7, (5.5)

although, using the value in the table, c3(a,vy) — 0. From (B4) it is seen
that f(y) = |y —x|” belongs to the domain of the extended generator G, and,
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by scaling we obtain the following integral representation

es(o ) = /R v(dy) (11 + 9 —1—y).

On the other hand, taking x = 0 in (&4)), and using scaling again together
with ([3)), we get

E (|X,[") = e3(a.7) / ds (|X,[°)

which is equivalent with

atV/

v

/e my = c3(a, ) Mey—a

hence,
cs(a,y) =ymy/amy_,.

A similar argument leads to an expression for ¢i(a). From (&0 we get
E (| X,|*") = c1i() E (L)) . (5.6)
We derive from (B8 the existence of a constant ¢y(«) such that
E (d,LY) = co(e)dt "/,
and it follows from (B3) that
Ma—1 = acr(a) co(a)/(a—1). (5.7)

We now compute cy(a) to obtain ¢;(«) from (7). For this consider the
identity (B4) forx =y =0

u(p)(O) =E (/ e_pstLS) ,
0

which in terms of ¢o(«) reads

1 [ d o
—/ S _ co(@) / e PsgTla s,
T Jo p+E&° 0
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An elementary computation reveals that

ofa) = = T((a+1)/a),

hence,
ala) = ((a—=1)mme_1) /T (1/a).
Next we find from formula ([3) that

co(a) = 1/c1(a). (5.8)

To compute cg(a,y) for « — 1 < v < /2 and the limiting case cz(a) =
cs(a, o« — 1) notice from (ETT) that

2
(o) = [ vldy) (L= 1)
R
Comparing the integral representations of c3 and cg it is seen that

2¢cs(a,y) + cs(a,y) = es(a, 27) (5.9)

which can also be deduced from the following formulae

t
0

- 2a(an) +ala) B [ ).
(i)  E(X)*") =cs3(e,29) E (/Ot |Xcll%2“f> :

The first one of these is an easy application of the Itd formula for semimartin-
gales and the second one follows (&) because 7 < «/2. From equation (&29)
we get

Cg(Oé, ’7) = 03(05, 27) - 263(Oé, 7)
_ 2y [ myy,  my
a m2fy—a m'y—a .
The constant ¢y is now obtained by letting here v — o — 1 and using m_; =
+00. Consequently

2(0{ - ].) mg(a_l)

coa) = - o
o
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To find the constant cs(«), we use the relationship (22) between ¥ and
v which yields after substitution y = £z

1 —cosy !

Integrating by parts and using the formulae 2.3.(1) p. 68 in Erdelyi et al. [{]
lead us to the explicit value of the integral

/‘X’l—cosy Il —a)
0

ot dy = - cos(am/2).
The constant cg(a) can also clearly be expressed in terms of cs

_ (on B _121 1 —cosé
(o) = resa— 1) = [T e
_1r2-a)

™ O —

cos((a — 1)m/2).

It can be verified by the duplication formula for the Gamma function that
this agrees with (L8). It holds also that () — 1/2 as a T 2.

The constant c¢7 is obtained by simply comparing the definitions of N* in
([3) and N* in Proposition Bl We have

implying
cr(a) = ea(a) (co(a)) ™.

6 Symmetric principal values of local times

Our previous results may be summarized as follows

(i) for @ —1 < v < a the process {|X; — z|?} is a submartingale whose
Doob-Meyer decomposition is given by (E),

(ii) for (o« —1)/2 < < a—1 the process {|X; — |7} is a Dirichlet process
whose canonical decomposition is given by ([ET2).
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These results do not discuss whether {(X; — x)"*}, the symmetric power of

order 7, i.e.,
(X —a)"" :=sgn(X; — x) | Xy — x|, (6.1)

is or is not a semimartingale or a Dirichlet process. In the present section it
is seen that this question can be answered completely relying on some results
in Fitzsimmons and Getoor [8] and [9], see also K. Yamada [I9]. Let =0
in (EJ) and introduce the principal value integral (cf. (L))

t o]
p-v. ds = / dz (Lf — Lt_z) ,
0

0
0 Xs7* ZG

where by the Holder continuity ([B2) the integral is well defined for 6 <
(a+1)/2.

Proposition 6.1. a) For a —1 < v < « the process {X;"*} is a semimartin-
gale.

b) For (a —1)/2 < v < a — 1 the process {X,""} is a Dirichlet process and
not a semimartingale.

c) In both cases the unique canonical decomposition of the process can be
written as

s
VY _ATY*
Xt qa’g = Nt + Cl(Oé) P.V. /(; W, (62)
where © g
T a— a—
Joany = /0 pr (1=l = (14 2)*)
and

>

* ~ dl’ T —x
NQ’:/ (N7 — N77).
0
In particular, for v =a —1

tds

Xf‘_l’* Qo1 = Nf‘_l’* + ¢1(a) p.v. X (6.3)
0 S

Proof. Because {X,} is a martingale, it follows from the Ito formula for semi-
martingales (6] that for 1 <~ < « the process {X;""} is a semimartingale.
The other statements in a) and b) are derived from the decomposition (E2)
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which we now verify similarly as (ZIZ2) in Proposition EEDl Hence, we start
again from the identity (L3 considered at x and —z, and write, informally

< g
/ C (X — 2 = X 4 2o (6.4)
0

T

< d < d
- [ S o) vate) [ @ - 1),

0

To analyze the integral on the left hand side consider

* dx
Qa,a—fy(a) = / (|a - ﬂf‘a_l — ‘CL + x\o‘_l) .
0

T

It is easily seen that this integral is absolutely convergent and

— 4k
Qa, — - =y
« 7(@) a Qo,a—~

Now the rest of the proof is very similar to that of Proposition b), and is
therefore omitted. 0

Remark 6.2. a) The increasing process associated with N7* is given by
t
<N > =G0, / ds/ v(dz) (X5 +2)77" — X;l_“”*)2
0 R

_ 2 ! ds d a—,% 2
e qa7o¢—'y 0 ‘Xs‘a_?\/ RV( Z) ((1+Z) - ].) .

We also have by scaling

'ods " ) 2
E = [ s@e s E (X,
(/0 |X8|a—2'y) /0 § 8 (| 1 )

a (e} —Q
— ﬂ /e R (|X1|27 ) )

b) Since
X" = (X)) + (X))

and
| X = (X)) — (X))

it is straightforward to derive the decomposition formulae for {(X;")7} and
{(X;)7}, and we leave this to the reader.
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c) Note how different (63) is in the Brownian case o = 2, for which on one
hand {B;} is a martingale, and on the other hand

t 1 " ds
By) = log |Bs|dBs + = p.v. —
o(B) = [ toglBldB.+ 5 p. [ 5
with ¢(z) = zlog|z| — . For principal values of Brownian motion and ex-
tensions of 1td’s formula, see Yor [22], [23] and Cherny [5].
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