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POINCARE INEQUALITY AND EXPONENTIAL
INTEGRABILITY OF THE HITTING TIMES OF A MARKOV
PROCESS

ALEXEY M. KULIK

ABSTRACT. Extending the approach of the paper [Mathieu, P. (1997) Hitting
times and spectral gap inequalities, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré 33, 4, 437 —
465], we prove that the Poincaré inequality for a (possibly non-symmetric)
Markov process yields the exponential integrability of the hitting times of this
process. For symmetric elliptic diffusions, this provides a criterion for the
Poincaré inequality in the terms of hitting times.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we investigate the relations between the following two topics:

e the Poincaré inequality for the Dirichlet form associated to a Markov pro-
cess;
e the exponential integrability for hitting times of the process.

It is well known that when the state space of a (symmetric) Markov process is fi-
nite, the topics listed above are, in fact, equivalent; see the detailed exposition in [I],
Chapters 2 — 4. When the state space is infinite, the relations between these topics
are more complicated, see the detailed discussion in [§]. The purpose of this paper
is two-fold. First, we extend the approach of the paper [I1], where it was proved
that hitting times of a Markov process are integrable assuming some weak version
of the Poincaré inequality holds true. In this paper, we prove that the Poincaré
inequality itself provides the exponential integrability for hitting times. Next, we
show that, on the contrary, under some additional assumptions the exponential in-
tegrability for hitting times yields the Poincaré inequality. According to the recent
paper [8], for a given Markov process X the spectral gap property can be verified
in the following way. First, one proves some of the local non-degeneracy conditions
on the transition probabilities of the Markov process X (minorization condition,
Doeblin condition, Dobrushin condition). Second, one finds some Lyapunov-type
function ¢ such that the recurrence conditions 1) — 3) of Theorem 2.2 in [§] hold
true. Then X admits an exponential ¢-coupling (see Definition 2.2 in []) according
to Theorem 2.2 in [8]. When X is time-reversible (i.e. symmetric), this provides
the spectral gap property, which in this case is equivalent to the the Poincaré in-
equality. The case where X is time-irreversible is more intrinsic; because we do not
address this case in the current paper we skip the discussion of this case and refer
the interested reader to the paper [§]. Note that in the strategy outlined above
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there is a lot of freedom in the choice of the Lyapunov-type function ¢. Proposition
2.4 in [8] reduces such a choice to the class of the functions of the form

(1) ¢(x) = Epe®™, where 7 =inf{t: X, € K}

is the hitting time of a compact set K. In Section 3 below we demonstrate that, for
particularly important class of symmetric diffusions, this reduction corresponds to
the matter of the problem precisely, and deduce the Poincaré inequality under the
exponential integrability assumption for the hitting times. Together with the result
of Section 2 this provides an equivalence for symmetric diffusions of the Poincaré
inequality on one hand, and the the exponential integrability of the hitting times
on the other hand. Such an equivalence for linear diffusions was established in
the recent preprint [9]; note that the case of the symmetric elliptic diffusion on a
multidimensional manifold, considered in the current paper, is more complicated
because one can not apply here such particularly useful characteristics of the linear
diffusion as the scale function and the speed measure. It should be mentioned
that in the recent years the relations between the functional inequalities related
to a Markov process (like the Poincaré inequality) and the ergodic properties of
this process (like the Lyapunov-type condition) have been studied extensively, e.g.
2], [, [5]. In this paper, we show, in particular, that for a symmetric elliptic
diffusion this relation is one-to-one, and the Poincaré inequality is equivalent to the
Lyapunov-type condition with the Lyapunov-type function of the form () (this
equivalence was investigated, as well, in the recent preprint [5]).

2. EXPONENTIAL MOMENTS FOR HITTING TIMES UNDER POINCARE INEQUALITY

We consider a time homogeneous Markov process X = {X;,t € RT} with a
locally compact metric space (X, p) as the state space. The process X is supposed
to be strong Markov and to have cadlag trajectories. The transition function for
the process X is denoted by Pi(z,dy),t € RT,z € X. We use standard notation
P, for the distribution of the process X conditioned that Xy = z,x € X, and E,
for the expectation w.r.t. P,. All the functions on X considered in the paper are
assumed to be measurable w.r.t. the Borel o-algebra B(X). The set of probability
measures on (X, B(X)) is denoted by P(X). For a given u € P(X) and ¢t € R, we

denote p;(dy) 4 Jx Pi(x, dy) p(dzx). The probability measure 1 is called an invariant
measure for X if u; = p,t € RT.

In what follows, we suppose an invariant measure 7 for the process X to be fixed.
The process X generates the semigroup {73} in Ly = La(X, 7):

th(x):/Xf(y)Pt(a:,dy), feLy teR™.

Let A be the generator of this semigroup, and £ be the associated Dirichlet form;
which is defined as the completion of the bilinear form

Dom(A) x Dom(A) > (f,g9) = —(Af,9)L,

J 1/2
el [H 2 - (A-,-)LQ} (e.g. [10], Chapter 2).

Within this paper, we are mainly interested in the following Poincaré inequality:

with respect to the norm || - |

(2) Vars(f) 2 /X frr - < /X fdw)2 <cE(f,f), f € Dom(e).
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In what follows, the form & is supposed to be regular; that is, the set Dom(€) N
Co(X) is claimed to be dense both in Dom/(&) w.r.t. the norm || - || g1 and in Co(X)
w.r.t. uniform convergence on a compacts (Cy(X) is the set of continuous functions
with compact supports). We also assume that the following sector condition holds
true:

D eR": [E(f.9)l < Dlflleallgler, f,9 € Dom(&).

It is well-known (see the discussion in Introduction to [I1] and references therein)
that the hitting times 7x have natural application in the probabilistic representation
for the family of a-potentials for the Dirichlet form £. The a-potential, for given
a >0 and closed K C X, is defined as the function hX € Dom(&) such that h =
1 quasi-everywhere on K, and £(hE u) = —a(hX, u) for every quasi-continuous
function uw € Dom(€) such that u = 0 quasi-everywhere on K. On the other hand,

hE () = Epe @™, 2 €X.
It is a straightforward corollary of the part (i) of the main theorem from [11]
that, if X possesses (2) with some ¢ > 0, then E 7x < 400 for every K with

m(K) > 0 (here and below, E, g Jx Bz w(dx)). We will prove the following stronger
version of this statement.

Theorem 2.1. Assume X possess (@) with some ¢ > 0. Then for every closed set
K cX withn(K) >0

W(K)

E e < 400, a<

Moreover, the function h%_(z) ﬁEggeo‘”‘,:zc € X possesses the following properties:
a) h¥, € Dom(€) and hE, =1 on K;
b) E(hE,,u) = a(hB,,u) for every quasi-continuous function u € Dom(E) such
that u = 0 quasi-everywhere on K.

Proof. We assume K to be fixed and omit the respective index in the notation,
e.g. write 7 for 75 and h, for hX. For z € C with Rez > 0, define respective
z-potential:

he(z) = Eze ™, zeX
Denote by He the Dom(E) considered as a Hilbert space with the scalar product

(fa g)f,l ﬁ(fa g)Lz + g(fv g)

The following lemma shows that {h,, Re z > 0} can be considered as an analytical
extension of the family of a-potentials {h,,« > 0} C Hg that, in addition, keeps
the properties of this family.

Lemma 2.1. 1) The function z — h, is analytic as a function taking values in the
Hilbert space He.

2) For every z with Rez > 0, the following properties hold:

(i) h, =1 quasi-everywhere on K;

(i1) E(hy,u) = —z(hy,u) for every quasi-continuous function u € Dom(E) such
that u = 0 quasi-everywhere on K.

Proof. Denote h7'(x) = (=1)™E,7™e *",z € X,m > 1. One can verify easily
that, for every m € N,
dm
3 —h, =hl"
( ) dzm z
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on the set {z : Rez > 0}, with the function z — h, is considered as a function
taking values in Ly. In addition,

m||2 m_—z7|2 _ 2m _—27Rez (2m)|
||hz ||2 S Eﬂ- ‘7’ € ‘ = Eﬂ-T € S W,
since % < e?™Rez Therefore,
HhTHQ On:n —m —-m
(4) == < 222m (Rez)™™ < (Rez)™™, meN,

and hence the function
{z:Rez>0}>z+ h, € Ly

is analytic.
For every a, o’ > 0 we have h,, — ho = 0 quasi-everywhere on K. Hence

E(ha = harsha — hat) = E(hay ha — har) — E(hars ha — har)
(5) = —a(ha, ha = har) + a/(ha’7 ha = har)
= (Oél — a)(ho/, ho — ha/) + a(ho/ — ha,ha — ho/).

For a given a > 0 and o/ — «, the family {%} converges to hl in Lo, see
@). Then (@) yields that this family is bounded in Hg, and thus is weakly compact
in He. Combined with the fact that this family is converges in Lg, this yields that
the function (0,4+00) € a — h, € Hg is differentiable in a weak sense, and hl
equals its (weak) derivative at the point a.

We have hl = 0 quasi-everywhere on K, since

ho(z) =1 e " =1P,—as. < 7=0P, —as. < hl(z)=0.

In addition, since hl is a weak derivative of h,, we have £(hL,u) = —(ha,u) —
a(hl,u) for every quasi-continuous function u € Dom(&) such that u = 0 quasi-
everywhere on K. Now, repeating the same arguments, we get by induction that,
for every m > 1, the function (0, +00) € a +— hq € Hg is m times weakly differen-
tiable, hl} is the corresponding weak derivative of the m-th order, and the following
properties hold:

(i™) K™ = 0 quasi-everywhere on K;

(ii™) E(RT,u) = —(h™~! u) — a(h™, u) for every quasi-continuous function u €
Dom/(€) such that u = 0 quasi-everywhere on K.

Property (ii) with « = h?* and estimate () yield that, for a given «, series

G N
Hz—ha+ Zlﬁh]a S Hg
converge in the circle {|z — a| < a}. The sum is a weakly analytic Hg-valued
function, and hence is analytic ([I2], Theorem 3.31). On the other hand, the same
series converge in Ly to h,. This yields that h, = H, in the circle {|z — o < a}.
By taking various a € (0, 400), we get that the function z +— h, is an Hg-valued

analytic function inside the angle Dy g{z : Rez > |Im z|}. In addition, properties
(i™), (ii"™) of the m-th coefficients of the series (m > 1) provide that h, satisfy
(i),(ii) inside the angle.

Now, we complete the proof using the following iterative procedure. Assume that
the function z — h, € Hg is analytic in some domain D C {z : Rez > 0} and satisfy
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(i),(ii) in this domain. Then the same arguments with those used above show that,

for every zp € D, the domain D can be extended to D’ Ipuy {z:]z — 20| <Rez}
with the function z +— h, still being analytic in D’ and satisfying (i),(ii) in the
extended domain. Therefore, we prove iteratively that the required statement holds
true in every angle Dy d:f{z :Rez > 1[Imz|}. Since UyDy = {z : Rez > 0}, this
completes the proof.

Next, we consider “i)-potentials” that correspond to functions 3 : RT — R.
Denote

hy(x) = Exp(r), zeX

The following statement is an appropriate modification of the inversion formula for
the Laplace transform.

Lemma 2. 2 Let i € C%*(R) have a compact support and supp) C [0, +00).
Denote U(z fR e“lp(t)dt, z € C.

The functwn hy belongs to Hg and admits integral representation

1 o+1i00

(6) hy = U(2)h,dz,

2mi T—100

where o > 0 is arbitrary, and the integral is well defined as an improper Bochner
integral of an Hg-valued function.

Proof. First, let us show that the integral in the right hand side of (@]) is well
defined. We have by condition (ii) of Lemma 2] that

E(hy,hy) =E(hy,hy, —1) = —2z(h,, h, — 1).
For any z with Rez > 0, we have |h,(z)| < Eze”™8¢# <1, and thus |h,(z)—1| < 2.

Hence,
Ihellme = \/I0al3 + E(hs, ) < /T H202]

On the other hand, for v satisfying conditions of the lemma,

oo

2\11 _ Oozt Nt d, 2\11 < tRe z Nt dt
220(2) / (ydt, |z <z>|_/0 ]

Thus, on the line o + iR ﬁ{z : Rez = o}, the function z — ¥(2)h, € Hg admits
the following estimate:
_3
W (2)h:|m: < Clz[72,
and therefore it is integrable on o +¢R. Denote by g, € Hg corresponding integral.
In order to prove that hy = gy, it is sufficient to prove that h, and gy coincide as

elements of L. Hence, we have reduced the proof of the lemma to verification of
the following “weak Lo-version” of (@):

(7) /X hyvdr = s— / /a U:)o (2)v(z) dzm(dz), v € Lo.

Recall that h,(z) = Eye *7, and hence the right hand side of (7)) can be rewritten
to the form

a’+1oo chrzoo
27”//0 N e *Tv(z) dzm(dx) 27”/ /(7 -~ z)e” *Tu(z) dzmw(dx).
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Here, we have changed the order of integration using Fubini’s theorem. This can
be done, because [¥(z)| < Clz|~?, and therefore

o+i0o o+i00
Em/ | (z)e *T|dz = hg(aj)/ |¥(z)|dz < Chy(x).
The function ¥ is the (two-sided) Laplace transform for 1, up to the change of
variables p — —z. We write the inversion formula for the Laplace transform in the
terms of ¥ and, after the change of variables, get

1 —o-+ioco 1 o+ioco
o) =g [ = (2 dz, e R

2mi —0—100 27 o—100

Hence, the right hand side of () is equal

/Emw(T)U($)F(d$) = / hyv dm,

X X

that proves (7).

Corollary 2.1. Let ¢ € C3(R) and supp?’ C [0,+00). Then hy € Dom(E) and
(8) g(h’ﬂla u) = (h’ﬂ)/a u)

for every uw € Dom(E) such that u =0 quasi-everywhere on K.

Proof. Assume first that [, ¥'(z)dz = 0. Then both ¢ and ¢’ satisy condi-

tions of Lemma We have ¥(2) ﬁfR e/ (t)dt = —z¥(z). Hence, from the
representation (€) for hy and hys and relation E(h,,u) = —z(h.,u),Rez > 0, we
get

1 o+1i00 1 o+1i00 B

E(hy,u) = 2 /U_ioo U(2)E(hy,u)dz = i) U (z)(hs,u)dz = (hy,u).
The general case can be reduced to the one considered above by the following

limit procedure. Since supp )’ C [0, +00), there exist C € R and x, € RT such that

P(x) = C,x > z,. Take a function ¥ € C3(R) such that J(z) = 0,z < 0,9(z) =

C,z > 1, and put
Ye(x) =Y(x) —dx —t), xRt > ..

Then every 1 satisfies the additional assumption [, [¢]'(z) dz = 0, and thus hy,
belongs to Dom(€) and satisfies (§). It can be verified easily that hy, — hy,t — 00
in Lo sense. In addition,

E(hyy s hoy,) = (higyyrs h,) = (Biyp, hy) < +00,  t— 400

(here, we have used (8) with w = hy, ). This means that the family {h,, } is bounded
in Hg, and hence is weakly compact in Hg. Therefore, hy, — hy,t — 0o weakly in
Heg. Since hpy,) — hyr,t — oo in Ly sense, () for ¢ follows from (&) for 1);.

Now, we are ready to complete the proof of the theorem. Let us fix a < ”(CK),
and construct the family of the functions g;,t > 1 that approximate the function
0 : x + e*® — 1 appropriately. First, we take function y € C3*(R) such that

x>0,x' <0,x(z) =1,2 <0, and x(z) =0,z > 1. We put

pe(x) = / ae®x(y—t)dy, x=>0,t>1.
0
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By the construction, the derivatives of the functions p¢,¢ > 1 have the following
properties:

a) [pt] >0 and [p:]'(x) =0,2 >t + 1;

b) [ps]" < [pe]'ss <t.

Since p(0) = 0,t > 1, the latter property yields that ps < p;, s < t. In addition,

ax.,

[o1]" () = €X' (z) + o®e®x(2) < a®e*"x(2) = alp]'(v),
since x’ < 0. This and relation [p:)’(0) = a(p:(0) + 1) provide
9) [pe] < alpr +1).
At last, we take function § € C3(R) such that ' > 0,0(z) = 0,z < 0, and
0(z) =1, > 1. We put
0 (xt) pe(x), >0
Qt(x)_{o,( o) w20

We have g; 1 0,t T oo. In addition, by (@),
(10)
[od] () = 10’ (t2) pe () +6(tz) o] () < tsup 0'(y)pe(t™ 1) +alpe(x)+1) < agy(x)+C

with an appropriate constant C' (recall that tp, (t71) = ta(e® ' —1) = a2, t — o).
Every o; satisfies conditions of Corollary 2.1l and hence

2
‘/Xhzk dm— (‘/X h@t dﬂ—) S cg(hgtv th) = C(h[gt]/7 th) S ac(hQHth)—i—C‘/Xth drm.

Here, we have used subsequently property (2)), equality (3) with u = h,,, and ({I0).
We have h,, =0 on K because g;(0) = 0. Then, by the Cauchy inequality,

9 2
/ h2, dm— ( / hg, dw) = / h2, dm — ( / R, dw)
X X X X\ K

>(1-n(X\K)) /X h2, dm =7(K)(hg,, hy,).

Therefore,

ac

<
(hQH th) — 7T(K) (th ) th) + C /X th dﬂ-’

which implies that

Crn(K)
(11) (houhe,) < m/xhgt dm

(recall that a < @) One can verify easily that ([l yields that the Lg-norms
of the functions h,, are uniformly bounded. Since g; 1 g, this implies that the

function

ho(r) L Epe®™ —1, zeX
belongs to Lo, and hy, — h,,t — 00 in Ly. Similarly to the proof of Corollary 2]
one can verify that {h,,} is a bounded subset in Hg, and hence h,, — hy, t — 00

weakly in He. This proves statement a) of the theorem. In order to prove statement
b), we apply (B)) to ) = g, and pass to the limit as ¢ — +o00. The theorem is proved.
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3. POINCARE INEQUALITY FOR SYMMETRIC DIFFUSIONS: CRITERION IN THE
TERMS OF HITTING TIMES

Let X be a connected locally compact Riemannian manifold of dimension d, and
X be a diffusion process on X. Let 7 € P(X) be an invariant measure for the
process X (we assume invariant measure to exist). We assume that X is symmetric
w.r.t. m; that is, T, = T}, t € R™.

On a given local chart of the manifold X, the generator of the process X has the

form
d 1
2
A= Z(Zjaj + 5 Z bjkajk,
j=1 Jk=1

where a = {a;}9_; and b = {bjk}?,kzl are the drift and diffusion coefficients of the
process X on this chart, respectively. We assume the coefficients a, b to be Holder
continuous on every local chart, and the drift b coefficient to satisfy ellipticity

condition
d d

Z bjrvvi > ﬁzvf

Gok=1 j=1
uniformly on every compact. Under these conditions, the transition function of the
process X has a positive density w.r.t. Riemannian volume, and this density is a
continuous function on (0, +00) x X x X. One can easily deduce this from the same
statement for diffusions in R? (e.g. [6]) and strong Markov property of X. This
implies that X satisfies the extended Doeblin condition (see Section 2.1 in [8]) on
every compact subset of X.

Theorem 3.1. The following statements are equivalent:

1) the Poincaré inequality [3) holds true with some constant c;

2) the process X admits an exponential ¢-coupling for some function ¢, see
Definition 2.2 in [8];

3) for every closed subset K C X with w(K) > 0, there exists a > 0 such that

E e“™% < +o00.

In addition, 1) — 3) hold true assuming that
3') there exists a compact subset K C X and o > 0 such that

E, e < 400 for m-almost all x € X.

Remark 3.1. Note that the property 2) both provides the uniqueness of the invariant
measure and makes it possible to give explicit bounds for the convergence rate of
the transition probabilities of the process X to the invariant distribution, see [§].
Hence for symmetric diffusions the above theorem, together with the criterion for
the Poincaré inequality in the terms of hitting times, gives a sufficient condition for
an (exponential) ergodicity.

Proof. Tmplication 2) = 1) follows immediately from Theorem 3.4 in [§]. Im-
plication 1) = 3) is provided by Theorem [2Z1] Implication 3) = 3) is trivial. To
prove implication 3’) = 2), we will use Proposition 2.4 in [8]. Recall that we have
already seen that X satisfies the extended Doeblin condition on K. Hence, in order
to apply Proposition 2.4 in [§], it is sufficient to verify for a given & € (0, «) the
following conditions:

(a) E,e®™% < 400,z € X;
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(b) there exists S > 0 such that

sup  Epe™k < oo, Tho=inf{s >0: X;;s € K}.
z€K,t€[0,S]
In order to simplify the exposition, we consider the case X = R?, only. One can
easily extend the proof to the general case by a standard localization procedure.
We put ¢(r) = E,e % 4p(r) = E,e*™% x € X. Let us show that ¢ is locally
bounded; this would imply the condition (a) above.
Let 79 € R% and 0 < 79 < 1 be such that K C {x : ||z — x¢]|| < r0}. Denote D =

{z:||lx —zol| <} \ K, 0=inf{t: X, € D}, and um(dy)d:fPI(X.g € dy),x € D.
Consider auxiliary function

h(z) = / E, e p,(dy) € [0,00], x € D.
oD
This function can be represented as a monotonous point-wise limit of the functions

m(z)—/aDgN(y)uz(dy), N1

with bounded and measurable functions gyn. Every function is A-harmonic in D,
this can be proved in a standard way using the strong Markov property of X,
e.g. Chapter II §5, [3]. Hence every hy satisfies the Harnack inequality (see [7]).
Namely, there exists C € RT independent of N such that

hN(,Tl) S ChN(,TQ)

for every y € D, and 21,22 € {z : [l —y|| < 3dist(y,dD)}. Then the same relation
holds true with h instead of A . On the other hand, by the strong Markov property
of X, we have

E,e®™ = B (e*(Xy)) > Ext0(Xy) = h(z), z € D.

Hence, under condition 3'), h(z) < 400 for m-a.a. z € D. In addition, supp 7 = X;
one can easily verify this fact using positivity of the transition probability density.
Therefore, the function h is bounded on every compact S C D.

The function h can be written in the form

h(z) = Ezemfg(, 9 =inf{s >0: X, € K}.
For x € D, we have 7ic = 0 + 7% P,-a.s., and therefore
Bpe®T < [y (355 ”)] "5 [h(a)] .

Using the Kac formula one can show that, for every a > 0, the function x — E, e’
is bounded on D (this fact is quite standard and hence we do not go into details
here). Therefore, the function ¢ is bounded on every compact S C D.

Next, consider the closed ball E = {z : ||z — z¢|| < 7o}; note that its boundary
S ={z: ||z —xo| = 1o} is a compact subset of D and therefore the function ¢ is
bounded on S. We put ¢ = inf{t : X; € S}, then by the strong Markov property
of X we have for x € E

o(z) < Ey (eda(b(XU)) < (Emedg) sup ¢(y).
yeS

The function x — E,e% is bounded on E (again, we do not give a detailed dis-
cussion here). Hence ¢ is bounded on E. Since r and r; can be taken arbitrarily
large, this means that ¢ is locally bounded.
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Now, let us verify the condition (b) above. We keep the notation F = {z :
|z — 20|l < 1o}, S =0E, and put o = 0,

ol =—inf{t > 2. X, €8}, o =inf{t>c*""': X, €K}, n>1,

For any a > 0, one has

d
qifmax {sup Epe 8 < 1,sup Fye 9% < 1| <1
zecK reS

because dist (K,S) > 0 and X is a Feller process with continuous trajectories.
Therefore,

(12) E [e—“@’
We have

k1 k)

]-"gk]gq a.s.,, k>0.

oo
-t ~ ¢
E,e%x = E EweaTKIUkSt<Uk+l, rz e K.
k=0

d -
For k even, X; € E a.s. on the set C ¢ if{ak <t < o**1}. In addition, Cy; € F;.
Hence

Ewe&T;( Idk§t<0’k+1 =E, (Idk§t<ok+1E[e&T;< ‘]:t:|) = EwIO’kSt<crk+1¢(Xt)
< sup ¢(y) Po(o® <t <o), k=2n.
yek
For k odd, 7l = ofT! —t < ¥l — % as. on the set Ck . Hence
K1 k)

ot <~ k+1_ K -
Bae® ™ L cyeinr < Byplus,e®@ =7 = F, (nggtE{eo‘(U

= Epl i d(X o) < sup ¢(y) Po(o” < ).
- yeE

7))

Therefore,

Ezeé”';f < sup ¢(y) ZPm(ak <t), zeK.
yek k=0

It follows from (I2) that E,e=" < ¢* z € K. Then
Pp(o" <t) = Py(—0" > —t) <e"¢", k>0,z€K,
and consequently

sup E,e™ K < e (1 — q) "t sup ¢(y) < +oo.
z€K,t€[0,S] yeE

We have verified conditions (a) and (b). Hence the required statement follows from
Proposition 2.4 in [g]. O
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