
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

20
84

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

O
C

] 
 2

8 
Fe

b 
20

25

A LAPLACE DUALITY FOR INTEGRATION

JEAN B. LASSERRE

Abstract. We consider the integral v(y) =
∫
Ky

f(x)dx on a domain Ky =

{x ∈ Rd : g(x) ≤ y}, where g is nonnegative and Ky is compact for all
y ∈ [0,+∞). Under some assumptions, we show that for every y ∈ (0,∞)
there exists a distinguished scalar λy ∈ (0,+∞) such that

v(y) =

∫
Rd

f(x) exp(−λy g(x)) dx

which is the counterpart analogue for integration of Lagrangian duality for
optimization. A crucial ingredient is the Laplace transform, the analogue for
integration of Legendre-Fenchel transform in optimization. In particular, if
both f and g are positively homogeneous then λy is a simple explicitly ra-
tional function of y. In addition if g is quadratic form then computing v(y)
reduces to computing the integral of f with respect to a specific Gaussian
measure for which exact and approximate numerical methods (e.g. cubatures)
are available.
Keywords:Integration, Laplace transform, optimization, positively homoge-
neous functions,

1. Introduction

Let g : Rd → R be continuous, nonnegative and such that

(1.1) Ky := {x ∈ R
d : g(x) ≤ y } , y ∈ [0,+∞) .

is compact for all y ∈ [0,+∞), and let f : Rd → R be continuous. Consider the
function

(1.2) y 7→ v(y) :=

∫

Ky

f(x) dx , y ∈ [0,+∞) ,

which is well-defined for every y ∈ [0,+∞). This problem appears in several a rea
of science and engineering. For instance, if f the density of a Gaussian measure µ
then v(y) = µ(Ky) provides the probability that a Gaussian random vector (with
distribution µ) lies in Ky, a basic problem encountered in probability, analysis of
dynamical systems, and space engineering (e.g., for collision probability of satellites
[10]).

Contribution. (i) Assuming that the Laplace transform of v exists (see e.g. [4,
§6.26.1] and satisfies the Final Value Theorem (see e.g. [4, Theorem 3.8.2]), our
first contribution is to show that for every y ∈ (0,+∞) there exists λy ∈ (0,+∞)
such that:

(1.3) v(y) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λy g(x)) dx .

That is, integrating f on Ky reduces to integrating f on the whole space Rd but
now against the measure with density x 7→ exp(−λy g(x)) with respect to Lebesgue
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measure. Such integrals can be approximated, e.g. by cubatures [2, 3] whereas
integration on the domain Ky can be quite complicated. In particular, if g is a
quadratic polynomial then (1.3) is a Gaussian integral for which even more specific
numerical approximations (e.g. cubatures) are available [9].

(ii) Next, if g (resp. f) is positively homogeneous of degree dg (resp. df ), then
y and λy are related by

(1.4) y · λy = (Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg))
dg/(d+df ) ,

for every y ∈ (0,+∞). In particular, let f be a polynomial (x 7→
∑

α
fαx

α) of

degree df , and write f =
∑df

k=0 fk where for each k, fk homogeneous of degree k.
Then for every y ∈ (0,+∞),

v(y) =

df∑

k=0

∫

Rd

fk(x) exp(−λy,k g(x)) dx ,

where for every k = 0, 1, . . . , df ,

λy,k =
1

y
(Γ(1 + (d+ k)/dg))

dg/(d+k)
, y ∈ (0,+∞) .

(iii) Finally, we interpret (1.3) as a duality result, namely a duality analogue
for integration (hence in the usual (+,×)-algebra) of Lagrangian duality for opti-
mization (hence in the (max,+)-algebra). Indeed, associated with the optimization
problem

(1.5) P : v̂(y) = inf { f(x) : g(x) ≥ y } , y ∈ R ,

is the Lagrangian x 7→ L(x, λ) := f(x)− λ g(x). If f and −g are convex then so is
v̂ and its Legendre-Fenchel transform v̂∗ reads:

(1.6) v̂∗(λ) = sup
y

λ y − v̂(y) =

{

− inf
x

f(x)− λ g(x) if λ ≥ 0,

+∞ otherwise.

Then applying Legendre-Fenchel to v̂∗ yields

v̂(y) = sup
λ

λ y − v̂∗(λ) = sup
λ≥0

λ y +G(λ)(1.7)

with G(λ) := inf
x

L(x, λ) , λ ≥ 0 .(1.8)

Under some convexity assumptions on f and g, there exists a maximizer xy ∈ Ky =
{x : g(x) ≥ y} and KKT-multiplier λ∗

y ≥ 0 such that

∇f(xy)− λ∗
y∇g(xy) = 0 ; λ∗

y (g(xy)− y) = 0 ,

and so

(1.9) v(y) = λy y + inf
x

f(x)− λ∗
y g(x) , y ∈ (0,+∞) .

So the original minimization of f on Ky reduces to the minimization of the La-
grangian L(x, λ∗

y) now over the whole Rd, for a distinguished value λ∗
y of the KKT-

multiplier λ ≥ 0 associated with the constraint g(x) ≥ y.
In particular, notice that if g (resp. f) is differentiable and positively homoge-

neous of degree dg (resp. df ) then using Euler’s identity 〈xy ,∇f(xy)〉 = df f(y)
(resp. 〈xy,∇g(xy)〉 = dg g(y)) one obtains λy · y = v̂(y) df/dg, to compare with
(1.4).
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– The analogue for integration of the LagrangianL(x, λ) in (1.8) for optimization,
is the “Lagrangian” integrand x 7→ f(x) exp(−λ g(x)), x ∈ Rd, and

– the analogue of the dual functionG(λ) in (1.8) is just the integral
∫

Rd f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx

(where the “max
x∈Rd” has been replaced with “

∫

x∈Rd”).

– Finally, the analogue for integration of the Legendre-Fenchel transform (1.6)
in optimization, is the Laplace transform

Lv(λ) =

∫ ∞

0

exp(−λ y) v(y) dy , ∀λ ∈ C ,ℜ(λ) > 0 ,

of v in (1.2), and the analogue of (1.7) is via the inverse Laplace transform

v(y) =
1

2πi

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

exp(λy)Lv(λ) dλ , ∀y ∈ (0,+∞) ,

(with c > ℜa for some a ∈ C).
Formal analogies between concepts in optimization and their counterparts in

integration is not new and has been observed in a number of domains. For in-
stance, convolution of Gaussian distributions in probability is the analogue of inf-
convolution of quadratic forms in optimization. Similarly, concepts in probability
have their counterparts in Dynamic Programming as outlined and described in [1,
§9.4]. Finally for convex polytopes Ky ⊂ Rd, in [6] one has shown explicit links
between integration and counting on the one hand, and linear (LP) and integer
programming (IP) on the other hand. In particular, classical LP ingredients (basis,
reduced gradient, and dual vector) also appear explicitly in Brion & Vergne formula
for integration and counting over convex polytopes; see [6].

The present contribution is also in the same spirit as in [6] and [7] but now for
integration of a larger class of functions (continuous rather than linear in [6]) on
a larger class of domains (Ky instead of convex polytopes in [6], or very specific
domains in [7]). Indeed, an integration domain of the form {x ∈ Rd : gj(x) ≤
bj, j = 1, . . . ,m } reduces to {x ∈ R

d : maxj g̃j(x) ≤ 1, j = 1, . . . ,m } with
g̃j(x) := gj(x)/bj). Then one considers the set Ky := {x ∈ Rd : maxj g̃j(x) ≤ y }.
(In particular notice that if the gj’s are all positively homogeneous of degree dg,
then so is the function x 7→ maxj gj(x).) Crucial in all the references [7, 6, 5] is to
embed a specific integral on K1 in a larger parametrized family of integrals on Ky,
with values v(y), y ∈ (0,+∞), and then apply the Laplace transform to v. This is
exactly what is done in optimization on Ky where one applies the Legendre-Fenchel
transform to the value function v̂(y) in (1.5). When the Laplace transform has a
closed form expression then its inverse (e.g. for y = 1 to obtain v(1)) can sometimes
be computed efficiently; see e.g. [7].

2. Main result

2.1. Notation and definitions. Let R[x] = R[x1, . . . , xd]n be the ring of polyno-
mials in the real variables x1, . . . , xd, of degree at most n. Denote by R+ ⊂ R

the positive half-line. A function f is positively homogeneous of degree df if
f(λx) = λdf f(x) for all x ∈ Rd and all λ > 0. When f is continuously differ-
entiable, Euler’s identity states that 〈∇f(x),x〉 = df f(x), ∀x ∈ R

d.
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Laplace transform. For a function h : R+ → R, its Laplace transform Lh : C →
C, is defined by:

(2.1) Lh(λ) =

∫ ∞

0

h(y) exp(−λ y) dy , λ ∈ C ,

provided that the integral is well-defined. For instance a sufficient condition is that
h is of exponential order exp(at) (a > 0) as t → ∞, i.e. there exists T,M > 0
such that for all t > T , |h(t)| ≤ M exp(at); see e.g. [4, §3.3]. If h is continuous
or piecewise continuous in every finite interval (0, T ), then Lh exists for all λ ∈ C

with ℜs > a. When it is the case then we can recover h via the inverse Laplace
transform:

h(y) =

∫ c+i∞

c−i∞

exp(λ y)Lh(λ) dλ , y ∈ (0,+∞) ,

where c > a. We also have the well-known Initial Value Theorem ([4, Theorem
3.8.1])

(2.2) lim
λ→∞

λLh(λ) = lim
y→0

h(y) ,

and Final Value Theorem

(2.3) lim
λ→0

λLh(λ) = lim
y→∞

h(y) .

The latter holds under additional assumptions; see [4, Theorem 3.8.2, pp. 110–112].

2.2. Main result.

Assumption 2.1. (i) The function g : Rd → R is continuous, nonnegative and the
set Ky in (1.1) is compact for every y ∈ [0,∞).

(ii) The function f : Rd → R is continuous and nonnegative.

Let v : [0,∞) → R be as in (1.2). Observe that if one knows how to evaluate v(y)
for continuous nonnegative functions, then we may also evaluate v(y) for continuous
functions bounded from below. Indeed if f is bounded below, say f ≥ τ for some
τ > −∞, then

v(y) =

∫

Ky

f dx = τ

∫

Ky

1 dx+

∫

Ky

(f − τ) dx

i.e. v is a weighted sum of two integrals of nonnegative functions (1 and f − τ)).
Therefore it suffices to restrict to the family of nonnegative functions f .

Theorem 2.2. Let Assumption 2.1 hold.
(i) With v as in (1.2), assume that v is of exponential order exp(at) for some

a > 0. Then for every real λ > 0,

(2.4) Lv(λ) =
1

λ

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx ,

(ii) In addition, assume that the set K0 = {x ∈ Rd : g(x) = 0 } has Lebesgue
measure zero, and that the Final Value Theorem (2.3) holds. Then for every y ∈
(0,+∞), there exists λy ∈ (0,+∞) such that

(2.5) v(y) = λy Lv(λy) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λy g(x)) dx .
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Similarly, for every λ ∈ (0,+∞) there exists yλ ∈ (0,+∞) such that

(2.6) v(yλ) = λLv(λ) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx .

Proof. (i) By [4, Theorem 3.31], Lv exists for all λ provided that ℜ(λ) > a. Next,
let λ ∈ R. Then

Lv(λ) =

∫ ∞

0

v(y) exp(−λ y) dy =

∫ ∞

0

(
∫

Ky

f(x) dx

)

exp(−λ y) dy

=

∫

Rd

f(x)

(
∫ ∞

g(x)

exp(−λ y) dy

)

dx

=
1

λ

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx , ∀λ > 0 ,

which yields (2.4). (The third equality is obtained by a standard Fubini-Tonelli
interchange.)

(ii) In view of the assumptions on f and g, the function v is continuous and non
decreasing, and the Initial Value Theorem (2.2) holds. Hence limλ→∞ λLv(λ) =
v(0) = 0. Next, as the Final value Theorem holds we also have limλ→0 λLvλ =
limy→∞ v(y) =: v(∞) with possibly v(∞) = +∞. Moreover, the function

λ 7→ λLv(λ) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx , λ ∈ (0,+∞) ,

is continuous and therefore,

λLv(λ)(0,+∞) = (0,+∞) = v((0,∞)) ,

which yields the desired result (2.5) and (2.6). �

Hence Theorem 2.2 states that for every y ∈ (0,+∞), integrating f on Ky w.r.t.
Lebesgue measure is the same as integrating f on the whole space Rd but now
against the measure with density exp(−λy g(x)) w.r.t. Lebesgue measure, for some
distinguished real scalar λy ∈ (0,+∞).

For a fixed λ, evaluating the integral
∫
f exp(−λ g)dx is challenging but numeri-

cal approximations are available, e.g. via cubature formula for the weight function
x 7→ exp(−λy g(x)); see e.g. [2, 3]. A prototypal and important case is when g is a
(nonnegative) quadratic polynomial. Then the measure exp(−λy g(x)) dx is (up to
scaling) a Gaussian measure for which numerical integration techniques are is well
documented; see e.g. [9].

Equation (2.5) is also the analogue for integration of the Lagrangian relaxation
(1.9) in optimization, where under some convexity assumptions, the minimization
of f on Ky = {x : g(x) ≥ y} is replaced with the minimization of the Lagrangian
x 7→ L(x, λ∗

y) = λ∗
y g− f on the whole Rd for some distinguished multiplier λ∗

y ≥ 0.
Indeed with y fixed, the KKT-optimality conditions at a local minimizer x∗ ∈ Ky

of P state that there exists λ∗
y ≥ 0 such that x∗

y is a critical point of the Lagrangian
L(x, λ∗

y); in addition, if f and −g are convex then x∗
y is a global minimizer of

L(x, λ∗
y).

Next, with λ fixed and Lv the Laplace transform of v,

(2.7) λLv(λ) =

∫ ∞

0

exp(−λ y) v(y) dy =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx ,
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is the counterpart for integration of the Legendre-Fenchel transform

v̂∗(λ) = sup
y

λ y − v̂(y) = − inf
x∈Rd

f(x)− λ g(x)

= sup
x∈Rd

λ g(x) − f(x) , λ ≥ 0 ,(2.8)

for v̂ in (1.5).
In (2.7) “

∫

Rd” (infinitesimal sum) is the analogue of “sup
x∈Rd” in (2.8). So it

is fair to consider the density x 7→ f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) w.r.t. Lebesgue measure on
Rd as the counterpart of the Lagrangian x 7→ L(x, λ) in optimization. Moreover,
we call the distinguished scalar λy in Theorem 2.2 a “Laplace dual variable”, the
exact analogue for integration of the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker Lagrange multiplier λ∗

y

in (1.9) for optimization, associated with the constraint g(x) ≥ y.
These correspondences provide with an additional instance of formal analogies

between duality in optimization and in integration via Fenchel and Laplace trans-
forms respectively, in the spirit of those investigated in [6] for LP and Integer
Programming on the one hand and linear integration and counting on the other
hand.

However, so far Theorem 2.2 is only a qualitative result as it does not provide
a clue on what is the scalar λy associated with y ∈ (0,+∞). We next address this
issue under additional assumptions on f and g.

Corollary 2.3. Let Assumption 2.1(i) holds. In addition let g (resp. f) be posi-
tively homogeneous of degree dg (resp. df ). Then with v as in (1.2):

(2.9) Lv(λ) =
1

λ1+(d+df )/dg

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx ,

for all λ ∈ (0,+∞), and

(2.10) v(y) =
y(d+df)/dg

∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx

Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)

for all y ∈ [0,+∞). In addition, for every y ∈ (0,+∞),

(2.11) v(y) = λy · Lv(λy) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λy g(x)) dx ,

with y · λy = Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)
dg/(d+df ).

Proof. By (2.4) in Theorem 2.2(i), for every real scalar λ > 0 (and using that f, g
are positively homogeneous),

Lv(λ) =

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−λ g(x)) dx , ℜ(λ) > 0

=
1

λ1+(d+df )/dg

∫

Rd

f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx ,

which yields (2.9). On the other hand, as f and g are positively homogeneous, v is
also positively homogeneous of degree (d+ df )/dg), and v being univariate,

v(y) = y(d+df)/dg v(1) ⇒

Lv(λ) =
Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)

λ1+(d+df )/dg)
v(1) , ℜ(λ) > 0 ,
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from which we deduce that v(1)Γ(1 + (d + df )/dg) =
∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx, and
from which (2.10) follows. So with y ∈ (0,+∞),

λy Lv(λy) = v(y) ⇐⇒ λy · y = Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)
dg/(d+df ) ,

which yields (2.11). �

So Corollary 2.3 identifies the Laplace (or “dual”) variable λy associated with
each y ∈ (0,+∞), and such that integrating f on Ky reduced to integrating f
on R

d, but now against the measure with density exp(−λy g(x)) w.r.t. Lebesgue
measure. Notice that if g is a nonnegative quadratic polynomial then this measure
is a Gaussian measure (up to scaling by a constant).

Of course, in view of (2.10), to evaluate v(y) is suffices to evaluate v(1), or
equivalently, to compute the single integral

∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx, which is quite
a difficult task in general. However to approximate the integral, one may invoke
numerical tools like cubatures for the weight function exp(−g(x)); see e.g. [2, 3].
An even more specific case is when g is a nonnegative quadratic form in which case
one has to integrate f against a Gaussian measure for which several specialized
procedures exist; see for instance some specific cubatures rules described in [9].
Notice also that in the particular case where d + df = dg then λy · y = 1 and so
v(y) =

∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)/y) dx for all y ∈ (0,+∞).
Another interesting case is when f is a polynomial. Then write f as f(x) =

∑df

k=0 fk(x), where for each k, fk is a homogeneous polynomial of degree k. Then
in view of Corollary 2.3:

v(y) =

df∑

k=0

∫

Rd

fk(x) exp(−λy,k g(x)) dx

with λy,k = Γ(1 + (d+ k)/dg)
dg/(d+k)/y, for every y ∈ (0,+∞).

The case of the simplex. Let e := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rd and Ky := {x ≥ 0 : eTx ≤ y}
(a dilation of the canonical simplex). As one integrates over a subset of Rd

+ one

may and will assume that f(x) = 0 on Rd \ Rd
+. Then

Lv(λ) =
1

λ

∫

R
d
+

f(x) exp(−〈λe,x〉) dx = Lf (λ e) ,

where Lf is the multivariate Laplace transform of f .
Then Theorem 2.2 states that under Assumption 2.1, for every y ∈ (0,+∞),

there exists λy ∈ (0,+∞) such that v(y) = λy Lf (λy y), i.e., v is directly related to
the Laplace transform Lf of f , evaluated on the diagonal.

Mean Value Theorem. For the optimization problem P in (1.5), in addition to
the optimal value v̂(y), one is also interested in extracting a minimizer x̂y ∈ Ky.
The counterpart for integration of “extraction” of minimizer in optimization, is
provided by the Mean Value Theorem. Indeed if f is continuous and Ky is compact
then by the Mean Value Theorem (MVT), for every y ∈ (0,+∞), there exists
x∗
y ∈ Ky such that

(2.12) v(y) =

∫

Ky

f(x) dx = f(x∗
y) vol(Ky)
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to compare with v̂(y) = f(x̂y) for some x̂y ∈ Ky for the optimization problem (1.5).
Clearly, as for the extraction of the minimizer x̂y in optimization, MVT “extracts”
a distinguished point x∗

y ∈ Ky that “explains” v(y). In the positively homogeneous
case one may say more on x∗

y.

Lemma 2.4. Let g : Rd → R be nonnegative homogeneous of degree dg and with
Ky ⊂ R

d compact for every y ∈ [0,∞). Let f : Rd → R be continuous and positively

homogeneous of degree df . Then in (2.12) one may choose x∗
y := y1/dg x∗

1 for any
x∗
1 ∈ K1 (which satisfies (2.12) with y = 1).

Proof. On the one hand, by Corollary 2.3

v(y) =

∫

Ky

f(x) dx =
y(d+df)/dg

∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx

Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)
,

while on the other hand, by the MVT, there exists x∗
y ∈ Ky, such that

v(y) = f(x∗
y) vol(Ky) = f(x∗

y) y
d/dgvol(K1)

= f(x∗
y)

yd/dg

Γ(1 + d/dg)

∫

Rd

exp(−g(x)) dx .

Therefore

f(x∗
y)
∫

Rd exp(−g(x)) dx

Γ(1 + d/dg)
=

ydf/dg
∫

Rd f(x) exp(−g(x)) dx

Γ(1 + (d+ df )/dg)
,

that is,

f(x∗
y) = ydf/dg

v(1)

vol(K1)
= ydf/dgf(x∗

1) = f(y1/dgx∗
1)

where we have used (2.12) with y = 1, and the fact that f is df -positively homoge-

neous. Hence one may indeed choose x∗
y := y1/dgx∗

1 because g(x∗
y) = g(y1/dgx∗

1) =
y g(x∗

1) ≤ y (as g(x∗
1) ≤ 1), and so x∗

y ∈ Ky. �

One has a similar result in homogeneous optimization. Indeed under the same
assumptions of Lemma 2.4 (and also assuming continuously differentiability of f
and g), consider any point x∗

1 ∈ K1 of P with y = 1, which satisfies the KKT-
optimality conditions

∇f(x∗
1) = λ1 ∇g(x∗

1) ; λ∗
1(1 − g(x∗

1)) = 0 ,

for some λ∗
1 ≥ 0. Define x∗

y := y1/dg x∗
1 so that g(x∗

y) = y g(x∗
1) ≤ y, which shows

that x∗
y ∈ Ky. Next, ∇f and ∇g are positively homogeneous of degree df − 1 and

dg − 1 respectively. Hence

∇f(x∗
y) = ∇f(y1/dg x∗

1) = y(df−1)/dg ∇f(x∗
1)

= y(df−1)/dg λ∗
1 ∇g(x∗

1)

= y(df−1)/dg λ∗
1 ∇g(y−1/dg x∗

y)

= y((df−1)−(dg−1))/dg λ∗
1 ∇g(x∗

y)

= y(df−dg)/dgλ∗
1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

λ∗

y

∇g(x∗
y) .

Hence with λ∗
y := y(df−dg)/dgλ∗

1 ≥ 0, x∗
y ∈ Ky satisfies the KKT-optimality condi-

tions of P with y ∈ (0,+∞) because the complementary condition λ∗
y(g(x

∗
y)−y) = 0
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is also satisfied (as g(x∗
1) = 1 implies g(x∗

y) = y). This also shows that the KKT-
multiplier λ∗

y is a positively homogeneous function of degree (df − dg)/dg.

3. Conclusion

We have provided a Laplace duality framework for integrals on domainsKy ⊂ Rd

parametrized by y ∈ (0,+∞). It mimics Legendre-Fenchel duality in optimization,
and we have exhibited existence of a distinguished Laplace dual variable λy that
permits to replace the initial integral on the compact domain Ky with an associated
integral on the whole Rd, with same value. In the homogeneous case one obtains
an explicit expression of λy and it would be interesting to identify other cases
where such an identification is possible because then, the original integral can be
approximated, e.g., by cubatures for the integral on the whole Rd with the identified
specific exponential weight.
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