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Let I be a compact d-dimensional manifold, let X:I — R be a
Gaussian process with regular paths and let Fr(u), u € R, be the
probability distribution function of sup,.; X(t).

We prove that under certain regularity and nondegeneracy condi-
tions, F is a C'-function and satisfies a certain implicit equation that
permits to give bounds for its values and to compute its asymptotic
behavior as u — +oo. This is a partial extension of previous results
by the authors in the case d = 1.

Our methods use strongly the so-called Rice formulae for the mo-
ments of the number of roots of an equation of the form Z(t) = =z,
where Z:T — R? is a random field and z is a fixed point in R
We also give proofs for this kind of formulae, which have their own
interest beyond the present application.

1. Introduction and notation. Let I be a d-dimensional compact man-
ifold and let X :I — R be a Gaussian process with regular paths defined
on some probability space (€2, A,P). Define M; = sup,c; X (t) and Fr(u) =
P{M; <u}, u € R, the probability distribution function of the random vari-
able M7. Our aim is to study the regularity of the function F; when d > 1.

There exist a certain number of general results on this subject, starting
from the papers by Ylvisaker (1968) and Tsirelson (1975) [see also Weber
(1985), Lifshits (1995), Diebolt and Posse (1996) and references therein]. The
main purpose of this paper is to extend to d > 1 some of the results about the
regularity of the function u~» Fr(u) in Azals and Wschebor (2001), which
concern the case d =1.

Our main tool here is the Rice formula for the moments of the number of
roots N7 (I) of the equation Z(t) = u on the set I, where {Z(t):t € I} is an
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R%-valued Gaussian field, I is a subset of R? and u is a given point in RY.
For d > 1, even though it has been used in various contexts, as far as the
authors know, a full proof of the Rice formula for the moments of NZ(I)
seems to have only been published by Adler (1981) for the first moment of
the number of critical points of a real-valued stationary Gaussian process
with a d-dimensional parameter, and extended by Azais and Delmas (2002)
to the case of processes with constant variance. Cabana (1985) contains
related formulae for random fields; see also the Ph.D. thesis of Konakov
cited by Piterbarg (1996b). In the next section we give a more general result
which has an interest that goes beyond the application of the present paper.
At the same time the proof appears to be simpler than previous ones. We
have also included the proof of the formula for higher moments, which in
fact follows easily from the first moment. Both extend with no difficulties to
certain classes of non-Gaussian processes.

It should be pointed out that the validity of the Rice formula for Lebesgue-
almost every u € R% is easy to prove [Brillinger (1972)] but this is insufficient
for a certain number of standard applications. For example, assume X : [ ~
R is a real-valued random process and one is willing to compute the moments
of the number of critical points of X. Then, we must take for Z the random
field Z(t) = X'(t) and the formula one needs is for the precise value u =10
so that a formula for almost every u does not solve the problem.

We have added the Rice formula for processes defined on smooth mani-
folds. Even though the Rice formula is local, this is convenient for various
applications. We will need a formula of this sort to state and prove the im-
plicit formulae for the derivatives of the distribution of the maximum (see
Section 3).

The results on the differentiation of F; are partial extensions of Azais and
Wschebor (2001). Here, we have only considered the first derivative FJj(u).
In fact, one can push our procedure one step more and prove the existence
of F/(u) as well as some implicit formula for it. But we have not included
this in the present paper since formulae become very complicated and it
is unclear at present whether the actual computations can be performed,
even in simple examples. The technical reason for this is that, following the
present method, to compute F}'(u), one needs to differentiate expressions
that contain the “helix process” that we introduce in Section 4, containing
singularities with unpleasant behavior [see Azals and Wschebor (2002)].

For Gaussian fields defined on a d-dimensional regular manifold (d > 1)
and possessing regular paths we obtain some improvements with respect to
classical and general results due to Tsirelson (1975) for Gaussian sequences.
An example is Corollary 5.1, which provides an asymptotic formula for Fj(u)
as u — 400 which is explicit in terms of the covariance of the process and
can be compared with Theorem 4 in Tsirelson (1975) where an implicit
expression depending on the function F' itself is given.
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We use the following notation: /
If Z is a smooth function U ~» R¥, U a subset of RY, its successive

derivatives are denoted Z', Z",..., Z*¥) and considered, respectively, as lin-
ear, bilinear, ..., k-linear forms on R?. For example, X©)()[v1,vs,v3] =
d XMW i gk

i.j.k=1 gicar o V1vavs - The same notation is used for a derivative on a C*
manifold.

1,01 and I are, respectively, the interior, the boundary and the closure
of the set I. If € is a random vector with values in R, whenever they exist,
we denote by pe(x) the value of the density of £ at the point x, by E(¢)
its expectation and by Var(§) its variance—covariance matrix. A is Lebesgue
measure. If u,v are points in R, (u,v) denotes their usual scalar product
and |Ju|| the Euclidean norm of u. For M a d x d real matrix, we denote
]| = supy—y | M.

Also for symmetric M, M >0 (resp. M < 0) denotes that M is positive
definite (resp. negative definite). A denotes the complement of the set A.
For real z, z7 =sup(z,0), = = sup(—=z,0).

2. Rice formulae. Our main results in this section are the following:

THEOREM 2.1. Let Z:1~R%, I a compact subset of R%, be a random
field and w € R%. Assume that:

(A0) Z is Gaussian.

(A1) t~ Z(t) is a.s. of class C'.

(A2) Foreachte I, Z(t) has a nondegenerate distribution [i.e., Var(Z(t)) >
0]. _

(A3) P{3tel,Z(t) =u,det(Z'(t)) =0} =0.

(A4) X(OI)=0.

Then
1 E(NE(D) = [ E(det(Z ()1/Z() = wpzo (w)dt,
and both members are finite.

THEOREM 2.2. Let k, k> 2, be an integer. Assume the same hypotheses
as in Theorem 2.1 except for (A2), which is replaced by:

(A’2) forty,...,tx € I pairwise different values of the parameter, the distri-
bution of (Z(t1),...,Z(t)) does not degenerate in (RY)%. Then
E[(NZ(D)(NZ(I) = 1) - (NJ(I) = k+1)]

k
(2) = IkE<H\det(Z'(tj))!/Z(tl)=‘”:Z(tk):“>
j=1

X pZ(t1)7___,Z(tk)(u, o ,u) dty - - - dty,
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where both members may be infinite.

REMARK. Note that Theorem 2.1 (resp. Theorem 2.2) remains valid if
one replaces I by I in (1) or (2) and if hypotheses (A0)~(A2) [resp. (A’2)]
and (A3) are verified. This follows immediately from the above statements.
A standard extension argument shows that (1) holds true if one replaces I
by any Borel subset of I.

Sufficient conditions for hypothesis (A3) to hold are given by the next
proposition. Under condition (a) the result is proved in Lemma 5 of Cucker
and Wschebor (2003). Under condition (b) the proof is straightforward.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let Z:1~»R% I a compact subset of R%, be a ran-
dom field with paths of class C* and u € R%. Assume that:

(i) pz@(x) <C for allt €I and x in some neighborhood of u.
(ii) At least one of the two following hypotheses is satisfied:

(a) a.s. t~ Z(t) is of class C?,
(b) a(0) = superpev ) P{ldet(Z'(t))] </Z(t) =x} — 0 as 6 — 0,
where V (u) is some neighborhood of w.

Then (A3) holds true.
The following lemma is easy to prove.

LEMMA 2.1.  With the notation of Theorem 2.1, suppose that (A1) and
(A4) hold true and that p ) (v) < C for allt € I and x in some neighborhood
of u. Then P{NZ(dI)# 0} =0.

LEMMA 2.2. Let Z:1 —R%, I a compact subset of R%, be a C' function
and u a point in R*. Assume that:

(a) infrez—1(quy) (Amin(Z'(1))) > A >0,
(b) wz:(n) <A/d,

where wy 1s the continuity modulus of Z', defined as the mazximum of the
continuity moduli of its entries, Amin(M) is the square root of the smallest
eigenvalue of MTM and n is a positive number.

Then, if t1,ta are two distinct roots of the equation Z(t) =u such that the
segment [t1,ta] is contained in I, the Euclidean distance between t1 and to
1s greater than 7).
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PROOF. Set 7= |[t; — ta], v= W Using the mean value theorem,
for i=1,...,d, there exists & € [t1,t2] such that (Z'(&)v); =0. Thus

(Z'(t1)v);| = |(Z/(t1)v)- —(Z'(&)v),]
d
< Z Z'(t) i — Z'(&)anllon] Swz (7)Y k| < wzr (A)Vd.
k=1
In conclusion, A < A\pin(Z'(t1)) < || Z'(t1)v]| < wz/(7)d, which implies 77 > n.
U

ProOOF OF THEOREM 2.1. Consider a continuous nondecreasing func-
tion F' such that F'(z) =0 for x <1/2, F(z) =1 for > 1. Let A and 7 be
positive real numbers. Define the random function

asalw) = (55 8 Doin(2/(9) +1205) ] ) x (1= F Gz ) )

3)
and the set I_, = {t € I:|t —s|| >n,Vs & I}. If ap,(u) >0 and NZ(I_,)
does not vanish, conditions (a) and (b) in Lemma 2.2 are satisfied. Hence,
in each ball with diameter g centered at a point in I_,, there is at most
one root of the equation Z(t) =u, and a compactness argument shows that
NZ(I_,) is bounded by a constant C(n,I), depending only on 7 and on the
set I.

Take now any real-valued nonrandom continuous function f:R¢ — R
with compact support. Because of the coarea formula [Federer (1969), The-
orem 3.2.3], since a.s. Z is Lipschitz and aa ,(u) - f(u) is integrable,

L FONEUaswdu= [ det(Z/@)IF(Z(E)ann(Z(0) .

Taking expectations in both sides,
[ ENE s () du
= [ swdu [ B(det(Z' () as )/ Z(0) = wpz (u)dt.
R I,

It follows that the two functions
(') (NZ(f—n)aA n(w),
(i) [, E(ldet(Z'(t))|ann(w)/Z(t) = u)pzq (u) dt,

coincide Lebesgue—almos‘c everywhere as functions of w.
Let us prove that both functions are continuous, hence they are equal for
every u € RY.
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Fix u = ug and let us show that the function in (i) is continuous at v = .
Consider the random variable inside the expectation sign in (i). Almost
surely, there is no point ¢ in Z~*({ug}) such that det(Z’(t)) = 0. By the lo-
cal inversion theorem, Z(-) is invertible in some neighborhood of each point
belonging to Z~*({up}) and the distance from Z(t) to ug is bounded below
by a positive number for ¢ € I_,, outside of the union of these neighborhoods.
This implies that, a.s., as a function of u, NZ(I_,) is constant in some (ran-
dom) neighborhood of ug. On the other hand, it is clear from its definition
that the function u ~» aa ,(u) is continuous and bounded. We may now ap-
ply dominated convergence as u — ug, since NZ(I_,)aa ,(u) is bounded by
a constant that does not depend on u.

For the continuity of (ii), it is enough to prove that, for each t € I the
conditional expectation in the integrand is a continuous function of u. Note
that the random variable |det(Z’(t))|aa(u) is a functional defined on
{(Z(s),Z'(s)):s € I'}. Perform a Gaussian regression of (Z(s),Z'(s)):s €[l
with respect to the random variable Z(t), that is, write

Z(s) = Y'(s) + () Z(2),
Zi(s) = YH(&) + B2, j=1,....d,

where Z%(s), j=1,...,d, denote the columns of Z'(s), Y"(s) and Y/ (s) are
Gaussian vectors, independent of Z(t) for each s € I, and the regression
matrices a(s), 5;(3)7 j=1,...,d, are continuous functions of s,t¢ [take into
account (A2)]. Replacing in the conditional expectation, we are now able
to get rid of the conditioning, and using the fact that the moments of the
supremum of an a.s. bounded Gaussian process are finite, the continuity in
u follows by dominated convergence.

So, now we fix u € R% and make 10, A |0 in that order, both in
(i) and (ii). For (i) one can use Beppo Levi’s theorem. Note that almost
surely NZ(I_,) + NZ(I) = NZ(I), where the last equality follows from Lemma
2.1. On the other hand, the same Lemma 2.1 plus (A3) imply together that,
almost surely,

inf Dwin(Z/(5)) + 1 Z(s) — ul] > 0
so that the first factor in the right-hand side of (3) increases to 1 as A
decreases to zero. Hence by Beppo Levi’s theorem,
gl E(NZ (1) 1)) = E(NZ (D)
For (ii), one can proceed in a similar way after deconditioning obtaining (1).

To finish the proof, remark that standard Gaussian calculations show the
finiteness of the right-hand side of (1). O
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PROOF OF THEOREM 2.2. For each § > 0, define the domain
Dis(I)={(tr,....t)) € I, ti = 1| 25 if i # j,i,j = 1,...,k}
and the process Z
(bry. s th) € Do)~ Z(tr, - t) = (Z(11), . Z(ts)).

It is clear that Z satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 for every value
(u,...,u) € (RH*. So,

E[N{. .y (Dis(D)]

Dy, s(

k
(4) = I)E(H!det(Z’(tj))\/Z(tl)="'=Z(tk)zu>
j=1

X PZ(t1),.... 2 () (uy...,u)dty - dty.

To finish, let ¢ ] 0, note that (NJ(I))(NZ(I) = 1)...(NJ(I) =k +1) is
the monotone limit of N(Zu )(Dk,g(l)), and that the diagonal Dy(I) =

U

{(t1,...,tp) €IF t; = t; for some pair 4, 7,7 # j} has zero Lebesgue measure
in (ROF.
O

REMARK. Even thought we will not use this in the present paper, we
point out that it is easy to adapt the proofs of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 to
certain classes of non-Gaussian processes.

For example, the statement of Theorem 2.1 remains valid if one replaces
hypotheses (A0) and (A2), respectively, by the following (B0) and (B2):

(B0) Z(t)=H(Y (t)) for t € I, where Y : T — R" is a Gaussian process with
C! paths such that for each t € I, Y (t) has a nondegenerate distribution
and H:R"™ —R%is a C' function.

(B2) Foreacht € I, Z(t) has a density pz(;) which is continuous as a function

of (t,u).

Note that (B0) and (B2) together imply that n > d. The only change to
be introduced in the proof of the theorem is in the continuity of (ii) where
the regression is performed on Y () instead of Z(t).

Similarly, the statement of Theorem 2.2 remains valid if we replace (A0)
by (B0) and add the requirement that the joint density of Z(t1),...,Z(ty)
be a continuous function of ¢y,...,t;,u for pairwise different tq,..., .

Now consider a process X from I to R and define

Mifl (I) =t{t € I, X(-) has a local maximum at the point ¢, X (¢) > u},
Myo(I) =t{t € I,X'(t) = 0,X(t) > u}.
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The problem of writing Rice formulae for the factorial moments of these
random variables can be considered as a particular case of the previous one
and the proofs are the same, mutatis mutandis. For further use, we state
as a theorem the Rice formula for the expectation. For breavity we do not
state the equivalent of Theorem 2.2, which holds true similarly.

THEOREM 2.3. Let X:1~R, I a compact subset of R%, be a random
field. Let w e R, define Mifi(l), 1=1,2, as above. For each d x d real sym-
metric matriz M, we put 6*(M) := |det(M)|1ys<0, 62(M) := |det(M)].

Assume:

(A0) X is Gaussian,
(A"1) a.s. t~ X(t) is of class C?,
(A"2) for each t € I, X(t),X'(t) has a nondegenerate distribution in R* x
R,
(A"3) either a.s. t ~ X (t) is of class C> or a(d) = SUPter ey (o) P(ldet(X" (1)<
0/X'(t)=1a") =0 as § — 0, where V(0) denotes some neighborhood
of 0,
(A4) OI has zero Lebesgue measure.

Then, fori=1,2,

EOEN(D) = [ do [ BE X 0)/X(0) =2.X'(0) = Opx.x00) (.0 de
and both members are finite.

2.1. Processes defined on a smooth manifold. Let U be a differentiable
manifold (by differentiable we mean infinitely differentiable) of dimension d.
We suppose that U is orientable in the sense that there exists a nonvanishing
differentiable d-form €2 on U. This is equivalent to assuming that there exists
an atlas ((Uj, ¢;);4 € I) such that for any pair of intersecting charts (U;, ¢;),
(Uj, ¢;), the Jacobian of the map ¢; o gbj_l is positive.

We consider a Gaussian stochastic process with real values and C? paths
X ={X(t):t € U} defined on the manifold U. In this section we first write
Rice formulae for this kind of processes without further hypotheses on U.
When U is equipped with a Riemannian metric, we give, without details and
proof, a nicer form. Other forms exist also when U is naturally embedded
in a Euclidean space, but we do not need this in the sequel [see Azais and
Wschebor (2002)].

We will assume that in every chart X (¢) and DX (¢) have a nondegenerate
joint distribution and that hypothesis (A”3) is verified. For S a Borel subset
of U, the following quantities are well defined and measurable: M{fl(S ), the

number of local maxima and Mfz(S ), the number of critical points.
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PROPOSITION 2.2. For k=1,2 the quantity which is expressed in every
chart ¢ with coordinates s1,...,S84 as
00 d
() [ dnBE (Y (9)/Y () = 2,Y'(5) =Opy v (2.0) A\ dsi
i=1
where Y (s) is the process X written in the chart: Y = X o ¢~ !, defines a
d-form QF on U and for every Borel set S C U,

[Sgk — B(MX(S)).

PROOF. Note that a d-form is a measure on U whose image in each
chart is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure /\?:1 ds;.
To prove that (5) defines a d-form, it is sufficient to prove that its density
with respect to /\?:1 ds; satisfies locally the change-of-variable formula. Let
(U1, 1), (Ua,p2) be two intersecting charts and set

Us:=U1NUy;  Yi=Xog¢r; Ya=Xogy'; Hi=¢yoer"

Denote by s} and s?, i =1,...,d, the coordinates in each chart. We have
oYy Z 0Ys OHy
ds; S 0s% s}

% 0%y, OH; OH. oY, 0*°Hy
11122 2 22 1Z {"'Z 22 111'
Os; 0s; 4= 0s5 0s%, Os; 0s; — Os;, 0s; 05
i, J ? J 7 ? ? J

Thus at every point
Yi(s") = (H'(s")"Y3(s%),
Pya(s1), vy (s1) (,0) = Pyy 52y v (s2) (. 0)| det (H' (s1)) 7
and at a singular point,
Y{'(sh) = (H'(s")" Y3/ (") H'(s").
On the other hand, by the change-of-variable formula,

d
ds} =|det(H'(s"))|" /\ ds?.
i=1

~.

=1

Replacing in the integrand in (5), one checks the desired result.

For the second part again it suffices to prove it locally for an open subset
S included in a unique chart. Let (S,¢) be a chart and let again Y (s) be
the process written in this chart. It suffices to check that

E(M(S))

(6) 00
— [ ) [T drBE (Y)Y (5) = 2. (5) = Opy ) (@:0).
¢(5) u
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Since Mi(k(S) is equal to M:k{QS(S)}, we see that the result is a direct
consequence of Theorem 2.3.

Even though in the integrand in (5) the product does not depend on the
parameterization, each factor does. When the manifold U is equipped with
a Riemannian metric it is possible to rewrite (5) as

(7) [“’ da E(0F(V2X(s))/X (s) = 2, VX (s) = 0)px(s).vx(s) (2, 0) VoL,

where V2X(s) and VX(s) are respectively the Hessian and the gradient
read in an orthonormal basis. This formula is close to a formula by Taylor
and Adler (2002) for the expected Euler characteristic.

REMARK. One can consider a number of variants of Rice formulae, in
which we may be interested in computing the moments of the number of
roots of the equation Z(t) =wu under some additional conditions. This has
been the case in the statement of Theorem 2.3 in which we have given
formulae for the first moment of the number of zeroes of X’ in which X is
bigger than u (i = 2) and also the real-valued process X has a local maximum
(i=1).

We just consider below two additional examples of variants that we state
here for further reference. We limit the statements to random fields defined
on subsets of R%. Similar statements hold true when the parameter set is
a general smooth manifold. Proofs are essentially the same as the previous
ones.

VARIANT 1. Assume that Z;, Zs are R%valued random fields defined on
compact subsets I1, I of R? and suppose that (Z;,I;), i = 1,2, satisfy the
hypotheses of Theorem 2.1 and that for every s € I} and t € 5, the distribu-
tion of (Z1(s), Z2(t)) does not degenerate. Then, for each pair uy,us € R,

E(NJH(I)N2 (1))
(8) :/I | dty (| det(Z) (1) | det(Z (t2)) |/ Z1(11) = w1, Za(t) = w2)
X D7y (t1), Zs(t2) (U1, U2).

VARIANT 2. Let Z,I be as in Theorem 2.1 and let £ be a real-valued
bounded random variable which is measurable with respect to the o-algebra
generated by the process Z. Assume that for each ¢ € I, there exists a contin-
uous Gaussian process {Y!(s):s € I}, for each s,t € I a nonrandom function
al(s):RY— R and a Borel-measurable function g:C — R where C is space
of real-valued continuous functions on I equipped with the supremum norm,
such that:
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L &=g(Y*()) +a'()Z(t)),

2. Y!(-) and Z(t) are independent,

3. for each ug € R, almost surely the function u ~ g(Y*(:) + a!(-)u) is con-
tinuous at u = uyg.

Then the formula
E(N7(I)¢) Z/IE(Idet(Z'(t))lé/Z(t) =u)pzs(u)dt

holds true.

We will be particularly interested in the function { = 157,<, for some
v € R. We will see later on that it satisfies the above conditions under
certain hypotheses on the process Z.

3. First derivative, first form. Our main goals in this and the next sec-
tion are to prove existence and regularity of the derivative of the function
u~> Fr(u) and, at the same time, that it satisfies some implicit formulae
that can be used to provide bounds on it. In the following we assume that
I is a d-dimensional C* manifold embedded in RY, N >d. o and & are
respectively the geometric measures on I and 01. Unless explicit statement
of the contrary is made, the topology on I will be the relative topology.

In this section we prove formula (10) for Fj(u)—which we call “first
form”—which is valid for A-almost every u, under strong regularity con-
ditions on the paths of the process X. In fact, the hypothesis that X is
Gaussian is only used in the Rice formula itself and in Lemma 3.1 which
gives a bound for the joint density px(s) x(),x(s),x'(+)- In both places, one
can substitute Gaussianity by appropriate conditions that permit to obtain
similar results.

More generally, it is easy to see that inequality (9) is valid under quite
general non-Gaussian conditions and implies that we have the following up-
per bound for the density of the distribution of the random variable M;:

Fi(w) < [ BG(X(0)/X (1) = 0. X' () = 0)pxo.x000 (u,0)o(d)
©

+ 8IE(51()~(”(t))/X(t) —u, X'(t) = 0) (u,0)a(dt),

Pxw.x @
where the function §' has been defined in the statement of Theorem 2.3 and
X denotes the restriction of X to the boundary OI.

Even for d =1 (one-parameter processes) and X Gaussian and stationary,
inequality (9) provides reasonably good upper bounds for F}(u) [see Diebolt
and Posse (1996) and Azais and Wschebor (2001)]. We will see an example
for d =2 at the end of this section.

In the next section, we are able to prove that Fy(u) is a C' function
and that formula (10) can be essentially simplified by getting rid of the
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conditional expectation, thus obtaining the “second form” for the derivative.
This is done under weaker regularity conditions but the assumption that X
is Gaussian becomes essential.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let X:I — R be a real-valued stochastic process de-
fined on a subset of R%. We will say that X satisfies condition (Hy), k a
positive integer, if the following three conditions hold true:

(i) X is Gaussian;
(ii) a.s. the paths of X are of class C¥;
(iii) for any choice of pairwise different values of the parameter t1,...,t,,

the joint distribution of the random variables X (t1),..., X (tn), X' (t1),..., X' (t,), ..., X®) (t1), ...

has maximum rank.
The next proposition shows that there exist processes that satisty (Hy).

PROPOSITION 3.1.  Let X = {X(t):t € R% be a centered stationary Gaus-
sian process having continuous spectral density f~. Assume that fX(x) >0
for every x € R? and that for any o >0 fX(z) < Cyollz||~™ holds true
for some constant C, and all x € R®. Then, X satisfies (Hy) for every
k=1,2,....

Proor. The proof is an adaptation of the proof of a related result for
d=1 [Cramér and Leadbetter (1967), page 203]; see Azais and Wschebor
(2002). O

THEOREM 3.1 (First derivative, first form). Let X :I — R be a Gaussian
process, I a C*° compact d-dimensional manifold. Assume that X verifies
(Hy) for every k=1,2,....

Then, the function u ~» Fr(u) is absolutely continuous and its Radon—
Nikodym derivative is given for almost every u by

Fi(u) = (—1)d/IE(det(X”(t))]lMlgu/X(t) =u, X'(t)=0)
X px(t),x(t) (U, 0)o(dt)

(" [ E(et(X7 () a0/ X (1) = 0. X' (1) = 0)

X Doy (005 ().

PROOF. For u < v and S (resp. S) a subset of I (resp. dI), let us denote
My(S)=t{t € S:u< X(t) <v,X'(t)=0,X"(t) < 0},

M,,(S)=t{teS:u<X(t)<v,X'(t)=0,X"(t) < 0}.

, X )
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Step 1. Let h >0 and consider the increment
Fr(u) — Fr(u—h)
=P{M; <u} NV [{My_pu(l) > 1} U{M,_4 (1) > 1})).
Let us prove that
(11) P(My-nu(l) > 1, My_pu(0T) > 1) =0(h)  as h|0.
In fact, for 6 > 0,

P(Mu—h,u(j) > 17Mu—h,u(8[) > 1)
(12) .
< E(Mu—h,u(l—é)Mu—h,u(aI)) + E(Mu—h,u(l \ 1—6))'
The first term in the right-hand side of (12) can be computed by means
of a Rice-type formula, and it can be expressed as

/ o (dt) (di) / du di
I,(; xXOI u—nh

x B(6Y(X"(t)64(X" (1)) /X (t) =2, X (1) = 2, X' (t) = 0, X' ({) = 0)

<Py o, 30x0.% 0@ T 0:0)
where the function §' has been defined in Theorem 2.3.

Since in this integral ||t —#| > §, the integrand is bounded and the integral
is O(h?).

For the second term in (12) we apply the Rice formula again. Taking into
account that the boundary of I is smooth and compact, we get

E(MU—h,u(I \ I—5))

=/ o(dt) E(6N (X" (1)) /X (t) = 2, X'(t) = 0)px(p),x7 (1) (%, 0) da
IN_s u—h

< (const)ho (I \ I_s) < (const)hd,

where the constant does not depend on A and §. Since § > 0 can be chosen
arbitrarily small, (11) follows and we may write as h — 0:

F](u) — F](u — h)
=P (M <, My_po(I) > 1) + P(My < u, My_po(0) > 1) + o(h).

Note that the foregoing argument also implies that F7 is absolutely con-
tinuous with respect to Lebesgue measure and that the density is bounded
above by the right-hand side of (10). In fact,

FI(U) - FI(U - h) < P(Mu—h,u(j) 2 1) + P(Mu—h,u(al) > 1)

<E(My—pu(I)) + BE(My_p.,(01))
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and it is enough to apply the Rice formula to each one of the expectations
on the right-hand side.

The delicate part of the proof consists in showing that we have equality
in (10).

Step 2. For g:1 — R we put [|g||cc = sup;cr|g(t)] and if k is a non-
negative integer, ||9llco,k = SUP, kot thy<k [|Ok1 ko, ka9l For fixed v >
0 (to be chosen later on) and h > 0,we denote by Ej = {||X|/cca <h77}.
Because of the Landau—Shepp—Fernique inequality [see Landau and Shepp
(1970) or Fernique (1975)] there exist positive constants C7,C5 such that

P(E{) < Crexp[~Coh ™ =0(h)  as h—0,

so that to have (10) it suffices to show that, as h — 0,

(13) E(Mu-nalD) =Ty, (ioilan<ulls,) = olh),

(14) E([My—pu(0I) — :“‘Muih’u(a[)ZJ]lMISull‘Eh) = o(h).

We prove (13). Equation (14) can be proved in a similar way.
Put My_p = My—_n(I). We have, on applying the Rice formula for the
second factorial moment,

E(IMu-nu—1n,_p, o >11 10 <ulEy,)
(15)

< B(Mupa(Maeppa — 1)1p,) = / Ay o(ds)o(dt),
IxI

where

As,t = // d:l?l dl‘Q
u—h

16) x E(| det (X"(s)) det (X" (£)) [ Lxn(s)<0,x7 () <0 LB,/ X (5) = 71,
X(t) =29, X'(s)=0,X'(t) =0)

X PX(s),X(t),X'(s),X"(t) (71,22,0,0).

Our goal is to prove that A, is o(h) as h | 0 uniformly on s,t. Note that
when s,¢ vary in a domain of the form Djs:={t,s € I:||t —s|| > d} for some
d >0, then the Gaussian distribution in (16) is nondegenerate and A
is bounded by (const)h?, the constant depending on the minimum of the
determinant: det Var(X (s), X (¢), X'(s), X'(t)), for s,t € Ds.

So it is enough to prove that As; = o(h) for ||t — s|| small, and we may
assume that s and t are in the same chart (U, ¢). Writing the process in this
chart, we may assume that I is a ball or a half ball in R?. Let s,t be two such
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points, and define the process Y =Y*! by Y (7) = X (s +7(t — s));7 € [0,1].
Under the conditioning one has
V(0)=z1, Y()=z, Y'(0)=Y'(1)=0,
Y(0) = X"(s)[(t —s),(t—s)],  Y'(1)=X"(®)[(t —s),(t —s)].
Consider the interpolation polynomial @) of degree 3 such that
Q)==z1, Q)=z2, Q(0)=Q'(1)=0.
Check that
Q) =1+ (12 —21)y’(3-2y),  Q"(0)=-Q"(1) =6(z2 — x1).
Denote Z(7) =Y (1) — Q(7),0 <7 < 1. Under the conditioning, one has

Z(0)=2Z(1)=2Z'(0) = Z'(1) =0 and if also the event Ej occurs, an ele-
mentary calculation shows that for 0 <7 <1,
7(4) vy ()
(17) |Z"(7)| < sup ﬂ = sup w < (const)||t — s||*h 7.
ref0,1] 2! ref,1] 2!
On the other hand, check that if A is a positive semidefinite symmetric
d x d real matrix and v; is a vector of Euclidean norm equal to 1, then the
inequality

(18) det(A) < (Avy,vp) det(B)
holds true, where B is the (d — 1) x (d — 1) matrix B = (((Avj,vg)));k=2,...4d
and {v1,v2,...,v4} is an orthonormal basis of R containing vy .

Assume X” ( ) is negative definite, and that the event Ej occurs. We
can apply (18) to the matrix A = —X”(s) and the unit vector vy = (t —

s)/||t — s||. Note that in that case, the elements of matrix B are of the form
(—X"(s)vj,vx), hence bounded by (const)h™7. So,

det[—X"(s)] < (—X"(s)v1,v1)Cq h™ @07 = C[Y"(0)] ||t — s]|2h~ =1,

the constant C; depending only on the dimension d.
Similarly, if X”(¢) is negative definite, and the event Ej occurs, then

det[— X" ()] < Ca[Y"'(1)] ||t — s[|72A~ (17,
Hence, if C is the condition {X (s) =21, X (t) = z2, X'(s) =0, X'(t) = 0},
E(| det(X"(s))det (X" (£))|Lx7(s)<0,x7(1)<01E, /C)
< C3 B2 g R(Y " (0)] [ ()] 1, /C)

// 2
< 0wt st [T e)

// 1"
= g w2 ﬂ Ls,/C)

< (const)C3 B2 ||t — s|*.
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We now turn to the density in (15) using the following lemma which is
similar to Lemma 4.3, page 76, in Piterbarg (1996a). The proof is omitted.

LEMMA 3.1. Forall s,tel,
(19) [t = s px(s).x(0),.x7(5).x7(1)(0,0,0,0) < D,

where D is a constant.

Back to the proof of the theorem, to bound the expression in (15) we use
Lemma 3.1 and the bound on the conditional expectation, thus obtaining

E(Mu—h,u(Mu—h,u - 1)]]-Eh)
(20) < (const)C? h_2d7D// |t — ||~ dsdt // dxy dzo
IxI u—h

< (const)h? 24

since the function (s,t) ~ ||t — s||~%*! is Lebesgue-integrable in I x I. The
last constant depends only on the dimension d and the set I. Taking v small
enough, (13) follows. [

EXAMPLE. Let {X(s,t)} be a real-valued two-parameter Gaussian, cen-
tered stationary isotropic process with covariance I'. Assume that I'(0) =
1 and that the spectral measure p is absolutely continuous with density
p(ds,dt) = f(p)dsdt, p= (s> +12)"/2. Assume further that J, = ;" p* f(p) dp <
oo, for 1 < k <5. Our aim is to give an explicit upper bound for the density
of the probability distribution of M; where I is the unit disc. Using (9)
which is a consequence of Theorem 3.1 and the invariance of the law of the
process, we have

Fi(u) < 7BE(6'(X"(0,0))/X(0,0) = u, X'(0,0) = (0,0))
(1) X Px(0,0),x"(0,0) (1, (0,0))

+27B(04 (X" (1,0)) /X (1,0) = u, X'(1,0) = 0)

Px(1,0),X(1,0) (u,0)

=1+ Is.

We denote by X, X', X” the value of the different processes at some point
(s,t); by X2, X!, X/, the entries of the matrix X”; and by ¢ and ® the
standard normal density and distribution.

One can easily check that: X’ is independent of X and X”, and has vari-
ance m.J3ly; X[ is independent of X, X" X7 and X};, and has variance §J5.
Conditionally on X = u, the random variables X/, and X}, have

expectation: —mJ3;
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variance: ?%Jg) — (wJ3)*;
. ™ 2
covariance: ZJE, — (wJ3)~.
We obtain
9 1/2
o= et)| (s — () low) + s (bu) .
3
with b= (3ﬂ/4J5f‘(];J3)2)1/2 . As for I} we remark that, conditionally on X = u,

X!+ X}, and X!, — X} are independent, so that a direct computation gives

1

I =——
! 8711]3(’0

7TJ5
(WE| (am — 2mJu)? = T2 08 + 1)1 ey <m0
(22

x 1 J
{(am —2mJ3u)? =252 (ng+n3)>0} |’

where 71,72, 73 are standard independent normal random variables and o =
2mJ5 — 472 J3. Finally we get

V2r

[ =
! 87TJ3CP

(u) /OOO[(a2 +a* — ?2%)®(a — cx)

+ [2a0 — o?(a — cx)]p(a — cx)|ze(z) dr,

with a =2nJ3u, c¢= ”TJE’.

4. First derivative, second form. We choose, once for this entire section,
a finite atlas A for I. Then, to every t € I it is possible to associate a fixed
chart that will be denoted (U, ¢¢). When t € 01, ¢+(U;) can be chosen to
be a half ball with ¢.(¢) belonging to the hyperplane limiting this half ball.
For t € I, let V; be an open neighborhood of ¢ whose closure is included in
Uy and let ¢ be a C* function such that ¢, =1 on V;; ¢, =0 on Uf.

1. For every t € I and s € I we define the normalization n(t,s) in the fol-
lowing way:

(a) For s € V;, we set “in the chart” (U, ¢;),ni(t,s) = 5|s —t||>. By
“in the chart” we mean that ||s —¢t|| is in fact ||¢:(t) — di(s)]|-
(b) For general s, we set n(t,s) =(s)ny(t,s) + (1 —e(s)).

Note that in the flat case, when the dimension d of the manifold is equal
to the dimension N of the ambient space, the simpler definition n(t,s) =
+||s — t||* works.
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2. For every t € 9I and s € I, we set ni(t,s) = |(s — t)n| + ||s — t||?, where
(s —t)n is the normal component of (s —t) with respect to the hyperplane
delimiting the half ball ¢;(U;). The rest of the definition is the same.

DEFINITION 4.1.  We will say that f is helix-function—or an h-function—
on I with pole t € I satisfying hypothesis (Hyy), k integer, k> 1, if:

(i) f is a bounded C* function on I\ {t}.
(i) f(s):=n(t,s)f(s) can be prolonged as function of class C* on I.

DEFINITION 4.2. In the same way X is called an h-process with pole
t € I satisfying hypothesis (H;y), k integer, k > 1, if:

(i) Z is a Gaussian process with C* paths on I\ {t}.

(ii) For t € I, Z(s) :=n(t,s)Z(s) can be prolonged as a process of class
CF on I, with Z(t) =0, Z'(t) =0, If 51,...,5,, are pairwise different points
of I'\ {t}, then the distribution of Z?(t),...,Z®(t), Z(s1),..., 2% (s1),..., 2" (s;n)
does not degenerate.

(iii) For t € OI; Z(s) :=n(t,s)Z(s) can be prolonged as a process of class
CF on I with Z(t) =0, Z/(t) =0, and if sq, ..., s, are pairwise different points
of I'\ {t}, then the distribution of Z/y (t), Z?(t),..., 2% (t), Z(s1),...,Z%) (s1),..., 2% (s,,)
does not degenerate. Z'y () is the derivative normal to the boundary of I at
t.

We use the terms “h-function” and “h-process” since the function and
the paths of the process need not extend to a continuous function at the
point t. However, the definition implies the existence of radial limits at ¢.
So the process may take the form of a helix around t.

LEMMA 4.1. Let X be a process satisfying (Hy,k > 2), and let f be a
CF function I —R.
(a) Fortel, set for s€ I,s#t,

X(s) = agX () + (bs, X' (1)) +n(t, )X (s),

where a’, and bl are the regression coefficients.
In the same way, set

F(s)=alf(t)+ (b, f'(t) +nlt,s)f(s),

using the regression coefficients associated to X.
(b) Fort€ dl, s€T,s#t, set

X(s)= ng(t) + (5@,)?’(15)) + n(t, s)Xt(s)
and

Fls)=agf(t) + (b, F'() +n(t s) 1 (s).
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Then s ~ X'(s) and s ~ fi'(s) are, respectively, an h-process and an
h-function with pole t satisfying Hy .

PROOF. We give the proof in the case t € I, the other one being similar.
In fact, the quantity denoted by X'(s) is just X(s) — al X (¢) — (b%, X'(¢)).
On L?(2, P), let II be the projector on the orthogonal complement to the
subspace generated by X (t), X'(t). Using a Taylor expansion,

X(s)=X(t) + ((s =), X'(t))

1
+ ||t — 3H2/0 X"((1 = a)t+ as)[v,v](1 — a) da,

with v = ”zj”. This implies that

1
(23 X'(s)=11[le~ 5| [ X" a)t+as)lvel(1 - a)dal,
0
which gives the result due to the nondegeneracy condition. [

We state now an extension of Ylvisaker’s (1968) theorem on the regularity
of the distribution of the maximum of a Gaussian process which we will use
in the proof of Theorem 4.2 and which might have some interest in itself.

THEOREM 4.1. Let Z:T — R be a Gaussian separable process on some
parameter set T and denote by M% = sup,c Z(t) which is (a random vari-
able) taking values in RU{+o0}. Assume that there exists og >0, m_ > —o0
such that

m(t)=E(Z;) >m_, o?(t) = Var(Z;) > o}

for every t € T. Then the distribution of the random variable M% is the
sum of an atom at +o0o and a—possibly defective—probability measure on
R which has a locally bounded density.

PROOF. Suppose first that X : T — R is a Gaussian separable process
satisfying Var(X;) =1, E(X;) > 0, for every ¢t € T'. A close look at Ylvisaker’s
(1968) proof shows that the distribution of the supremum M~ has a density
purx that satisfies

exp(—u?/2)
(24) parx (w) <P(u) = T oxp(—2/2) dv for every u € R.

Let now Z satisfy the hypotheses of the theorem. For given a,b € R, a < b,
choose A € RT so that |a] < A and consider the process

Zt)—a |m_|+A
o(t) + oy

X(t) =
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Clearly, for every t €T,
m(t)—a |m_|+A - ~|m—[+a n Im_|+ A -
o(t) o o0 oo
and Var(X(t)) = 1. So that (24) holds for the process X.
On the other hand, the statement follows from the inclusion:

|m_|—|—A<]MX< |m_|—|—A+b—a}
o) - o) 00 ’

E(X (1) =

0,

{a<MZ§b}C{

which implies
(Im—|+A)/o0+(b—a)/o0

P{a<M?<b} < / Y(u) du
(Jm—|+A4)/o0

b1 — |+ A
:/ _¢(v a+|m_|+ )dv. -
a 00 00
Set now 3(t) = 1. The key point is that, due to regression formulae, under

the condition {X(t) =u, X'(t) =0} the event
Ay(X,B) :={X(s) <u,Vsel}

coincides with the event
Ay (X BY) = {X"(s) < B'(s)u, Vs € I\ {t}},
where X! and ¢ are the h-process and the h-function defined in Lemma

4.1.

THEOREM 4.2 (First derivative, second form). Let X :I — R be a Gaus-
sian process, I a C™ compact manifold contained in R*. Assume that X has
paths of class C? and for s #t the triplet (X (s), X (t),X'(t)) in R x R x R¢
has a nondegenerate distribution. Then, the result of Theorem 3.1 is valid,
the derivative Fj(u) given by relation (10) can be written as

FHw) = (-1 [ BLet (X"(0) ~ 8 (1)L, v 0]
X px(1),x' (1) (u, 0)o (dt)

+(=1)%1 [ Eldet X" (1) = B" (t)yulla, (xe 91)]

X pX(t),j(v’ () (ua 0)&(dt)

and this expression is continuous as a function of u.
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The notation X t//(t) should be understood in the sense that we first define
X! and then calculate its second derivative along OI.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.2. As a first step, assume that the process X
satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1, which are stronger that those in the
present theorem.

We prove that the first term in (10) can be rewritten as the first term
n (25). One can proceed in a similar way with the second term, mutatis
mutandis. For that purpose, use the remark just before the statement of
Theorem 4.2 and the fact that under the condition {X (t) = u, X'(t) = 0},
X"(t) is equal to X¥'(t) — " (t)u.

Replacing in the conditional expectation in (10) and on account of the
Gaussianity of the process, we get rid of the conditioning and obtain the
first term in (25). We now study the continuity of u ~» F}(u). The variable
u appears at three locations:

(i) in the density px () x/()(u,0), which is clearly continuous,
(i) in
E[det (X" (t) — 8" (t)u)La,,(xt 51,
where it occurs twice: in the first factor and in the indicator function.

Due to the integrability of the supremum of bounded Gaussian processes,
it is easy to prove that this expression is continuous as a function of the first
U.

As for the u in the indicator function, set

(26) & =det (Kt”(t) — ﬁt”(t)v)

and, for h >0, consider the quantity E[£,14,(x¢st)] — E[&Ta, ,(xt,89],
which is equal to

27)  Ellaxesnannxesn] = EléoLa, e snanxen)-

Apply Schwarz’s inequality to the first term in (27):
BlévLa,oxr g, nx,s0] < BEP{ALX', B\ Au-n(XT, 59}

The event A, (X!, 81)\ Ay_n(X?, B) can be described as

Vse I\{t}: X' (s)—B'(s)u<0; Jsg € I\ {t}: X"(s0) — B (s0)(u—h) > 0.

This implies that 5*(sg) > 0 and that —||5"[lech < supsep g X*(s) = *(s)u <
0. Now, observe that our improved version of Ylvisaker’s theorem (Theorem
4.1) applies to the process s ~ X*(s) — 3!(s)u defined on I'\ {t}. This implies
that the first term in (27) tends to zero as h | 0. An analogous argument
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applies to the second term. Finally, the continuity of F7(u) follows from the
fact that one can pass to the limit under the integral sign in (25).

To complete the proof we still have to show that the added hypotheses
are in fact unnecessary for the validity of the conclusion. Suppose now that
the process X satisfies only the hypotheses of the theorem and define

(28) X5 (t) = Ze(t) +eY (1),

where for each € > 0, Z. is a real-valued Gaussian process defined on I,
measurable with respect to the o-algebra generated by {X(t):t € I}, pos-
sessing C* paths and such that almost surely Z.(t), Z.(t), ZZ(t) converge
uniformly on I to X(t),X'(t), X" (t), respectively, as ¢ | 0. One standard
form to construct such an approximation process Z. is to use a C* parti-
tion of the unity on I and to approximate locally the composition of a chart
with the function X by means of a convolution with a C* kernel.

In (28), Y denotes the restriction to I of a Gaussian centered stationary
process satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition 3.1, defined on RY, and
independent of X. Clearly X¢ satisfies condition (Hy) for every k, since
it has C* paths and the independence of both terms in (28) ensures that
X¢ inherits from Y the nondegeneracy condition in Definition 3.1. So, if
M7 =maxycr X°(t) and Ff(u) =P{M; <u}, one has

Ff'(u) = (=1)1 /1 E[det (X=(t) — B (t)u)La,, (xet go)]

X pxe(r),xe (1) (u, 0)o(dt)

+ (=" [ Eldet (X7 (0) - B
ol -

etn

(t)u)a, (xet gty

XD e (), Ko (1) (u,0)a(dt).

We want to pass to the limit as £ L 0 in (29). We prove that the right-hand
side is bounded if € is small enough and converges to a continuous function
of u as € | 0. Since Mj — M, this implies that the limit is continuous and
coincides with Fj(u) by a standard argument on convergence of densities.
We consider only the first term in (29); the second is similar.

The convergence of X. and its first and second derivative, together with
the nondegeneracy hypothesis, imply that uniformly on ¢ € I, as ¢ ] 0,
Px=(t),x= () (4, 0) = Px (), x7(t) (1, 0). The same kind of argument can be used
for det( X="(t) — B (t)u), on account of the form of the regression coeffi-
cients and the definitions of X* and . The only difficulty is to prove that,
for fixed u, B

(30) P{C.AC}—0 as €0,
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where C. = A, (X, 3, C = A, (X!, 3Y).
We prove that

(31) a.s. 1o, = 1¢ asel0,

which implies (30). First of all, note that the event

L={ swp (X'(s) = B'(s)u) =0
sel\{t}

has zero probability, as already mentioned. Second, from the definition of
X*(s) and the hypothesis, it follows that, as € | 0, X*!(s), 3!(s) converge
to X(s), 8 (s) uniformly on I\ {t}. Now, if w ¢ C, there exists 5§ = 5(w) €
I'\ {t} such that X*(5) — 8*(5)u >0 and for € > 0 small enough, one has
X¢4(5) — 8%4(5)u > 0, which implies that w ¢ C..

On the other hand, let w € C'\ L. This implies that

sup (X'(s) — p(s)u) <0.
sel\{t}

From the above-mentioned uniform convergence, it follows that if € > 0 is
small enough, then supep g (X (s) — 8 (s)u) < 0, hence w € C... Equation
(31) follows.

So, we have proved that the limit as € | 0 of the first term in (29) is equal
to the first term in (25).

It remains only to prove that the first term in (25) is a continuous
function of u. For this purpose, it suffices to show that the function u ~~
P{A, (X 3"} is continuous. This is a consequence of the inequality

[P{Aun(X", 87} — P{AL(X", 8)}]

<p{| swp (x'(s) - o] < ] sup 15651}

seI\{t} sel\{t}
and of Theorem 4.1, applied once again to the process s ~ X'(s) — 5¢(s)u
defined on I'\ {t}. O

5. Asymptotic expansion of F’(u) for large u.

COROLLARY 5.1.  Suppose that the process X satisfies the conditions of
Theorem 4.2 and that in addition E(X;) =0 and Var(X;) =1.
Then, as u— 400, F'(u) is equivalent to

d

e [ (deta®) P,

. e

where A(t) is the variance—covariance matrixz of X'(t).
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Note that (32) is in fact the derivative of the bound for the distribution
function that can be obtained by Rice’s method [Azais and Delmas (2002)]

or by the expected Euler characteristic method [Taylor, Takemura and Adler
(2004)].

PROOF OF COROLLARY 5.1.  Set r(s,t) := E(X(s), X (¢)), and fori,j =1,d,

ri.(s,t) = %r(s,t),

2 82
ij.(s,t) = t ij(8,t) i= ——F— t).
TZ]7(87 ) 887; aSjr(s’ )7 TZ,](S’ ) 887; atjr('s? )
For every t,i and j, r;(t,t) =0, Ajj(t) = rij(t,t) = —r;j.(t,t). Thus X(¢)
and X'(t) are independent. Regression formulae imply that al = r(s,t),

Bi(s) = 1;(8(2)8 ) This implies that B'(t) = A(t) and that the possible lim-
its values of S%(s) as s —t are in the set {vTA(t)v:v € S¥1}. Due to the
nondegeneracy condition these quantities are minorized by a positive con-
stant. On the other hand, for s # ¢, 8%(s) > 0. This shows that for every t € I
one has infsc; B(s) > 0. Since for every ¢ € I the process X! is bounded, it

follows that a.s. 14, (xt gty — 1 as u — +o0. Also
det (X" (t) — B (t)u) =~ (—1)* det(A(t))u’.

Dominated convergence shows that the first term in (25) is equivalent to

/ u det(A")(2m) "2 /2 (2m) 92 (det (A1) /2 dt
I

ul

o —u?/2 t\\1/2
= Gy /1 (det(A)2 dt.

The same kind of argument shows that the second term is O(ud_le_uz/ 2),
which completes the proof. [J
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