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ANALYZING SCALOGRAM RIDGES IN THE PRESENCE OF

NOISE

GI-REN LIU, YUAN-CHUNG SHEU, AND HAU-TIENG WU

Abstract. While ridges in the scalogram, determined by the squared modulus
of analytic wavelet transform (AWT), have been widely applied in time series
analysis and time-frequency analysis, their behavior in noisy environments
remains underexplored. We fill in this gap in this paper. We define ridges
as paths formed by local maximizers of the scalogram along the scale axis,
and analyze their properties when the signal is contaminated by stationary
Gaussian noise. In addition to establishing several key properties of the AWT
for random processes, we investigate the probabilistic characteristics of the
resulting random ridge points in the scalogram. Specifically, we establish the
uniqueness property of the ridge point at individual time instances and prove
the upper hemicontinuity of the set of ridge points. Furthermore, we derive
bounds on the probability that the deviation between the ridge points of noisy
and clean signals exceeds a specified threshold. These bounds are expressed
in terms of constants related to the signal-to-noise ratio and apply when the
signal satisfies the adaptive harmonic model and is corrupted by a stationary
Gaussian process. To achieve these results, we derive maximal inequalities for
the complex modulus of nonstationary Gaussian processes, leveraging classical
tools such as the Borell-TIS inequality and Dudley’s theorem, which might be
of independent interest.

1. Introduction

Ridge analysis plays a vital role in connecting time-frequency analysis [8, 15]
and signal processing [26], particularly when the notion of “instantaneous fre-
quency” (IF) is of interest. Ridges in the time-frequency representation (TFR)
of nonstationary time series provide critical information about IF, and the ex-
tracted ridge is utilized as the estimate of IF, serving as a cornerstone for various
data analysis applications [15, 26]. Although the concept of ridges is widely uti-
lized in practice, and numerous algorithms have been developed to extract them
[4, 5, 6, 19, 21, 22, 28, 30, 38, 41], the properties of ridges, particularly in the
presence of noise, remain underexplored. This paper aims to establish a theoretical
foundation to address this gap. Before proceeding, it is worth noting that the term
“ridge” has a long history of usage in statistics [16], image analysis [13], etc. How-
ever, due to differences in dataset characteristics and data analysis mission, this
usage is not equivalent to ridges in the TFR. In the following, we focus exclusively
on ridges within TFRs.

Traditionally, a ridge in a TFR is often understood in an “ad hoc” manner as
a sequence of local maxima along the time-indexed frequency or scale axis of the
TFR. This interpretation likely stems from the visualization of a time series as a
series of mountain-shaped bumps within the time-frequency or time-scale domain,
with the associated ridge forming a continuous curve. This continuity property is
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explicitly incorporated into the definition of ridges for adapted harmonic signals
[23] and plays a critical role in the development of ridge extraction algorithms
[4, 5, 6, 19, 21, 22, 28, 30, 38, 41]. However, in noisy environments, numerical
experiments reveal that the TFRs of noise-affected signals exhibit more complex
patterns compared to their noise-free counterparts. See Figure 1 for a comparison.
In the top portion of Figure 1, the input is a clean signal, f(t) = A(t) cos(2πφ(t)),
where A represents a smooth, positive and slowly varying amplitude modulation
and φ represents a smooth, monotonically increasing phase function with a slowly
varying derivative φ′(t); that is, f(t) is locally close to a harmonic function. In the
bottom portion of Figure 1, the input is a noisy signal, which is a realization of
Y (t) = f(t) + Φ(t), where Φ(t) is a Gaussian random process with mean zero and
finite variance. The TFRs clearly exhibit multiple local maxima along each time-
indexed frequency or scale axis, with different behaviors caused by noise. Another
notable phenomenon is that the maxima on each cross-section of the TFR for a
noise-affected adapted harmonic signal may exhibit abrupt jumps at certain times;
for example, around the 23rd second (see Figures 2 and 4 for more details). These
observations highlight the need for a more rigorous definition of ridges under noisy
conditions and a detailed investigation of the statistical behavior of ridges.

In this work, we consider the noisy signal as Y = f + Φ, where f fulfills the
adaptive harmonic model; that is, it comprises multiple oscillatory components
with time-varying amplitude modulation and IF (details below) [9] and Φ is a
Gaussian random process exhibiting either long- or short-range dependence. We
focus on the TFR obtained using the continuous wavelet transform with an analytic
mother wavelet, referred to as the analytic wavelet transform (AWT). For the clean
signal f , the AWT produces the TFR of f , which is a complex-valued function
{Wf (t, s) ∈ C | t ∈ R, s > 0} defined in the time-scale domain, indexed by time
and scale variables. The squared modulus of this function, known as the scalogram
and denoted by {Sf (t, s) ∈ [0,∞) | t ∈ R, s > 0}, captures the spectral energy
distribution of f as it varies over time. In the time-scale domain, the graph of the
map

sf (t) = arg max
s∈B(t)

Sf (t, s), t ∈ R,

where B(t) ⊂ (0,∞) represents either the entire scale axis (0,∞) or a bounded
scale region, specified by the user, is referred to as the wavelet ridge [26] or the
wavelet skeleton [2, pp. 14-18]. We may directly extend this concept to the random
process Y by defining

sY (t) = arg max
s∈B(t)

SY (t, s), t ∈ R,

and refer to sY as the ridge function of Y . Note sf(t) is generally a set-valued
function, and sY (t) is in general a random process due to the randomness of Φ,
and its structure is more complicated. It is important to note that focusing on the
adaptive harmonic model is less restrictive than it might initially appear. To our
knowledge, analyzing a generic signal under the notion of IF, and hence the ridge,
remains a challenging task. However, when the analysis centers on IF, researchers
typically employ the adaptive harmonic model to facilitate the estimation of IFs
by extracting energy-concentrated curves from the scalograms (or spectrograms) of
noisy signals [4, 5, 19, 37, 38].
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Our contributions in this paper are multifaceted. First, we conduct a detailed
analysis of the AWT and its inverse transform applied to random processes, covering
its regularity properties and a novel observation regarding the covariance structure
of the scalogram of Φ. To our knowledge, these aspects are underexplored in the
literature, yet they are crucial for statistical inference in signal processing using
AWT. Second, we propose a definition of ridges for noisy input signals that aligns
with practical needs. Under this framework, we establish the uniqueness and upper
hemicontinuity properties of ridges. Specifically, under mild conditions, we prove
that the set-valued random process t 7→ sY (t) is single-valued with probability
one on any countable and dense subset of R, and upper hemicontinuous on R al-
most surely. This means that for any time t, as t′ approaches t, the maxima of
SY (t

′, ·) converge arbitrarily close to some of the maxima of SY (t, ·). Based on
these properties, we further discuss the local C1-smoothness of sY (t). Third, we
analyze how sY (t) deviates from sf (t) under the adaptive harmonic model. Since
the scalogram is derived by composing the modulus and a family of convolution
operators, explicitly characterizing the local maximum in SY (t, ·) for a fixed time
t is challenging. This makes it difficult to analyze |sY (t) − sf (t)|, particularly
from the perspectives of time-frequency analysis and probability. This problem
has received limited attention in the literature, with the exception of [36], where
the authors considered a frequency-modulated signal contaminated with additive
Gaussian white noise and provided approximations for the mean and variance of
the difference between the peak locations of Sf (t, ·) and SY (t, ·). We extend this
result by conducting a systematic ridge analysis, which is based on establishing the
maximal inequalities for the scalogram of Φ and its derivatives. This result extends
classical maximal inequalities, such as the Borell-TIS inequality and Dudley’s the-
orem, to the complex-valued setting within the time-frequency analysis framework.
This extension is of independent interest because the classical Gaussian concentra-
tion inequalities [20], Dudley’s theorem, and the Borell-TIS inequality [39, 40] are
formulated for real-valued Gaussian elements.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we summarize the
necessary material for AWT and present the definitions of the adapted harmonic
model and the noise we consider. Section 3 is dedicated to AWT for Gaussian
random processes, where we present both old and new results. In Section 4, we
introduce a definition of the ridge that takes into account practical needs when
the data is noisy. In Section 5, we state our main results about the probability
of the occurrence of ridge deviation. The proofs of our main results and some
technical lemmas are provided in Section 6. The appendix includes a table of
symbols frequently used throughout the manuscript for the reader’s convenience.

2. Preliminary

Consider the following adaptive harmonic model (AHM). Take a real-valued sig-
nal f :

(1) f(t) =

M∑

m=1

Am(t) cos (2πφm(t)) , t ∈ R,

where Am(t) ∈ C1(R) are positive functions representing the amplitude modulation
and φm(t) ∈ C2(R) are strictly monotonically increasing functions representing
the phase so that φ′m(t) > 0 represents the IF. We impose two conditions on the
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Figure 1. The top section illustrates a frequency-modulated sig-
nal f along with its 3-dimensional and image representations in the
time-scale domain. The bottom section presents the same for its
noise-affected counterpart Y , with a signal-to-noise ratio of -6.72
dB. Here, Y is the sum of f and a sample path of the Gaussian
process Φ satisfying Assumption 1.

AHM model. The first one is the slowly varying condition: |A′
m(t)| ≤ ǫφ′m(t) and

|φ′′m(t)| ≤ ǫφ′m(t), where ǫ ≥ 0 is a small constant. The second one is the spectral
separation condition:

φ′1(t) < φ′2(t) < · · · < φ′M (t)(2)

so that φ′m+1(t) − φ′m(t) ≥ δ(φ′m+1(t) + φ′m(t)) for some δ ∈ (0, 1) and for all
t ∈ R. When M = 1, we denote A(t) = A1(t) and φ(t) = φ1(t). We call
Am(t) cos(2πφm(t)) the m-th intrinsic mode type (IMT) function. While it is pos-
sible to consider more complicated models, we focus on this model in this paper.

In the presence of noise, the noise-affected AHM may be expressed as

Y (t) = f(t) + Φ(t), t ∈ R,(3)
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where Φ is a random process satisfying the following assumption.

Assumption 1. The noise Φ is a mean-square continuous and stationary Gaussian
process. Additionally, we assume that the covariance function of Φ has a spectral
density function p : R → (0,∞) such that

Cov(Φ(t),Φ(0)) =

∫

R

eitλp(λ)dλ.

Under Assumption 1, the process Φ can be represented by

(4) Φ(t) = E[Φ(0)] +

∫

R

eitλ
√
p(λ)Z(dλ),

where Z is an orthogonally scattered Gaussian random measure on R satisfying

Z(∆1) = Z(−∆1), E[Z(∆1)] = 0, and E
[
Z(∆1)Z(∆2)

]
= Leb(∆1 ∩∆2)(5)

for any ∆1,∆2 ∈ B(R), where Leb is the Lebesgue measure on R and B(R) is the
Borel σ-algebra on R [25].

The analytic wavelet transform (AWT) of an L2 function f , denoted by {Wf (t, s) |
t ∈ R, s > 0}, is defined as follows [8]:

Wf (t, s) =

∫

R

f(τ)
1

s
ψ∗

(
τ − t

s

)
dτ,(6)

where t ∈ R represents time, s > 0 represents scale, the asterisk represents the
complex conjugate, and ψ ∈ L1(R) ∩ L2(R) is the chosen analytic mother wavelet.

Recall that the mother wavelet ψ is called analytic if ψ̂(ω) = 0 for ω ≤ 0, where ψ̂
is the Fourier transform of ψ defined by

ψ̂(ω) =

∫

R

e−itωψ(t)dt, ω ∈ R.

The squared magnitude of the complex-valued function Wf ,

Sf (t, s) := |Wf (t, s)|2,(7)

is called the scalogram. See Figure 1 for an example.
Similar to (6) and (7), we denote the AWTs of Φ and Y by WΦ and WY , respec-

tively, and the scalograms of Φ and Y by SΦ and SY , respectively. By the linearity
of AWT, we knowWY =Wf +WΦ. By (4) and the stochastic Fubini Theorem [31],

WΦ(t, s) =

∫ ∞

0

eitλψ̂(sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ).(8)

The AWT of both Φ and Y are complex-valued and nonstationary Gaussian random
processes on the scale axis for each t ∈ R.

3. AWT for Gaussian random process–some old and new results

The first result focuses on the covariance structure of WΦ, which serves as a
foundational step in analyzing the ridges of the TFR determined by AWT.

Theorem 1. Suppose that Φ is a stationary Gaussian process satisfying Assump-
tion 1.
(a) For any t ∈ R, d ∈ N, and s1, s2, . . . , sd > 0, the complex Gaussian random
vector

W := [WΦ(t, s1) WΦ(t, s2) · · · WΦ(t, sd)]
⊤
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is circularly symmetric, where ⊤ represents the transpose. That is, eiθW has the
same probability distribution as W for any θ ∈ R.
(b) For any t ∈ R, s1, s2 > 0 with s1 6= s2,

|WΦ(t, s1)−WΦ(t, s2)|2
d2WΦ

(s1, s2)

follows an exponential distribution with a mean of one, where

dWΦ(s1, s2) =
{
E
[
|WΦ(0, s1)−WΦ(0, s2)|2

]}1/2

.(9)

(c) For any t ∈ R and s1, s2 > 0,

Cov (SΦ(t, s1), SΦ(t, s2)) = 4
{
E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
R
Φ (t, s2)

]}2
+ 4

{
E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
I
Φ(t, s2)

]}2
,

where WR
Φ and W I

Φ are the real and imaginary parts of WΦ, respectively. Especially,
for any s > 0,

Var (SΦ(t, s)) = 4
{
E
[
|WR

Φ (t, s)|2
]}2

= {E [SΦ(t, s)]}2 .
It is worth noting that when the noise is modeled as a stationary Gaussian

process, the scalogram SΦ at a given time is a nonstationary random process along
the scale axis. Theorem 1(c) shows that for any t ∈ R, the nonstationary process
SΦ(t, ·) is non-negatively correlated. To our knowledge, this property is not found
in existing literature, so we provide its proof in Section 6.1.

The goal of this work is to analyze the location of the maximum of |WY (t, ·)|2
along the scale axis and to examine its deviation from the location of the maximum
of |Wf (t, ·)|2 along the same axis. For any fixed t ∈ R, finding the maximizers
of |WY (t, ·)|2 requires computing the partial derivatives of both Wf and WΦ with
respect to the scale variable since WY = Wf +WΦ. Furthermore, it is essential
to ensure the finiteness of the expectation of the maximum of |WΦ| and |∂WΦ/∂s|
(see Theorem 4 and Lemma 4 below), so we make the following assumption.

Assumption 2. The Fourier transform ψ̂ of the analytic mother wavelet ψ is three
times differentiable on (0,∞), and the following conditions hold:

(D0
1-D

0
2): sup

λ>1
|λpψ̂(λ)| <∞, p = 1, 2;

(D1
0-D

1
2): sup

λ>0
|λpDψ̂(λ)| <∞, p = 0, 1, 2;

(D2
2-D

2
3): sup

λ>0
|λpD2ψ̂(λ)| <∞, p = 2, 3;

(D3
3): sup

λ>0
|λ3D3ψ̂(λ)| <∞,

where Dk represents the kth derivative operator. Without loss of generality, we also

assume that |ψ̂| is a unimodal function.

Example 1. The set of wavelets that satisfies Assumption 2 includes some of the
generalized Morse wavelets discussed in [23, (14)] and the analytic wavelets derived
in [17, (6)]. For instance, the generalized Morse wavelets, whose Fourier transform
takes the form

ψ̂(λ) = aβ1,β2λ
β1e−λ

β2
1[0,∞)(λ), β1 ≥ 1, β2 > 0,
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where aβ1,β2 is a normalizing constant. Another example is the Klauder wavelet,
whose Fourier transform is given by

ψ̂(λ) = λαe−γλeiβ log λ1[0,∞)(λ),

where α ≥ 1, β ∈ R, and γ ∈ C with Re(γ) > 0.

Proposition 1. Under Assumptions 1 and 2, the sample paths of WΦ(·, ·) are two
times continuously differentiable on R× (0,∞) almost surely.

The proof of Proposition 1 is provided in Section 6.2. It shows that if the mother
wavelet ψ has higher regularity, the sample paths of WY will also exhibit higher-
order smoothness. A surface plot of |WY | is shown in the bottom portion of Figure
1, where the signal-to-noise ratio is -6.72 dB.

Assumption 3. For the behavior of the spectral density function p of the noise Φ
at infinity, we assume that (a) there exist constants γ ∈ (0, 2) and C1 > 0 such that

p(λ) ≤ C1|λ|−(1+γ) for any λ 6= 0.

For the behavior of p near the origin, we consider two scenarios.

(b1) Long-range dependence scenario:

(10) p(λ) = L(|λ|−1)|λ|H−1,

where H is a long-memory parameter belonging to (0, 1) and L : (0,∞) →
(0,∞) is a locally bounded function which is slowly varying at infinity,
meaning L(cr)/L(r) → 1 as r → ∞ for any c > 0.

(b2) Short-range dependence scenario: p is a bounded function continuous at the
origin.

Example 2. Let us consider the stationary random process Φ with the generalized
Linnik covariance function [24], defined as

CΦ(t) = (1 + |t|γ)−H/γ , γ ∈ (0, 2], H > 0.

According to [24, Propositions 3.1 and 3.4], p(λ) = O(|λ|−(1+γ)) when |λ| → ∞. For
the case H > 1, because CΦ ∈ L1(R), the spectral density function p is continuous
everywhere. For the case 0 < H < 1, by [24, Corollaries 3.3 and 3.10],

p(λ) ∼ |λ|H−1Γ(
1−H

2
)

[
2Hπ

1
2Γ

(
H

2

)]−1

as |λ| → 0.

Corollary 1. Suppose that Assumption 1 and conditions (D0
1), (D

1
0), and (D1

1) in
Assumption 2 hold.
(a) If Assumption 3(a) is satisfied, then

(11) P

(
lim
s→0+

WΦ(t, s) = 0 for all t ∈ R

)
= 1.

(b) If either Assumption 3(b1) or Assumption 3(b2) is satisfied, then

(12) P
(
lim
s→∞

WΦ(t, s) = 0 for all t ∈ R
)
= 1.



8 GI-REN LIU, YUAN-CHUNG SHEU, AND HAU-TIENG WU

We note that the definition of the AWT does not include the scale s = 0. Corol-
lary 1 shows that, under Assumption 3, the continuity of WΦ can be extended to
the boundary s = 0 by defining WΦ(·, 0) = 0. The proof of Corollary 1 is provided
in Section 6.3.

Finally, we conclude this section by presenting the inverse AWT and the holo-
morphic properties of the AWT of Gaussian processes. While these properties are
not utilized in the ridge analysis, they hold independent interest. The results are
derived by adapting findings from [8] and [17, Theorem 2], which were originally
established for the deterministic case.

Proposition 2. Suppose that Φ is a stationary Gaussian process satisfying As-
sumption 1.
(a) If the analytic mother wavelet ψ and the spectral density function p of Φ satisfy

∫ ∞

0

[∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣ψ̂(sλ)
√
p(λ)s−1

∣∣∣
2

dλ

]1/2
ds <∞,(13)

then, almost surely, we have the inverse AWT:

Φ(t) = Re

[
C−1
ψ

∫ ∞

0

WΦ(t, s)s
−1ds

]
, t ∈ R,

where Cψ = 2−1
∫∞

0
ψ̂(λ)λ−1dλ.

(b) If the Fourier transform of the mother wavelet ψ has the form

ψ̂(λ) = λαe−γλeiβ log λ1[0,∞)(λ),(14)

where α ≥ 1, β ∈ R, and γ ∈ C with Re(γ) > 0, then, almost surely, the function
hΦ : C 7→ C, defined by

hΦ : {z ∈ C : Im(z) > 0} 7→ C

t+ is 7→ g(s)WΦ

(
t− Im(γ)

Re(γ)
s,

s

Re(γ)

)
,

is holomorphic, where

g(s) = s−αeiβ log s.

It is important to note that condition (13) is necessary for applying the stochastic
Fubini theorem [31]. This condition holds for wavelets in Example 1 and covariance
models in Example 2. In the second part of Proposition 2, we consider a specific
type of wavelets, which is not essential for the main results of this paper. However,
the holomorphic property derived from this class may simplify the proofs of some
results below. The proof of Proposition 2 is provided in Section 6.4.

4. Definition of ridges

We start the definition of ridges by recalling existing results when the input signal
is noise-free. With AHM and the slowly varying condition specified in (1), we have
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the following approximation for the AWT of f fulfilling the AHM [9, Estimate 3.5]:

|Wf (t, s)| =
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

R

1

s
ψ∗

(
τ − t

s

) M∑

m=1

Am(τ) cos (2πφm(τ)) dτ

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
M∑

m=1

Am(t)

∫

R

1

s
ψ∗

(
τ − t

s

)
cos (2π(φm(t) + φ′m(t)(τ − t))) dτ + ǫE(t, s)

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
1

2

M∑

m=1

Am(t)ei2πφm(t)ψ̂ (2πsφ′m(t)) + ǫE(t, s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ,(15)

where

0 ≤ E(t, s) ≤ s

[
I1

M∑

m=1

|φ′m(t)|+ 1

2
I2s

M∑

m=1

[M ′′
m + |Am(t)||φ′m(t)|] + 1

6
I3s2

M∑

m=1

M ′′
k |Am(t)|

]
,

Ik :=

∫

R

|u|k|ψ(u)|du, k = 1, 2, 3,

and M ′′
m := sup

t∈R

|φ′′m(t)| < ∞. In other words, when ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small, we

have

(16) |Wf (t, s)| ≈
1

2

∣∣∣∣∣
M∑

m=1

Am(t)ei2πφm(t)ψ̂(2πsφ′m(t))

∣∣∣∣∣ .

To analyze the ridges in the scalogram of f , we make the following observations.
First, if the amplitude of the m-th IMT function in f , where m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, is
very small, its contribution to the scalogram may be buried by spectral leakage
caused by the time-varying nature of the frequencies and amplitudes. This can
make detecting the m-th IF, φ′m, from the scalogram challenging. Conversely, if
one component has a very large amplitude, its spectral leakage may dominate the
scalogram, potentially masking the contributions of other components. Second,
if the spectral energy of the mother wavelet ψ is spread over a broad frequency
range rather than being tightly concentrated, the components in (16) may overlap
significantly, making it harder to isolate individual components or accurately infer
the IFs. To build intuition about ridge definitions for noise-free AMH, we focus on
the scenario where the impact of spectral leakage in the scalogram of the noise-free

AHM is negligible. This holds, for example, when the support of ψ̂ is concentrated
around [1−B, 1+B], where 0 < B < δ/(1+ δ) and δ is the constant mentioned in
the spectral separation condition (2). Under this assumption, (16) can be further
approximated as follows:

|Wf (t, s)| ≈
1

2

M∑

m=1

Am(t)
∣∣∣ψ̂ (2πsφ′m(t))

∣∣∣ .(17)

Denote

ωψ =
1

2π
argmax

ω>0
|ψ̂(ω)|,

which is a singleton under Assumption 2. By (17), for any t ∈ R, the local maxima
of |Wf (t, ·)| approximately occur at

ωψ
φ′1(t)

,
ωψ
φ′2(t)

, . . . ,
ωψ

φ′M (t)
,
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which are inversely related to the IFs {φ′1(t), φ′2(t), . . . , φ′M (t)}. The observation
above leads to the following definition of ridges [23, Definitions 2.1 and 2.2] (see
also [27, Section B]).

Definition 1. Suppose f satisfies AHM (1). A ridge point of Sf (t, s) is a time/scale
pair (t, s) satisfying the two conditions:

(R1)
∂

∂s
Sf (t, s) = 0 and (R2)

∂2

∂s2
Sf (t, s) < 0 ;

that is Sf (t, s) is a local maximum along the scale axis. A ridge curve in Sf (t, s)
is the graph of a function of t such that the conditions (R1) and (R2) are satisfied
along the curve, and (R3) the function is continuously differentiable.

Note that for a signal fulfilling the AHM, there might be multiple ridge curves,
and a ridge curve is a set of ridge points fulfilling the regularity condition.

To utilize this definition, consider

sf (t) = argmax
s>0

Sf (t, s) .(18)

When f satisfies the AHM (1) with M = 1, sf is a single-valued function. By (17),

sf (t) ≈ argmax
s>0

∣∣∣ψ̂ (2πsφ′(t))
∣∣∣ = ωψ

φ′(t)
;

that is, the ridge captures the IF information. See Figure 1 for an example of the
graph of sf and its relationship with the IF φ′(t).

When f satisfies the AHM (1) withM ≥ 2, (18) might be problematic. First, due
to the time-varying amplitude, sf (t) might alternately capture the IF of different
IMT functions. For example, consider the case where M = 2, φ′m(t) = ξm > 0
are constants, and ξ2 > 2ξ1. If A1(t) > 2A2(t) for t < −1 and A2(t) > 2A1(t) for
t > 1, then sf (t) ≈ ωψ/φ

′
1(t) when t < −1 and sf (t) ≈ ωψ/φ

′
2(t) when t > 1. On

the other hand, note that when the spectral leakage from other IMT functions of f

is smaller than Am(t)|ψ̂(2πsφ′m(t))|, sf,m(t) is close to φ′m(t) and we have M local
maxima. In this case, to utilize the definition of ridges, consider

ωψ
φ′m(t)

∈ Bm(t) :=
[
bm(t), bm(t)

]
for 1 ≤ m ≤M,(19)

where b1, b1, b2, b2, . . . , bM , bM are continuous functions defined on R satisfying

0 < bM (t) < bM (t) ≤ · · · ≤ b2(t) < b2(t) ≤ b1(t) < b1(t) <∞ .

Then, define

sf,m(t) = arg max
s∈Bm(t)

Sf (t, s).

The functions sf,m(t) become the ridge curves by definition if they are continu-
ously differentiable. For the spectrogram of a function fulfilling the AHM, there are
analogous definition of ridge curves and their differentiability has been established
[7]. A similar proof can be carried out to the scalogram and we skip the details
here. Hereafter, we use the graphs of sf and {sf,m}m=1,...,M to represent the ridge
curves of the noise-free function satisfying the AHM and call them the ridge curves
to simplify the nomination.
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Remark 1. It is worth noting that, in practice, information about the IFs of f ,
and hence Bm(t), may sometimes be available through prior knowledge. However,
more often than not, this information is unavailable and must be estimated. For an
example of an algorithm addressing this estimation challenge, see [21]. Nonethe-
less, this estimation problem lies beyond the scope of this paper. From a broader
signal processing perspective, once this definition is established, the next step is to
design an appropriate algorithm to extract the ridge curves {sf,m}m=1,...,M from
the scalogram. See [10] and [5, 4, 30, 19, 28, 41, 6, 22, 21, 38] for various proposed
algorithms in the literature. However, the design and analysis of such algorithms
lie beyond the scope of this study.

4.1. Definition of ridges for noise-affected AHM. We proceed to the main
focus of this paper: the ridges when the signal is noisy. Motivated by Definition 1
and real data experience, we consider the following definition.

Definition 2. Denote SY (t, s) = |WY (t, s)|2. For the noise-affected AHM (3) with
M ≥ 1, and analogous to (18), we define

sY (t) = argmax
s>0

SY (t, s)(20)

for any t ∈ R, and refer the graph of sY as a ridge curve of Y , noting that sY may
be a multivalued function at some time points.

For the noise-affected AHM (3) with M ≥ 1, we also define

sY,m(t) = arg max
s∈Bm(t)

SY (t, s)(21)

for any t ∈ R and m ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}, and refer to the graph of sY,m as the mth
ridge curve of Y .

Note that compared with the ridge curve defined in Definition 1 when the signal
is noise-free, in the above definition we do not specify the regularity of the ridge
curve. Instead, we need to explore its regularity. To this end, observe that unlike
|Wf (t, ·)| shown in Figure 1, |WY (t, ·)| has multiple local maxima even in the case
whereM = 1, as illustrated in Figure 2. We further show the scatter plot of the local
maximizers of |WY (t, ·)| for any t ∈ R in Figure 4. We find many paths formed by
the local maximizers of |WY (t, ·)| for each t ∈ R, and they are piecewise continuous.
Moreover, we find that near the “true” IF, the associated local maximum that we
expect to be the ridge occasionally jumps; for example, around the 5th, 10th, and
23rd seconds in the top panel of Figure 4. This motivates us to analyze the graphs
of sY and {sY,m}Mm=1, as well as the difference between sf (and {sf,m}Mm=1) and
sY (and {sY,m}Mm=1).

5. Main Results

In this section, we present our main results. The first part is about the singleton
property of the set-valued functions sY (or sY,1, . . . , sY,M when M > 1), as well
as the hemicontinuity and local C1-smoothness properties of their graphs. The
second part is the deviation of sY (or sY,1, . . . , sY,M when M > 1) from sf (or
sf,1, . . . , sf,M when M > 1).
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Figure 2. Example of the complex modulus of the AWT for a 30-
second noise-contaminated, frequency-modulated signal. The first
row displays the frequency-modulated signal f , while the second
row shows the noise, a sample from the stationary Gaussian process
Φ, identical to that in Figure 1. The third row illustrates the
complex modulus of the AWT, i.e., the spectral amplitude, of the
noise-contaminated signal Y , where Y = f + Φ. In the last three
columns, the black curves represent the spectral amplitude of Y at
specific times, corresponding to cross-sections of the image in the
third row. For comparison, the spectral amplitudes of f are shown
in gray.

5.1. Local properties of ridge curves.

Theorem 2. Suppose f ∈ L2, Φ a stationary Gaussian process satisfying Assump-
tions 1 and 3, and ψ a mother wavelet satisfying Assumption 2. Then, we have

P (sY (t) is a singleton at any t ∈ Q) = 1,

where Q denotes the set of rational numbers. Moreover, when f satisfies the AHM
defined in (1) with M ≥ 1, we have

P (sY,m(t) is a singleton for any t ∈ Q and m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}) = 1.

We note that Theorem 2 holds regardless of whether f ≡ 0 or not, and in general,
the singleton property of sY does not require the AHM assumption. The proof of
Theorem 2 is provided in Section 6.5. In addition to investigating the singleton
property of the sets sY (t), or sY,1(t), . . . , sY,M (t) for f satisfying the AHM, at Q,
we are also interested in the behavior of these sets for the remaining t ∈ R\Q.

Theorem 3. Suppose f ∈ L2, Φ a stationary Gaussian process satisfying Assump-
tions 1 and 3, and ψ a mother wavelet satisfying Assumption 2. With probability
one, the set-valued function sY is upper hemicontinuous on R. That is, almost
surely, for any t ∈ R and any open set U with sY (t) ⊂ U , there exists δ > 0 such
that sY (t

′) ⊂ U for any t′ ∈ (t − δ, t+ δ). Moreover, if f is an adapted harmonic
signal as defined in (1) with M ≥ 1, then almost surely, the set-valued functions
sY,1, . . . , sY,M , defined in (21), are also upper hemicontinuous on R.
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The upper hemicontinuity of sY implies that as t′ approaches t, the maximizers
of SY (t

′, ·) get arbitrarily close to some of the maximizers of SY (t, ·). The proof of
Theorem 3 is provided in Section 6.6, which relies on Berge’s maximum theorem
[18, Theorem 3.4] (see also [1, p. 570] and Lemma 5 in the appendix).

Theorems 2 and 3 imply that, with probability one, the restriction of sY on the
dense set Q, denoted by sY |Q, is continuous. By [14, Lemma (4.3.16)] (see also
Lemma 6 in the appendix), sY |Q is extendable to a continuous function defined on
a Gδ-set containing Q. Here, a Gδ-set refers to a subset of R that is a countable
intersection of open sets.

Next, we provide more insights into this Gδ-set.

Corollary 2. Assume that Assumptions 1-3 hold. For any t0 ∈ Q, if

P

(
∂2SY
∂s2

(t0, sY (t0)) = 0

)
= 0,(22)

then, almost surely, there exists a unique continuously differentiable function r de-
fined on (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) for some δ > 0 such that

• r(t) = sY (t) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) ∩Q, and
• r(t) ∈ sY (t) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) ∩Qc.

The proof of Corollary 2 is provided in Section 6.7. Corollary 2 provides addi-
tional insight into the nature of the Gδ-set, on which sY is continuous, under the

assumption (22). This assumption is supported by the histogram of ∂
2SY

∂s2 (t, sY (t))
shown in Figure 3. Corollary 2 also explains why the ridge curves observed in the
numerical experiments consist of piecewise continuous curves. See Figure 4 for an
illustration. Note that while it is visually possible to identify if the ridge points
form a continuous path, the local maxima plot further highlights and emphasizes
any discontinuities.

Furthermore, if the signal f fulfills the AHM, we have the following property of
the paths {(t, sY,m(t)) | t ∈ R}m=1,...,M , which is parallel to Corollary 2.

(a) f(t) = cos(2πt) (b) f(t) = cos(2πt2)

Figure 3. Histogram of the random variable ∂2SY

∂s2 (t, sY (t)) for
the special case Y (t) = f(t)+Φ(t), where Φ is a stationary Gauss-
ian process. The time variable is fixed throughout the experiment,
and the histogram is based on 105 realizations of Φ.
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Figure 4. Example of ridge points (local maxima) and a ridge
curve sY , where Y = f+Φ, and sf . The signal f and the realization
of Φ are identical to those in Figure 1. The zoomed-in blue box in
the bottom-right region highlights the discontinuity of the ridge in
the presence of noise.

Corollary 3. Assume that Assumptions 1-3 hold. For any t0 ∈ Q and m ∈
{1, . . . ,M}, if sY,m(t0) lies in the interior of Bm(t0) and

P

(
∂2SY
∂s2

(t0, sY,m(t0)) = 0

)
= 0,

then, almost surely, there exists a unique continuously differentiable function rm
defined on (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) for some δ > 0 such that

• rm(t) ∈ Bm(t) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ),
• rm(t) = sY,m(t) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) ∩Q, and
• rm(t) ∈ sY,m(t) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) ∩Qc.

Based on our literature review, the analysis of the uniqueness of maxima for a
random field determined by AWT along the scale axis, as well as the behavior of
the locations of these maxima along another axis, has rarely been discussed.

5.2. Deviation of ridge points caused by noise. We continue to quantify the
probability that |sY (t) − sf (t)| and |sY,m(t) − sf,m(t)| exceed a given threshold,
where m = 1, . . . ,M .

Theorem 4. Suppose that the stationary Gaussian process Φ satisfies Assumptions
1 and 3, and the mother wavelet ψ satisfies Assumption 2. Fix t ∈ R. For any
interval I containing sf (t), denote

△I = |Wf (t, sf (t))| −max
s∈Ic

|Wf (t, s)|,

µI = E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|] + E

[
max
s∈Ic

|WΦ(t, s)|
]
,(23)



ANALYZING SCALOGRAM RIDGES IN THE PRESENCE OF NOISE 15

and

σI =
√
E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|2] + max

s∈Ic

√
E [|WΦ(t, s)|2].(24)

If △I > µI , then

P (sY (t) ∈ I) ≥ 1− exp

(
− (△I − µI)

2

σ2
I

)
(25)

where sY is defined in (20).

Theorem 4 shows that if the peak of |Wf (t, ·)| is distinct (i.e. △I is “large”, or
ǫE(t, ·) in (15) is sufficiently small) and much higher than the peaks of {|WΦ(t, s)| |
s ∈ Ic} (i.e. △I > µI), then the deviation of the ridge point sf (t) caused by noise is
controlled with high probability. It is worth noting that deviations in the ridge point
of f may also occur if the spectral component of f at the scale sf (t) is dominated
by the spectral component of the noise at the same scale. Hence, the moments of
the wavelet coefficients of the noise Φ at the scale sf (t), including E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|]
and E

[
|WΦ(t, sf (t))|2

]
, are contained in µI and σI . Most components in (23) and

(24) can be calculated as follows:

E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|] =
1

2
π

1
2

[∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂ (sf (t)λ) |2p(λ)dλ
] 1

2

and

σI =

√∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂ (sf (t)λ) |2p(λ)dλ +max
s∈Ic

√∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂ (sλ) |2p(λ)dλ.

The proof of Theorem 4 is presented in Section 6.8. To prove Theorem 4 and
derive an upper bound for the second component

E

[
max
s∈Ic

|WΦ(t, s)|
]

in (23), we need to extend the classical Gaussian concentration inequality for Lip-
schitz functions of real-valued Gaussian elements [20], Dudley’s theorem, and the
Borell-TIS inequality [39, 40], to account for complex-valued Gaussian elements
arising from the AWT of Φ. To keep the focus on the discussion of ridge deviation,
these extensions are provided in the next subsection.

Corollary 4. Suppose that f satisfies the AHM, the stationary Gaussian process
Φ satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3, and the mother wavelet ψ satisfies Assumption
2. Fix t ∈ R. For any m ∈ {1, . . . ,M} and any interval Im ⊂ Bm(t) containing
sf,m(t), denote

△Im =|Wf (t, sf,m(t))| − max
s∈Bm(t)\Im

|Wf (t, s)|,

µIm =E [|WΦ(t, sf,m(t))|] + E

[
max

s∈Bm(t)\Im
|WΦ(t, s)|

]
,

(26)

and

σIm =
√
E [|WΦ(t, sf,m(t))|2] + max

s∈Bm(t)\Im

√
E [|WΦ(t, s)|2].
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Figure 5. Illustration of the relationship between the scale region
Bm(t) and the interval [im(t), im(t)] considered in Theorem 5.

If △Im > µIm , then

P (sY,m(t) ∈ Im) ≥ 1− exp

(
− (△Im − µIm)2

σ2
Im

)

where sY,m is defined in (21).

For everym ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} and t ∈ R, let im(t) and im(t) be the inflection points
of Sf (t, ·) closest to sf,m(t) with im(t) < sf,m(t) < im(t), as depicted in Figure 5.
As shown in Figures 2 and 4, local maxima of SY (t, ·) are likely to occur within
neighborhoods of the local maxima of Sf (t, ·). Hence, for the function sY,m defined

in (21) with Bm(t) ⊂ (im(t), im(t)), we are also interested in the probability that
|sY,m(t) − sf,m(t)| exceeds a threshold conditioned on the event sY,m(t) ∈ B◦

m(t),
where B◦

m(t) is the interior of Bm(t).
Before presenting our final main result, we introduce the following notation: For

every m ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M} and t ∈ R, let

µ1,m = E

[
max

s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, s)WΦ(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
]
, σ2

1,m = max
s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2

E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
,

µ2,m = E

[
max

s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣Wf (t, s)
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
]
, σ2

2,m = max
s∈Bm(t)

|Wf (t, s)|2 E
[∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

µ3,m = E

[
max

s∈Bm(t)
|WΦ(t, s)|

]
, σ2

3,m = max
s∈Bm(t)

E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
,

(27)

µ4,m = E

[
max

s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
]
, σ2

4,m = max
s∈Bm(t)

E

[∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
,

where

E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
=

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ,

E

[∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
=

∫ ∞

0

|λ[Dψ̂](sλ)|2p(λ)dλ,

and Dψ̂ represents the derivative of ψ̂.

Theorem 5. Suppose that f satisfies the AHM, the stationary Gaussian process
Φ satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3, and the mother wavelet ψ satisfies Assumption 2.
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For every m ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}, t ∈ R, and Bm(t) ⊂ (im(t), im(t)), where the interval
Bm(t) is defined in (19), let

Lm = min
s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ .(28)

For any ε > 0 with

(29) min
s∈Bm(t)

|s− sf,m(t)| > ε >
6

Lm
max

{
µ1,m, µ2,m, µ

2
3,m, µ

2
4,m

}
,

we have

P (|sY,m(t)− sf,m(t)| > ε | sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t))

≤
[
1− exp

(
− (△B◦

m(t) − µB◦

m(t))
2

σ2
B◦

m(t)

)]−1

×
{

2∑

k=1

exp

[
− L2

m

σ2
k,m

(
ε

6
− µk,m

Lm

)2
]
+

4∑

k=3

exp

[
− Lm
σ2
k,m

(√
ε

6
− µk,m√

Lm

)2
]}

,(30)

where △B◦

m(t), µB◦

m(t), and σB◦

m(t) are defined in (26) with I = B◦
m(t) and Bm(t) \

I = ∂Bm(t), i.e., the endpoints of the interval Bm(t).

Intuitively, when the noise level is relatively low compared to the strength of the
clean signal, the ridge point sY,m(t) of the noisy signal Y is unlikely to deviate too
far from the ridge point sf,m(t) of the clean signal f . Theorem 5 formalizes this in-
tuition by providing a bound on the probability that the deviation |sY,m(t)−sf,m(t)|
exceeds a given threshold ε. The bound is expressed in terms of the threshold ε
and the following ratios:

µ1,m

Lm
,
µ2,m

Lm
,
µ2
3,m

Lm
,
µ2
4,m

Lm
,
σ2
m,1

L2
m

,
σ2
m,2

L2
m

,
σ2
m,3

Lm
,
σ2
m,4

Lm
,

which are small when the noise strength is low relative to the clean signal. The
connection between these ratios and the signal-to-noise ratio is discussed in the
appendix. The proof of Theorem 5 is presented in Section 6.9.

5.3. Dudley’s theorem and the Borell-TIS inequality for AWT. To derive
Theorems 4 and 5, a key challenge is estimating the tail probabilities of the following
random variables arising from the AWT of the Gaussian process Φ:

• The sum of |WΦ(t, sf (t))| and the supremum of |WΦ(t, s)| over s ∈ Ic,
where I is an interval containing sf (t) and I

c is the complement of I, i.e.,

|WΦ(t, sf (t))| +max
s∈Ic

|WΦ(t, s)|.(31)

• The supremum of |WΦ(t, s)| and
∣∣∂WΦ

∂s (t, s)
∣∣ over s ∈ I, i.e.,

max
s∈I

|WΦ(t, s)| and max
s∈I

∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ .(32)

• The maximum of the products
∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ |WΦ(t, s)| and |Wf (t, s)|
∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣(33)

over s ∈ I.
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The tail probabilities of the random variables above, with the replacement of the
interval I and its complement Ic by a subinterval Im of Bm(t) and the relative
complement Bm(t) \ Im, respectively, also play an important role in the proof of
Theorem 5.

Our estimation method is inspired by the Borell-TIS inequality [39, 40], which
provides a tail probability estimate for the supremum of a real-valued non-stationary
Gaussian process over an index set. In the proof of the Borell-TIS inequality, the
Gaussian concentration inequality for Lipschitz functions of real-valued Gaussian
random vectors [20] plays an important role. Lemma 1 below generalizes the concen-
tration inequality in [20] to accommodate complex-valued and circularly symmetric
Gaussian random vectors, whose proof is provided in Section 6.10.

Lemma 1. Let J be a circularly symmetric Gaussian random vector in Cd×1 with
E [J] = 0, where d ∈ N. For any Lipschitz continuous function g : Cd×1 → R and
any u > E[g(J)],

P (g(J) > u) ≤ exp

(
− (u− E[g(J)])2

2‖g(A•)‖2Lip

)
,

where A is a matrix in Cd×d satisfying AA∗ = 2−1E [JJ∗] and

‖g(A•)‖Lip = sup
x,y∈Cd

x 6=y

|g(Ax)− g(Ay)|
|x− y| .

The Lipschitz continuous function g in Lemma 1 can be chosen as follows:

g(x) = |x1|+ max
2≤ℓ≤d

|xℓ|

for case (31), and
g(x) = ‖x‖ℓ∞ := max

1≤ℓ≤d
|xℓ|,

for case (32), where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xd) ∈ Cd.
Note that in cases (31) and (32), the supremum is taken over the continuous index

sets I and Ic, respectively. In order to apply the dominated convergence theorem
to extend the result in Lemma 1 to the continuous index set case, we need to ensure
the convergence of the expected value of the supremum. Details of this extension
are provided in the proof of Theorem 4. In [11, 39], Dudley’s theorem provides an
upper bound for the expected maximum of a centered real-valued Gaussian field
over a compact set. Because the AWT of the Gaussian process Φ is a complex-
valued random process and the index set Ic for case (31) is noncompact, we present
a complex-valued version of Dudley’s theorem for the expectation of the supremum
of the process |WΦ(t, ·)| over the noncompact set [0,∞) in Lemma 3. The statement
and proof of Lemma 3 rely on estimates of E[|WΦ(0, s)|2] for large scale s and the
distance function dWΦ as follows.

Lemma 2. Suppose that ψ is an analytic wavelet belonging to L1 ∩ L2, and its

Fourier transform ψ̂ is Lipschitz continuous on [0,∞). For the random process
Φ, if Assumption 1 and Assumptions 3(a) and 3(b1) hold, then for any constant
H− ∈ (0, H), where H is the long-memory parameter of Φ defined in (10), there
exists a threshold T > 0 such that for any s ≥ T ,

E[|WΦ(0, s)|2] ≤ s−H
−

.(34)
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Under the same assumptions, for any s1, s2 > 0 satisfying |s1−s2| ≤ 1, the distance
dWΦ(s1, s2), defined in (9), is γ/2-Hölder continuous:

dWΦ(s1, s2) ≤ C2|s1 − s2|γ/2,(35)

where γ is given in Assumption 3(a),

C2 = 1 ∨
[
C1

(
1

γ
+

2

2− γ

)
(2‖ψ̂‖∞)2−γ‖ψ̂‖γLip + 2‖ψ̂‖2∞Var (Φ(0))

]1/2
,(36)

and ‖ψ̂‖Lip represents the Lipschitz constant of ψ̂.
If the spectral density function of Φ satisfies Assumption 3(b2) instead of As-

sumption 3(b1), the results in (34) and (35) still hold with the substitution H− = 1.

Lemma 3 (Dudley’s theorem for AWT). Suppose that ψ is an analytic wavelet

belonging to L1∩L2, and its Fourier transform ψ̂ is Lipschitz continuous on [0,∞).
For the random process Φ, if Assumptions 1 and 3 hold, then

E

[
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)|
]
≤ 4

[√
lnD D3

(D − 1)2

√
1

γ
+

1

H−
+

(√
1

γ
lnC2 +

√
lnT

) D2

D − 1

]
,

(37)

where H−, C2, and T are constants mentioned in Lemma 2 and

D = 2 ∨
{
sup
s>0

E
[
|WΦ(0, s)|2

]} 1
2

.(38)

In [11, 39], the expectation of the maximum of a centered real-valued Gaussian
field over a compact set is bounded above by the Dudley entropy integral. Lemma
3 extends this bound, providing an exact upper bound for the expectation of the
maximum of the modulus of a circularly symmetric and nonstationary complex
Gaussian process over (0,∞). The upper bound given in (37) increases as the
long-memory parameter H and the decay rate parameter γ of the spectral density
function of Φ decrease to zero. This relationship echoes Slepian’s inequality and
the Sudakov-Fernique inequality [40, Chapter 7], which state that, for two real-
valued Gaussian processes with the same mean, the process with higher correlation
exhibits a greater expected maximum. The proof of Lemma 3 is provided in Section
6.12. Finally, to estimate the tail probabilities of the random variables in (33), we
introduce the complex-valued version of the Borell-TIS inequality as follows.

Lemma 4 (Borell-TIS inequality for AWT). Suppose that the stationary Gauss-
ian process Φ satisfies Assumptions 1 and 3, and the mother wavelet ψ satisfies
Assumption 2. For any a, b ∈ (0,∞) and any bounded and continuous function
w : [a, b] → [0,∞), define either





M[a,b] = max
s∈[a,b]

w(s) |WΦ(0, s)| ,

σ[a,b] = max
s∈[a,b]

w(s)
(∫∞

0 |ψ̂ (sλ) |2p(λ)dλ
) 1

2

,

or 



M[a,b] = max
s∈[a,b]

w(s)
∣∣ ∂WΦ

∂s (0, s)
∣∣ ,

σ[a,b] = max
s∈[a,b]

w(s)
(∫∞

0
|λ[Dψ̂] (sλ) |2p(λ)dλ

) 1
2

.
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In both cases, we have E
[
M[a,b]

]
<∞, and for any u ≥ E

[
M[a,b]

]
,

P
(
M[a,b] ≥ u

)
≤ exp

(
− (u− E

[
M[a,b]

]
)2

σ2
[a,b]

)
.

The proof of Lemma 4 is provided in Section 6.13. Last but not least, our
work bridges and extends classical maximum theorems and maximum inequalities
to address a key question in signal processing: how noise perturbs the ridge curves
of adapted harmonic signals that encode the IF information.

6. Proofs

6.1. Proof of Theorem 1. (a) To prove that W is circularly symmetric, it suffices
to show that any element in the pseudo-covariance matrix of W is zero. Denote
WR

Φ = Re (WΦ) and W
I
Φ = Im (WΦ). For any k, k

′ ∈ {1, . . . , d},
E [WΦ(t, sk)WΦ(t, sk′ )] =E

[
WR

Φ (t, sk)W
R
Φ (t, sk′)

]
− E

[
W I

Φ(t, sk)W
I
Φ(t, sk′ )

]

+ iE
[
WR

Φ (t, sk)W
I
Φ(t, sk′ )

]
+ iE

[
W I

Φ(t, sk)W
R
Φ (t, sk′)

]
.(39)

Denote ψR = Re(ψ) and ψI = Im(ψ). Analogous to the representation in (8),

WR
Φ (t, s) =

∫

R

eitλψ̂R(sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ)(40)

and

W I
Φ(t, s) =

∫

R

eitλψ̂I(sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ).(41)

Because ψ is an analytic wavelet, the Fourier transforms of ψR and ψI are related
by the following equation:

ψ̂I(ζ) = −isgn(ζ)ψ̂R(ζ), ζ ∈ R,(42)

where sgn is the signum function. By the orthogonal property (5) of the Gaussian
random measure Z and (42),

E
[
W I

Φ(t, sk)W
I
Φ(t, sk′)

]
=

∫ ∞

−∞

ψ̂I(skλ)ψ̂I(sk′λ)p(λ)dλ

=

∫ ∞

−∞

ψ̂R(skλ)ψ̂R(sk′λ)p(λ)dλ

=E
[
WR

Φ (t, sk)W
R
Φ (t, sk′ )

]
(43)

and

E
[
W I

Φ(t, sk)W
R
Φ (t, sk′)

]
=

∫ ∞

−∞

ψ̂I(skλ)ψ̂R(sk′λ)p(λ)dλ

=−
∫ ∞

−∞

ψ̂R(skλ)ψ̂I(sk′λ)p(λ)p(λ)dλ

=− E
[
WR

Φ (t, sk)W
I
Φ(t, sk′)

]
.(44)

By substituting (43) and (44) into (39), we obtain E [WΦ(t, sk)WΦ(t, sk′)] = 0.
(b) For any t ∈ R, s1, s2 > 0 with s1 6= s2, by (40) and (41),

WR
Φ (t, s1)−WR

Φ (t, s2) =

∫

R

eitλ
[
ψ̂R(s1λ)− ψ̂R(s2λ)

]√
p(λ)Z(dλ)
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and

W I
Φ(t, s1)−W I

Φ(t, s2) =

∫

R

eitλ
[
ψ̂I(s1λ)− ψ̂I(s2λ)

]√
p(λ)Z(dλ).

By the orthogonal property (5) of the Gaussian random measure Z,

E
[(
WR

Φ (t, s1)−WR
Φ (t, s2)

) (
W I

Φ(t, s1)−W I
Φ(t, s2)

)]

=

∫

R

[
ψ̂R(s1λ)− ψ̂R(s2λ)

] [
ψ̂I(s1λ)− ψ̂I(s2λ)

]
p(λ)dλ.(45)

Applying (42) again, and noting that the spectral density function p is even, we
can rewrite (45) as follows

E
[(
WR

Φ (t, s1)−WR
Φ (t, s2)

) (
W I

Φ(t, s1)−W I
Φ(t, s2)

)]

=i

∫

R

∣∣∣ψ̂R(s1λ)− ψ̂R(s2λ)
∣∣∣
2

sgn(λ)p(λ)dλ = 0,

which shows that the real and imaginary parts of WΦ(t, s1) −WΦ(t, s2) are inde-
pendent. Following the same procedure, we can obtain that

E
[∣∣WR

Φ (t, s1)−WR
Φ (t, s2)

∣∣2
]

=E
[∣∣W I

Φ(t, s1)−W I
Φ(t, s2)

∣∣2
]
=

1

2
d2WΦ

(s1, s2).(46)

The equality (46) implies that

|WΦ(t, s1)−WΦ(t, s2)|2
d2WΦ

(s1, s2)

=
1

2

(
|WR

Φ (t, s1)−WR
Φ (t, s2)|2

E
[
|WR

Φ (t, s1)−WR
Φ (t, s2)|2

] + |W I
Φ(t, s1)−W I

Φ(t, s2)|2
E
[
|W I

Φ(t, s1)−W I
Φ(t, s2)|2

]
)
.

Theorem 1(b) follows from the fact that the distribution of half the sum of two
independent chi-square random variables, each with one degree of freedom, is an
exponential distribution with a mean of one.

(c) By (40), (41), and Itô’s formula,

(
WR

Φ (t, s)
)2

= E
[(
WR

Φ (t, s)
)2]

+

∫ ′

R2

eit(λ1+λ2)ψ̂R(sλ1)ψ̂R(sλ2)
√
p(λ1)p(λ2)Z(dλ1)Z(dλ2),

where
∫ ′

means that the integral excludes the diagonal hyperplanes λ1 = ∓λ2 [25].
Similarly,

(
W I

Φ(t, s)
)2

= E
[(
W I

Φ(t, s)
)2]

+

∫ ′

R2

eit(λ1+λ2)ψ̂I(sλ1)ψ̂I(sλ2)
√
p(λ1)p(λ2)Z(dλ1)Z(dλ2).

Hence, for any s > 0,

SΦ(t, s)− E [SΦ(t, s)]

=

∫ ′

R2

eit(λ1+λ2)
[
ψ̂R(sλ1)ψ̂R(sλ2) + ψ̂I(sλ1)ψ̂I(sλ2)

]√
p(λ1)p(λ2)Z(dλ1)Z(dλ2).
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By the product formula for the second Wiener chaos [25, 29],

Cov (SΦ(t, s1), SΦ(t, s2)) =2

∫

R2

[
ψ̂R(s1λ1)ψ̂R(s1λ2) + ψ̂I(s1λ1)ψ̂I(s1λ2)

]

×
[
ψ̂R(s2λ1)ψ̂R(s2λ2) + ψ̂I(s2λ1)ψ̂I(s2λ2)

]
p(λ1)p(λ2)dλ1dλ2(47)

=

2∑

i=1

2∑

j=1

ϕi,j(s1, s2),

where

ϕi,j(s1, s2) = 2

(∫

R

ψ̂α(i)(s1λ)ψ̂α(j)(s2λ)p(λ)dλ

)2

,(48)

α(1) = R, and α(2) = I. Because ψ is an analytic wavelet, the relation (42) implies
that ϕ1,1(s1, s2) = ϕ2,2(s1, s2) and ϕ1,2(s1, s2) = ϕ2,1(s1, s2).

On the other hand, from (40) and (41), we have

E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
R
Φ (t, s2)

]
=

∫

R

ψ̂R(s1λ)ψ̂R(s2λ)p(λ)dλ(49)

and

E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
I
Φ(t, s2)

]
=

∫

R

ψ̂R(s1λ)ψ̂I(s2λ)p(λ)dλ.(50)

By (48), (50), and (49),

(51) ϕi,j(s1, s2) =

{
2
(
E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
R
Φ (t, s2)

])2
if i = j,

2
(
E
[
WR

Φ (t, s1)W
I
Φ(t, s2)

])2
if i 6= j.

The proof of the first equality in Theorem 1(c) is concluded by substituting (51)
into (48).

When s1 = s2 = s > 0, (44) shows that

E
[
WR

Φ (t, s)W I
Φ(t, s)

]
= 0.(52)

The second equality in Theorem 1(c) implies that

Var (SΦ(t, s)) = 4
(
E
[
|WR

Φ (t, s)|2
])2

.

The proof of the second equality in Theorem 1(c) is concluded by noting that

E[SΦ(t, s)] = E
[
|WR

Φ (t, s)|2
]
+ E

[
|W I

Φ(t, s)|2
] (43)

= 2E
[
|WR

Φ (t, s)|2
]
.

�

6.2. Proof of Proposition 1. The proof consists of three steps. First, we show
that the sample paths of WΦ are almost surely continuous on R× (0,∞). Next, we
prove that the sample paths of WΦ are continuously differentiable on R × (0,∞)
almost surely. Finally, the second-order differentiability of the sample paths of WΦ

follows by the same arguments.
Step 1. To prove that the sample paths of the Gaussian field WΦ are almost

surely continuous on R× (0,∞), according to [12, p.73 and p.93], it suffices to show
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the existence of a constant q > 0 such that for any δ > 0, there exists a constant
Cδ satisfying

{
E
[
|WΦ(t

′, s′)−WΦ(t, s)|2
]}1/2

≤ Cδ
(
|t− t′|2 + |s− s′|2

)q/2
(53)

for any t, t′ ∈ R and s, s′ > δ. We prove (53) as follows. By the triangle inequality
and (8),

{
E
[
|WΦ(t

′, s′)−WΦ(t, s)|2
]}1/2

≤
{
E
[
|WΦ(t

′, s′)−WΦ(t
′, s)|2

]}1/2

+
{
E
[
|WΦ(t

′, s)−WΦ(t, s)|2
]}1/2

=
√
E1 +

√
E2,(54)

where

E1 =

∫

R

|ψ̂(s′λ)− ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ

and

E2 =

∫

R

|ei(t′−t)λ − 1|2|ψ̂ (sλ) |2p(λ)dλ.

Estimate of E1: By the mean value theorem, there exists a constant cs,s′,λ lying
between sλ and s′λ such that

E1 =

∫ ∞

0

|Dψ̂(cs,s′,λ)(s′λ− sλ)|2p(λ)dλ.

Because s, s′ > δ, we have cs,s′,λ > δλ and

E1 ≤δ−2|s′ − s|2
∫ ∞

0

|Dψ̂(cs,s′,λ)cs,s′,λ|2p(λ)dλ

≤δ−2|s′ − s|2
(
sup
z>0

|zDψ̂(z)|2
)
E
[
Φ2(0)

]
,(55)

where the supremum is finite under Assumptions 2(D1
1).

Estimate of E2: Given that |eix − 1| ≤ |x| for any x ∈ R, and s > δ,

E2 ≤ |t′ − t|2
∫

R

|ψ̂ (sλ) |2λ2p(λ)dλ ≤ δ−2|t′ − t|2
(
sup
z>0

|zψ̂(z)|2
)
E
[
|Φ(0)|2

]
,(56)

where the supremum is finite under Assumption 2(D0
1).

Substituting (55) and (56) into (54) shows that (53) holds with q = 1 and

Cδ = δ−1

{(
sup
z>0

|zψ̂(z)|2
)
+

(
sup
z>0

|zDψ̂(z)|2
)}1/2 {

E
[
Φ2(0)

]}1/2
.

Step 2. Motivated from (8) , we consider two random fields

∂tWΦ(t, s) = i

∫ ∞

0

λeitλψ̂(sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ),(57)

∂sWΦ(t, s) =

∫ ∞

0

λeitλ[Dψ̂](sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ),(58)
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where Dψ̂ represents the derivative of ψ̂. Under Assumption 2, conditions (D0
1)

and (D1
1) ensure that

E|∂tWΦ(t, s)|2 <∞ and E|∂sWΦ(t, s)|2 <∞.

To prove that sample paths of WΦ are continuously differentiable almost surely,
according to [33], it suffices to show that (a) the difference quotient of WΦ along
the time direction converges to ∂tWΦ in quadratic mean, (b) the difference quotient
of WΦ along the scale direction converges to ∂sWΦ in quadratic mean, and (c)
both ∂tWΦ and ∂sWΦ are continuous in quadratic mean and almost surely have
continuous realizations. We verify these conditions as follows.

Proof of (a): By (8) and (57), for any h ∈ R \ {0},
WΦ(t+ h, s)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂tWΦ(t, s)

=

∫ ∞

0

eitλ
(
eihλ − 1

h
− iλ

)
ψ̂(sλ)

√
p(λ)Z(dλ).

By the isometry property of the Wiener integral,

E

[∣∣∣∣
WΦ(t+ h, s)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂tWΦ(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]

=

∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣∣
eihλ − 1

h
− iλ

∣∣∣∣
2

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ.(59)

Note that for any h ∈ R \ {0} and λ ∈ R,
∣∣∣∣
eihλ − 1

h
− iλ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2|λ|.(60)

Assumption 2(D0
1), together with (60), enables us to apply the dominated conver-

gence theorem to (59) and obtain

lim
h→0

E

[∣∣∣∣
WΦ(t+ h, s)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂tWΦ(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
= 0,

which shows that the difference quotient of WΦ along the time direction converges
to ∂tWΦ in quadratic mean.

Proof of (b): By (8) and (58), for any h ∈ (−s/2, s/2) \ {0},
WΦ(t, s+ h)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂sWΦ(t, s)

=

∫ ∞

0

eitλ

[
ψ̂((s+ h)λ)− ψ̂(sλ)

h
− λ[Dψ̂](sλ)

]
√
p(λ)Z(dλ).

By the isometry property of the Wiener integral,

E

[∣∣∣∣
WΦ(t, s+ h)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂sWΦ(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
=

∫ ∞

0

|Kh(s, λ)|2 p(λ)dλ,(61)

where

Kh(s, λ) =
ψ̂((s+ h)λ) − ψ̂(sλ)

h
− λ[Dψ̂](sλ).
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For any λ > 0 and h ∈ (−s/2, s/2) \ {0},
∣∣∣∣∣
ψ̂((s+ h)λ) − ψ̂(sλ)

h

∣∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣λ
∫ 1

0

[Dψ̂] ((s+ h)λu + sλ(1− u)) du

∣∣∣∣

≤
(
sup
z>0

∣∣∣zDψ̂(z)
∣∣∣
)
λ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣
1

(s+ h)λu + sλ(1− u)

∣∣∣∣ du

=

(
sup
z>0

∣∣∣zDψ̂(z)
∣∣∣
)

1

|h| ln
∣∣∣∣1 +

h

s

∣∣∣∣

≤
(
sup
z>0

∣∣∣zDψ̂(z)
∣∣∣
)(

2 ln 2

s

)
,

where the supremum is finite under Assumption 2(D1
1). Hence, for any s > 0,

sup
h∈(−s/2,s/2)\{0}

sup
λ>0

|Kh(s, λ)| <
(
sup
z>0

∣∣∣zDψ̂(z)
∣∣∣
)(

1 + 2 ln 2

s

)
<∞.(62)

The differentiability of ψ̂ implies that Kh(s, λ) → 0 as h→ 0. The uniform bound
(62) enables us to apply the dominated convergence theorem to (61), yielding

lim
h→0

E

[∣∣∣∣
WΦ(t, s+ h)−WΦ(t, s)

h
− ∂sWΦ(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
2
]
= 0.

This result shows that the difference quotient of WΦ along the scale direction con-
verges to ∂sWΦ in quadratic mean.

Proof of (c): To prove that ∂tWΦ and ∂sWΦ not only are continuous in the
quadratic mean but also almost surely have modification that is sample continuous,
according to [12, p.73 and p.93] (see also [32, Corollary 4.6]), it suffices to show
that for any δ > 0, there exists a constant Cδ such that

{
E
[
|∂tWΦ(t

′, s′)− ∂tWΦ(t, s)|2
]}1/2

≤ Cδ
(
|t− t′|2 + |s− s′|2

)1/2

and
{
E
[
|∂sWΦ(t

′, s′)− ∂sWΦ(t, s)|2
]}1/2

≤ Cδ
(
|t− t′|2 + |s− s′|2

)1/2

for any t, t′ ∈ R and s, s′ > δ. This step requires additional conditions, including
conditions (D0

2), (D
1
2) and (D2

2) in Assumption 2. Since the proof is similar to the
argument used to prove the continuity of the sample paths of WΦ on R × (0,∞),
it is omitted here. Based on the verification process (a)-(c), we conclude that the
sample paths of WΦ are continuously differentiable almost surely.

Step 3. The twice continuous differentiability of WΦ follows by applying the
same arguments, i.e., the verification process (a)-(c), to the derivatives ∂tWΦ and
∂sWΦ. This part of proof relies on conditions (D2

3) and (D3
3) in Assumption 2. �

6.3. Proof of Corollary 1. Proof of (11): Based on the continuity of the sample
paths of WΦ on R× (0,∞), it suffices to show that the sample paths of the Gauss-
ian field WΦ are almost surely continuous at the boundary R × {0} if we define
WΦ(t, 0) = 0 for any t ∈ R. According to [12, p.73 and p.93], it suffices to show the
existence of a constant q > 0 such that there exists a constant C satisfying

E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
=

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ ≤ Csq(63)
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for any t ∈ R and sufficiently small s > 0. Under Assumption 2(D1
0), we have

|ψ̂(sλ)| ≤ ‖Dψ̂‖∞|sλ|. Hence,
∫ s−2/(2+γ)

0

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ ≤ ‖Dψ̂‖2∞E[Φ2(0)]s
2γ

2+γ .(64)

On the other hand, by Assumption 3(a),
∫ ∞

s−2/(2+γ)

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ ≤ ‖ψ̂‖2∞C1γ
−1s

2γ
2+γ .(65)

By combining (64) and (65), we obtain that

E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
≤
[
‖Dψ̂‖2∞E[Φ2(0)] + ‖ψ̂‖2∞C1γ

−1
]
s

2γ
2+γ .

Hence, (63) holds with q = 2γ/(2 + γ).
Proof of (12): We first introduce a Gaussian random field ϕ : R× [0,∞) 7→ C as

follows

ϕ(t, τ) =

{
WΦ(t, 1/τ) for τ > 0,
0 for τ = 0.

Similarly to the proof of (11), proving (12) is equivalent to showing that the function
ϕ is continuous at the boundary R× {0}. For any t ∈ R and τ > 0,

E
[
|ϕ(t, τ)|2

]
=

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(λ
τ
)|2p(λ)dλ = τ

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(u)|2p(τu)du.(66)

Under Assumption 3(b1), (66) can be rewritten as

E
[
|ϕ(t, τ)|2

]
= τ

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(u)|2L(|τu|
−1)

|τu|1−H du.

By [3, Theorem 1.5.3],

lim
τ→0+

[
L(τ−1)τH

]−1
E
[
|ϕ(t, τ)|2

]
= lim

τ→0+

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(u)|2
|u|1−H

L(|τu|−1)

L(τ−1)
du =

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(u)|2
|u|1−H du.

Hence, E
[
|ϕ(t, τ)|2

]
. L(τ−1)τH as τ is sufficiently small. On the other hand,

under Assumption 3(b2), it can similarly be shown that E
[
|ϕ(t, τ)|2

]
. τ as τ is

sufficiently small. Therefore, the sample paths of ϕ are continuous at the boundary
R× {0} almost surely.

6.4. Proof of Proposition 2. For the squared integrable function f , [9] shows
that the inverse wavelet transform

f(t) = Re

[
C−1
ψ

∫ ∞

0

Wf (t, s)s
−1ds

]
,(67)

holds. In the following, we show that the relation in (67) remains valid when f is
replaced by Φ. By the spectral representation of WΦ in (8)

∫ ∞

0

WΦ(t, s)s
−1ds =

∫ ∞

0

[∫ ∞

0

eitλψ̂(sλ)
√
p(λ)Z(dλ)

]
s−1ds.
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The condition (13) allows us to use the stochastic Fubini theorem [31], yielding
∫ ∞

0

WΦ(t, s)s
−1ds =

∫ ∞

0

eitλ
[∫ ∞

0

ψ̂(sλ)s−1ds

]√
p(λ)Z(dλ)

=2Cψ

∫ ∞

0

eitλ
√
p(λ)Z(dλ).(68)

Because Z([a, b]) = Z([−b,−a]) for any b > a > 0,

Re

[
2

∫ ∞

0

eitλ
√
p(λ)Z(dλ)

]
= Φ(t).(69)

By (68) and (69), we obtain that

Φ(t) = Re

[
C−1
ψ

∫ ∞

0

WΦ(t, s)s
−1ds

]
.

For the proof of the second part of Proposition 2, because the Fourier transform
of ψ, given in (14), satisfies Assumption 2, Proposition 1 implies that the real
and imaginary parts of hΦ are continuously differentiable with respect to t and s.
Furthermore, the Cauchy-Riemann condition holds:

∂hΦ
∂t

= −i∂hΦ
∂s

.(70)

The verification of (70) follows the same steps as in [17, Theorem 2]. Thus, the
function hΦ is holomorphic. �

6.5. Proof of Theorem 2. (a) Because the time variable is fixed in the statement
of Theorem 2, we omit it in the following derivation. That is, we denote WY (s) :=
WY (t, s) and SY (s) := SY (t, s) for a given time point t. Next, we define the
following matrices

Wf(s) =
[
WR
f (s) W I

f (s)
]⊤
,WΦ(s) =

[
WR

Φ (s) W I
Φ(s)

]⊤
,WY (s) =

[
WR
Y (s) W I

Y (s)
]⊤
,

where WR
f (s) = Re(Wf (s)), W

I
f (s) = Im(Wf (s)), and similarly for other terms.

Clearly, WY (s) = Wf (s) + WΦ(s) and SY (s) = W⊤
Y (s)WY (s). To prove the

uniqueness of the global maximizer of SY , it suffices to show that for any different
s1, s2 > 0, there exist neighborhoods N(s1) and N(s2) of s1 and s2 such that

P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)

SY (s) = sup
s∈N(s2)

SY (s)

)
= 0(71)

because

P

(
SY (s1) = sup

s>0
SY (s) = SY (s2) for some different s1, s2 > 0

)

≤P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)

SY (s) = sup
s∈N(s2)

SY (s) for some different s1, s2 ∈ Q>0

)

≤
∑

s1,s2∈Q>0

s1 6=s2

P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)

SY (s) = sup
s∈N(s2)

SY (s)

)
,(72)

where Q>0 represents the set of positive rational numbers, and the first inequality
follows from the property that, almost surely, the sample path of SY is continuous,
as demonstrated in Proposition 1.
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Denote the covariance matrix function of the processWY by Γ. Because E [WY (s)] =
Wf(s) for any s > 0,

Γ(s1, s2) = E
[
WΦ(s1)WΦ(s2)

⊤
]
=

[
E
[
WR

Φ (s1)W
R
Φ (s2)

]
E
[
WR

Φ (s1)W
I
Φ(s2)

]

E
[
W I

Φ(s1)W
R
Φ (s2)

]
E
[
W I

Φ(s1)W
I
Φ(s2)

]
]
.

By (43) and (52), for k ∈ {1, 2},
Γ(sk, sk) = E

[
|WR

Φ (sk)|2
]
I2×2 = 2−1

√
Var (SΦ(sk))I2×2,

where I2×2 is the 2× 2 identity matrix. By the condition that the spectral density
p is positive almost everywhere in Assumption 1, we have Var (SΦ(s1)) > 0 and
Var (SΦ(s2)) > 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that

Var (SΦ(s1)) > Var (SΦ(s2)) > 0.(73)

Denote

1

Γ(s1, s1)
=
{
E
[
|WR

Φ (s1)|2
]}−1

and consider the following decomposition. For any s > 0,

WY (s) = W⊥(s) +
Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
WΦ(s1),

where

W⊥(s) = Wf(s) +WΦ(s)−
Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
WΦ(s1).

Let δ1, δ2 > 0 that will be determined later. For k ∈ {1, 2} and any z = [z1 z2]
⊤ ∈

R2, we define

Mk(z) = sup
s∈(sk−δk,sk+δk)

Q(z; s),

where Q(·; s) is a quadratic function of z defined as follows

Q(z; s) =

(
W⊥(s) +

Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
z

)⊤(
W⊥(s) +

Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
z

)
.

By noting that

Mk (WΦ(s1)) = sup
s∈(sk−δk,sk+δk)

Q(WΦ(s1); s) = sup
s∈(sk−δk,sk+δk)

SY (s),

the left-hand side of (71) withN(s1) = (s1−δ1, s1+δ1) andN(s2) = (s2−δ2, s2+δ2)
can be rewritten as

P

(
sup

s∈(s1−δ1,s1+δ1)

SY (s) = sup
s∈(s2−δ2,s2+δ2)

SY (s)

)
= E [P (M1(WΦ(s1)) =M2(WΦ(s1)) | W⊥)] .

Thus, to prove (71), it suffices to show that conditioned on W⊥,

(74) P (M1(WΦ(s1)) =M2(WΦ(s1)) | W⊥) = 0.

Our strategy is to show that the Lebesgue measure of the set

I := {z ∈ R2 | M1(z) =M2(z)}
is zero.
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By a direct expansion,

Q(z; s) = W⊤
⊥(s)W⊥(s) + 2W⊤

⊥(s)
Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
z+ z⊤

Γ(s, s1)
⊤

Γ(s1, s1)

Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
z.

By (43) and (44),

Γ(s, s1)
⊤

Γ(s1, s1)

Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
=

(
E
[
WR

Φ (s)WR
Φ (s1)

])2
+
(
E
[
W I

Φ(s)W
R
Φ (s1)

])2
(
E
[
WR

Φ (s1)WR
Φ (s1)

])2 I2×2

=
Cov(SΦ(s), SΦ(s1))

Var (SΦ(s1))
I2×2,

where the second equality stems from Theorem 1(c). Therefore, for any s > 0,

Q(z; s) = W⊤
⊥(s)W⊥(s) + 2W⊤

⊥(s)
Γ(s, s1)

Γ(s1, s1)
z+

Cov(SΦ(s), SΦ(s1))

Var (SΦ(s1))
‖z‖2,

where ‖z‖2 = z⊤z. By the result Cov (SΦ(s1), SΦ(s2)) ≥ 0 given in Theorem 1(c),
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the condition in Assumption 1 that the spectral
density p is positive almost everywhere, and (73), we have

0 ≤ Cov(SΦ(s2), SΦ(s1)) < Var (SΦ(s1)) = Cov(SΦ(s1), SΦ(s1)).(75)

The continuity of the function s 7→ Cov(SΦ(s), SΦ(s1)) and (75) ensure that there
exist constants c1 > c2 > 0 and sufficiently small δ1, δ2 > 0 such that the quadratic
coefficients of {Q(·; s) | s ∈ (s1 − δ1, s1 + δ1)} and {Q(·; s) | s ∈ (s2 − δ2, s2 + δ2)}
can be separated as follows

sup
s∈(s1−δ1,s1+δ1)

Cov(SΦ(s, s1))

Var (SΦ(s1))
> c1 > c2 > sup

s∈(s2−δ2,s2+δ2)

Cov(SΦ(s, s1))

Var (SΦ(s1))
.(76)

Furthermore, for any fixed s > 0, the graph of Q(·, s) can be categorized as follows:

• For s satisfying Cov(SΦ(s), SΦ(s1)) > 0, the surface {(z, Q(z, s)) | z ∈ R2}
is an upward-opening paraboloid;

• For s satisfying Cov(SΦ(s), SΦ(s1)) = 0, by Theorem 1(c), we have E
[
WR

Φ (s)WR
Φ (s1)

]
=

0 and E
[
WR

Φ (s)W I
Φ(s1)

]
= 0, which imply that Γ(s, s1) = 02×2 andQ(z; s) =

W⊤
⊥(s)W⊥(s) for any z ∈ R2. This indicates that {(z, Q(z, s)) | z ∈ R2} is

a horizontal plane.

By the fact that the supremum of a family of convex functions is still convex, both
M1 andM2 are convex functions defined on R2. According to Alexandrov’s theorem
[34, Theorem 2.1],M1 andM2 have the second derivatives almost everywhere. More
precisely, there exists a set D ⊂ R2, whose complement has Lebesgue measure zero,
such that for k ∈ {1, 2} and every point z ∈ D, there is a quadratic expansion in
the form

Mk(z+w) =Mk(z) + vk(z)
⊤w +

1

2
w⊤Hk(z)w + o(‖w‖2), w ∈ R2,(77)

where vk(z) is the gradient, and Hk(z) is the Hessian matrix of Mk at z. The
function o(‖w‖2) satisfies o(‖w‖2)‖w‖−2 → 0 as ‖w‖ → 0. By (76) (see also [35,
Example 13.10]),

1

2
w⊤H1(z)w ≥ c1‖w‖2 > c2‖w‖2 ≥ 1

2
w⊤H2(z)w,(78)
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which implies that

Leb (I) = 0,(79)

where Leb represents the Lebesgue measure on R2. For a further explanation of
(79), see Remark 2 at the end of this section. From the covariance computation, the
normal random vectorWΦ(s1) is independent of the Gaussian random processW⊥.
Thus, conditioning on W⊥, the probability density of WΦ(s1) remains absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R2. Therefore, the observation
(79) implies that

P (M1 (WΦ(s1)) =M2 (WΦ(s1)) | W⊥) = P (WΦ(s1) ∈ I | W⊥) = 0,

which establishes (74).
(b) Regarding the second part of Theorem 2, similar to (72), for any t ∈ R and

m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, we have

P (sY,m(t) contains at least two scale points)

=P

(
SY (t, s1) = sup

s∈Bm(t)

SY (t, s) = SY (t, s2) for some different s1, s2 ∈ Bm(t)

)

≤P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s) = sup
s∈N(s2)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s) for some different s1, s2 ∈ Q ∩Bm(t)

)

≤
∑

s1,s2∈Q∩Bm(t)
s1 6=s2

P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s) = sup
s∈N(s2)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s)

)
.

Thus, to prove the second part of Theorem 2, it suffices to show that, for any
different s1, s2 ∈ Q ∩Bm(t), there exist neighborhoods N(s1) and N(s2) of s1 and
s2, respectively, such that

P

(
sup

s∈N(s1)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s) = sup
s∈N(s2)∩Bm(t)

SY (t, s)

)
= 0.(80)

The proof of (80) is similar to that of (71). Therefore, we omit the details here. �

Remark 2. Suppose that (79) does not hold. Then, Leb (I ∩D) > 0. By the
Lebesgue density theorem, there exists z ∈ I ∩D such that for any ε > 0,

Leb (I ∩D ∩Bε(z)) > 0,

where Bε(z) is the disk centered at z and with radius ε. For any ε > 0 and w ∈ R2

satisfying z+w ∈ I ∩Bε(z), because M1(z+w) =M2(z +w), (77) implies that

(v1(z)− v2(z))
⊤
w +

1

2
w⊤ (H1(z)−H2(z))w = o(‖w‖2).(81)

For the left-hand side of (81), from (78),

(v1(z)− v2(z))
⊤
w +

1

2
w⊤ (H1(z)−H2(z))w

≥ (v1(z)− v2(z))
⊤
w + (c1 − c2)‖w‖2,

which contradicts the right-hand side of (81).
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6.6. Proof of Theorem 3. Let Ω be the space of random elements. For any ω ∈ Ω,
we denote the associated sample path of the random process Φ by {Φ(t;ω) | t ∈ R}.
Besides, to emphasize the dependence of the scalogram of Y on the sample path of
Φ, we denote the scalogram by SY (·, ·;ω) for the noisy signal Y (t;ω) = f(t)+Φ(t;ω).

Proposition 1 shows that there exists a subset Ω̃ of Ω with P(Ω̃) = 1 such that for

any ω ∈ Ω̃, SY (·, ·;ω) is two times continuously differentiable on R× (0,∞).

In the following, we focus on the case where ω ∈ Ω̃. In order to show that the
set-valued function t ∈ R 7→ sY (t;ω) ⊆ [0,∞) is upper hemicontinuous, we classify
time points into two groups:

M := {t ∈ R | SY (t, s;ω) > 0 for a certain s > 0}

and

N := {t ∈ R | SY (t, s;ω) = 0 for all s > 0} .

For any t0 ∈ N , it is clear that sY (t0;ω) = [0,∞). Thus, sY (t
′;ω) ⊆ sY (t0;ω) for

any time point t′. This directly implies that sY (·;ω) is upper hemicontinuous at ev-
ery time point in N . It remains to prove that sY (·;ω) is also upper hemicontinuous
at every t0 ∈ M. The proof is structured as follows.

Step 1. We begin by showing that there exist an interval [a, b], whose interior
contains the time point t0, and a threshold S(ω) <∞ such that

sY (t;ω) = argmax
s>0

SY (t, s;ω) ⊆ [0,S(ω)](82)

for all t ∈ [a, b]. Because SY (t0, s0;ω) > 0 for some s0 > 0 and SY (·, ·;ω) is
continuous on R × (0,∞), there exist δ > 0 and an interval [a, b] with a < t0 < b
such that

(83) SY (·, ·;ω) >
SY (t0, s0;ω)

2
on [a, b]× [s0 − δ, s0 + δ].

We now fix the interval [a, b] and proceed to prove the finiteness of the threshold
S(ω). Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that no such threshold exists. This
would imply that for any n ∈ N, there exist tn ∈ [a, b] and sn ≥ n such that
sn ∈ sY (tn;ω). That is,

SY (tn, sn;ω) = sup
s>0

SY (tn, s;ω).(84)

To establish the impossibility of this scenario, we define a function R on [a, b]×[0, 1]
as follows

R(t, u;ω) =

{
SY (t, 1/u;ω) if u ∈ (0, 1],
0 if u = 0.

(85)

Because SY is continuous on R× (0,∞) and P( lim
s→∞

SY (t, s) = 0) = 1 for any t ∈ R,

as shown in Corollary 1, the function R is continuous on [a, b] × [0, 1]. Because
{tn}n∈N ⊂ [a, b], there exists a convergent subsequence of {tn}n∈N which converges
to some time point t∗ ∈ [a, b]. For simplicity of notation, assume that tn → t∗ as
n→ ∞. Because the pointwise supremum of any collection of continuous functions
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is lower semi-continuous, we have

sup
s>0

SY (t
∗, s;ω) ≤lim inf

n→∞
sup
s>0

SY (tn, s;ω)

(84)
= lim inf

n→∞
SY (tn, sn;ω)

(85)
= lim inf

n→∞
R(tn, 1/sn;ω)

=R(t∗, 0;ω) = 0.

The derivation above implies that SY (t
∗, s;ω) = 0 for any s > 0, which contradicts

(83). Hence, (82) holds.
Step 2. By (82), for any t ∈ [a, b],

sY (t;ω) = argmax
s>0

SY (t, s;ω) = arg max
s∈[0,S(ω)]

SY (t, s;ω).

The continuity of SY (t, s;ω) and the compactness of [0,S(ω)] allow us to apply
Berge’s maximum theorem [18, Theorem 3.4] (see also [1, p. 570] or Lemma 5 in the
appendix), implying that the set-valued function sY (·;ω) is upper hemicontinuous
at every time point t0 ∈ M. �

6.7. Proof of Corollary 2. Using the notation introduced at the beginning of

Section 6.6, Theorems 2 and 3 show that there exists a subset Ω̃ of Ω with P(Ω̃) = 1

such that for any ω ∈ Ω̃,

• SY (·, ·;ω) is two times continuously differentiable on R× (0,∞),
• sY (t;ω) is a singleton for every t ∈ Q, and
• t 7→ sY (t;ω) is upper hemicontinuous on R.

In the following, we focus on the case where ω ∈ Ω̃ and consider an arbitrary point
t0 ∈ Q. The proof of Corollary 2 is organized as follows.

Step 1. According to the definition of upper hemicontinuity in Theorem 3, for
any ε > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that

sY (t
′;ω) ⊂ (sY (t0;ω)− ε, sY (t0;ω) + ε)(86)

for all t′ ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ). The inclusion relation (86) implies the continuity of the
restriction of sY on Q.

Step 2: We aim to demonstrate the existence of a continuously differentiable
function r defined on (t0 − δ, t0 + δ) for some δ > 0 such that r(t0) = sY (t0;ω) and

∂SY
∂s

(t, r(t)) = 0(87)

for any t ∈ (t0 − δ, t0 + δ). Because the function s 7→ SY (t, s;ω) reaches its global
maximum at only sY (t0;ω),

∂SY
∂s

(t0, sY (t0);ω) = 0.(88)

On the other hand, if the assumption (22) holds, then

∂2SY
∂s2

(t0, sY (t0);ω) 6= 0(89)

for almost every ω ∈ Ω̃. By (88) and (89), the implicit function theorem guarantees
the existence of the function r and the positive constant δ.
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Step 3: We want to show that the function r determined by the implicit function
theorem coincides with sY (·;ω) on rational numbers in a neighborhood of t0. That
is, there exists a constant δ′ > 0 with δ′ ≤ δ such that

r(t) = sY (t;ω) for any t ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩Q.(90)

Suppose not. Then, (a) there exists a sequence {qn}n∈N ⊂ (t0−δ′, t0+δ′)∩Q\{t0}
such that qn → t0 as n → ∞, (b) r(qn) 6= sY (qn;ω) for any n ∈ N. For the
condition (b), note that if (90) does not hold for any δ′, then there exists q1 ∈
(t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩ Q \ {t0} such that r(q1) 6= sY (q1;ω). We can iteratively choose
qn ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩Q \ {t0} from the intervals (qn−1, t0) or (t0, qn−1) for n > 1
such that r(qn) 6= sY (qn;ω). Because

• the continuity of r implies that r(qn) → r(t0) as n→ ∞,
• the continuity of sY (·;ω) on Q implies that sY (qn;ω) → sY (t0;ω) as n →
∞, and

• sY (t0;ω) = r(t0),

we obtain that r(qn)− sY (qn;ω) → 0 and

[
∂SY
∂s

(qn, r(qn);ω)−
∂SY
∂s

(qn, sY (qn);ω)

]
[r(qn)− sY (qn)]

−1 → ∂2SY
∂s2

(t0, sY (t0);ω)

(91)

as n → ∞. Here, we used the two times continuous differentiability of SY (·, ·;ω)
to obtain the limit in (91). However, (87) and (88) imply that the left-hand side of
(91) is equal to zero. This leads to

∂2SY
∂s2

(t0, sY (t0);ω) = 0,

which contradicts (89). Therefore, (90) holds.
Step 4: We finally demonstrate that

(92) r(t) ∈ sY (t;ω) for t ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩Qc.

Indeed, for any t ∈ (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩ Qc, there exists a sequence {qn}n∈N ⊂
(t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′) ∩Q such that qn → t as n→ ∞. For any s > 0,

SY (t, r(t);ω) = lim
n→∞

SY (qn, r(qn);ω)

≥ lim
n→∞

SY (qn, s;ω)

=SY (t, s;ω),(93)

where the equalities follow from the continuity of r on the interval (t0 − δ′, t0 + δ′)
and the continuity of SY (·, ·;ω). The observation (93) implies that

SY (t, r(t);ω) ≥ sup
s>0

SY (t, s;ω).

Hence, (92) holds. �
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6.8. Proof of Theorem 4. By the definition of sY (t) in (20), for any interval I
containing sf (t), we have

P (sY (t) ∈ I) = P

(
max
s∈I

|WY (t, s)| > max
s∈Ic

|WY (t, s)|
)

≥P

(
|Wf (t, sf (t))| − |WΦ(t, sf (t))| > max

s∈Ic
|Wf (t, s)|+max

s∈Ic
|WΦ(t, s)|

)

=P

(
|Wf (t, sf (t))| −max

s∈Ic
|Wf (t, s)| > |WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max

s∈Ic
|WΦ(t, s)|

)

=P

(
△I > |WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max

s∈Ic
|WΦ(t, s)|

)
,

where △I = |Wf (t, sf (t))|−max
s∈Ic

|Wf (t, s)|. Hence, to prove (25), it suffices to show

that

P

(
|WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max

s∈Ic
|WΦ(t, s)| ≥ △I

)
≤ exp

(
− (△I − µI)

2

σ2
I

)
,(94)

where µI and σI are defined in (23) and (24). The proof of (94) consists of two
steps.

Step 1: Establish a discrete version of (94). For any d ∈ N and x = [x1 x2 · · · xd]⊤ ∈
Cd, we define

g(x) = |x1|+ max
2≤ℓ≤d

|xℓ|,

which is Lipschitz continuous. For any s1, s2, . . . , sd > 0, let

J = [WΦ(t, s1) WΦ(t, s2) · · · WΦ(t, sd)]
⊤ ∈ Cd.

Because the wavelet ψ is assumed to be analytic, J is a circularly symmetric complex
Gaussian random vector, as shown in Theorem 1(a). By Lemma 1, for any u >
E[g(J)],

P

(
|WΦ(t, s1)|+ max

2≤ℓ≤d
|WΦ(t, sℓ)| > u

)
= P (g(J) > u) ≤ exp

(
− (u− E[g(J)])2

2‖g(A•)‖2Lip

)
,

(95)

where A ∈ Cd×d satisfying

AA∗ = 2−1E [JJ∗] .(96)

About ‖g(A•)‖Lip, for any x,y ∈ Cd with z = x− y,

|g(Ax) − g(Ay)| ≤
∣∣e⊤1 Az

∣∣+ max
2≤ℓ≤d

∣∣e⊤ℓ Az
∣∣

≤|e⊤1 A||z|+ max
2≤ℓ≤d

|e⊤ℓ A||z|

=

(√
e⊤1 AA∗e1 + max

2≤ℓ≤d

√
e⊤ℓ AA∗eℓ

)
|z|,(97)

where eℓ is the column vector in Rd with one in position ℓ and zeros elsewhere.
From (96), for ℓ ∈ {1, 2, . . . , d},

e⊤ℓ AA∗eℓ = 2−1E
[
|WΦ(t, sℓ)|2

]
.(98)
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Combining (97) and (98) yields

‖g(A•)‖Lip ≤ 2−
1
2

{√
E [|WΦ(t, s1)|2] + max

2≤ℓ≤d

√
E [|WΦ(t, sℓ)|2]

}
.(99)

Step 2: Extend the discrete version to the continuous case. By setting s1 = sf (t)
and defining Td = {s2, . . . , sd} as a subset of Ic such that Td ⊂ Td+1 and Td
increases to a dense subset of Ic, the inequality (95) becomes

P

(
|WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max

s∈Td

|WΦ(t, s)| > u

)
≤ exp

(
− (u− E[g(J)])2

2‖g(A•)‖2Lip

)
.

As d increases to infinity, the continuity of the sample paths of WΦ given in Propo-
sition 1, implies that

|WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max
s∈Td

|WΦ(t, s)| ↑ |WΦ(t, sf (t))|+max
s∈Ic

|WΦ(t, s)|

almost surely, the upper bound of ‖g(A•)‖Lip in (99) increases to

2−
1
2

{√
E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|2] + max

s∈Ic

√
E [|WΦ(t, s)|2]

}

by the continuity of s 7→ E
[
|WΦ(t, s)|2

]
, and

E[g(J)] ↑ E [|WΦ(t, sf (t))|] + E

[
max
s∈Ic

|WΦ(t, s)|
]
,(100)

where the finiteness of the expectation in (100) is guaranteed by Lemma 3. �

6.9. Proof of Theorem 5. Step 1. For any m ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}, we condition on
the event sY,m(t) ∈ B◦

m(t) ⊂ (im(t), im(t)). Under this condition, we derive the
following formula:

sY,m(t)− sf,m(t) =−
[
∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, c(t))

]−1
∂

∂s

[
Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s)

] ∣∣∣
s=sY,m(t)

−
[
∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, c(t))

]−1
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t)),(101)

where c(t) lies between sf,m(t) and sY,m(t).
Indeed, from the following relationship among the scalograms of the clean signal

f , the noisy signal Y , and the noise Φ:

SY (t, s) =|Wf (t, s) +WΦ(t, s)|2

=Sf (t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) + SΦ(t, s),

we have

∂SY
∂s

(t, s) =
∂Sf
∂s

(t, s) +
∂

∂s

[
Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s)

]
+
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, s).

(102)

Because Theorem 2 shows that sY,m(t) is a singleton almost surely, the condition
sY,m(t) ∈ B◦

m(t) implies that

∂SY
∂s

(t, sY,m(t)) = 0.
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By substituting s = sY,m(t) into (102),

0 =
∂Sf
∂s

(t, sY,m(t)) +
∂

∂s

[
Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s)

]
+
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣
s=sY,m(t)

.

(103)

From the condition (R1) in Definition 1, we have

∂Sf
∂s

(t, sf,m(t)) = 0.

By applying the mean value theorem to the first term on the right-hand side of
(102), there exists a random variable c(t) between sf,m(t) and sY,m(t) such that

∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, c(t)) (sY,m(t)− sf,m(t))

=− ∂

∂s

[
Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s)

] ∣∣∣
s=sY,m(t)

− ∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t)).(104)

Since the condition B◦
m(t) ⊂ (im(t), im(t)) implies that

∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, c(t)) < 0,

we obtain (101) from (104).
Step 2. We derive an upper bound for |sY,m(t)−sf,m(t)|. Let Lm be the constant

defined in (28). On the event {sY (t) ∈ B◦
m(t)},

∣∣∣∣
∂2Sf
∂s2

(t, c(t))

∣∣∣∣ ≥ Lm.

Hence, (101) implies that

Lm|sY,m(t)− sf,m(t)|

(105)

≤
∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s

[
Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s) +Wf (t, s)WΦ(t, s)

] ∣∣∣
s=sY,m(t)

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ |WΦ(t, sY,m(t))|+ |Wf (t, sY,m(t))|
∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, sY,m)

∣∣∣∣ |WΦ(t, sY,m(t))|+ |Wf (t, sY,m(t))|
∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣

=2

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ |WΦ(t, sY,m(t))|+ 2 |Wf (t, sY,m(t))|
∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ .

Under the condition Bm(t) ⊂ (im(t), im(t)), Lm > 0. By (105), for any ε > 0,

P (|sY,m(t)− sf,m(t)| > ε and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t))

≤P

(∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))WΦ(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
6

and sY,m ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

+ P

(∣∣∣∣Wf (t, sY,m)
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m)

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

+ P

(∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m)

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
3

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)
.(106)
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For the first term on the right-hand side of (106), by the first part of Lemma 4,
we have

P

(∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))WΦ(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

≤P

(
max

s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ |WΦ(t, s)| >
εLm
6

)

≤exp

[
− 1

σ2
m,1

(
εLm
6

− µm,1

)2
]

(107)

for any ε > 6µm,1L
−1
m , where µm,1 and σ2

m,1 are defined in (27).
For the second term on the right-hand side of (106), by the second part of Lemma

4, we have

P

(∣∣∣∣Wf (t, sY,m(t))
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

≤P

(
max

s∈Bm(t)
|Wf (t, s)|

∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
6

)

≤exp

[
− 1

σ2
m,2

(
εLm
6

− µm,2

)2
]

(108)

for any ε > 6µ2L
−1
m , where µm,2 and σ2

m,2 are defined in (27).
For the third term in (106), because

∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ =
∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s

(
WΦ(t, s)WΦ(t, s)

)∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
(
∂

∂s
WΦ(t, s)

)
WΦ(t, s) +WΦ(t, s)

(
∂

∂s
WΦ(t, s)

)∣∣∣∣

≤2 |WΦ(t, s)|
∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ ,

we have

P

(∣∣∣∣
∂SΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
εLm
3

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

≤P

(
|WΦ(t, sY,m(t))| >

√
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

+ P

(∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
√
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)
.

By the first part of Lemma 4,

P

(
|WΦ(t, sY,m(t))| >

√
εLm
6

and sY,m(t) ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

≤P

(
max

s∈Bm(t)
|WΦ(t, s)| >

√
εLm
6

)
≤ exp


− 1

σ2
m,3

(√
εLm
6

− µm,3

)2

(109)
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if
√
εLm > µm,3/

√
6, where µm,3 and σ2

m,3 are defined in (27). Similarly, by the
second part of Lemma 4,

P

(∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, sY,m(t))

∣∣∣∣ >
√
εLm
6

and sY,m ∈ B◦
m(t)

)

≤P

(
max

s∈Bm(t)

∣∣∣∣
∂WΦ

∂s
(t, s)

∣∣∣∣ >
√
εLm
6

)
≤ exp


− 1

σ2
m,4

(√
εLm
6

− µm,4

)2

(110)

if
√
εLm > µm,4/

√
6, where µ4 and σ2

4 are defined in (27). The proof of Theorem
5 is completed by summing (107), (108), (109), and (110). �

6.10. Proof of Lemma 1. Because the complex Gaussian random vector J is
assumed to be circularly symmetric, there exists a matrix A ∈ Cd×d such that

J
Law
= AN,(111)

where N = [N1 + iNd+1 N2 + iNd+2 · · · Nd + iN2d]
⊤ ∈ Cd and {N1, N2, . . . , N2d}

is a set of independent standard normal random variables. The matrix A in (111)
satisfies

E [JJ∗] = AE [NN∗]A∗ = 2AA∗.

By the following vector augmentation:

N2d =

[
Re (N)
Im (N)

]
∈ R2d, J2d =

[
Re (J)
Im (J)

]
∈ R2d and A2d =

[
Re (A) −Im (A)
Im (A) Re (A)

]
∈ R2d×2d,

we have J2d
Law
= A2dN2d from (111), and for any u ∈ R,

P (g(J) > u) = P (g2d(J2d) > u) = P (g2d(A2dN2d) > u) ,(112)

where g2d : R2d 7→ R is defined by

g2d

([
Re(w)
Im(w)

])
= g(w), w ∈ Cd.

By the Gaussian concentration inequality [20, Corollary 8.5], for any u > E[g2d(A2dN2d)],

P (g2d(A2dN2d) > u) ≤ exp

(
− (u− E[g2d(A2dN2d)])

2

2‖g2d(A2d•)‖2Lip

)
,(113)

where

‖g2d(A2d•)‖Lip = sup
x,y∈R2d

x 6=y

|g2d(A2dx)− g2d(A2dy)|
|x− y| = ‖g(A•)‖Lip.

The proof of Lemma 1 is completed by substituting (113) into (112) and observing
that E[g2d(A2dN2d)] = E[g(J)]. �
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6.11. Proof of Lemma 2. (a) By the spectral representation of WΦ(t, s) in (8)
and the orthogonal property (5),

E[|WΦ(0, s)|2] =
∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(sλ)|2p(λ)dλ = s−1

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(λ)|2p
(
s−1λ

)
dλ.(114)

Under Assumption 3(b1), p(λ) = L(|λ|−1)|λ|H−1, where L is slowly varying at
infinity. According to [3, Theorem 1.5.3], for any slowly varying function L and
any δ > 0, L(s)s−δ → 0 as s→ ∞. Thus, (114) implies that

lim
s→∞

L(s)−1sHE[|WΦ(0, s)|2]

= lim
s→∞

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(λ)|2|λ|H−1L(s/|λ|)
L(s)

dλ

=

∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(λ)|2|λ|H−1dλ.(115)

The inequality (34) follows from (115).
(b) By (8),

WΦ(0, s1)−WΦ(0, s2) =

∫ ∞

0

[
ψ̂(s1λ)− ψ̂(s2λ)

]√
p(λ)Z(dλ).

By the orthogonal property (5),

dWΦ(s1, s2) =
{
E
[
|WΦ(0, s1)−WΦ(0, s2)|2

]} 1
2

=

(∫ ∞

0

|ψ̂(s1λ)− ψ̂(s2λ)|2p(λ)dλ
) 1

2

.(116)

Because ψ̂ is assumed to be Lipschitz continuous on (0,∞) with Lipschitz constant

‖ψ̂‖Lip, (116) can be estimated as follows

d2WΦ
(s1, s2) ≤

∫ ∞

0

(
min

{
2‖ψ̂‖∞, ‖ψ̂‖Lip|s1 − s2|λ

})2
p(λ)dλ

=4‖ψ̂‖2∞
∫ ∞

Λ

p(λ)dλ + ‖ψ̂‖2Lip|s1 − s2|2
∫ Λ

0

λ2p(λ)dλ,(117)

where Λ = 2‖ψ̂‖∞‖ψ̂‖−1
Lip|s1 − s2|−1. Under Assumption 3(a),

∫ ∞

Λ

p(λ)dλ ≤ C1

∫ ∞

Λ

λ−(1+γ)dλ =
C1

γ

(
2‖ψ̂‖∞

‖ψ̂‖Lip|s1 − s2|

)−γ

.(118)

Let κ = 2‖ψ̂‖∞‖ψ̂‖−1
Lip. When |s1 − s2| ≤ 1, we have Λ ≥ κ and

∫ Λ

0

λ2p(λ)dλ ≤
∫ κ

0

λ2p(λ)dλ+ C1

∫ Λ

κ

λ1−γdλ

≤2
‖ψ̂‖2∞
‖ψ̂‖2Lip

Var (Φ(0)) +
22−γC1

2− γ

(
‖ψ̂‖∞
‖ψ̂‖Lip

)2−γ (
|s1 − s2|γ−2 − 1

)
.(119)
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By substituting (118) and (119) into (117),

d2WΦ
(s1, s2) ≤C1

(
1

γ
+

1

2− γ

)
(2‖ψ̂‖∞)2−γ‖ψ̂‖γLip|s1 − s2|γ

+

(
2‖ψ̂‖2∞Var (Φ(0))− C1

2− γ
(2‖ψ̂‖∞)2−γ‖ψ̂‖γLip

)
|s1 − s2|2

≤
[
C1

(
1

γ
+

2

2− γ

)
(2‖ψ̂‖∞)2−γ‖ψ̂‖γLip + 2‖ψ̂‖2∞Var (Φ(0))

]
|s1 − s2|γ

for |s1 − s2| ≤ 1. �

6.12. Proof of Lemma 3. The proof idea can be traced back to the chaining
argument in [39]. We firstly create a sequence of sets, denoted as {πj}j∈N∪{0}, of
finite points in [0,∞) such that for each j ∈ N ∪ {0},

sup
s>0

inf
s′∈πj

dWΦ(s, s
′) ≤ D1−j ,(120)

where D is a constant greater than two, as defined in (38). Because lim
s→0+

WΦ(·, s) =
0 almost surely, as shown in Corollary 1, we define WΦ(·, 0) = 0. Hence, for any
s ≥ 0,

dWΦ(0, s) =
{
E
[
|WΦ(0, s)|2

]} 1
2 ≤ D,

where the inequality follows from the definition of D in (38). Hence, we can choose
π0 = {0}. For every j ∈ N, denote

Sj = max{(2−1D1−j)−2/H−

, T }.(121)

By Lemma 2(a), for any s ≥ Sj ,

dWΦ(s, Sj) ≤
{
E
[
|WΦ(0, s)|2

]} 1
2 +

{
E
[
|WΦ(0, Sj)|2

]} 1
2 ≤ s−H

−/2 + S
−H−/2
j ≤ D1−j .

(122)

Consider a set of partition points on [0, Sj) with lag size 2(C2Dj−1)−2/γ as follows

πj,k = 2k(C2Dj−1)−
2
γ , k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊Sj2−1(C2Dj−1)

2
γ ⌋,(123)

where C2 is a constant defined in (36). For any s ∈ [0, Sj), one of the following

situations occurs: |s − Sj | ≤ (C2Dj−1)−2/γ ≤ 1, or there exists an integer k ∈
{0, 1, 2, . . . , ⌊Sj2−1(C2Dj−1)2/γ⌋} such that |s− πj,k| ≤ (C2Dj−1)−2/γ ≤ 1. If the
first situation occurs, by Lemma 2(b),

dWΦ(s, Sj) ≤ C2|s− Sj |γ/2 ≤ D1−j .(124)

If the second situation occurs, by Lemma 2(b) again, we have

dWΦ(s, πj,k) ≤ |s− πj,k|γ/2 ≤ D1−j .(125)

Hence, the set

πj = {πj,0, πj,1, . . .} ∪ {Sj}
fulfills the condition (120). Denote the cardinality of πj by |πj |. By (121) and
(123), for j ∈ N,

|πj | ≤ C
2
γ

2

[
2

2

H− D( 2
γ + 2

H−
)(j−1) ∨ TD 2

γ (j−1)
]
.(126)
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For any s > 0 and j ∈ N∪{0}, we choose a proxy for s from the set πj as follows

πj(s) = argmin
s′∈πj

|s− s′|.

According to (122), (124), and (125),

dWΦ(s, πj(s)) ≤ D1−j

Because π0 = {0} and WΦ(0, 0) = 0 by definition, we can represent |WΦ(0, s)| via
a telescoping sum as follows

|WΦ(0, s)| =
∞∑

j=0

|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))| − |WΦ(0, πj(s))|.(127)

Let {aj}∞j=0 ⊂ [0,∞) satisfying A :=
∑∞
j=0 aj < ∞, where aj will be chosen later.

By (127), for any u > 0,

P

(
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)| ≥ u

)
=P


sup
s>0

∞∑

j=0

|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))| − |WΦ(0, πj(s))| ≥ uA−1
∞∑

j=0

aj




≤
∞∑

j=0

P

(
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))| − |WΦ(0, πj(s))| ≥ uA−1aj

)
.(128)

For any s > 0 and j ∈ N ∪ {0},
P
(
|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))| − |WΦ(0, πj(s))| ≥ uA−1aj

)

≤P
(
|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))−WΦ(0, πj(s))| ≥ uA−1aj

)

=P

(
|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))−WΦ(0, πj(s))|2

d2WΦ
(πj+1(s), πj(s))

≥
u2A−2a2j

d2WΦ
(πj+1(s), πj(s))

)
,(129)

where

d2WΦ
(πj+1(s), πj(s)) = E

[
|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))−WΦ(0, πj(s))|2

]
.

By Theorem 1(b), the random variable

|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))−WΦ(0, πj(s))|2
d2WΦ

(πj+1(s), πj(s))

follows an exponential distribution with a mean of one. Continuing from (129), for
any s > 0 and j ∈ N ∪ {0},

P
(
|WΦ(0, πj+1(s))| − |WΦ(0, πj(s))| ≥ uA−1aj

)

≤exp

(
−

u2A−2a2j
d2WΦ

(πj+1(s), πj(s))

)
≤ exp

(
−u2A−2a2jD2(j−1)

)
,(130)

where the last inequality follows from that dWΦ (πj+1(s), πj(s)) ≤ D1−j . Because
the number of pairs {(πj(s), πj+1(s)) | s ≥ 0} is less than |πj ||πj+1|, (128) and
(130) imply that

P

(
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)| ≥ u

)
≤

∞∑

j=0

|πj ||πj+1|exp
(
−u2A−2a2jD2(j−1)

)
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for any u ≥ 0, and

E

[
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)|
]
=

∫ ∞

0

P

(
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)| ≥ u

)
du

≤A+

∫ ∞

A

∞∑

j=0

|πj ||πj+1|exp
(
−u2A−2a2jD2(j−1)

)
du.(131)

By choosing

aj = D1−j
√
ln (2j+1|πj ||πj+1|),

the integrand function in (131) can be estimated as follows

∞∑

j=0

|πj ||πj+1|exp
(
−u2A−2a2jD2(j−1)

)
=

∞∑

j=0

|πj ||πj+1|
(
2j+1|πj ||πj+1|

)−u2A−2

≤ 2−u
2A−2

(132)

for any u ≥ A. By substituting (132) into (131),

E

[
sup
s>0

|WΦ(0, s)|
]
≤ A

(
1 +

∫ ∞

1

2−v
2

dv

)
≤ 4

3
A.

Because

A =

∞∑

j=0

D1−j
√
ln (2j+1|πj ||πj+1|),(133)

by substituting (126) into (133) and performing elementary calculation,

A ≤
√
3 lnD D3

(D − 1)2

√
1

γ
+

1

H−
+

(√
4

γ
lnC2 +

√
2 lnT

) D2

D − 1
.

�

6.13. Proof of Lemma 4. Since the proofs of the first and second parts of Lemma
4 are similar, with the first being simpler, we provide only the proof of the second
part below. Consider a complex-valued Gaussian process as follows

V (s) = w(s)
∂WΦ

∂s
(0, s), s ∈ [a, b].

As shown in Proposition 1, WΦ is two times continuously differentiable, which
implies that V is continuous on [a, b] almost surely, and

P
(
‖V ‖[a,b] <∞

)
= 1, where ‖V ‖[a,b] := max

s∈[a,b]
|V (s)|.(134)

Using (8) and denoting the derivative of ψ̂ by Dψ̂, we have

V (s) =w(s)

∫ ∞

0

[Dψ̂](sλ)λ
√
p(λ)Z(dλ)

=w(s)

∫ 0

−∞

[Dψ̂](−sλ)λ
√
p(λ) Z(dλ),(135)

which implies that for any s1, s2 ∈ [a, b],

E[V (s1)V (s2)] = 0.(136)

Let {Td}d∈N be a sequence of subsets of [a, b] such that Td has the cardinality d,
Td ⊂ Td+1, and Td increases to a dense subset of [a, b]. By (136), Vd := {V (s) |
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s ∈ Td} is a circularly symmetric complex Gaussian random vector. By Lemma 1,
for any u > 0,

P (± (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ − E [‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ]) > u) ≤ exp

(
− u2

2‖‖Ad • ‖ℓ∞‖2Lip

)
,(137)

where Ad is a matrix in Cd×d satisfying

AdA
∗
d = 2−1E [VdV

∗
d] .(138)

For any x,y ∈ Cd×1 with x 6= y,

|‖Adx‖ℓ∞ − ‖Ady‖ℓ∞ | ≤ max
1≤k≤d

∣∣e⊤kAd (x− y)
∣∣

≤ max
1≤k≤d

∣∣e⊤kAd

∣∣ |x− y|

=

(
max
1≤k≤d

e⊤kAdA
∗
dek

)
|x− y| ,(139)

where ek is the column vector in Rd with one in position k and zeros elsewhere. If
we denote the elements of Td by sd,1, sd,2, . . . , sd,d, then (135) and (138) imply that

e⊤kAdA
∗
dek = 2−1w2(sd,k)

∫ ∞

0

|[Dψ̂](sd,kλ)|2λ2p(λ)dλ.(140)

By combining (137), (139), and (140), we obtain that for any u > 0,

P (± (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ − E [‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ]) > u) ≤ exp

(
− u2

σ2
Td

)
,(141)

where

σ2
Td

= max
1≤ℓ≤d

w2(sd,ℓ)

∫ ∞

0

|[Dψ̂](sd,ℓλ)|2λ2p(λ)dλ.

Because Td increases to a dense subset of [a, b] as d → ∞, the continuity of V
on [a, b] implies that

‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ↑ ‖V ‖[a,b] <∞(142)

almost surely, and under Assumption 2,

σ2
Td

↑ σ2
[a,b] = max

s∈[a,b]
w2(s)

∫ ∞

0

|[Dψ̂](sλ)|2λ2p(λ)dλ <∞.(143)

On the other hand, when d increases,

E [‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ] ↑ E
[
‖V ‖[a,b]

]
.(144)

If the limit E[‖V ‖[a,b]] is finite, then for any u > 0, (142) and (144) imply that

P
(
±
(
‖V ‖[a,b] − E

[
‖V ‖[a,b]

])
> u

)
= lim
d→∞

P (± (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ − E [‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ]) > u)

(141)
≤ lim

d→∞
exp

(
− u2

σ2
Td

)
(143)
= exp

(
− u2

σ2
[a,b]

)
.

Therefore, to complete the proof, it suffices to show that E[‖V ‖[a,b]] <∞.
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We proceed by contradiction. Thus, assume that E[‖V ‖[a,b]] = ∞, and choose
u0 > 0 such that

exp

(
− u20
σ2
[a,b]

)
<

1

3
and P

(
‖V ‖[a,b] < u0

)
≥ 1

2
,

which is attainable due to (134). Now choose d ≥ 1 such that E[‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ] > 2u0,
which is attainable due to (144) and E[‖V ‖[a,b]] = ∞. By (141),

1

3
> exp

(
− u20
σ2
[a,b]

)
≥ exp

(
− u20
σ2
Td

)

≥P (− (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ − E[‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ]) > u0)

=P (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ < E[‖Vd‖ℓ∞ ]− u0)

≥P (‖Vd‖ℓ∞ < u0)

≥P
(
‖V ‖[a,b] < u0

)
≥ 1

2
,

which is contradictory. �
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Appendix

Symbol Description

f Adapted harmonic signal with M components (see (1)).
φ′1, . . . , φ

′
M IFs of f with φ′1(t) < · · · < φ′M (t) for any t ∈ R.

A1, . . . , AM Amplitude functions of harmonic components of f .
Φ Stationary Gaussian process (see Assumption 1).
p Spectral density function of Φ.
Y Noisy signal modeled as Y = f +Φ.
Z Orthogonally scattered Gaussian random measure on R.

ψ, ψ̂ Analytic mother wavelet and its Fourier transform.
ψR, ψI Real and imaginary parts of the wavelet ψ.

Dψ̂,D2ψ̂ First and second derivatives of ψ̂.
Wf ,WΦ,WY Continuous wavelet transform of f , Φ, and Y .
WR

Φ ,W
I
Φ Real and imaginary parts of WΦ.

Sf , SΦ, SY Scalograms of f , Φ, and Y , i.e., the squared modulus of Wf ,
WΦ, and WY .

sf (t) Argmax of the scalogram of f at time t, i.e., argmax
s>0

Sf (t, s).

sf,m(t) Local maxima of f ’s scalogram at time t, ordered as sf,1 >
· · · > sf,M .

sY (t) Set of scales maximizing SY (t, ·), i.e., sY (t) = argmax
s>0

SY (t, s).

ωψ Argmax of |ψ̂|.
Bm(t) IF information of f : ωψ(φ

′
m(t))−1 ∈ Bm(t) (see (19)).

sY,m(t) Scales in Bm(t) maximizing SY (t, ·), i.e., sY,m(t) =
arg max

s∈Bm(t)
SY (t, s).

Table 1. List of frequently used symbols.

Lemma 5 (Berge’s maximum theorem). Let X and Y be Hausdorff topological
spaces. If u : X × Y → R is a continuous function and F : X → {K ⊆ Y :
K is a nonempty compact set} is a continuous multifunction, then

arg sup
y∈F (x)

u(x, y) :=

{
z ∈ F (x) : u(x, z) = sup

y∈F (x)

u(x, y)

}

is an upper hemicontinuous multifunction.

Interpretation of Theorem 5 by the single component case M = 1: In
the following, we omit the component-specific index m. That is, the symbols Am,
Lm, µm,1,...,µm,4, and σm,1,...,σm,4 are replaced by A, L, µ1,...,µ4, and σ1,...,σ4,
respectively, to reflect the single-component scenario.

• L: A larger value of the second derivative of |Wf (t, ·)|2 with respect to the
scale variable at sf (t) indicates that |Wf (t, ·)| exhibits a sharper peak at
sf (t). This can be associated with a rapid change in the spectral content
of the signal f . Hence, when L is larger, the ridge point of f is less likely
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to be disturbed. If the magnitude function A varies slowly enough to allow
the approximation

Sf (t, s) ≈ A2(t)Sf/A(t, s),(145)

then L is approximately proportional to A2(t). In this case, a larger A
similarly reduces the possibility of ridge point disturbance.

• µ1, µ2, µ3, µ4: Under the approximation (145),

µ1 ≈ A(t)
√

Var(Φ)E

[
max
s∈I

∣∣∣∣
∂Wf/A

∂s
(t, s)WΦ̃(t, s)

∣∣∣∣
]
,

where Φ̃ = Φ/
√
Var(Φ). Similarly, µ2 is approximately proportional to

A(t)
√

Var(Φ). Both µ3 and µ4 are approximately proportional to
√
Var(Φ).

This implies that

6

L
max

{
µ1, µ2, µ

2
3, µ

2
4

}
≈ max

{
O
(√

Var(Φ)

A

)
,O
(
Var(Φ)

A2

)}
.(146)

Therefore, the available region for ε in (29) becomes larger when the ratio

A(t)/
√

Var(Φ) increases.
• For any fixed ε satisfying (29), (146) shows that the exponents

ε

6
− µ1

L
,
ε

6
− µ2

L
,

√
ε

6
− µ3√

L
,

√
ε

6
− µ4√

L

become larger when the ratio A/
√
Var(Φ) increases. Thus, (30) implies

that the probability of sY (t) deviating from sf (t) by more than ε decreases

exponentially fast when the ratio A/
√
Var(Φ) increases.

• Exponents L2/σ2
1 , L

2/σ2
2 , L/σ

2
3, and L/σ

2
4 : Since both σ2

1 and σ2
2 are ap-

proximately proportional to A2Var(Φ), and both σ2
3 and σ2

4 are approxi-
mately proportional to Var(Φ), we have

L2/σ2
k = O

(
A2

Var(Φ)

)
for k = 1, 2,

and

L/σ2
k = O

(
A2

Var(Φ)

)
for k = 3, 4.

This also implies that, for any fixed ε satisfying (29), the probability that
sY (t) deviates from sf (t) by more than ε decreases exponentially fast when

the ratio A/
√
Var(Φ) increases.

Lemma 6. [14, Lemma (4.3.16)] If X is a topological space, Y a complete metric
space and r : D 7→ Y a continuous mapping defined on a dense subset D of the
space X, then the mapping r is extendable to a continuous mapping defined on the
set consisting of all points of X at which the oscillation of r is equal to zero. Here,
we say that the oscillation of the mapping r at a point x ∈ X is equal to zero if for
every ε > 0 there exists a neighborhood U of the point x such that

sup
x′,x′′∈D∩U

r(x′)− r(x′′) < ε.

The set of all points at which the oscillation of r is equal to zero is a Gδ-set con-
taining the dense set D.
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