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Abstract

The extremal tail probabilities of moving sums in a marked Poisson random field is
examined here. These sums are computed by adding up the weighted occurrences of events
lying within a scanning set of fixed shape and size. Change of measure and analysis of
local random fields are used to provide tail probabilities. The asymptotic constants are
initially expressed in a form that seems hard to evaluate and do not seem to provide any
additional information on the properties of the constants. A more sophisticated approach is
then undertaken giving rise to an expression that is not only neater but also able to provide
computable bounds. The technique used to obtain this constant can also be modified to work

on continuous processes.
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1. Introduction. The maxima of moving averages in Gaussian random fields in di-
mension d > 1 was studied in Siegmund and Worsley (1995) and Shafie, Sigal, Siegmund
and Worsley (2003), with applications in imaging and signal detection. Two key techniques
used are (i) the Karhunen-Loeve expansion with the volume of tube formula and (ii) the
Euler characteristic; see Adler (2000) for an overview of the research area and also Taylor,

Takemura and Adler (2005) and Taylor (2006) for more recent developments.

The maximum of moving sums in Poisson random fields, more commonly known as
scan statistics in the statistical literature, also have widespread applications in molecular
biology, epidemiology, geostatistics and image analysis, cf. Cressie (1993), Anderson and
Titterington (1997), Glaz, Naus and Wallenstein (2001) and Chan and Zhang (2007), but the
tail probability approximations are in comparison not as well developed for d > 1. While the
tail probabilities of these sums have been studied in Naus (1965), Loader (1991) and Alm

(1997), restrictions to rectangular scanning sets have been imposed for analytical convenience.

We set out here to study the tail probabilities of the maxima of moving sums with
minimal restrictions on the choice of scanning sets. A theory parallel to the study of tail
probabilities in Gaussian or Gaussian-like random fields in the classical framework of Pickands
(1969), Bickel and Rosenblatt (1973), Qualls and Watanabe (1973), Piterbarg (1996) and
Chan and Lai (2006) is developed here. We also consider a more general marked Poisson
random field, which is motivated by recent developments in molecular biology, see for example
Chan and Zhang (2007). This generalization entails careful consideration of overshoots in
special cases of scanning sets that is not required in Poisson random fields. Berman (1982)
and Albin (1990) have also studied tail probabilities of stationary processes but their limiting
results are of a different type and do not apply here.

The first expression of the tail probability is stated in Theorem 1 in Section 3. Lemma
1 is the basic building block of Theorem 1, providing the extremal tail probability over a
local domain by using a change of measure approach. The expression of this tail probability
requires a description of an induced local random field around the boundary of the scanning
set and this is provided in Section 2. The technical details of how these building blocks can
be combined together to provide the tail probability of the maxima of the sums over the
whole domain, via an adaption of the Pickands-Qualls-Watanabe technique, is given in the
Appendix. In Section 4, we provide an alternative expression of the asymptotic constants in
Theorem 1 via a more refined technique and obtain bounds of these constants. In Section
5, we adapt this technique on continuous valued random fields and show that it provide

constants that looks like a differential form of the constants obtained via the beautiful Poisson



clumping heuristic shown in Aldous (1989). Some bounds obtained from the new expression

are surprisingly accurate.

2. Definitions, notations and a local Poisson random field. Let D and B
be Jordan-measurable (bounded) subsets of RY. For vectors t = (t1,...,t;) and u =
(u1,...,uq), we shall use the notation t > u to denote t; > wu; for all j. We shall also
let 0= (0,...,0) and 1 = (1,...,1). Let ox(:), k =d or k = d — 1 denote the k-dimensional
volume of a k-dimensional manifold in R%. For any A C R%, b € R and ¢ € R?, we shall let
#A denote the number of elements in A and ¢+ bA = {c+ ba : a € A}. We shall also use

|| - || to denote Lo-norm and || - ||« to denote Loo-norm.

Assume that the boundary 0B can be expressed as a finite union of smooth (d — 1)-
dimensional submanifolds possibly with boundary (see Spivak (1965) p113 for the definition).
For example, if B = {t : ||t| < 1}, a cube of length 2, then JB is a union of 2d faces, each

a smooth (d — 1)-dimensional submanifold with boundary.

Let X = {(t;,X;) : i > 1} be a marked point process on R%*!, characterized by F, a
distribution function of the marks X; and A > 0, the rate of events occurring. Hence for any
set A, Borel subset of R, #{i : (t;, X;) € A} follows a Poisson distribution with mean
A [, dt x dF(x). Moreover, for any two disjoint Borel sets A and C, #{i : (t;, X;) € A} and
#{i: (t;,X;) € C} are independent random variables. From the above description, we may
assume without loss of generality that X7, Xo, ... are independent and identically distributed
(ii.d.) random variables having distribution F' and independent of {t; : i« > 1}; a Poisson

process with rate .

Let © = EX; and M() = Ee. Assume that P{X; > 0} > 0 and © := {6 :
M (6) < oo} is an open neighborhood of 0. For any set A, Borel subset of R¢, define the sum
S(A) = 4.c4 Xi- We analyze here the tail probability

(2.1) pa = Py{sup S(v+ B) > Ac}
veD

as A — oo, for given ¢ > max{0, uoy(B)}.

Through an appropriate transformation, we can also look at the limiting probability
of py as one involving fixed Poisson rate A\g > 0 and increasingly large scanning sets. Let
gx = (A X0)Y¢ be the scaling constants. Then py = Py, {supyey, p S(Vv+ grB) > Ac}. For
notational simplicity, the analysis here looks at p) in terms of (2.1) but the presence of such

transformations has important practical implications.

We will now proceed with the description of a limiting local random field Y = {Y (u) :



u € R}, that is derived from both the distribution F' and the geometry of the boundary dB.
For a given ¢ > max{0, uoy(B)}, let 6. > 0 and distribution F, satisfy

(2.2) M'(8,) = ¢/o4(B) and F.(dx) = e’*F(dx)/M(6,),

where / here denotes first derivative.

Let Z(M) = {(Vgl), Zi(l)) : 1 > 1} be a marked Poisson process such that {Vgl) 11> 1} is
a Poisson process with rate 1 on the domain 9B x [0,00) and Zfl),Zél), ... are i.i.d. with
distribution F. Let Z(?) = {(ng), ZZ-(2)) :1 > 1} be a marked Poisson process independent of
ZM | such that {VZ@) : 1 > 1} is a Poisson process with rate M (6..) on the domain 9B x (—o0, 0)
and Z{2), Zéz), ... are i.i.d. with distribution F,. Let n{ be the unit normal vector of t € OB

away from B and let - denote dot product. For u € R%, let

YW (u) = Z Zi(j) for j = 1,2, where

(2 3) ivPealy)
AD = U t x [0,n¢ - u) and AP = U t X [ng - u,0).
tcoB:m¢-u>0 tcoB:ng-u<0
We define
(2.4) Y(u) =YW (u) - YP(u) for all u e R%

3. First expression of asymptotic tail probability. A key idea here is a change
of measure argument that allows us to obtain, in Lemma 1, the tail probability of the max-
ima over a local domain. To obtain the global probabilities in Theorem 1 from these local
probabilities, we adapt the Pickands-Quall-Watanabe technique from the Gaussian random
field literature. Hence the characterization of the constant K in Theorem 1 bears a striking
resemblence to constants seen in the earlier papers on Gaussian random fields though the

distribution of Y (u) here is compound Poisson rather than Gaussian.

Let @) be a probability measure under which X is a nonhomogeneous marked Poisson
process with rate AM (6..) and mark distribution F, inside B, and rate A and mark distribution
F outside B. Hence under Qy, for any set A, Borel subset of R¥1, #{i : (t;, X;) € A} follows
a Poisson distribution with mean AM (6,.) fAﬂ(BxR) dt xdF,(x)+\ fAﬂ(BCXR) dt x dF(z) while
#{i: (t;,X;) € A} and #{i : (t;,X;) € C} are independent random variables for disjoint
sets A and C. By (2.2),

aQx

(3.1) .

(X) = exp{0.5(B) — Aoa(B)[M(6.) — 1]}.



Let Egm ) = {SuPgoy<irmr-11 S(v + B) > Ac}. In the proof of Lemma 1 below, we analyze
the event Ey ,, » under Q) before applying the identity Py(Eom.») = Eq, [(dPA/dQ)\)lEoymA].

We shall now define some terms required for the statement of Lemma 1.

For given ¢ > max{0, uoq(B)}, let
(32) I(= 1) = fc — 0a(B)[M(6,) — 1].

It follows from Theorem 1 below that I = —limy_oo A" 'logpy and hence I is the large
deviation rate of the tail probability. If there exists 1 > 0 such that F' is concentrated on
+n,£2n,..., then we say that F' is arithmetic. The largest n with this property will be called
the span of F', cf. Feller (1971) Section 5.2. If such n does not exists, then we say that F is
nonarithmetic. Let |-| denote the greatest integer function and ” the second derivative of a

function.

LEMMA 1. Let ¢ > max{0, uoy(B)}. Define xy = 0.(Ac — n|\c¢/n]) if F is arithmetic
with span n and ) = 0 if F is nonarithmetic. Then for all t € D,

(33)  Pa(Bemp) = Pa(Boma) ~ 2mAag(B)M"(0.)] e MK, as A — o,

where
(3.4)

X n [(1 —eme)=l 4 > tenz+ Pt P{supg_y<m1 Y (u) > £} if F is arithmetic with span 1,
m pumy

[ %Y P{supg_y<m1 Y (1) > y}dy if F' is nonarithmetic.

PROOF. By stationarity, Px(E¢m,) = Pr(Eom,). Let us first consider the case F
arithmetic with span 1. Then
Pr(Eomp) =P{ sup  S(v+B)=>Ac}

O<v<mA—11
(3.5)

=P\{S(B) > [Ac]} + > P{S(B) = [Ac] — ¢, . sup 11[S(v + B) — S(B)] > ¢}.
/=1 <V<LMA™

Let By = (Ngxy<a1(V + B). Since S(B\ By,y-1) and supg_y<m,mr-11[S(v + B) — S(B)] are

functions of the marked Poisson process occurring outside B,,, -1 and hence independent of



S(B,,»-1) under @y, it follows from (3.1) that

P{S(B) = |A¢] —¢, sup [S(v+B)—-S(B)]>/¢}

0<v<mA~11
= e MIRTEQS(B) = [Ae) =4, sup  [S(v+B) - S(B)] =}
0<v<mA~11
(3:6) ISVISNTIE S N .
e > QMS(Bia1) = [Ac) — £ — K}
k=0
X QMS(B\B,y1) =k, sup [S(v+B)—S(B) >0}

O<v=<mA—11

It follows from the local central limit theorem that for each ¢ € Z,

Qx{S(Bir-1) = [Ac] =€ =k} <[+ o(1)]Qx{S(B) = [Ac| - £}

(3.7)
~[2mAaq(B)M" (0,)] 712 as A — oo,

uniformly over k£ > 0, with < replaced by = if we look at (3.7) with k fixed. Hence by (3.6)
and (3.7),
P\{S(B)=[Xc] —¢, sup [S(v+B)-S(B)|] >}

0<v=<mA~11

~ 21 Ao g(B)M" (6,)] " V2e MAmatoclg £ gup [Sv+B)=S(B)] = 4}
O<v<mA—11

(3.8)

By (3.8) and the weak convergence of {S(A\~'u+ B) — S(B) : 0 < u < m1} under @, to
{Y(u): 0 <u<ml} as A — oo; see (2.3) and (2.4),

O<v<mAi—11

SOPUS(B) =] — ¢, swp [S(v+ B) - S(B)] > ¢}
/=1

(3.9) o0
~ e M 2mAey(B)M"(0.)] 72> e P{ sup Y(u) > £},
-1 0<u<ml
By a similar application of (3.1) and (3.7),
0
(3.10) PA{S(B) > [Ac]} ~ [2mAog(B)M"(0,)] " /2e M+ Z efet.
f=—00

Substitution of (3.9) and (3.10) into (3.5) then proves Lemma 1 when F is arithmetic with
span 1. For F' arithmetic with arbitrary span 7, we prove Lemma 1 by replacing the sums
in (3.5), (3.6), (3.9) and (3.10) by > e, z++ 2k>0kenz OF 2oe<osenz- For nonarithmetic F,
the sums are replaced by corresponding integrals. The detailed arguments are similar to the

proof above and shall be omitted. O



THEOREM 1. Let ¢ > max{0, uoys(B)} and define x as in Lemma 1. Then

(3.11) K := li_l}n m~UK,, is a well-defined positive and finite constant.
Moreover,
(3.12)
px = Pa{sup S(v + B) > A} ~ [2m0q(B)M" (0.)] "2 M+ \126,)(D)K as A — .
veD

REMARKS. By Jordan measurability of D,
(3.13)

{ ﬁk],k +a) CD}N#{ke (aZ)" ﬁk],k +a) ﬁD;A(Z)}asa_m,

The relation (3.12) still holds if D is replaced by domains D, that depends on A, provided
(3.13) holds with D replaced by Dy and a replaced by mA~!, with limit A — oo for all large

m, and

(3.14) lim A~ !log[og(Dy)] = 0.
A—00

Without condition (3.14), the correct relation is

Py{sup S(v + B) > Ac} ~ 1 — exp{—[2m04(B)M" (0,)] /2 MFT2\4=1/25 (D)) K }.
veD)y

We will now discuss an interesting case of Theorem 1. In Example 1, we consider
rectangular scanning sets on a marked Poisson random field. We show here that an overshoot
constant derived from F plays an important role in the tail approximations. When F' is
degenerate at 1, that is for Poisson random fields rather than marked Poisson random fields,

the overshoot constant is equal to 1 and disappears from the resulting formula.

EXAMPLE 1. Let B = [[¢_,[0,bx] with by > 0 for all k. Since OB is a union of
2d faces, with a pair of them orthogonal to each co-ordinate vector, by (2.3) and (2.4),
Y(u) = Zgzl[Yk(l)(uk) — Yk(z) (ug)], where Yl(l), . ,Yd(l), Y1(2), ... ,Yd(z) are independent one-
dimensional compound point processes. The process Yk(l), 1 < k < d, is constructed from
a marked Poisson process having Poisson rate H#k by; the surface area of the face of B
orthogonal to the kth co-ordinate vector, and mark distribution F'. The process Yk(z), 1<
k < d, is constructed from a marked Poisson process with Poisson rate M(6.)[], 2k by and

mark distribution F.. If X is a random variable with distribution F., we shall let F, denote



the distribution of —X. We define F' in a similar manner. Consider first F' nonarithmetic
and let Y, = Yk(l) - Yk(2). Then by (3.4) and P{supg~u<m1 [Zi:l Yi(ug)] >y} =1 for y <0,
(3.15)

o0 d
Ky, = /_OO eacyp{ 0<suu<pm1 {;Yk(uk)} > y}dy
:/_oo (/_Oo eecudU>P{ S {;Yk(uk)} € dy} — 0" Eexp [océogsuﬂm Vi ()
d p N
R Ve

Since Yk(l) and Yk(Z) are independent compound Poisson processes, it follows that Y (ur) =
Ej\ﬂ“k) Uyj, where N}, is a Poisson process with rate (Hé#k bo)[1 + M(0.)] and Uy, U, . ..
are i.i.d. random variables independent of IV; such that

(3.16) P{U1 € du} = [M(0.)F(du) + F(du)]/[1 + M(8.)].

Let P, be a probability measure under which the distribution of N is unchanged and

Uk1,Uka, ... are i.i.d. random variables independent of N, satisfying
(3.17) P{Up1 € du} = [F(du) + M (0c) Fe(du)]/[1 + M (6¢)].
By (2.2), (3.16) and (3.17),

(3.18) (dP,/dP)(Uy) = eUrt.

Suppressing the notation k, let Ry = Uy + --- 4+ Up and 7, = inf{¢ > 1 : Ry > y}. Define the

overshoot constant

(3.19) Ve = lim E,e 0en =),

Y—0o0
where FE, denotes expectation with respect to P,. See Siegmund (1985) Chapter 8 for the
existence and computation of v.. By (3.17)-(3.19),
(3.20)

/ eﬁcyp{ sup  Yi(ug) > yldy = Hc_l +/0 E, [eec(y_RTy)l{supogukgm Yk(uk)Zy}]dy

—o0 0<ur<m

~ VB sup Yi(ug)] ~ vemleo; (B) — ] H by,
0<ur<m £k

noting that by (2.2), under F,, E.X; = M'(0.)/M(6.) = ¢/[cq(B)M(6.)] and by definition,
under F', EX; = p. Substituting (3.20) into (3.15) and (3.11), (3.12) then gives us

d —
(321) p ~ [2m0a(B)M" (0] 2NN 2y (D) wfeoy (B) — ) (xe [T 00)
k=1



c 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 00

(I) F concentrated at 1 | .160  .497 .818 1.08 1.29 147 1.62 1.75 1.85 3.12

Lower bound of (I) 0235 .0795 137 188 232 .268 .299 .325 .348 .636

(I) F ~ N(0,1) 153 324 495 654 797 929 1.04 115 125 3.12

Table 1: Entries of K/(1+c¢)? for the second row and K6, /[14 M (6.)])? for the fourth row for
the kernel B = {t : ||t|| < 1} with d = 2. These numbers have an approximate 1% numerical
error. The third row is obtained from the inequality K > 2(c — 1)3/[x(1 + ¢)], see Example
2.

where y. = 6. when F' is nonarithmetic. Using similar arguments, the relation (3.21) can also
be shown to hold for F' arithmetic with span 7, by defining v, in (3.19) with limit y € nZ,
y — 0o and x, = (1 — 7).

4. An alternative approach. The evaluation of the constant K in Example 1 for
rectangular kernels follows along the lines of Hogan and Siegmund (1986). However, when
B is not rectangular, the expression of K via (3.4) and (3.11) does not seem to be helpful
except for indicating how the proofs of Lemma 1 and Theorem 1 is expected to proceed.
This is unsatisfying since kernels of other shapes are often used in practice. For example, in
epidemiology and geostatistical applications, the circular kernel B = {(t1,t2) : t? + 3 < 1}
provides a more desirable co-ordinate free space symmetry. For space-time problems, the
corresponding kernel is the cylindrical scanning set B = {(t1,t2,t3) : 3 + 13 < 1, |t3] < 1}.

To search for an alternative formulation of K, it is best to start with the special case F’

concentrated at 1, for which the identity
(4.1) K =Elo;'({fu e RY: Y(u) = 0})]

holds. This identity looks surprising initially because the right hand side involves only the
occupation measure of the conditional process Y at 0 and does not seem to be related to the
maxima of Y. Is (4.1) true for general F' 7 Before answering this question, we first show how

(4.1) can be utilized to provide a lower bound for K.

EXAMPLE 2. Let F be concentrated at 1. By (4.1), K > {E[oq({u : Y(u) = 0})]} L.
Let By = {t: |[t| <1} with t € R? and let Cy = 04_1(0By)/0%_|(Bs_1) = [dn?/?/T(d/2 +



D)]/[x4=1/2 /1 ((d + 1)/2)]%. Then

Elog({u:Y(u) =0})] = Cy / e f: e[k 2k /(kD2] dr
(4.2) ’ k=0

= Cu> T+ )[R+ ) = [Caf(1L+ A (V1 + o),
k=0

where fy(z) = 2°/v/1 — 422 and ¢\ is the £th derivative of a function g. Similar computations

can also be carried out for kernels of other shapes.

THEOREM 2. Let ¢ > max{0, uoq(B)}. Then
(43) K =x"E{[(1 - exp(f.sup{u € R*: Y(u) < 0})]o; ' ({u e R?: Y(u) = 0})}
where x. =~ (1 — e~ if F is arithmetic with span 1 and x. = 6. if F is nonarithmetic.

Let {(t(7),y;) : i > 1} be a unit rate Poisson process defined on 9B x [0,00) and define

the random set
Q={ueR?: ng;) - u < 0 or y;(ngg) -u) > [ul|? for all 4}.
Then [1 4+ M(6)]%0q({u: Y (u) = 0}) = 04(Q) as ¢ — co. Hence we obtain the following.

COROLLARY 1. If F is nondegenerate, then K/{x-'[1 + M(6.)]¢} is bounded above by
Elo;1(Q)] for all ¢ and tends towards Elo; ()] as ¢ — oo. If F is degenerate at n > 0,
then K/[1+ M(6.)]? is bounded above by nE[o;(Q)] for all ¢ and tends toward nE[o;* ()]

as ¢ — 0.

The case F' degenerate at n stands out because sup{Y (u) : Y(u) < 0} = —n with
probability 1. Note also that €2 depends only on the kernel B and not F'.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 2. Let us first consider F' arithmetic with span 1. To simplify
notations, select A such that ) = 0 (i.e. A € Z/c). We shall also abuse notation here and
write S(v) in place of S(v + B). By the change of measure argument in the proof of Lemma
1 and the probability bounds obtained in Lemmas A.1 and A.2, for any integers 0 < k < ¢,
t in the interior of D and dw € (0, 00),

(4.4)

PA{ sup S(v) = A¢, S(t) = Ae — k,0q({v : S(v) = Ae — k}) € A" %dw,
veD

sup{S(v) : S(v) < S(t)} = Ac — €} ~ [2nAaq(B)M" (0,.)] "/ 2e~M+0k (D)

X P{ seulgd Y(u) =k, 04({u:Y(u) =0}) € dw, setlé)d{Y(u) :Y(u) <0} =k — E}.

10



Multiplying (4.4) by A (e~%* — e=%¢) /) and integrating over t € D and w > 0, we obtain

(e70ek — e_M)PA{ ven S(v) =Ac,0a({v : S(v) = Ac = k}) > 0,

(4.5) oa({v:S(V)=Ac—1}) > 0,04{v:Adc—L < S(v) < AXc—k}) = 0}

~[2mog(BYM" (0,)] " 2e M1 26, (D) (1 — efek—0)
X F [O’Jl({u : Y(u) = 0})1{SupueRd Y(u):k7supu€Rd{Y(U)ZY(U)<0}:]€—Z}:| .

Theorem 2 then follows by adding up (4.5) over the integers 0 < k < ¢ and comparing against

(4.6) PA{ sup 5(v -+ B) = Ac} ~ [2104(BYM" (0.)]7V2(1 — e70)e=M\1/25 (D) K,

a straightforward modification of Theorem 1. For F' arithmetic with arbitrary span n > 0 or

F nonarithmetic, the arguments are similar. O

5. A relook at the Poisson clumping heuristic. In this section, we consider a
continuous valued random process X(t), t € D. To make the discussion concrete, we pick

the isotropic mean zero Gaussian random field X (t), t € R? satisfying
(5.1) EX(t)X(t+s)] ~1—a|s||*as|s|]| =0

for some 0 < @ < 2 and 0 < a < co. It was shown in Bickel and Rosenblatt (1973) and
Qualls and Watanabe (1973) that

(5.2) P{sup X(t) > c} ~ (271)_1/202d/°‘_16_02/2ad/°‘k as ¢ — 0.
teD

The approach is via a conditioning on X (t) = ¢—y/c for y > 0 which leads to the expression

o0
(5.3) K = lim m™¢ e!P{ sup Y(u) >y} dy,
m=—>00 0 uel0,m]4
where Y is a Gaussian process satisfying
(5.4) EY (u) = —[[u]|*,  Cov(Y(u),Y(v)) = [[uf* + [[v[* = [lu—v[*.

Aldous (1989) using the Poisson clumping heuristic, conditioned instead on X (u) > ¢+ y/c
for y > 0 and it follows from this approach that

(5.5) K = Elo;'({Y (u) : Y(u) > —Z})],

where Z is an independent exponential random variable with mean 1. In Theorem 3, we

apply the technique used to prove Theorem 2 to provide a differential form of (5.5).

11



THEOREM 3. K = limg o [5 Elo; ' ({u: —b< Y(u) <& — b})]db

ExAMPLE 3. We shall provide lower bounds of K using the harmonic mean inequality
as in J20 of Aldous (1989). Let B = {t : ||t|| < 1}. By Theorem 3, K > lime_, f(f{E[ad({u :
—b<Y(u) <&—b})]}! db and hence

' < o4 1(9B) / P (gepe )L/ 27r %) g
0
This leads to the inequality
~ d d 1
‘ > g1 (1-d)/2g1-d/a, (% a_ 1y
(5.6) K>d'n 4 aP<2+1>/F<a )

2

—d/2

In the case a = 2, Y has a simple characterization from which K= can be computed.

For d = 2, the right hand side of (5.6) is 7~1(=K) and for d = 3, it is 1/(4y/7).

PrROOF OF THEOREM 3. Let & > 0, 0 < v < &, Xgyp = supsep X(t) and Yyup =

SUpycrd Y (u). For any integer k£ > 0, t in the interior of D and dw € (0, 00),

P{Xgup > ¢, Xsup — [(E+1)€ —v]/c < X(t) < Xgup — (k€ —v)/c,
oca({u: Xewp — [(k +1)€ —v]/c < X(u) < Xgup — (k€ —0)/c}) € (2a)~quw)

~ (2m)" Y212 eV dy ) P{ké — v < Yy < (k + 1)€ —
- (2m) e {(/(kg y) PARE — 0 < Yaup < (K +1)¢
' og({u: Yoy — [(k+ 1) —v] < Y (u) < Yoy — (k€ —v)}) € dw}
(ke—v)
—I-/ e VP{y < Ygup < (k+1)§ — v,
~[(k+1)¢—v]

Ga({us Yo — [(k +1)¢ = ] < Y(w) < Yaup — (K€ — 0)}) € dw}dy }.

Multiply (5.7) by (e=*¢ — e~ +18) /[(c?a)~¥*w], then integrating over t € D and w > 0 and
add over k£ > 0. Then

o0

Z(e—kf _ e—(k+1)£)p{Xsup > ¢}

k=0

N (2ﬂ_)—1/2c2d/a—1ad/a6_02/2{(e—v B e—u—g) Z E[l{kg—vgymquﬂ)g—u}

k=0
x o7 (s Yo = [k +1)¢ = 0] < V(1) < Yaup — (K — v)})] + 0g(1)},

where 0¢(1) — 0 as £ — 0. By (5.2),
(5.8)

¢
K =1lim [ Blog'({u: Youp—(§|(Yeup+0v) /€] —v—€) <Y (u) < Youp— ([ (Youp+v) /€] —0)})]dv

£—0 0
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and Theorem 3 is shown. O
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APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Let J=10,1]4,C, ={k € (¢Z)? : k+aJ C D} and C, = {k € (aZ)? : k+aJ N D # (}.
Then {k+aJ : k € C,} and {k+aJ : k € C,} are lower and upper coverings of D respectively
by cubes of length a. We shall show via Lemmas A.1 and A.2 that

(A.1) li_r}n limsup[ Z P)\{ U (Eu,m,)\ﬂEw,m,A)}/()\d_lﬂe_M) =0.
TS Ao ueC -1 wel \—1:wW#u

Let f(\) = [2noq(B)M"(6,)]~' /2 4=1/2¢=M+2x_ Then by Lemma 1,

(A.2) Pr(Eumi) ~ Knf(A) /A% as A — oo.

Given € > 0, let m, be large enough such that for all m > m,, the expression in the
square brackets on the left-hand side of (A.1) does not exceed € for all large A\. Then by
(A.2), for all m > m,,

lim inf A" 4HC,,, 2 ) Em — X2 M F(N)] < lim inf[py/f(A)]

(A.3) _ _ o
< hin_gp[m/fﬁ)] < limsup[A™(#C /2 K.

A—00

Since D is Jordan-measurable,
(A.4) #C, ~ #Cy ~a %0q(D) as a — 0.

Noting that liminfy_,[px/f(A)] and limsup,_, . [px/f(N\)] are fixed real numbers and z) is
bounded, it follows from (A.3) and (A.4) that m~?K,, is Cauchy. Hence K = lim,,, oo m %K,
exists and (3.12) follows from (A.3).

We will now state and prove Lemmas A.1 and A.2 before providing the complete proofs
of both (A.1) and Theorem 1. To avoid repetitive arguments, we will state and prove all
subsequent results assuming F' is arithmetic with span 1. The modifications required to

extend these results to arbitrary F' are relatively straightforward and will not be discussed.
LEMMA A.1.

(A.5)  lim limsup [PA{S(B) <|Ae] =7, sup  S(v+B) > i) /(A2 M| = 0.

700 Ao o<v=<A—11
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PROOF. By (3.8) with m = 1 and the weak convergence of S(A"'u+ B) — S(B) to Y (u)

under @)y,

P{S(B) < |X¢] —r, sup S(v+B)>|A]}

0<v<A~11
(A.6) o0
~ [2mAog(B)M" (6,)] " /2e M+ Z e?tP{ sup Y (u) >} as A — oc.
) 0<u<1

Let 7 = max{z,0} and =~ = max{—z,0}. It follows from (2.3) and (2.4) that

(A7) swp Yw<2z:= Y 1z Y 127
0<u<1
i:vgl)eA(l) i:vgz)eA(z)

where AN = 9B x [0,d"/?) and A®) = 9B x [-d~/2,0). We can also express Z* = Z;VZI Vi,
where N is a Poisson random variable with mean x := 1 — F(0) + M (0.)F.(0) and V1, V3, ...
are i.i.d. random variables independent of N with g := EVt < o for some 6§ > f.. Since
EefZ" = ¢r(9=1) it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality that P{Z* > 1} < e®(9-1)=0¢ Hence
by (A.7),

(4.8) 3" P sup Y(u) > £} = 0[N 000,
l=r+1 O0<u<1

Lemma 2 follows from (A.6), (A.8) and because z is bounded. O

LEMMA A.2. Let v > 0 and L > 0 be given. Then
(A.9)

Jim_lim sup > P\{S(B) > [Ac)—r, S(v+B) > | Ae]—r}/ (A2 M) | =0.
T A0 A1 Z) A <[V | <L

PROOF. Let @ A= @,\,V) be the probability measure under which the marked Poisson
process X has Poisson rate AM (6.) on B := BN (v + B), rate AM(0./2) on By := (B\ (v+
B))U ((v + B)\ B) and rate A elsewhere on R%. Moreover we require that under Qy, the
marks have distribution F, on By, distribution F' satisfying F(dz) = e®*/2F(dz)/M(6./2)

on By and F elsewhere on R%. Then

(A.10) % (X) = < 11 eecxi)e—AMBl)[M(ec)—u( 11 eem/z)e—Aod<Bz>[M(ec/2>—11,
A iti€ B itt;€ B

Since M is a convex function and M (0) =1, ¢ := [M(0.) — 1] — 2[M(0./2) — 1] > 0. We can

thus express (A.10) as

Z;C]i/\ (X) = e(0c/DS(B)+S(v4B)=Aloa(B)+oa(v+B)[M(0c)—1]/2+ X oa(B2)/2
A
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and it follows from (3.2) and an analogue of (3.7) that

(A.11)
P{S(B) > |Xc] =, S(v+B) > [Ac| —r} < P\{S(B)+ S(v+ B) >2(|\c] —7)}
dPy —A=XCog(B\(v+B)) y—
= Eg, 7@1{5(3)+S(V+B)22(D\0J—r)}] = O(e M AalBAVER) \71/2),

Let |le]| = 1 and IIe = {b — (e - b)e : b € B} the projected surface of B on a (d — 1)-
dimensional hyperplane orthogonal to e. Then B := inf|¢ =y 04-1(Ile) > 0. Hence there
exists € > 0 such that

(A.12) gi(B\ (v+ B)) > ||[v]|3/2 > ||v]sf/2 for all ||v|ec < .
By (A.11) and (A.12), it follows that

> P\{S(B) > |\¢] =1, S(v+ B) > |\c| — 1}

ve(AT1Z) kA< V]| oo <€

= o()\—l/Ze—M ng—le—cw/z) — O(A—1/26—A1kd—1e—ck5/z)_
>k

(A.13)

Moreover, since a := inf||y|>c0a(B \ (v + B)) > 0, it follows from (A.11) that

(A.14) > P{S(B) > [Ac)] =1, S(v+B) > |Ac] —r} = O(AF1/2e M-y,
ve(A"1Z)%e<||v]|oo <L
Lemma 3 then follows from combining (A.13) and (A.14). O

PROOF OF (A.1). Let e > 0. By Lemma A.1 and stationarity, we can select r large
enough such that

(A.15) Yax = PA{S(u+B) < [A¢|] =1, sup S(v+B)>|[Ac|} <ex V2 M

u<v<u+1

for all large \. Let k = |[mY?], T, = {t € Z¢: k1 <t < (m —k)1} and Q,, = {t € Z¢: 0 <
t < ml1}\ T, Then

Z PA{ U (Euma N Ew,m,)\)}

(A 16) ueC, -1 wel ,—1:w#u
< Z Ya,\ + Z P)\(Gu,m,)\ N Gw,m,)\) + Z P)\(Hu,m,)\)y
ueC, 1 uweC, | _1:w#u uel -1
where
(A.17) Gumx = PA{S(v+ B) > |\c] —r for some v € u+ \"'T,,},
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(A.18) Hymx = P\{S(v+ B) > |\c| —r for some v € u+A"'Q,,}.
By (A.4) and (A.15),

(A.19) 7 qun < let oM 2e Moy (D).

UEQ/\71

Let L > supy yep [[X — ¥llo- Then by (A.17), stationarity and Lemma A.2, there exists m
large enough such that for all u € C, -1 and large A,

Z P)\(Gu,m,)\ N Gw,m,)\)

wel, ,—1:w#u

< md Z P\{S(B) > |X¢] =7, S(v + B) > [Ae) — 7} < [e + o(1)jmA~ 27,

ve(AT1Z)kA 1<Vl <L
Hence by (A.4),
(A.20) > Py(Gumr N Gw.m) < ga(D)]e + o(1)|A47Y2eM,

u,wel —1:w#u
Since k = [mY2], #Q,, = (m + 1)% — (m + 1 — 2k)% = O(m%1/2) and it follows from (A.4)
and a modification of (3.10) (with Y,____ instead of Y_0___ ) that
(A.21) > Pi(Hump) = O(m* 2 m Ylog(D)AT2e M) < ext12eMoy(D)
uegmkfl

for all large m. We then obtain (A.1) from (A.16) and (A.19)-(A.21) by choosing € arbitrarily

small. O

PROOF OF THEOREM 1. By the arguments in the beginning of Section 4, it remains to

show that K is positive and finite. By Lemma A.1, there exists r large enough such that

(A.22) P{S(B) < [Ac)] =7, sup S(v+B)>|ic|} < ATV2e M
O<v=<A—11

for all large A. Moreover, by a modification of (3.10) (with »,___ instead of 22:_ o)
(A.23) PA{S(B) > [Ac] —r} = O(A~Y2eM),

By adding up (A.22), (A.23) and applying Lemma 1, we can conclude that K; < co. Then
by (3.12), (A.3) and (A.4), K < K; < o0.

Next, select ¢ small enough such that § := [2roq(B)M"(0,)] /> 30___ P’ —e> 0. By

Lemma A.2 with 7 = 0 and L > supy yep [[X — ¥lloo, there exists k large enough such that

(A.24) > PA{S(B) > [Ac),S(v+ B) > |Ac]} < ex /2N
ve(kA~1Z)4:0<]||v]|co<L
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for all large A. Then by stationarity, (3.10) and (A.24), noting that x) > 0,
P\(Eo.m.) >Py{S(u+ B) > [Xc] for some u € (kA7'Z)4,0 < u < mA~'1}
> S (PIS(u+B) > |acl}

ue(kA—1Z)4:0<u<mA~11

B T P{S(u+B) > [\c),S(w+ B) > [Ac]})

we(kA~1Z)4:0< ||lw—ul|co <L
>(m/k)4 A2~ for all large A,

and by letting m — oo with £ fixed, it follows from (3.3), (3.11) and x) bounded that K > 0.
(]
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