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Abstract

Let X = {X(t),t € RV} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary in-
crements and let 7 C RY be a compact rectangle. Under X(-) € C%(RY) and cer-
tain additional regularity conditions, the mean Euler characteristic of the excursion set
A, ={t € T : X() > u}, denoted by E{p(A,)}, is derived. By applying the Rice
method, it is shown that, as u — oo, the excursion probability P{sup,c; X (t) > u}
can be approximated by E{p(A,)} such that the error is exponentially smaller than
E{x(A,)}. This verifies the expected Euler characteristic heuristic for a large class of
Gaussian random fields with stationary increments.
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Euler characteristic, super-exponentially small.

1 Introduction

Let X = {X(t),t € T} be a real-valued Gaussian random field on probability space (2, F,P),
where T' is the parameter set. The study for excursion probability P{sup,c; X(t) > u}
is a classical but very important problem in probability theory and has many applications
in statistics and related areas. Many authors have developed various methods for precise
approximations of P{sup,cy X(¢) > u}. These include the double sum method [Piterbarg
(1996a)], the tube method [Sun (1993)], the Euler characteristic method [Adler (2000), Taylor
and Adler (2003), Taylor et al. (2005), Adler and Taylor (2007)] and the Rice method [Azais
et al. (2002), Azais and Delmas (2002), Azals and Wschebor (2005, 2008, 2009)].

For a centered, unit-variance smooth Gaussian random field X = {X(¢),t € T} param-
eterized on a manifold T, Adler and Taylor (2007, Theorem 14.3.3) proved, under certain
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conditions on the regularity of X and topology of T, the following approximation:

]P’{ sujI?X(t) > u} =E{p(A,)}(1+ 0(6““2)), as u — 00, (1.1)
te

where p(A,,) is the Euler characteristic of excursion set A, = {t € T : X(t) > u} and o > 0 is
a constant which relates to the curvature of the boundary of T" and the second-order partial
derivatives of X. This verifies the “Expected Fuler Characteristic Heuristic” for unit-variance
smooth Gaussian random fields. We refer to Takemura and Kurki (2002), Taylor and Adler
(2003) and Taylor et al. (2005) for similar results in special cases. It should be mentioned
that Taylor et al. (2005) was able to provide an explicit form of « in (I.T]).

The approximation (I.]]) is remarkable and very accurate, since E{p(A,)} is computable
and the error is exponentially smaller than this principal term. It has been applied for
P-value approximation in many statistical applications to brain imaging, cosmology, and
environmental sciences. We refer to Adler and Taylor (2007) and its forthcoming companion
Adler et al. (2012) for further information. However the above requirement of “constant
variance” on the Gaussian random fields is too restrictive for many applications and excludes
some important Gaussian random fields such as those with stationary increments [see Section
2 below], or more generally, Gaussian random intrinsic functions [Matheron (1973), Stein
(1999, 2013)]. If the constant variance condition on X is not satisfied, then several important
properties [e.g., X (t) and X(t) are independent for every t] are not available and the formulas
for computing E{¢x(A,)} [cf. Theorem 12.4.1 and Theorem 12.4.2 in Adler and Taylor (2007)]
cannot be applied. Little had been known on whether the approximation (1)) still holds.
The only exception is Azais and Wschebor (2008, Theorem 5), where they proved (L)) for a
centered smooth Gaussian random field whose maximum variance is attained in the interior
of T.

In this paper, let X = {X(t),t € RN} be a centered real-valued Gaussian random field
with stationary increments and X (0) = 0, and let 7 C RY be a rectangle. Our objectives are
to compute the expected Euler characteristic E{¢(A,)} and to show that it can be applied
to give an accurate approximation for the excursion probability P{sup,cr X () > u}. In
particular, we prove that (LIJ) holds for smooth Gaussian random fields with stationary
increments.

The paper is organized as follows. Firstly, in Section 2, we provide some preliminaries
on Gaussian random fields with stationary increments and prove some basic lemmas. These
lemmas are derived from the spectral representation of the random fields and will be useful
for proving the main results in Section 3 and Section 4.

In Section 3 we compute the mean Euler characteristic E{¢x(A,)} by applying the Kac-
Rice metatheorem in Adler and Taylor (2007, Theorem 11.2.1) [see also Adler and Taylor
(2011, Theorem 4.1.1)]. The computation of E{¢(A,)} involves the conditional expectation
of the determinant of V2X (t) given X (t) and VX (t), which is more complicated for random
fields with non-constant variance function. For Gaussian random fields with stationary incre-



ments, we are able to make use of the properties of VX and V2X (e.g., their stationarity) to
provide an explicit formula in Theorem B.2] for E{p(A,)}, using only up to the second-order
derivatives of the covariance function.

Section 4 is the core part of this paper. Theorems and [4.§] provide approximations
to the excursion probability which are analogous to (1)) for Gaussian random fields with
stationary increments. Since these random fields do not have constant variance, it is not clear
if the original method for proving Theorem 14.3.3 in Adler and Taylor (2007) is still applicable.
Instead, our argument is based on the Rice method in Azais and Delmas (2002) [see also Adler
and Taylor (2007, pp. 96-99)]. More specifically, we decompose the rectangle T" into several
faces of lower dimensions and then apply the idea of Piterbarg (1996b) and the Bonferroni
inequality to derive upper and lower bounds for P{sup;c7 X (t) > u} in terms of the number
of extended outward maxima [see (41]), (£2)] and the local maxima [see (43])], respectively.
The main idea is to show that, in both cases, the upper bound makes major contribution
for estimating P{sup;cq X (¢) > u}, and the last two terms in the lower bounds in (£.2)) and
(3] are super-exponentially small. Under a mild technical condition on the variogram of
X, we apply (43]) to obtain in Theorem an expansion of the excursion probability which
is, in spirit, similar to the case of stationary Gaussian fields [cf. (14.0.3) in Adler and Taylor
(2007)]. Theorem [£.§ establishes a general approximation to P{sup,cr X (t) > u} in terms of
E{¢(A4)}, which verifies the “Expected Euler Characteristic Heuristic” for smooth Gaussian
random fields with stationary increments. For comparison purpose, we mention that, if Z =
{Z(t),t € RN} is a real-valued, centered stationary Gaussian random field, then the random
field X defined by X(t) = Z(t) — Z(0) has stationary increments. Consequently, Theorems
and (.8 provide approximations to the excursion probability P{sup;cr Z(t) — Z(0) > u},
which is different from that in (II]).

Section 5 provides further remarks on the main results and some examples where signif-
icant simplifications can be made. In Examples 53] and (.4l we show that if the variance
function of the random field attains its maximum at a unique point, then one can apply the
Laplace method to derive a first-order approximation for the excursion probability explicitly.
Finally, the Appendix contains proofs of some auxiliary lemmas.

2 Gaussian Fields with Stationary Increments

2.1 Spectral Representation

Let X = {X(t),t € RN} be a real-valued centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments. We assume that X has continuous covariance function C(t,s) = E{X (¢)X (s)}
and X (0) = 0. Then it is known [cf. Yaglom (1957)] that

Clt,s) = /R (D 1) N 1) F(a) + (¢, 03), (2.1)



where (x,y) is the ordinary inner product in RY, © is an N x N non-negative definite matrix
and F is a non-negative symmetric measure on RV\{0} which satisfies

/ NP pan < oo (2.2)
ry 1+ [[A[?

Similarly to stationary random fields, the measure F' and its density (if it exists) f(\) are
called the spectral measure and spectral density of X, respectively.
By (20)) we see that X has the following stochastic integral representation

X(t) 2 /R (N W) + (Y1), (2.3)

where < means equality in finite dimensional distributions, Y is an N-dimensional Gaussian
random vector and W is a complex-valued Gaussian random measure (independent of Y)
with F' as its control measure. It is known that many probabilistic, analytic and geometric
properties of a Gaussian field with stationary increments can be described in terms of its
spectral measure I’ and, on the other hand, various interesting Gaussian random fields can be
constructed by choosing their spectral measures appropriately. See Xiao (2009), Xue and Xiao
(2011) and the references therein for more information. It should also be pointed out that, if
Z ={Z(t),t € RV} is a real-valued, centered stationary Gaussian random field with spectral
measure Fz, then the random field X = {X(¢),t € RN} defined by X (t) = Z(t) — Z(0) has
stationary increments, X (0) = 0 and its spectral measure is F.

For simplicity we assume from now on that Y = 0. It follows from (2.1) that the variogram
v of X is given by

v(h) :=E(X(t+h)— X)) = 2/ (1 — cos (h, A))F(dN). (2.4)
RN

Mean-square directional derivatives and sample path differentiability of Gaussian random
fields have been well studied. See, for example, Adler (1981), Adler and Taylor (2007), Pot-
thoff (2010), Xue and Xiao (2011). In particular, general sufficient conditions for a Gaussian
random field to have a modification whose sample functions are in C*(RN) are given by
Adler and Taylor (2007). For a Gaussian random field X = {X(¢),t € RV} with stationary
increments, Xue and Xiao (2011) provided conditions for its sample path differentiability in
terms of the spectral density function f(\). Similar argument can be applied to give the
following spectral condition for the sample functions of X to be in C*(RY), whose proof is
given in Cheng (2013) and is omitted here.

Proposition 2.1 Let X = {X(t),t € RN} be a real-valued centered Gaussian random field
with stationary increments and let k; (1 < i < N) be non-negative integers. If there is a
constant € > 0 such that

N
/ T 12+ F(an) < o, (2.5)
fn1)

i=1



~ .
then X has a modification X such that the partial derivative %
1 YN

almost surely, where k = Zf\; 1 ki Moreover, for any compact rectangle T C RN and any

is continuous on RN

e’ € (0,e A1), there exists a constant ¢; such that

X (t) X (s)
E k1 kn B k1 kn
ot ... athy sk 98t

2
) <clllt—s||, VtseT. (2.6)

For simplicity we will not distinguish X from its modification X. Asa consequence of
Proposition 2.1], we see that, if X = {X(t),t € RV} has a spectral density f()\) which satisfies

FO) = 0<W> as ||| — oo, (2.7)

for some integer k > 1 and H € (0,1), then the sample functions of X are in C*(RY) a.s.
Further examples of anisotropic Gaussian random fields which may have different smoothness
along different directions can be found in Xue and Xiao (2011).

When X (-) € C?(RY) almost surely, we write a)a(t(f) = X;(t) and %ij(ag? = X;;(t). De-
note by VX (t) and V2X(¢) the column vector (Xi(t),..., Xy (t))T and the N x N matrix
(Xij(t))i j=1,...n, respectively. It follows from (2.I]) that for every ¢ € RY,

_ N _PCHS)| _miviny
Ny = /]R ANEN) = G S E(G0X0) (2.8)

Let A = (Nij)ij=1,..~, then ([2Z8) shows that A = Cov(VX(t)) for all t. In particular, the
distribution of VX (t) is independent of ¢. Let

Aij(t) = /RN Aidj cos (t, A) F(d)), A(t) :== (Nij(t))ij=1,..N-
Then we have
2 s
)\ij(t) — )\ij = /RN )\Z’)\j(COS <t, )\> — 1) F(d)\) = 88327(5;]) ot = E{X(t)XZ] (t)}, (29)

or equivalently, A(t) — A = E{X(+)V2X(t)}.

2.2 Hypotheses and Some Important Properties

Let T = Hfil[ai,bi] be a compact rectangle in RY, where a; < b; for all 1 < i < N
and 0 ¢ T [the case of 0 € T will be discussed in Remark [(I]. In addition to assuming
X = {X(t),t € RV} has stationary increments and X(0) = 0, we will make use of the
following conditions:

(H1). X(-) € C*(T) almost surely and its second derivatives satisfy the uniform mean-square
Hélder condition: there exist constants L and 7 € (0, 1] such that

E(X;;(t) — Xi5(s))? < L||t — s||*", Vt,s€T, i,j=1,...,N. (2.10)



(H2). For every t € T, the matrix A — A(¢) is non-degenerate.
(H3). For every pair (t,s) € T? with t # s, the Gaussian random vector
(X(t), VX(t), Xi;(t), X(s),VX(s), X;j(s),1<i<j<N)
is non-degenerate.
(H3'). For every t € T, (X(t), VX(t), X;5(t),1 <1i < j < N) is non-degenerate.

Clearly, by Proposition [2.1] condition (H1) is satisfied if (2.7)) holds for £ = 2. Also note
that (H3) implies (H3'). We shall use conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) to prove Theorems
and .8 Condition (H3') will be used for computing E{x(A,)} in Theorem

We point out that the non-degeneracy conditions (H3) and (H3') are standard for study-
ing crossing problems when N = 1, excursion sets and excursion probabilities of smooth
Gaussoan random fields. In the case of N = 1 and X is a stationary Gaussian process,
Cramér and Leadbetter (1967, pp. 203-204) showed that (H3') is automatically satisfied if
X has second-order mean square derivatives and the spectral measure of X is not purely
discrete. See Exercises 3.4 and 3.5 in Azais and Wschebor (2009, p. 87) for similar results.
Notice that (H3) and (H3') are equivalent to say that the corresponding covariance matrices
are nondegenerate which, in turn, can be verified by establishing positive lower bounds for
the conditional variances. Thus, (H3) and (H3') are related to the properties of local non-
determinism [cf. Cuzick (1977), Xiao (2009)]. Hence, for a general Gaussian random field
X with stationary increments, it is possible to provide sufficient conditions in terms of the
spectral measure F' for (H3) and (H3') to hold. In order not to make this paper too lengthy,
we do not give details here.

The following lemma shows that for Gaussian fields with stationary increments, (H2) is
equivalent to A — A(t) being positive definite.

Lemma 2.2 For everyt # 0, A— A(t) is non-negative definite. Hence, under (H2), A— A(t)
1s positive definite.

Proof Let t # 0 be fixed. For any (aq, ... c RM\{0},

an)
f:aiaj@,j— N / <§: > (1 cos (1, A)) F(A). (2.11)

ij=1

Since (32N, a;Xi)2(1 — cos (t,\)) > 0 for all A € RV, ZII) is always non-negative, which
implies that A — A(t) is non-negative definite. If (H2) is satisfied, then all the eigenvalues of
A — A(t) are positive. This completes the proof. O



It follows from (2.11]) that, if the spectral measure F' is carried by a set of positive Lebesgue
measure [i.e., there is a set B C RY with positive Lebesgue measure such that F(B) > 0],
then (H2) holds. Hence, (H2) is in fact a very mild condition for smooth Gaussian fields
with stationary increments.

Lemma [2.2] and the following two lemmas indicate some significant properties of Gaussian
fields with stationary increments. They will play important roles in later sections.

Lemma 2.3 Lett € RN be fized. Then for all i, j, k, the random variables X;(t) and X ;i(t)
are independent. Moreover, E{X;;(t) Xy (t)} is symmetric in i, j, k, L.

Proof By (21, one can verify that for t,s € R,

E{X;(t)X;(s)} POt 5) —/RN A\ sin (¢ — s, X) F(d).

- 0t;0s,;0sy, N

Letting s = t we see that X;(t) and X;;(t) are independent. Similarly, we have

B{X; (1) Xa(s)} = —2Cs) —/ A AR cos (£ — 5, 0) F(dA)
K M N 8ti8t]~83k831 N RN IR ’ '
This implies the second conclusion. O

The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma 2.3
Lemma 2.4 Let A = (a;j)i<ij<n be a symmetric matriz, then
Si(i, g, ko 1) = E{(AVZX (£)A)i; (AVZX () A)a}

is a symmetric function of i, j, k, L.

3 The Mean Euler Characteristic

3.1 Related Existing Results and Notation

The rectangle T' = Hﬁil[ai, b;] can be decomposed into several faces of lower dimensions. We
use the same notation as in Adler and Taylor (2007, p. 134).

A face J of dimension k, is defined by fixing a subset o(J) C {1,...,N} of size k [If
k = 0, we have o(J) = () by convention] and a subset e(.J) = {¢;,j & o(J)} C {0,1}¥=F of
size N — k, so that

J={t=(t1,...,tny) €T :a; < t; <bjif j € o(J),
tj=(1—¢j)aj+e;bjif j ¢ o(J)}.
Denote by 0T the collection of all k-dimensional faces in T', then the interior of 7" is given by

T = OnT and the boundary of T is given by 9T = UkN:_Ol Ujea,r J. For J € O,T, denote by

7



VX, ;(t) and V2X|;(t) the column vector (X, (t),...,X;, (t))z{,...,ikeo(J) and the k x k matrix
(Xmn(t))m,neo(s), respectively.

If X(-) € C%(RY) and it is a Morse function a.s. [cf. Definition 9.3.1 in Adler and Taylor
(2007)], then according to Corollary 9.3.5 or page 211-212 in Adler and Taylor (2007), the
Euler characteristic of the excursion set A, = {t € T : X(t) > u} is given by

N k
p(A) =D D (VP Y (D)) (3.1)
k=0 J€d,, T i=0
with
pi(J) = #{t € J: X(t) > u, VX;(t) = 0,index(V>X;(t)) = 1, (52)
e;X;(t) > 0 for all j ¢ o(J)}, ‘
where €7 = 2¢; — 1 and the index of a matrix is defined as the number of its negative
eigenvalues. We also define
[i(J) = #{t € J : X(t) > u, VX;(t) = 0,index(V>X ;(t)) = i}. (3.3)

It follows from (Z4) that v(t) = Var(X(¢)). Let 0% = supscpv(t) be the maximum
variance. For any t € T and J € 9T, where k > 1, let
Ay = (Nij)ijeo(s) = Cov(VX|;(1)), Ag(t) = (Nij ()i jeo ()
67, = Var(X(1)|VX|;(1)), v = Var(X ()| VX(1)),
{J1,.. ., JIn—k} ={1,...,N\o(J),
E(J) ={(ts, - tiy_) ERN " itiel > 0,5 = J1,..., Inv_i}.

(3.4)

Note that 931& > 42 for all t € T and 931& =2 if J =0ONT. If J = {7} € 0T is a vertex, then
VX ;(t) is not defined and we set 9?]¢ as v(t) by convention. Moreover, if J = {7} € 9T,
then E({r}) is a quadrant of R" decided by the corresponding £({7}) € {0,1}". In the
sequel, we will write 9% as 07 for simplicity of notation. This will not cause any confusion

because 67 always appears together with ¢ € J.
For t € T, let C;(t) be the (1,5 + 1) entry of (Cov(X(t), VX(t)))~!, that is

Cj(t) = My j41(t)/detCov (X (t), VX (t)),

where M j11(t) is the cofactor of the (1,j+1) entry, E{X (¢)X;(t)}, in the covariance matrix
Cov(X(t),VX(t)). If {X(t),t € RN} is replaced by a Gaussian field {Z(t),t € RV} with
constant variance, the independence of Z(t) and VZ(t) for each ¢ implies M j;1(t) and hence
Cj(t) to be zero for all j > 1.

Denote by Hy(x) the Hermite polynomial of order k, i.e., Hx(x) = (—1)’“65‘32/2%(6_5‘32/2).
Then it is direct to verify that the following identity holds [cf. Adler and Taylor (2007, p.
289)]:

/ Hy(2)e™ /2 dz = Hy_y(w)e /2, (3.5)

8



where u > 0 and k > 1. For a matrix A, |A| denotes its determinant. Let Ry = [0, 00),
R_ = (—00,0] and ¥(u) = (27-‘-)—1/2 fuoo e_x2/2d33.

3.2 Computing the Mean Euler Characteristic

The following lemma is an extension of Lemma 11.7.1 in Adler and Taylor (2007). It provides
a key step for computing the mean Euler characteristic in Theorem [3.2] meanwhile, it has
close connection with Theorem As shown in the proof below, (—1)kE{Zf:0(—l)iﬁi(J )}
is always positive and will be used to approximate the expected number of local maxima
above level u, see Lemma .11

Lemma 3.1 Let X = {X(t),t € RN} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments satisfying (H1), (H2) and (H3'). Then for each J € 0T with k > 1,

k

i~ | _ (—1)* Ay — As(t)| N e
E{ ;H) “Z(J)} T (2m)BDR2IA 2/, oF Hk—l(e_t)e dt.  (3.6)

Proof Let D; be the collection of all k x k& matrices with index i. Recall the definition
of 11;(J) in (B3]), thanks to (H1) and (H3'), we can apply the Kac-Rice metatheorem [cf.
Theorem 11.2.1 or Corollary 11.2.2 in Adler and Taylor (2007)] to get that the left hand side
of (B.6) becomes

k

/JpVXJ(t) (0)dt Z(_l)iE{|detv2X\J(t)|1{V2X‘J(t)e’Di}]l{X(t)2u}|VX\J(t) =0}. (3.7
=0

Note that on the set D;, the matrix V2X‘ s(t) has i negative eigenvalues, which implies
(—1)!|det VX (t)] = detVZX| (). Also, U ({V2X ,(t) € D;} = Q a.s., hence ) equals

/JPVXJ(t) (0)dt E{det VX, (1) L {x(>uy |V X5 (1) = 0}
(3.9)

(3] —x2/(202)
_ e ' 2 _ _
_ /Jdt [ v e g, B X 01X(0) = . VX1 = 0}

Now we turn to computing E{detV2X,(¢)|X(t) = x,VX;(t) = 0}. By Lemma 22
under (H2), A — A(t) and hence Ay — A;(t) are positive definite for every ¢ € J. Thus there
exists a k X k positive definite matrix (); such that

Qi(Ay —As(1)Qt = I, (3.9)

where I}, is the kx k identity matrix. It follows from (Z3) that A ;(t)—A; = E{X (¢)V2X,(t)}.
Hence

E{X (t)(Q: VX ;(1)Q1)ij} = —(Qe(As — As(t)Qr)ij = —bij,



where 6;; is the Kronecker delta function. One write
E{det(Q: VX, (£)Q:)|X (t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0} = E{detA(t, )}, (3.10)

where A(t,x) = (Ay(t,7)); jes(s) With all elements A;;(¢, z) being Gaussian variables. To
study A(t,z), we only need to find its mean and covariance. Note that VX (¢) and V2X (¢)
are independent by Lemma 2.3] thus

E{Ai;(t,2)} = B{(Q:V>X;()Q4)ij| X (t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0}
= (E{X(t)(QtV2X|J(t)Qt)ij}7 0,..., 0)(COV(X(t)7 VX|J(t)))_1(‘T7 0,..., O)T (3.11)

— (=655,0,...,0)(Cov(X (£), VX ;(£)) "} (2,0,...,0)T = —9335@»,

where the last equality comes from the fact that the (1,1) entry of (Cov(X(t), VX, ()
is detCov(VX|;(t))/detCov (X (t), VX|;(t)) = 1/67. For the covariance,
E{(Aij(t, ) — E{Ay(t, 2)})(An(t, ©) — E{Aw(t,2)})}

)
= E{(Q:V*X);()Q0)i(Q: VX, ()Qu)ia} — (E{X (£)(Q: VX (1)Q4)i;},0, ..., 0)
+(Cov(X (1), VX (1) (E{X (1)

(QtV2X\J(t)Qt)kl}7 0,... 70)T
= S(i, 4, k, 1) — (—0;5,0,...,0)(Cov(X (t), VX ;(t)) " (=00, ...,0)"
= S0,k 1) — 230
9t

where S; is a symmetric function of ¢, 7, k, I by Lemma [2.4] with A replaced by @Q;. Therefore

BI0) becomes

E{%det(@tQt(V2X|J(t))Qt) X(t) = 2, VX (t) = o} _ eifﬂz{det <A(t) - %Ik> }

where A(t) = (zij(t))i,jeo(J) and all ﬁij(t) are Gaussian variables satisfying
E{A;(t)} =0, E{A;({t)Au(t)} = 07S:(i, j, k1) — 6;;0.
By Corollary 11.6.3 in Adler and Taylor (2007), BI0) is equal to (—1)¥6, ¥ Hj.(x/6;), hence

E{det VX ;(¢)| X (t) = z, VX|;(t) = 0}
= E{det(Q; 'Q: VX, (1)Q:Q; X (1) = z, VX,(t) = 0}
= |Ay = A ()[E{det(Q: V2 X5 (1)Q:)|X (t) = =, VX, (t) = 0}
(=1)*

=g = Al ().

Plugging this into (8.8 and applying (3.5]), we obtain the desired result. O
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The following is the main theorem of this section, which is an extension of Theorem 11.7.2
of Adler and Taylor (2007) to Gaussian random fields with stationary increments. Notice that
in (312), for every {t} € 0T, VX(t) € E({t}) specifies the signs of the partial derivatives
X;(t) (j=1,...,N) and, for J € 0,7, the set {Ji,...,Jn_j} is defined in (B.4]).

Theorem 3.2 Let X = {X(t),t € RV} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments such that (H1), (H2) and (H3') are fulfilled. Then

N
1
E{p(Au)} = Y P(X(t)>u,VX(t) e E{t})+> > IR
{tyedoT k=1 JEd; 7 ( J
> Ay — Ay ()]
/J u E(J) . I ’Yf (3.12)

x
x H <? +wCH Oy + -+ uC_ Oy
t

X DX ()X 7, (8)re Xy, (1) (T Y5 -5 Yy, [V X5 () = 0).

Proof According to Corollary 11.3.2 in Adler and Taylor (2007), (H1) and (H3') imply
that X is a Morse function a.s. It follows from (B.]) that

N k '
Elp(A)} =3 3 <—1>’fE{Z(—1m<J>}. (3.13)

k=0 J€8;,T i=0

If J € 0T, say J = {t}, it turns out that E{uo(J)} = P(X(t) > u,VX(t) € E({t})). If
J € OyT with k > 1, we apply the Kac-Rice metatheorem in Adler and Taylor (2007) to
obtain that the expectation on the right hand side of ([B.I3]) becomes

k

/JpVXJ(t)(O)dt Z(—l)iE{|detV2X|J(t)|]1{v2xu(t)epi}]1{(xh(t),...,xJH(t))eE(J)}
=0

X Lix(n>uy | VX)s(t) = 0}

1 0 (3.14)
- = | a] dax - dur - d
(27T)k/2’AJ‘1/2 /J L :E/ /E‘(J) Y YJIn_k

x E{det VX ;(t)| X (t) = 2, X5, () = ysr, - Xuy o (£) = yuy_, VX5 (t) = 0}
X DX(),X 5, (1), Xy, (1) (T Y- 5 Yy, [ VX5 () = 0).

For fixed t, let @Q; be the positive definite matrix in ([3.9). Then, similarly to the proof in
Lemma 31l we can write

E{det(Qtsz\J(t)Qt)|X(t) =z, X5{t)=yn,--- s XIn gk =Yy g VX\J(t) =0}
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as E{detA(t,z)}, where A(t,z) is a matrix consisting of Gaussian entries A;;(t, x) with mean

E{(Q:V? X, (1)Qu)i| X () = 2, X5, () = yrs - Xy = Yin_ir VX4 (t) = 0}
= (_5ij’ 0,... ’0)(COV(X(t)7 X (t)’ s 7XJN7k(t)7 VX|J(t)))_1

(T, Ygys YTy s 05, 0) (3.15)
= —%ﬁ(w +77CH Oy + -+ Cry Oy
and covariance
E{(Ay(t,z) — E{Ai;(t, 2)}) (Ap(t, ) — B{Aw(t, 2)})} = Si(i, 4, k, 1) — 5’;;“.

Following the same procedure in the proof of Lemma B.1], we obtain that the last conditional
expectation in ([B14) is equal to

—1DFA; — As(t x
( ) ’ ik J( )‘Hk‘<% +7tCJ1(t)yJ1 +e +/7tCJN7k(t)yJN7k)' (316)
t
Plugging this into ([B.14]) and (3I3)) yields the desired result. O

Remark 3.3 Usually, for a nonstationary (including constant-variance) Gaussian field X on
R its mean Euler characteristic involves at least the third-order derivatives of the covari-
ance function. For Gaussian random fields with stationary increments, as shown in Lemma
23] E{X;;(t)Xk(t)} = 0 and E{X;;(t)X(t)} is symmetric in 4, j, k, I, so the mean Euler
characteristic becomes relatively simpler, contains only up to the second-order derivatives of
the covariance function. This can also be seen from the spectral representation (2.3]) which
implies that VX and V2X are stationary. In various practical applications, (3.12]) can be
simplified with only an exponentially smaller difference, see the discussions in Section 5.

4 Excursion Probability

4.1 Preliminaries

As in Section 3.1, we decompose 7' into its faces as T = Ui\;o Ujeo,r /- For k > 1 and any
J € 0, T, define the number of extended outward mazxima above level u as

MEP(T):=#{t € J: X(t) > u, VX, (t) = 0,index(V?X;(t)) = k,
e;X;(t) > 0 for all j & o(J)}.

In fact, MF(J) is the same as pux(.J) defined in (3.2) with i = k. For k = 0 and any {t} € 9,7,

MP{t}) = Lix@>u, vxwerdn) = Lix@su, £1X;(1)20, Vj=1,..,N}-
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One can show easily that, under conditions (H1) and (H3'),

{supX } U U (ED =1 as

teT k=0 J€d,T
It follows that
N
P{supX } Z S P{ME() =13 Z E{ME(J)}. (4.1)
teT k=0 JEO, T k=0 JEd, T

On the other hand, by the Bonferroni inequality,
]P’{supX } Z ST P{ME(I) =1} = Y P{MP(T) =1, MF(J) > 1},
teT k=0 JE€d),T J£J!

Note that [cf. Piterbarg (1996b)]
E(ME()) ~ PME(]) > 1} < JE(ME()(ME(T) - 1),

together with the obvious bound P{MZF(J) > 1,MF(J") > 1} < E{MEF(J)MF(J")}, we
obtain the following lower bound for the excursion probability,

]P’{supX } Z > (E{ME %E{ME(J)(ME(J)—U})

ter k=0J€0;,T (4.2)

— S B{ME()MET)).

J£J!
Define the number of local mazxima above level u as
My(J) :=#{t € J: X(t) > u,VX|;(t) =0, index(V>X|;(t)) =k},

then obviously M, (J) > MF(J), and M,(J) is the same as jix(J) defined in (3] with i = k.
It follows similarly that

ZZE{M }>IP’{supX() }

k=0 JeakT

-y Y (E{M )} - 2B, ><MU<J>—1>}> Y B (M),

k=0 JEO,T J£J!

(4.3)

We will use (£I]) and ([£2) to estimate the excursion probability for the general case,
see Theorem [4.8l Inequalities in (£.3)) provide another method to approximate the excursion
probability in some special cases, see Theorem A6l The advantage of (£3]) is that the principal
term induced by fo:o > seo, 7 E{My(J)} is much easier to compute compared with the one

induced by 30 0 3 jeqr E{ME()}.
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4.2 Estimating the Moments: Major Terms and Error Terms
The following two lemmas provide the estimations for the principal terms in approximating

the excursion probability.

Lemma 4.1 Let X be a Gaussian field as in Theorem [3.2. Then for each J € 0T with
k > 1, there exists some constant o > 0 such that

_ 1 [As —Ay(2)] W\ _u2/(202) —au?
EMu()} = oo o Hk_1<9—t)e D dt(1 + o(e™™)). (4.4)

Proof Following the notation in the proof of Lemma B, we obtain similarly that

E{M,(J)} = /pvxj(t (0)dt E{|det V> X|; (t)[Liv2x,, (5yep, Lix () VXS () = 0}

1)k e—e?/(26)
2
/ dt/ k+1 /2’A ‘1/26tE{detV X|J(t)]]-{V2XU(t)€Dk}’X(t) = I‘,VX‘J(t) = 0}
(4.5)
Recall that Q; is the k x k positive definite matrix in ([3.9). We write (B.11]) as
x
E{Q:V*X;()Q¢| X (t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0} = —@Ik
Make change of variables
V(t) = Q:V2X|;(H)Q: +

where V() = (V;(t))1<ij<k- Then (V(#)|X(t) = z,VX|;(t) = 0) is a Gaussian matrix whose
mean is 0 and covariance is the same as that of (Q;V2X;(t)Q:|X(t) = z,VX;(t) = 0).
Denote the density of Gaussian vectors ((V;(t))1<i<j<k|X(t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0) by hi(v),
V= (Uij)lgigjgk S Rk(k+1)/2, then
E{det(Q:V>X|;(1)Q1) L (v2x,,(mep )| X (8) = 2, VX () = 0}
= E{det(Q: VX, (1)Q0) 11q,v2x,, ()Qren,} | X (1) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0}

det((vij) - 9% Ik> he(0) do, (4.6)

/{v:(vij)—%lkeDk}

where (v;;) is the abbreviation for the matrix (v;j)1<i j<k. Since {07 : t € T} is bounded,
there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

k 1/2
X X
(i) = galk € Dr,  Vll(wig)l := ( > U%) <-.

c
t ij=1

Thus we can write (£.0]) as
det | (v;; I h dv—/ det(vi- I)h dv
R (CORT 7 Lt A (s D LCLI
= E{det(Q:V>X|;(H)Q0)|X (1) = 2, VX (t) = 0} + Z(t, ),
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where Z(t,x) is the second integral in the first line of (A7) and it satisfies

Z(t0)| < / det((vij) _ %Ik>
Il (vij) 1> 2 0;

Denote by G(t) the covariance matrix of ((Vi;(t))1<i<j<k|X(t) = z,VX|;(t) = 0), then by
Lemma 6.1 in the Appendix, the eigenvalues of G(t) and those of (G(t))~! are bounded for
all t € T. Tt follows that there exists some constant o/ > 0 such that he(v) = o(e=' 1))
and hence |Z(t, z)| = o(e~**") for some constant o > 0 uniformly for all ¢ € T. Combine this
with (43]), ([@6), (@) and the proof of Lemma 3] yielding the result. O

hi(v)dv.

Lemma 4.2 Let X be a Gaussian field as in Theorem [3.3. Then for each J € OxT with

k > 1, there exists some constant o > 0 such that

1 o0
E{ME(IUN = — [ dt de [ --- dyy, ---d
(MDY = gy [, e [ g oo

Ar—Ag(t €T
y |J,Y7k‘]()| i, <% o Byt uC (t)yJNk> (4.8)
t

—au?
X DX ()X 5, (0)re Xy, 0T YT -3 Yy [ VX5 () = 0)(1 + o(e™ ).

Proof Similarly to the proof in Theorem 3.2, we see that E{MF(J)} is equal to

(=DF Ay = As(t)| [
/J (2m)F72[A ]/ dt/u g "'/E<J>dyJ1"'dyJNkE{det@NzXJ(t)Qt)

X ]]'{Qtvzx‘J(t)QtEDk}|X(t) =z,Xy (t) = Yy 7XJN7k(t) =YJn_rs VX\J(t) =0}

X DX(1),X 5, (0 Xy, (0T Yo -3 Yy [ VX5 () = 0)
(=DF|A; = As()] /°°
= dt dxr K(t
/J (2m)F/2| A |1/2 ; T K(t,z),

where @Q; is the positive definite matrix in ([3.9). Then using similar argument in the proof
of Lemma [£.] to estimate K (t,x), we obtain the desired result. O

We call a function h(u) super-ezponentially small [when compared with P(sup,ep X (t) >

u)], if there exists a constant « > 0 such that h(u) = 0(6““2_“2/(20%)) as u — oo.

The following lemma is Lemma 4 in Piterbarg (1996b). It shows that the factorial mo-

ments are usually super-exponentially small.

Lemma 4.3 Let {X(t) : t € RN} be a centered Gaussian field satisfying (H1) and (H3).
Then for any € > 0, there exists €1 > 0 such that for any J € 0T and u large enouth,

E{M, (J)(My(J) = 1)} < e7/@F+9) g g7/ Goe),

where 05 = supye y Var(X (t)) and 55 = sup;e j sup,ege—1 Var(X (t)|VX|;(t), VX (t)e). Here
and in the sequel, S*=1 is the unit sphere in R .
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Corollary 4.4 Let X = {X(t),t € RV} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments satisfying (H1), (H2) and (H3). Then for all J € T, E{M,(J)(M,(J) — 1)}
and E{ME(J)(ME(J) — 1)} are super-ezponentially small.

Proof Since MY (J) < M,(J), we only need to show that E{M,(J)(M,(J) — 1)} is super-
exponentially small. If k£ = 0, then M, (J) is either 0 or 1 and hence E{M, (J)(M,(J)—1)} =
0. If £ > 1, then, thanks to Lemma [4.3] it suffices to show that 63 is strictly less than a%

Clearly, Var(X (t)|VX,;(t), VX (t)e) < 0% for every e € S¥71 and ¢ € T'. On the other
hand,

Var(X (t)|VX (1), V2X|;(t)e) = 07 = E{X(t)(V>X;(t)e)} =0. (4.9)

Note that, by (2.9]), the right hand side of (£.9)) is equivalent to (A(¢) — As)e = 0. However,
by (H2), As(t) — Ay is negative definite, which implies (A;(t) — Aj)e # 0 for all e € SF~1.
Thus

Var(X(8)| V), X (1), V2, X (t)e) < o

for all e € S*~* and ¢ € T. This and the continuity of Var(X (t)|V|; X (t), V‘JX( Je) in (e, t)

imply 63 < a%. ([l

The following lemma shows that the cross terms in ([£.2]) and (4.3]) are super-exponentially
small if the two faces are not adjacent. For the case when the faces are adjacent, the proof
is more technical, see the proofs in Theorems and (4.8l

Lemma 4.5 Let X = {X(t),t € RN} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments satisfying (H1) and (H3). Let J and J' be two faces of T such that their distance
is positive, i.e., infie ey ||s —t|| > 0o for some 69 > 0, then E{M,(J)M,(J")} is super-

exponentially small.

Proof We first consider the case when dim(J) = k£ > 1 and dim(J’) = k¥’ > 1. By the
Kac-Rice metatheorem for higher moments [the proof is the same as that of Theorem 11.5.1
in Adler and Taylor (2007)],

E{MU(J)MU(J/)} = /Jdt L ds E{|detV2X|J(t)||detV2X‘J/(s)|1{X(t)2u7x(8)2u}

X (92X, (1)eDy, 92X i (s)eD HX (1) = 2, X(s) =y, VX5 (t) = 0,
VX 5 (s) = 0}px (1), x(5),.v X5 (6),V X, s () (2,4, 0, 0)
/dt/ ds/ d:p/ dy E{|detV2X|;()||det VX (s)]

=2, X(s) =y,VX|;(t) = 0,VX,5(s) = 0}px (1), x(5)(T,Y)
X vau(t),vxu,(s)(oaofX( ) =2, X(s) = y).

(4.10)
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Note that the following two inequalities hold: For constants a; and b;,

k K’ k K’
1 kK Kk .
T oo TL 31 = i (o o o),
i=1 7=1 i=1 7=1
and for any Gaussian variable £ and positive integer [,
Elé|' < E([E€| + € — E€))' < 2'(|EE|' + Ef¢ — Egl') = 2'(|E€|' + Ki(Var(€))'/?),

where the constant K; depends only on [. It follows from these two inequalities that there
exist some positive constants C; and Nj such that for large = and y,

sup E{]detVQX‘J(t)HdetV2X‘J/(s)HX(t) =z,X(s) =y,
ted,seJ’ (4'11)
VX;(t) =0,VX;(s) =0} < Cra™y™.

Also, there exists a positive constant Cy such that

SUP Py, (1),vX,,(s) (0, 01X () = 2, X(s) = y)
tedse

< sup (2m) O 2[detCov (VX (1), VX, () X () = 2, X (s5) = )] V2 < .
ted,seJ’

(4.12)

Let p(d0) = supjs_¢|>s, W which is strictly less than 1 due to (H3), then Ve > 0,

there exists a positive constant C3 such that for all t € J, s € J’ and u large enough,

/ / M yMpy @), x ) (@ y)dady = E{X ()X ()] Lix tyu,x(s)>u) }
w Ju N 2 2 (4.13)
SE{X(®) + X ()" Lix(4x(s)>203 } < Caexp <€“ - W)’
T

Combining (AI0) with (£.11), (412) and (4I3) yields that E{M, (J)M,(J')} is super-exponentially
small.
When only one of the faces, say J, is a singleton, then let J = {to} and we have

BOLMAIN < [ ds [ de [ dypxnxio w0 0.0

X E{|detV2X‘J/(S)||X(t0) = l‘,X(S) =Y, VX‘J/(S) = 0}

(4.14)

Following the previous discussion yields that E{M, (J)M,(J')} is super-exponentially small.
Finally, if both J and J' are singletons, then E{M,(J)M,(J')} becomes the joint proba-
bility of two Gaussian variables exceeding level v and hence is trivial. O
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4.3 Main Results and Their Proofs

Now we are ready to prove our main results on approximating the excursion probability
]P’{ sup;er X (t) > u} Theorem [4.6] contains a mild technical condition (4.15]) which specifies
the way that 1/( ) attains its maximum on the boundary of 7'. In particular, it implies that,
at each point on 0T where v(t) achieves 0%, Vv(t) is not zero. In the case of N = 1 and
T = [a,b], if v(t) attains its maximum o% at the end point a or b, then (ZIF) requires that
v(t) is strictly monotone in a neighborhood of that end point. Notice that, if v(¢) only attains
its maximum in Oy T, the interior of T, then (4.I5]) is satisfied automatically. In this sense,
(£I3)) is more general than the corresponding condition in Theorem 5 of Azais and Wschebor
(2008).

Theorem 4.6 Let X = {X(t) : t € RN} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments such that (H1), (H2) and (H3) are fulfilled. Suppose that for any face J,

{te J:v(t)=0c%vi(t) =0 for some j & o(J)} = 0. (4.15)

Then there exists some constant o« > 0 such that

P{supX } Z Z E{M,(J)} + o(e™" 2—u?/(20% ))

teT

k=0 J€d,T
= Z ( ) Z Z (k+1) /2 1/2 (4.16)
(yedor VY = searr (2m) A
|AJ —Ay (t)| U\ _—u2/(262) —au?—u?/(202)
. F Hy_ 1(9t)e t)dt + o(e 7)),

Remark 4.7 It should be mentioned that, for Gaussian random fields with constant variance,
Taylor et al. (2005) provided an explicit form for the constant « in (LI)). However, in
Theorems [4.6] and and [£.8] we are not able to give explicit information on the value(s) of .

Proof of Theorem Since the second equality in (£16]) follows from Lemma [A.1] directly,
we only need to prove the first one. By (4.3]) and Corollary[4.4] it suffices to show that the last
term in (£3)) is super-exponentially small. Thanks to Lemma 5, we only need to consider
the case when the distance of J and J’ is 0, i.e., I := J N J’ # (). Without loss of generality,
assume

o(J)={1,....omm+1,....k}, o(J)={1,... mk+1,....k+k —m}, (4.17)

where 0 < m < k <k < N and ¥ > 1. Recall that, if k¥ = 0, then o(J) = (). Under such
assumption, J € T, J' € 0T and dim(I) = m.

Case 1: k =0, i.e. J is a singleton, say J = {to}. If v(tg) < 0%, then by ([@Id), it is
trivial to show that E{M,,(J)M,(J')} is super-exponentially small. Now we consider the case
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v(ty) = 02. Due to ([{I5), E{X (to)X1(to)} # 0 and hence by continuity, there exists § > 0
such that E{X (s)X7(s)} # 0 for all ||s—tg|| < §. It follows from (£14) that E{M,(J)M,(J")}
is bounded from above by

/ ds [z [ dy B{AvX (9| X (t0) = 2. X () = 5. VX (5) = 0)
seJ’:||s—to||>d u u
X DX (t0),X (5),V X, ;s (s) (%5 9 0)
+f ds [ dy BtV Xy (91 X(5) = 9, 9 X(0(5) = O}, (0:0)
seJ’:||s—to||<8 u
=1 + Is.

Following the proof of Lemma [£5] we can show that I; is super-exponentially small. Note
that there exists a constant g9 > 0 such that

sup Var(X(s)|[VX|y(s)) < sup Var(X (s)|X1(s)) < 0% — .
seJ’:||s—to||<d seJ’:||s—to||<d

This implies that Is and hence E{M,(J)M,(J')} are super-exponentially small.
Case 2: k > 1. For all t € I with v(t) = 02, by assumption [@I5), E{X(t)X;(t)} # 0,
Vi=m+1,...,k+ Kk —m. Note that I is a compact set, there exist £1,d; > 0 such that

;upB Var(X (6)| Xma1 (@), Xe (), Xps1(5), -+ s Xngh—m(8)) < 05 — €1, (4.18)
teB,seB’

where B = {t € J : dist(¢t,I) <61} and B’ = {s € J' : dist(s,I) < §;}. It follows from (EI0)
that E{M,(J)M,(J")} is bounded by

// dtdS/ dw/ dY Px(1),X (5),9.X 1),V X s (5) (£, 4, 0,0)
(IxJH\(BxB") u U
x B{|detV2X|;(t)||det V2 X 5/ (s)|| X (t) = 2, X (s) = y, VX ;(t) = 0, VX ;:(s) = 0}
[ [ deds [ depx eV X0 = 0.9X0(5) = 0px, 5%, 0:0)
x B’ u

x E{|detV>X | ;(t)||det VX, 1 (s)|| X (t) = 2, VX|;(t) = 0, VX 5 (s) = 0}
= 13 + 14.

Note that

(J x J)\(B x B) = <(J\B) X B') U (B X (J'\B')) U ((J\B) X (J’\B’)). (4.19)

Since each product set on the right hand side of (419 consists of two sets with positive
distance, following the proof of Lemma[£.5] we can verify that I3 is super-exponentially small.
For I, taking into account (£I8]), one has

sup Var(X(t)]VX‘J(t), VX‘J/(S)) < a% —£1. (4.20)
teB,seB’
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For any t € B, s € B’ with s # t, in order to estimate
pVX‘J(t),VX‘J,(s)(Oa 0) = (27T)_(k+k/)/2(detCOV(VX‘J(t), VX|J/(S)))_1/2, (4.21)
we write the determinant on the right hand side of (£21) as
detCov(Xpp1(t), -+, Xp(t), Xpa1(8), - oy Xt —1(8)| X1 (8)y -+, X (8), X1(8), .., Xin(5))
X detCOV(Xl( )7 s 7Xm(t)7 X1(8)7 s 7Xm(8))7
(4.22)
where the first determinant in (£22]) is bounded away from zero due to (H3). By (H1), as
shown in Piterbarg (1996b), applying Taylor’s formula, we can write
VX(s) =VX(t)+VEX(t)(s — )T + ||s — t]|* TV}, (4.23)
where Y} o = (Ytls, . ,thg )T is a Gaussian vector field with bounded variance uniformly for
all t € J, s € J'. Hence as ||s — t|| = 0, the second determinant in (£22]) becomes
detCOV(Xl(t)7 s 7Xm(t)7 Xl(t) + <VX1(t)7 s t> + ”S - t”l—'—ny:‘}sa )
Xon(8) + (VX (£),5 — )+ [1s — t]H1Y77)
= detCov (X1 (t),..., Xm(t),(VXi(t),s —t) + ||s — t||1+77Yt18, ey (4.24)
(VXon(0),5 = 1) +[ls = ¢ 1+777)
= [ls — t]*"detCov (X1 (1), .., Xpn(t), (VX1(1), €15, - -, (VXm(L), €1,5)) (1 + 0(1)),

where e, s = (s—t)T /||s —t|| and due to (H3), the last determinant in ([24]) is bounded away
from zero uniformly for all ¢t € J and s € J'. Tt then follows from ([€22]) and ([£24]) that

detCov(V X (1), VX, (s)) > C1lls — t|2™ (4.25)
for some constant C7 > 0. Similarly to (£.I1]), there exist constants Cy, N1 > 0 such that

sup E{|detV2X‘J( )||detV2X|J/(s)||X(t) =z,VX);(t) =0,VX,;(s) =0}
teJ,sed’ (4.26)
< Cy(1 +2™).

Combining (£20) with (£21]), (£25]) and ([@26]), and noting that m < k' implies 1/||s — ¢||™
is integrable on J x J’, we conclude that I, and hence E{M,,(J)M,(J')} are finite and super-

exponentially small. O

Theorem 4.8 Let X = {X(t) : t € RN} be a centered Gaussian random field with stationary
increments such that (H1), (H2) and (H3) are fulfilled. Then there exists a constant a > 0
such that

P{ sup X (t) Z ST E{MEP()} + o(emowt T Ron))
{tET } k=0 JEOLT (4.27)
= E{p(Au)} + ofe™ " /1)),

where B{¢(A,)} is the mean Euler characteristic of A, formulated in Theorem [Z2
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The main idea for the proof of Theorem [A.§ comes from Azals and Delmas (2002) [espe-
cially Theorem 4]. Before showing the proof, we list the following two lemmas whose proofs

are given in the Appendix.
Lemma 4.9 Under (H2), there ezists a constant oy > 0 such that
(e,(A —A(t))e) > apg, VteT,ec SN

Lemma 4.10 Let {&(t) : t € T} and {&(t) : t € T} be two centered Gaussian random
fields. Let

o2(t) = Var(&(t)), @ =supoi(t), o; = inf oy(t),

teT; teT;
E{&(t)6(s))  _ .
t,s) = —————>2— 2= = su t,s), = inf t,s),
pit:s) o1(t)oa(s) P tETLspETz plt:s) L teTl,sesz( )

and assume 0 < g; <o0; < oo fori=1,2. If 0 < p <p <1, then for any N1, Ny > 0, there
exists a constant a > 0 such that as u — oo,

4 a2 —u? /(252
sup E{(1 |£1(t)|N1 |£2(3)|N2)]l{€1(t)2u,§2(5)<0}} =o(e /@ 1))-
teT),s€Ty

Similarly, if =1 < p <p <0, then

sup  E{(L+ |6 ()N + [€2(5) ™) ey ()3, ea(s)>0y } = 0(e™ W T/ (D),
teTy,s€Ts

Proof of Theorem [4.8] Note that the second equality in ([@.27) follows from Theorem
and Lemma .2, and similarly to the proof in Theorem (1.6, we only need to show that
E{ME(J)YME(J")} is super-exponentially small when J and J’ are neighboring. Let I :=
JNJ # 0. We follow the assumptions in (ZI7) and assume also that all elements in £(.J)
and ¢(.J') are 1, which implies E(J) = RY " and E(J') = Rf_k/.

We first consider the case k > 1. By the Kac-Rice metatheorem, E{MEF(J)ME(J')} is
bounded from above by

/dt/ dS/ d$/ dy/ de+1"'/ dzk—‘,—k’—m/ dwm+1"'/ dwk
J 4 u u 0 0 0 0

E{|det V2 X, (t)||det V> X (s)[| X (1) = 2, X (5) =y, VX |5 (t) = 0, Xp11(t) = 2x11,
. Xk-i-k'— (t) = Zk+k'—m,) VAXV|J’(S) =0, Xm+1(8) = Wm+1s - - 7Xk(8) = wk} (428)

Xpts X y70 Zh41s 5 Rk+k/— m70 Wm415 - - ,U)k)
// A(t, s) dtds,
JIxJ!
where pt s(2,Y,0, Zkt15 - - s Zhtk/—ms 0, W41, . . ., W) is the density of

(X(t), X(S), VX|J(t), Xk+1(t), e 7Xk+k’—m(t)7 VX|J/(S), Xm+1(8), e ,Xk(s))
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evaluated at (z,9,0, 211, 2kt k/—ms 0y Wit 1y -« oy Wk ).
Let {e1,e2,...,en} be the standard orthonormal basis of RY. For t € J and s € J', let
ers = (s — )T /||ls — t|| and let ;(t, s) = (e;, (A — A(t))es.s), then

N
(A —A(t = i, (A= A(t))es eZ—ZaZ (t,s) (4.29)
=1

By Lemma [0, there exists some ag > 0 such that
(s, (A = A(t))er,s) = o (4.30)

for all ¢ and s. Under the assumptions (£I7) and that all elements in £(J) and e(J’) are 1,
we have the following representation,

t= (tlv"'7tm7tm+17"'7tk7bk+l7"'7bk+k’—m707"'70)7

s = (317"'7Sm7bm+17’”7bk78k+17”’7Sk+k'—m707"'70)7

where t; € (a;,b;) for all i € o(J) and s; € (aj,b;) for all j € o(J'). Therefore,

(€irers) >0, Vm+1<i<k,
(eiyers) <0, Vhk+1<i<k+k —m, (4.31)
(e ers) =0, Vk+k —m<i<N.
Let
D;={(t,s) € JxJ :a;(t,s) > B}, ifm+1<i<k,
D;={(t,s) € JxJ :a;(t,s) < -}, ifFk+1<i<k+k —m,
" (4.32)
Dy = {(t, s)yedxJ: Zai(t, s){ei,ets) > Bo},
i=1
where (o, 1, ..., Bk+k'—m are positive constants such that 5y + Zf:f;:{n Bi < ag. It follows

from (431]) and (£32]) that, if (¢, s) does not belong to any of Dy, Dy, ..., Dgik/—m, then by
@.29),

k+k —
(A= A®))ers, ers) = Zaz (t,5){eirer,s) < fo + Z Bi < ao,
1=1 i=m+1

which contradicts (@30). Thus Dy U UFHF 11" Dj is a covering of J x J', by ([#.28]),
k+k'—m

E{ME(J)ME(J’)}S//D At s)dtds + > // (t, s) dids.

i=m+1
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We first show that [ [ Do A(t, s) dtds is super-exponentially small. Similarly to the proof

of Theorem [£.6] applying (4.21]), (£.25]) and (4.26]), we obtain

/ /D A(t, 5) dtds

< //D dtds/ dxpyx ;)9 () (0, 0)px 1) (2| VX[ 5 (1) = 0, VX (s) = 0)
0 u
X E{|detV2X|J(t)||detV2X‘J/(s)||X(t) =, VX‘J(t) = 0, VX|J/(S) == 0}

§C{//D dtds/ da:(l+xN1)Hs—tH_me(t)(a:\VXU(t) =0,VX,y(s) =0),
0 u

(4.33)

for some positive constants C] and Nj. Due to Lemma L5 we only need to consider the case
when ||s — t|| is small. It follows from Taylor’s formula ([£23]) that as ||s — ¢|| — 0,
Var(X (2)|VX|;(t), VX j(s)) < Var(X ()| X1(t),. .., Xm(t), X1(5), ..., Xin(s))
= Var(X (6)[X1(t), .., X (), X1 () + (VX1 (), 5 — t) + ||ls — t]|"F7Y,, ...,
Xin(t) + (VX (1), 5 — 1) + |5 — t]T7Y/7)
= Var(X ()| X1(t),..., Xm(t),(VX1(t),ers) + ||s — tH"}ﬁs, cee (4.34)
(VX (1), ers) + [|Is — ¢[7Y]5)
< Var(X (VX1 (t), ers) + |5 =t Yigs - (VXm(1)s er6) + [|s — t]|7Y%)
= Var(X(t)(VXi(t),ers), ..., (VXm(t),ers)) +o(1).

)

By Lemma 6.1 the eigenvalues of [Cov((VXi(t),ers),..., (VXn(t),ers))] ™" are bounded
uniformly in ¢ and s. Note that E{X (¢)(VX;(t),ers)} = —ai(t,s). Applying these facts to
the last line of (4.34]), we see that there exist constants Cy > 0 and ¢y > 0 such that for
||s — t|| sufficiently small,

Var(X ()| VX5 (), VX () € 08— Cu Y aj(t,s) +o(1) < o7 — o, (4.35)
i=1
where the last inequality is due to the fact that (¢,s) € Dy implies

m m 1 m 2 52
>l 2 3ot levensl” 2 (Lt o)) = I
1= 1= 1=

m

Plugging (£35)) into (£33 and noting that 1/||s — ¢||™ is integrable on J x J', we conclude
that [ [ p, A(t, s) dtds is finite and super-exponentially small.

Next we show that [ fDi A(t, s) dtds is super-exponentially small for i =m+1,... k. It
follows from (£28) that [ [ p, A(t, s) dtds is bounded by

//D dtdS/ dm/o dwipX(t),VX‘J(t),Xi(s),VX‘J/(s)(x707wi70)

x E{|det VX ;(t)[|det V> X ;s (s)[| X (t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0, X;(s) = w;, VX|5(s) = 0}
(4.36)
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We can write

1
2moy (t)oa(t, s)(1 — p2(t, s))/2

B 1 z? w? ~ 2p(t, s)zw;
“Xp{ 2(1— p2(t,5)) \o2(t) = o3(t.s) Jl(t)az(t,8)>}’

Px (), x:(s) (T, wi| Xi(t) = 0) =

where

oi(t) = Var(X(t)|Xi(t) = 0), p(t,s) = ' ' ;

 detCov(X;(s), Xi(t))
B Aii ’

03(t,s) = Var(X;(s)| X;(t) = 0)
and p?(t,s) < 1 due to (H3). Therefore,

PX(1),VX);(t),X:(5), VX, ;s (s) (%, 0, w3, 0)

= PVX 1(5), X1 (), X1 (6), X1 (), X (6) (01X () = 2, Xy () = wi, Xi(t) = 0)

X Px ()X, (s) (@, wi| Xi () = 0)px,(1)(0) (4.37)
B 1 z? w? ~ 2p(t, s)zw;
= eXp{ 21— p2(t,5)) <a%<t> TR ntml >>}

X (detCov(X(t),VX\J(t)aXi(S)vVX|J'(3)))_1/2

for some positive constant C5. Also, by similar argument in the proof of Theorem [4.6] there
exist positive constants Cg, > 1, Ny and N3 such that

detCov(VX|s(t), Xi(s), VX i (s)) > Cg t||s — t]2mFD, (4.38)

Cg Hlls —t]* < o3(t, 5) < Colls — I, (4.39)
and
E{|detV>X 7 (t)||det VX, 5 (s)|| X (t) = 2, VX|;(t) = 0, X;(s) = w;, VX (s) = 0}
= E{|det VX ;(1)||det V> X ;s (s)[| X (t) = 2, VX ;(t) = 0,
(VXi(t), ers) = wi/lls — t]| + o(1), VX  yr(s) = 0}
< Cr(z™ + (wi/||s — t])™ +1).

(4.40)
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Combining ([£36]) with ([£37)), (£38)) and (£.40), and making change of variable w = w;/||s —
t||, we obtain that for some positive constant Cy,

/ /D i A(t, s) dtds

gcg// dtdsus—tu—m—l/ dm/ dwi (2™ + (wi/l]s — )™ + 1)

" e"p{ - =) <a§<2t> * U§Z> - fﬁga;éw»} (441)
= 08//& dtds||s — t||™™ /:O dz /OOO dw(z™? + w3 4 1)

" exp{ B 1 < z? N w? B 2p(t:v8)xw )}
2(1 = p2(t,8)) \oi(t) = G3(t,s)  o1(t)oa(t,s)/) )
where da(t,s) = 0a(t,s)/||s — t|| is bounded by ([439). Applying Taylor’s formula (£23) to
Xi(s) and noting that E{X (t)(VX;(t),ets)} = —a;(t, s), we obtain
1
a1(t)oa(t, 5)
st
o1(t)oa(t, s)

ot s) = (E{X(t)Xxs)} - %ﬁE{X(t)Xi<t>}E{Xi<s>Xi<t>})

< — ai(t, S) + ”S - t”nE{X(t)Ytl,s}

S sixxoeon) ).

By (@39) and the fact that (¢,s) € D; implies a;(t,s) > 5; > 0 for i = m + 1,...,k,
we conclude that p(t,s) < —dp for some &y > 0 uniformly for t € J, s € J with ||s — ||
sufficiently small. Then applying LemmaEI0to (@41]) yields that [ [}, A(t,s)dtds is super-
exponentially small.

(22

It is similar to prove that [ [ D, A(t, s) dtds is super-exponentially small for i = k +
1,...,k+ Kk —m. In fact, in such case, [ fDi A(t, s) dtds is bounded by

//D dtdS/ dw/o dzi px (1),v.X, 5 (0),X: (1), VX, () (%, 0, i, 0)

x B{|detV>X | ;(t)||det VX, 1 (s)]| X (t) = 2, VX5 (t) = 0, X;(t) = 2, VX 5s(s) = 0}.

We can follow the proof in the previous stage by exchanging the positions of X;(s) and X;(t)
and replacing w; with z;. The details are omitted since the procedure is very similar.

If k=0, then m =0 and o(J') = {1,...,k'}. Since J becomes a singleton, we may let
J = {tp}. By the Kac-Rice metatheorem, E{M,(J)M,(J")} is bounded by

/ds/ dm/ dy/ dzl"'/ Az pry,s(x,y, 21, .., 217, 0)
4 u u 0 0

x E{|det VX 5 (s)|| X (t0) = 2, X (s) =y, X1(to) = 21,.. ., Xp (to) = 2, VX s (s) = 0}

= [ A(to,s)ds,
J/
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where pto,s(x,y,zl,...,zkr,O) is the density of (X (t9), X(s), X1 (to),- Xk/(to) VX|J/( s))
evaluated at (z,y,21,...,2,0). Similarly, J' could be covered by UZ 1D with D; = {s €
J s ai(to, s) < 51} for some positive constants 52, 1 < i < k'. On the other hand,

- Alto,s)ds < /~ dS/ dx/o dzi PX (t0),Xi (t0),V X 1 () (%5 21, 0)
X E{’detv2X‘Jr(S)HX(to) = .Z',Xi(to) = z;, VX|J/(S) = 0}

By similar discussions, we obtain that E{MZF(J)MZF(J')} is super-exponentially small and
hence complete the proof. O

5 Further Remarks and Examples

Remark 5.1 [The case when T contains the origin] We now show that Theorem and
Theorem [4.§ still hold when 7' contains the origin. In such case, Condition (H3) is actually
not satisfied since X(0) = 0 is degenerate [This is in contrast with the case when X =
{X(t),t € R} is assumed to have constant variance]. However, we may construct a small
open cube Tj containing 0 such that sup,cr, v(t) is sufficiently small, then according to the
Borell-TIS inequality, P{sup,c7, X (t) > u} is super-exponentially small. Let T = T\Tpy, then

]P’{ sup X (t) > u} < ]P’{ sup X (t) > u} < ]P’{ sup X (t) > u} + ]P’{ sup X (t) > u} (5.1)

tef teT tef teTy

To estimate P{sup, s X (t) > u}, similarly to the rectangle 7', we decompose T into several

faces by lower dimensions such that T = Uﬁzoﬁkf = U;gV:O U =~ L. Then we can get the

Led, T
bounds similar to (£3]) with T" replaced with T' and J replaced with L. Following the proof

of Theorem yields

]P’{ sup X (t) > u} Z Z E{M, (L)} + o(e~ ' ~v*/(20%)),

teT k=0 e, T

Due to the fact that sup,cp, v(t) is sufficiently small, E{M, (L)} are super-exponentially small
for all faces L such that L C 0;Tp with 0 < k < N — 1 (note that Ty is a compact rectangle).
The same reasoning yields that for 1 < k < N, L € a,j, J € 0T such that L C J, the
difference between E{M,, (L)} and E{M,(J)} is super-exponentially small. Hence we obtain

]P’{suEX(t)Zu}: Z (\/—> Z Z (27) k+1/2|AJ|1/2

teT {tyeaoT k=1 J€Ed 7 (5.2)
|AJ — AJ(t)| U\ —u2/(262) —au?—u?/(202)
; oF Hy._ 1<9t)e t)dt +o(e r)).
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Here, by convention, if 6; = 0, we regard e~**/(269) as 0. Combining (B.I) with (5.2), we
conclude that Theorem [£.6]still holds when T contains the origin. The argument for Theorem

[4.8] is similar.

Remark 5.2 Based on the proofs of Theorems and .8, one may expect that the
approximation (L)) holds for a much wider class of smooth Gaussian fields (not necessarily
with stationary increments). Meanwhile, the argument for the parameter set could go far
beyond the rectangle case. These further developments are in Cheng (2013).

Example 5.3 [Refinements of Theorem 6] Let X be a Gaussian field as in Theorem
Suppose that v(tg) = o4 for some tg € J € T (k > 0) and v(t) < o2 for all t € T\{to}.

(i). If & =0, then, due to (£I5]), sup;ep f10} 07 < 02 — g for some g9 > 0. This implies
that E{M,,(J')} are super-exponentially small for all faces J' other than {to}. Therefore,

]P’{ sup X (t) > u} = @<i> + O(C_UZ/QU%)J’-MLZ), as u — 00. (5.3)
teT ar

For example, let Y be a stationary Gaussian field with covariance p(t) = e 1” and define
X(t) =Y (t) —Y(0), then X is a smooth Gaussian field with stationary increments satisfying
conditions (H1)-(H3). Let T' = [0,1]", then we can apply (5.3)) to approximate the excursion
probability of X with to = (1,...,1).

(ii). If k > 1, then similarly, E{M,(J’)} are super-exponentially small for all faces J" # J.
It follows from Theorem [A.6] that

k—1

u Ay =A@ w2202
> = .
P{ sup X(1) 2 u} en) A2 [, gt ¢ 2 dt(1+o(1))

Let 7(t) = 62, then Vi € o(J), Ti(tp) = 0, since t( is a local maximum point of T restricted

on J. Assume additionally that the Hessian matrix

©s(to) := (7ij(t0))i jea(s) (5.4)
is negative definite, then the Hessian matrix of 1/(202) at to restricted on J,
1

1
272(t0) (73 (tO))z’,jea(J) = _E@J(to),

0.(to) = —

is positive definite. Let g(t) = |[Ay — As(t)|/62~1 and h(t) = 1/(26?), applying Lemma [6.2]
with T replaced by J yields that as u — oo,

k—1 Ar—A 2 k/2
P{ sup X (¢) 2 u} = o k |1 é i](2t031|€—1 (~7T) e_UQ/(%?O)(l +o(1))
teT (2m) BFD/2IA V20,77 uk[© 5 (t0)[ /2 (5.5)
252N 5 — Ay (to)] u '
= vl— (1 1)).
‘AJ’1/2‘—@J(7§0)’1/2 (UT>( +O( ))
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Example [5.3] [The cosine field] We consider the cosine random field Z on R? [cf. Adler and
Taylor (2007, p. 382)]:

2
1
Z(t) = 7 D (Licosti+&sint), t=(t1,t) € R,
=1

where &1, &, &2, & are independent, standard Gaussian variables. Clearly Z is a centered,
unit-variance and smooth stationary Gaussian field. Moreover, Z is periodic and Z(t) =
—Z11(t)—Zaa(t). To avoid such degeneracy, let X (t) = &+ Z(t)—Z(0), where t € T C [0,27)?
and & is a standard Gaussian variable independent of Z. Then X is a centered and smooth
Gaussian field with stationary increments. The variance and covariance of X are given

respectively by

v(t) = 3 — costy — costa,

2
1 (5.6)
C(t,s) =2+ 5 Z;[cos(ti — 8;) — cost; — cos ;.
Therefore, X satisfies conditions (H1), (H2) and (H3) [though X;2(¢) = 0, it can be shown
that this does not affect the validity of Theorems and [£.8]. Taking the partial derivatives

of C' gives

E{X(t)VX(t)} = %(sintl,sintg)T, A = Cov(VX (1)) = %12,

. (5.7)
A—At) = -E{X(t)V2X(t)} = 5[[2 — diag(cos ty, cos ta)],

where Is is the 2 X 2 unit matrix and diag denotes the diagonal matrix.

(i). Let T = [0,7/2]%. Then by (5.6), v attains its maximum 3 only at the upper-right
vertex (m/2,7/2), where both partial derivatives of v are positive. Applying the result (i) in
Example 5.3} we obtain P{sup,cr X (t) > u} = ¥(u/v/3)(1 + o(e~?Y).

(ii). Let T'=[0,37/2] x [0,7/2]. Then v attains its maximum 4 only at the boundary
point t* = (m,m/2), where vo(t*) > 0 so that the condition (£I5]) is satisfied. In this case,
t* € J = (0,3r/2) x {m/2}. By (5.1)), we obtain Ay = % and A; — A;(t*) = 3(1 —cost]) = 1.
On the other hand, for ¢t € J, by (5.7,

1
7(t) = 02 = Var(X ()| X1(t)) = 3 — cost| — costy — 3 sin? g, (5.8)

therefore © 7 (t*) = 71 (t*) = —2. Plugging these into (5.5) with k£ = 1 gives P{sup,cp X (t) >
u} = V2W(u/2)(1 4 o(1)).

(iii). Let T = [0,37/2]2. Then v attains its maximum 5 only at the interior point t* =
(m,m). In this case, t* € J = (0,3m/2)2. By (5.1), we obtain Ay = 115 and Ay — Ay (t*) = L.
On the other hand, for ¢t € J, by (5.7,

1 1
7(t) = 62 = Var(X (¢)| X1(t), X2(t)) = 3 — cost; — costy — 3 sin?t; — 3 sin? ty, (5.9)

28



therefore ©;(t*) = (73;(t*))ij=12 = —2I>. Plugging these into (B.H) with k& = 2 gives
P{supyer X (t) > u} = 2 (u/V5)(1 + o(1)).

Example 5.4 [Refinements of Theorem .8 Let X be a Gaussian field as in Theorem (.8
Suppose tg € J € ;T is the only point in T such that v(to) = o4. Assume o(J) = {1,...,k},
all elements in e(J) are 1, vg/(tg) = 0 for all k+ 1 <k’ < N. Then by Theorem [1.8]

N
IP’{ sup X (t) > u} =E{MF()}+ Y S E{ME(I)) + (e oD)),
teT k'=k+1 J'€8,, T, J'NJ#0
(5.10)
Lemma [£.2] indicates E{MF(J)} = (—1)kE{Zf:0(—1)iui(J)}(1 + o(e=*")), therefore
E _ k 2
E{M,/ (J)} = (-1) /JPVXJ(t)(O)th{detV KDL (X1 (0. X ()R )

X Loz VX () = 0}(1 + o(e7"))
1)k o—72/(202) )
/ /dt o) k—i—l 2[A, 1726, E{detVEX| (W)L x, (1), Xn () €RY )
X (1) = 2, VX 5(£) = 0}(1 + o(e™*""))
::/ AJ(a:)da:(l—Fo(e_a“z)),

(5.11)

and similarly,

E{ME (]’ de | d ¥ e/ 200 E{detV2X
{ J } / .Z'/, t 27'( (k’-l—l /2‘AJ,‘1/26 { etV |J/(t)

—Of’U,Q
{(XJi Xy yery—+ | X () = 2, VX (t) = 041 + o(e*)).

(i). First we consider the case k > 1. We use the same notation 7(t), © ;(t) and © () in
Example 5.3 Let h(t) = 1/(262) and

_ (=1 2
9:(8) = @iz, i7zg, AotV Xis ()1

{(Xpp1 () X (1) ERY T}

|X(t) =2, VX ;(t) = 0}.

Note that supyer |g.(t)] = o(z™) for some Ny > 0 as # — oo, which implies that the growth
of g,(t) can be dominated by the exponential decay e‘m%(t), hence both Lemma and
are still applicable. Applying Lemma with T replaced by J and u replaced by z2, we
obtain that as x — oo,

(2m)k/2

25 (det© (tg))1/2 9 (to)e™ /7D (L + o(1)). (5.12)

Ay(z) =
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On the other hand, it follows from (3.16) that

1
9:(8) = (2m)FFD/2|A | 1/20, /"'/Mk Wit -+ dYN
LY Z\J(tﬂ
Tt
X PXpq1(t), ., X (t) (Yk+1, - yn| X (t) =z, VX\J(t) =0).

Note that, under the assumptions on X, X (t9) and VX (t¢) are independent, and C;(ty) =0
for all 1 < j < N. Therefore,

X
Hy, <% + Y% Ch 1 () Ypgr + - + ’YtC'N(t)yN>

o (to) = |[A; — As(to)] ( x >

(2m) KD/ A 120
X P{(Xp+1(to),- .., Xn(to)) € RY¥|VX|,(to) = 0}.
Plugging this and (5.12) into (B.I1]), we obtain

262Ny = Ay (to)|

or

E{ME(J)} = -
{ ( )} ’AJ’1/2‘ —@J(tO)‘1/2 (O-T> (513)
x P{(Xp41(to), - -, Xn(t0)) € RYF|VX5(to) = 0}(1 + o(1)).
For J' € 0T with J' N J # 0, we apply Lemma [6.3] with T replaced by J’ to obtain
2K 21Ny — Ay (to)] u '
E{M,(J')} = U (L) P{Zy(tg) € RY
{ ( )} |AJ/|1/2| _ @J/(t0)|1/2 <O_T) { J ( 0) } (514)

X P{(X g (t0), - X o (o)) € RYV[VX|(t0) = 0}(L + (1)),

where Zj (to) is a centered (k' — k)-dimensional Gaussian vector with covariance matrix
—(7ij)ijes(r\o(r)- Plugging (B.13) and (B.14)) into (5.10), we obtain the asymptotic result.

(ii). k=0, say J = {to}. Note that X(t9) and VX(¢g) are independent, therefore

E{ME(J)} = \IJ(U—UT)]P’{VX(to) e RV}, (5.15)

For J' € Op/T with J'NJ # (), then E{M[(J")} is given by (5.14) with k = 0. Plugging (5.15)
and (5.14) into (5.10]), we obtain the asymptotic formula for the excursion probability.
Example [5.4] [Continued: the cosine field] We consider the Gaussian field X defined in
the continued part of Example 5.3

(i). Let T = [0,7]2. Then v attains its maximum 5 only at the corner t* = (7, ), where
Vv(t*) = 0 so that the condition (£I5]) is not satisfied. Instead, we will use the result (ii) in
Example 5.4 with J = {t*} and k = 0. Let J' = (0,7) x {r}, J” = {7} x (0,7). Combining
the results in the continued part of Example 5.3l with (5.I5]) and (5.14]), and noting that
A = }I, implies X;(t) and X»(t) are independent for all ¢, we obtain

E(MI()} = J00u/VE), E(ME@T)} = S(u/VE)(1 +o(1)),
B(ME()} = EQME")} = L2000/VE)(1 +o(1),
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Summing these up, we have P{sup,cp X () > u} = [(3 + 2v/2)/4]¥ (u/v/5)(1 + o(1)).

(ii). Let T'=[0,37/2] x [0, 7]. Then v attains its maximum 5 only at the boundary point
t* = (m,m), where v5(t*) = 0. Applying the result (i) in Example 5.4 with J = (0,37/2) x {w}
and k = 1, we obtain
V2
2

which implies P{sup,c; X (t) > u} = [(2 + v/2)/2]¥(u/V/5)(1 + o(1)).

E{M;(J)} = 5-0(u/V5), E{M/(%T)}=¥(u/V5)(1+o(1)),

Remark 5.5 Note that we only provide the first-order approximation for the examples in
this section. However, as shown in the theory of the approximations of integrals [see e.g.
Wong (2001)], the integrals in (£16) and (£27)) can be expanded with more terms once the
covariance function of the Gaussian field is smooth enough. Hence for the examples above,
higher-order approximation is available. Since the procedure is similar and the computation

is tedious, we omit such argument here.

6 Appendix

This Appendix contains proofs of Lemmas [£.9] [£.10] and some other auxiliary facts.

Proof of Lemma Let My«n be the set of all N x N matrices. Define a mapping
¢ : RN x Myxn — R by (&, A) — (£, AE), then ¢ is continuous. Since A — A(t) is positive
definite, ¢p(e, A — A(t)) > 0 for each t € T and e € S¥~1. On the other hand, {(e, A — A(?)) :
teTeecSV ~11 is a compact subset of RN x Myxn and ¢ is continuous, completing the
proof. O

Proof of Lemma [4.10] We only prove the first case, since the second case follows from the

first one. By elementary computation on the joint density of &1(¢) and &2(s), we obtain

sup  E{(1+ & @)™ + [&()1™)Lig, (1)>u.ta(s)<0} }
teT,s€Ty

1 [e%) 2
< / exp< — :17_12 dxry
2na10,5(1 = 79)V2 J, 207

0 2
1 J9pP%1
1 M o — (T2 — == d
/—oo( * |x1| * |x2| )exp{ 26%(1 - 82) <x2 o1 ) } 2

V-
=o0| & —— 555 T EU )
L ma- o

as u — oo, for any € > 0. g

Similar argument for proving Lemma [£9] yields the following result.

31



Lemma 6.1 Let {A(t) = (a;j(t))i<ij<n : t € T} be a family of positive definite matrices
such that all elements a;j(-) are continuous. Denote by x and T the infimum and supremum
of the eigenvalues of A(t) overt € T respectively, then 0 < z < T < oo.

The following two formulas state the results on the Laplace approximation method.
Lemma can be found in many books on the approximations of integrals, here we re-
fer to Wong (2001). Lemma can be derived by following similar argument in the proof of
the Laplace method for the case of boundary point in Wong (2001).

Lemma 6.2 [Laplace method for interior point] Let ty be an interior point of T. Suppose
the following conditions hold: (i) g(t) € C(T) and g(ty) # 0; (ii) h(t) € C*(T) and attains
its unique minimum at to; and (i) V2h(tg) is positive definite. Then as u — oo,

(27T)N/2

t)e~uh® gt = to)e uhlto) (1 1).
/Tg( Je uN/2(detV2h(t0))1/2g( 0)e (1+0(1))

Lemma 6.3 [Laplace method for boundary point] Let tg € J € 0T with 0 < k < N — 1.
Suppose that conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) in Lemma[62 hold, and additionally Vh(tg) = 0.
Then as u — o0,

T\N/2 ~
e = - to)e™ (1 +o(1),

where Zj(tg) is a centered (N — k)-dimensional Gaussian vector with covariance matrix
(hij(to)) i <ij<in_rs —E(J) = {x € RN : —x € E(J)}, and the definitions of Ji,...,  In_k
and E(J) are in ({33).
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