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Abstract

We consider vector valued, unit variance Gaussian processes y defined over piecewise C2
stratified manifolds M and consider the geometry of their (random) excursion sets M Ny~ D
for D a stratified subset of Euclidean space. In particular, we develop an explicit formula
for the expectation of all the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of these sets. This formula has an
interpretation as a version of the classic kinematic fundamental formula of Integral Geome-
try, in which integration over the isometry group with respect to Haar measure is replaced
by integration over a function space with respect to an appropriate Gaussian measure.

Particularly novel is the method of proof, based on approximating the Gaussian processes
by processes on spheres, the orthonormal expansions of which have (random) coefficients on
the n-sphere. The n — oo limit is handled via recent extensions of the classic Poincaré limit
theorem.

1 Introduction

Our problem lies somewhere between the realms of Probability Theory and Integral and Differ-

ential Geometry, although one of its primary motivations comes from Applied Statistics.

It lies in Probability Theory because the basic objects with which we shall work are R* valued

random processes f, defined over parameter spaces M.

The geometry enters in two ways. The first is via M, which we shall take to be a Whitney
stratified manifold satisfying some side conditions. The second is that we shall primarily be

concerned with the (random) excursion sets

A(f,M,D) 2 {te M: f(t) € D}, (1.1)
where D is also a suitable Whitney stratified submanifold, this time in R¥.
Our aim is to study the global geometry of excursion sets, as measured through their Lipschitz-

Killing curvatures, £;(A(f, M; D)), j =0,...,dim(M). In particular, since these curvatures are

random variables, we shall be interested in computing their expectations.
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We cannot do this for all f. For a start, both M and f will both have to be smooth enough
(C? with some side conditions will suffice) for basic Differential Geometric techniques to be
applicable. Furthermore, we shall need some distributional assumptions on f. As a first step,
we take f =y = (y1,...,yx) : M — RF to be a random process, the components of which are
independent, identically distributed (hereafter i.i.d.) centered Gaussian processes of constant
variance, which we take to be 1. For such a y we shall prove that

dimM —1

BAC(AGLD)) = > || m 00 My(D), (12)

j=0
where the combinatorial flag coefficients are defined below at (6.8) and the ./\/l}, defined in
Section 9.3, are certain (Gaussian) Minkowski functionals that, to a certain extent, play the
role of Lipschitz-Killing curvatures in Gauss space. The Lipschitz-Killing curvatures on both
sides of (1.2) are computed with respect to a specific Riemannian metric induced on M by the
component processes y;. Note, however, that L£(A) is the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of A,

and so independent of any Riemannian structure. (cf. Theorem 5.1 for a formal statement of

(1.2).)

The general structure of (1.2) has significant implications for a class of problems out of the purely
Gaussian scenario. Taking F : R¥ — R to be piecewise C?, again along with appropriate side

conditions, and defining a (now non-Gaussian) process

@) = Fy®) = Fyu(t), ..., yr(t)), (1.3)

with y Gaussian as above, it follows immediately from (1.2) that

dimM —i

E{Li (Au(f, M)} = > [’jj} (2m) /2 Ligi (M) M](F~ [u, +00)), (1.4)
j=0
where, for a real valued f,
Au(f, M) 2 A(f, M, [u,00)) = {t€M: f(t)>u}. (1.5)

Non-Gaussian processes of the form (1.3) appear naturally in a wide variety of statistical ap-
plications of smooth random fields (e.g. [2, 3, 4, 23, 27, 28, 29] with an excellent introductory
review in [30]) but in this paper we want to place a different, inherently geometric, interpretation

on the central result (1.2).

Recall the Kinematic Fundamental Formula (henceforth KFF) of Integral Geometry, which, in

its simplest form, states that for nice subsets M; and Ms of R™,

n—

Z [l H} [ ] h L (M) L (M), (1.6)
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where G, is the isometry group of R with Haar measure v, normalised so that, for any € R™
and any Borel A C R",
Un ({gn € Gy : gnz € A}) = H,(A), (1.7)

where H,, is n-dimensional Hausdorff measure. (See [16, 22] for M; elements of the convex ring

or similar, and [7] for more esoteric M; in the spirit of this paper.)

Now reconsider (1.2). Taking (€, F,PP) as the probability space on which y lives, (1.2) can be
rewritten as
dimM —i

/Qci (M (y)™'D) dPw) = 5 [ljj} (27)9/2L:; (M) M](D). (1.8)

=0

Written this way, it is clear on comparing (1.6) and (1.8) that our main result can now be
interpreted as a KFF over Gaussian function space, rather than over the isometry group on
Euclidean space. We find this interpretation novel and intruiging, bridging as it does between a

probabilistic problem with a geometric answer of classic form.

The result (1.2) has a long history. Indeed, if M is the simple interval [0, 1], y is real valued
and stationary, and D = [u,00), then (1.2) is essentially the famous Rice formula, which gives
the mean number of upcrossings of the level u by f, and dates back to 1954 [20]. Since 1954
there have been tens, if not hundreds, of papers extending the original Rice formula in many
ways, with the developments up until 1980 summarised in [1]. More recently, there was a series
of papers by Worsley (eg. [27, 28, 29, 31]) that were important precursors to the general theory
presented in this paper. However, the first precursor to (1.2), at the level of processes over
manifolds, appeared only in 2002 in [25], where we considered only the first Lipschitz-Killing
curvature Lo(Ay(f, M)) and then only for real valued y. In [24] one of us (JET) extended this to
vector valued y, which allowed for the derivation of the far more general, and far more beautiful,
(1.2), although in [24] the manifold M was required to have a C? boundary and only the case of
Ly was treated. The main technical difference between these two earlier papers and the current
one, therefore, is the extension to all Lipschitz-Killing curvatures and to processes over more
general geometric structures. Far more significant, however, is the difference in the method of
proof. The proofs in the current paper are new, and far more geometric than the earlier ones.
In particular, the proof in [24] progressed primarily by evaluating both sides of (1.2) and then
showing that they were equivalent. The current proof starts on the left hand side and, eventually,
yields the right hand side. The geometric nature of the current proof also explains why the two

sides should be equal.

The proof of (1.2) is, unfortunately, not short and involves a wider collection of techniques
than one might expect given the simplicity of the problem and the conciseness of the answer.

Nevertheless, we found it rather interesting in its own right lying, as it does, somewhere between



Probability and Geometry. In particular, we found the Gaussian Crofton formula of Theorem
11.1, which is new and seems to have no predecesor beyond the much simpler classical Crofton

formula, especially interesting, also outside of the context of the current paper.

2 A plan of action

This paper is, in essence, divided into three parts. We shall start the first, in Section 3, with
setting the geometric basis for our results, by defining what class of manifolds M we shall
be considering, and then defining the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures £; and Gaussian Minkowski
functionals ./\/l; in Section 4. In Section 5 we shall discuss Gaussian random processes, y, on
manifolds and introduce a natural Riemannian metric g that y induces on its parameter space.
Once this is done, then at very least all the terms in (1.2) will be clearly defined, and we shall
be able to state the formal result as Theorem 5.1. A reader interested in the result but not the

proof need read no further.

The second part of the paper covers Sections 6-9, in which we prove the main result of the paper
for a specific rotationally invariant process restricted to submanifolds of the n-sphere. This is
the most interesting part of the paper, and contains not only new results but, more importantly,

a conceptually new way of looking at things.

However, even for this specific choice of process, chosen primarily for its simplicity, the computa-
tions are far from trivial and so we approach them in an indirect fashion. In particular, we shall
start by looking at non-Gaussian processes with finite expansions and with coefficients coming
from random variables distributed uniformly over high dimensional spheres. This will enable us
to take expectations using an appropriate version of the KFF on spheres. These preliminary

expectations are computed in Section 7, after we formulate the requisite KFF in Section 6.

The passage from this scenario to the Gaussian one will be via a limit theorem for projections
of uniform random variables on the n-sphere as n — oo, historically associated with the name of
Poincaré, although we shall need a slight extension of some more recent versions due to Diaconis
and Freedman [9] and their generalisations to matrices in [10]. Poincaré’s result is also given in
Section 6 and applied to our setting in Section 9, after first seeing how it works in the case of
the Euler-Poincaré characteristic, £y, and for real valued y, in Section 8. It is only in Section 9,

however, that we shall finally see how the M arise in (1.2) in arbitrary dimensions.

The third part of the paper commences in Section 10, where we shall claim that mean Lipschitz-



Killing curvatures of excursion sets must be of the form

dim M —1¢
E{Li (A(y, M,D))} = Y Liy;(M)p(i,j,D), (2.1)
=0

where p depends on all the parameters displayed, but not on the distribution of the underlying
Gaussian processes y;. (The distribution of y does, however, enter into this equation, since all
the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures are computed with respect to the Riemannian metric g that it
induces on M.) With (2.1) established we argue that the general result (1.2) then follows from

a combination of (2.1) and the special case of Section 9.

In Section 11 we make the argument that it actually suffices to establish a result like (2.1) when
i = 0; i.e. for the Euler-Poincaré characteristic £o. This claim is based on a new version of
the classical Crofton formula, which shows how to derive information about Lipschitz-Killing
curvatures from their ‘cross-sections’ with random manifolds. As noted above, we believe this
result to be of interest well beyond our use of it. With this result in hand, we give a prove of
(2.1) in Section 12. The proofs in Sections 10-12 are not as full as those in the second part of the
paper, for two reasons. The main one is that many of the arguments here rely on perturbations
of previous arguments in the study of Gaussian fields, and so, unlike those in the preceeding
sections, are not conceptually new. The second is that to give them in full would probably

double the length of the paper.

Finally, in Sections 13 and 14 we establish some technical lemmas required to complete some of

the earlier proofs.

3 Stratified manifolds

We have two main aims in this section. The first is to set up notation for, and to be more specific
about, the stratified manifolds M that appeared in the Introduction. The second aim is to say

a few words about Morse theory.

3.1 Stratified manifolds

We start with what are known as Whitney stratified spaces, for which our basic references are
Goresky and MacPherson [13] and Pflaum [19], and for which we need a C* ambient manifold
M. Then M C M is called a C', | < k, stratified manifold if there exists a partition Z of M such
that each piece, or stratum, S € Z is an embedded C! submanifold of M , without boundary,
and for R, S € Z,if RN'S # () then R C S. In such a case R is said to be incident to S. There
is a natural partial order on Z, namely R < Sif R C S.



We shall usually collect all strata of dimension j together, and write their union as 9;M, 0 <

j < dim(M), so that we can write M as the disjoint union

dim M
M= |J oM. (3.1)
j=0

In a chart (U, ) on M containing ¢, a stratified space (M, Z) is said to satisfy Whitney condition
(B) at t € S if the following is satisfied for every S < S:

(B) Let t, — t and s, — t be such that ¢, € S,s, € §, for all n. Furthermore, suppose
that the sequence of line segments ¢(t,,)@(s,) converges in projective space to a line £ and
the sequence of tangent spaces Tsng converges in the natural Grassmannian to a subspace
T C Tt1\7. Then, ¢, 1(¢) C 7. A limit of tangent spaces Tsng is called a generalised tangent

space.

A stratified manifold (M, Z) is called a Whitney stratified manifold if it satisfies Whitney condi-
tion (B) at every t € M. These are the basic manifolds with which we shall work, although we
shall also require a little more regularity, obtained by generalising somewhat the ‘cone’ structure

of [19], who has the following definition for the case m = 0 (i.e. for homeomorphisms).

Definition 3.1 Let M C M be a C' stratified manifold with stratification (Z,S), with I a non-
negative integer. Then M is said to be a cone manifold of class C' and depth 0 if it is the
topological sum of countably many connected C' manifolds (without boundary), the strata S of

which are the unions of connected components of equal dimension.

M s said to be a cone manifold of class C™ (m > 0) and depth d+1 (d > 0) if everyt € S C M
has a neighbourhood U C M such that UNM is C™ diffeomorphic to (UNS) x Cone(Lg), where
Ls is a compact C' cone manifold of depth d, and Cone(Lg) denotes the cone over Lg.

Our next step will be to assume that the ambient manifold M is equipped with a Riemannian
metric g, and that the 0;M in the stratification (3.1) of M inherit the metrics induced by g. We
shall always write the induced metrics as g (although they should actually depend on j) and talk
of the stratified Riemannian manifold (M, g).

3.2 Morse functions and indices

We shall need two indices, both related to the local geometry of a stratified Riemannian manifold

M. The first is a measure of local change in the topology of the manifold, and is known as the



normal Morse index. Tt is denoted by o : M x T/~ — Z, where, for t € M, TtJ- is the orthogonal

complement to TyM in T;M. In particular a(t,v:), or simply «(v¢) measures change in the

direction 14, t € M. For a more information see either [13] or [3].

If the support cone, S M, the local linearization of M at t, is convex for every t € M we call M

locally convex. For locally convex M, the normal cone of M at t is defineds as
NM A {Xt € TLM : §(X.,Y:) <0 forallY; € StM}, (3.2)

where TtM is the tangent space to M at t. For locally convex stratified manifolds, «a(v;) =

LIy, m(—v).

To define the second type of index, we need first to talk about critical points of functions on
stratified Riemannian manifolds. We shall therefore now assume that (M ,g) is a C® manifold,
and that (M, g) is piecewise C?. If fe C2(M, R), a critical point of fis a point ¢ € M such that
Vf; =0, where V is the Riemannian gradient determined by ﬁ(%ft, Xi) = X f), forall t € M.

If f= f\ajM is the restriction of fto a stratum of M, then it is easy to see that ¢ € 9; M will be
a critical point of the restricted function if, and only if, %:f; € TtLajM . We call the set

dim M
U {t €O;M: V] e TtlajM}

§=0
the set of critical points of fi5;. All other points are known as regular points.

A critical point ¢t € 9;M of f5 is called non-degenerate if the covariant Hessian, V2f|8‘M, of
J

the restriction of f to d; M is non-degenerate, when considered as a linear mapping from 7;0; M
to itself. A function fv € CQ(M) is said to be non-degenerate on M if the critical points of ]7|M

are all non-degenerate.
We can now define the second of our indices, the tangential Morse index
Lf,ajM(t) (3.3)

of a non-degenerate critical point t € d; M of f as the dimension of the largest subspace L of
T,9;M such that V2f(t)] ;, 1s negative definite. For more on Morse Theory, see Section 14.

3.3 Regular stratified manifolds

We have avoided one technicality in the above discussion, related the generalised tangent spaces
appearing in the Whitney condition (B). We shall say that a vector v annihilates a generalised
tangent space of M at t if g(v, X) = 0 for all X in the space. Vectors v for which there exist



such generalised tangent spaces are called degenerate tangent vectors while all others are non-

degenerate.

Since there can be problems in defining the normal Morse index for degenerate vectors we adopt
a condition which ensures that this can not happen. We call this tameness, somewhat abusing a

similar, but slightly less restrictive terminology that already exists (e.g. ([7]).

Definition 3.2 If C' a positive integer, then a closed stratified manifold M embedded in an
ambient manifold M s said to be ‘C-tame’, or simply ‘tame’ if it satisfies the Whitney condition

(B) as well the following two conditions:

(1) If S is a stratum of M, then the set {lim,, _, T}, S : t € S} of all generalised tangent spaces

coming from S has Hausdorff dimension less than dim(S) in the appropriate Grassmanian.

(i) Wherever the normal Morse index is defined, we have |a(vy; M)| < C.
We now define the class manifolds with which we shall work from now on.

Definition 3.3 Let M be an orientable C* Whitney stratified manifold, embedded in an ambient
manifold M. Assume that M is also a C** cone manifold of arbitrary depth and that M is C-

tame for some finite C. Then M is called a regular stratified manifold.

4 Curvature integrals and tubes

Perhaps the easiest way to meet Lipschitz-Killing curvatures is via Weyl’s tube formula for
embedded submanifolds of R!, which states that, for sufficiently small p > 0, there exist numbers

L;(M) for which
dimM

Hi (Tube(M, p)) = Z p i Ly (M), (4.1)
=0

where, for M belonging to a metric space (S, d), Tube(M, p) 2 {t€ S: infsepd(s,t) < p}, and
Wy, is the volume of the unit ball in R™ (cf. (6.8)).

Weyl’s formula actually defines the £;(M) for this Euclidean case for all 0 < j < dim(M), and
we define £;(M) = 0 for all j > dim(M). However, they can also be computed directly, with

an intrinsic representation that defines them for more general stratified manifolds, as £;(M) =



L;(M, M), where the Lipschitz-Killing measures L;(M, ) are defined by

N
Li(M,A) = > (@2m) VIPC0-j,j-1i) (4.2)

j=i
1 ) o
o TS ) My () )
9, MNA JS(RI-7) (7 =)t

Here S is the scalar second fundamental form of 9; M as it sits in R!. The constants C(m, i) are

given by

1>2

Sm+i

(2m)i/2 .
C(m, 1) {1 th O

where s,, is the surface measure of S(R™) (cf. (6.8)). For a proof see, for example, [3, 14, 26].

The form of (4.2) motivates the following definition of Lipschitz-Killing (signed) measures on an

N-dimensional regular stratified manifold embedded in a Riemannian manifold (1\7 ,q) as

N o m
Li(M,A) = Y (2m) 0702 %" O(N—j,j—i—2m)m'(j(_+,)_2m)' (4.3)
j=i m=0 ’ ’

< TN (B2 ) Hv—y o (dn) M (),
8]']\4014 S(TtBjMJ-)

where R is the Riemannian curvature operator on (M ,9), S the corresponding scalar second
fundamental form of 9; M as it sits in M, and Trt%M is the trace in T:0; M. The Hausdorff
measures are now the volume measures induced by the Riemannian metric. Note that, on the
innermost integral in (4.3), S(T30; M=) is actually empty when j = M. In this case, as will
always be the case when we evaluate o on vectors ‘belonging to’ the empty space, we take a = 1.
We shall assume now and throughout the paper that Lipschitz-Killing measures are finite. For

more details, such as a proof of the fact that £, are independent of the stratification, see [6].

Finally, we note that the fact that Lo(M) is equivalent to the FEuler-Poincaré characteristic
of M, and so independent of any Riemannian structure, is the celebrated Chern-Gauss-Bonnet
Theorem. The remaining Lipschitz-Killing curvatures also appear under a variety of other names,
such as Quermassintegrales, Minkowski, Dehn and Steiner functionals, and invariant volumes,

although in many of these cases the ordering and normalisations are different.

Having determined the meaning of the £;(M) of the main result (1.2), we now turn to the
M (D). Again, a tube formula approach is the easiest to take, although we shall need integral
representations akin to (4.2) and (4.3) before we are done. For this, let v = yp: be Gauss measure

on RY so that X ~ qp <= X ~ N(0, I;x;) where for a k vector u and k x k positive definite,



symmetric matrix ¥ we denote by N(u,X) the k-dimensional Gaussian distribution with mean

1 and covariance matrix 3.

Suppose M C R! is a compact C?, locally convex, regular stratified manifold, and that side
conditions in Theorem 9.3 below hold. Then there exist numbers M (M) = M;-Y]Rl (M), j>1,
so that, for p small enough,

i
et (Tube(M, ) = (M) + %M}Rl (M). (4.4)
j=1 7
For a proof of this result, see either [24] where, to the best of our knowledge, it first appeared

for manifolds with C? boundary, or [3] where it is proven in the stratified case.

There are two quite significant differences between (4.4) and Weyl’s tube formula (4.1) for
Lebesgue measure. The first lies in the fact that while the expansion in (4.1) has only dim(M)+1
terms, that in (4.4) has infinitely many. Fortunately, for our application in (1.2) we need only
the first dim(M) + 1 of the M;RL. The other, which has geometric significance but which will
not be all that important for us, is that the M;-Y“’il depend on [, the dimension of the ambient
manifold for M, and, for A C R, satisfy

e (A x RF) = g1 (A).

In common with the £; there is a representation of the M;Y“’il somewhat akin to (4.2) and (4.3).

Since we shall not require the details of this for a while, we postpone it to Theorem 9.3.

5 Gaussian processes and the induced metric

The Lipschitz-Killing curvatures defined in Section 4 were computed with respect to the Rieman-
nian metric g on M and, with the exception of Ly, depend on the metric. This implies that our
main result (1.2) is meaningless until we determine which metric is involved in the computation
of the £;(M) there. This we now do.

If y: M — R is an almost surely C!, centered Gaussian process, we define the (Riemannian)

metric induced by y as
A
9(X,Y) = g (X, Yy) = E{(Xzy)- (Vay)}, (5.1)

where X;,Y; € T;M, and X,y denotes the derivative of y in the direction X;. The fact that
(5.1) actually gives a Riemannian metric follows immediately from the positive semi-definiteness

of covariance functions. Without further mention, we will assume that ¢ is truly a Riemannian

10



metric, i.e. g; is non-degenerate for each ¢ € M. If, as in the Introduction, y is a actually a
vector valued process made up of i.i.d. components y1, ..., yr, then we define the metric induced
by y to be that induced by any of the y;. As an aside for Gaussian theorists, we note that if H
is the natural L? space associated with y, then it has a natural geometric structure coming from
the usual inner product given by covariances. Given this, it is easy to see that the Riemannian

structure induced on M by y is simply the pull-back of this structure on .

With the induced metric defined, it worthwhile to look again at the structure of (1.2). We
now see that as far as the right hand side of the equation goes, there is an elegant factoring of
parameters. The covariance structure of y appears only in the £;(M), as does the geometry of
the parameter space, while the M](D) are computed without any reference to either of these.
This particularly useful when applied to (1.4), since it says that when working with f of the
form F(y) the computations related to M and the distributional properties of y separate out

completely from the properties of F.

It is obvious that g is closely related to the covariance function Cy(s,t) = E(fsf;) of f. In
particular, it follows from (5.1) that

9t(X0, V) = X.Y,Cp(s,t)| (5.2)

s=t

Consequently, it is also obvious that the tools of Riemannian manifolds — connections, curvatures,
etc. — can be expressed in terms of covariances. In particular, it turns out that all of these tools
also have interpretations in terms of conditional means and variances, a fact that is crucial to

the Gaussian computations in the third part of the paper.

We now have all that is needed for understanding the result (1.2). Indeed, with just one more

definition, we can state it properly.

Suppose ¥ is a centered, real valued Gaussian process over T C R, Then we say that it is suitably

regular over T if, for each t € T the joint distributions of (y, dy/0t;, 0*f/0t;0tk)i jr=1... N at
t are non-degenerate, and if, for some finite K, and all s,t € T,
max ’Cfij (tv t)+ Cfij (s S) - 2Cfij (s, t)’ < K |1n |t - Sl |—(1+a) ) (5'3)
i,

where Cy,, = 9*Cy/0°t;0%t; is the covariance function of 02 f/0t;0t;. Suppose y is a now
centered, real valued Gaussian process over a manifold M of dimension N. Let A = (U, Y0 )acr
be a countable atlas for M such that for every a € I the Gaussian process f, = f o p,! on
0a(Uy) C RY is suitably regular on ¢, (Us), f = fo. Then, again, we call f suitably regular.
Finally, if M is a C? stratified manifold, we call a centered Gaussian y : M — R suitably regular

if the same can be said for each of the restrictions yjp, 1 : ;M — R.

Suitable regularity has many consequences, among them the fact that (almost surely) y is C?

11



and that it is a Morse function for M (cf. Section 14 for a definition of Morse functions and, for
example, [3] for a proof of these facts.) It also enables us to formally state the main result of

this paper.

Theorem 5.1 Let M be a reqular stratified manifold, and D a regular, stratified submanifold of
R*. Let y = (y1,...,yr) : M — R* be a vector valued random process, the components of which
are independent, identically distributed, real valued, suitably reqular, centered, unit variance,
Gaussian processes. Then

N—1i

E{Li (Mny (D))} = (D).

(]

F J; j] (2m) 2Ly (MM
=0

where the L;, j =0,...,N are the Lipschitz-Killing measures on M with respect to the metric

induced by the y;, and the ./\/l;y are the Gaussian Minkowski functionals on RF.

6 Two results about spheres

Before we start can start the proof of Theorem 5.1 we need some results about probability and

geometry on spheres.

6.1 Poincaré’s limit

A very old, and quite elementary result in Probability is known as the Poincaré limit theorem,
or Poincaré’s limit, although whether it really is due to Poincaré is not clear [9]. To state it, we

need some notation which we introduce in slightly more generality than we need at the moment.

If H is a metric space, then we write Sy(H) and By(H) for the sphere and ball of radius A, with
S(H) 2 S,(H) and B(H) £ By(H).

In its simplest form, Poincaré’s limit states that if 7,, = (9n1,. .., 7nn) is uniformly distributed
on S 7(R"), and k > 1 is fixed, then the joint distribution of (1,1, .. .,%.k) converges weakly to
that of k independent standard Gaussians as n — co. The proof is elementary. More formally,

consider the random vector

A
Xk;n = Trﬁ,n,k(””)’

where x5, : S\(R") — Bg« (0, \), defined by

WA,n,k(xlv---aIn) = (351,---75%), (6-1)

12



is projection from Sy (R™) onto the first & < n coordinates. Then the basic Poincaré limit result

states that, for k fixed, and as n — oo

Xin 5 X~ N(O, lxp)- (6.2)

We shall need a little more, in particular covergence in total variation norm, from which (6.3)

follows.

Theorem 6.1 Fiz [,k > 1 and suppose that g, € O(n) ~ w, is a Haar distributed random

orthogonal matriz. Consider the random | x k matriz X, k. with (i,7)-th entry given by

(Xikn)iy = (Fmar(Vigne)),,  1<i<j 1<k,

where {e1,...,en} is the usual orthonormal basis of R™. Then the matriz X ., converges in
total variation norm to X, an 1 x k matriz of i.i.d. N(0,1) random variables. Furthermore, if
F is a real valued function of matrices for which E{|F(X)|} < oo, then

lim E{F(Xl_’k_’n)} = E{F(lek)} . (63)

n—oo

Proof. In [10] it was shown that that if P, and P ,, denote the distributions of X and
X1 k.n then the Radon-Nikodym derivative dP; i, /dP; i is bounded and converges uniformly to
1 as n — oo. This, together with the convergence in total variation norm proven there and a
notational change from the uniform distribution on S(R™) to the uniform distribution on O(n)
is essentially all that is needed to establish (6.3).

6.2 The Kinematic Fundamental Formula on S)(R")

Although we met the KFF for Euclidean spaces back in the Introduction (cf. (1.6)), what we
shall really need in this paper is a corresponding version for the sphere S(R™), good references
for which include [6, 7, 8, 12, 17, 21, 22]. To formulate the KFF on spheres we shall need
to somewhat extend the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of Section 4 to a one parameter family of
measures defined, for k > 0 and 0 <7 < N = dim(M), by

N

) MO(N i i om
ci( ) & S @m0z 3 (=1) nf!((]gy—ijjzm)! 2m) (6.4)

j=i m=0
o 2 (555
0;MNA JS(T,0; ML) 2 o

xa(vn—j) Hy—j-1(dvn—;) Hj(dt),
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where M is a C? Whitney stratified manifold embedded in (1\7 ,g) and all terms are as defined
for (4.3). For i > N we define £ = 0. We also define the one parameter family of curvatures
integrals £ (M) 2 LE(M, M). For lack of a better terminology, we call these new curvature

measures extended Lipschitz-Killing curvatures.

On comparing (6.4) with (4.3), it is immediate that £?(M,-) = L£;(M, ). It takes some algebra
(cf. [3]) but it is not too hard to show that there are simple equivalences between the £; and LY,

given by

cr o= Z( R G2t Z (i + 2n)t ULy (6.5)

13! Al
— (4m) nlil ™ nlid
(Note that the summations here are actually finite, since all curvatures are zero for ¢ > dim(M).)

It turns out that in dealing with subsets of Sy (R"™) the ﬁsz are more natural to deal with than
are the original Lipschitz-Killing curvatures. For example, there is a elegant version of Weyl’s

tube formula involving them and, more importantly for us, there is a nice KFF on on Sy (R').

Let G, denote the group of isometries (i.e. rotations) on Sy(R™), with Haar measure v, x
normalised so that, for any = € Sy(R™) and every Borel A C S\(R"),

Unx ({gn € Gux: gnz € A}) = Hpo1(A4). (6.6)

The KFF on S)(R™) then reads as follows, where M; and Ms are tame stratified manifolds in
Sx(R™):

n—1—1

—2 + —1] 2
[ onngm anae) = > [ } L 0L (M) (6.7)
n,A =0
n—1—1 s s
i+15n 2
= +7‘CZ)\+]( )En 1— ](MQ)
—o Sitijt1Sn—j
J_
where
n| [n]! - /2 _2gn/?
M BT A it v o M v €Y (6:8)

7 A model process on the [-sphere

We now introduce a particularly simple process on the I-sphere S(RR!), for which we shall be able to
compute all excursion set (and more) mean Lipschitz-Killing curvatures with calculations using no

more than the KFF on the sphere. These processes are actually (distributional) approximations

14



to the so-called canonical isotropic process, the components of which are independent, centred

Gaussian with covariance function

E{yi(s)ys(t)} = (s,1), (7.1)

where (, ) is the usual Euclidean inner product. In Section 8 we shall exploit the results of this

section to obtain analogous formulae for the canonical isotropic process.

The approximations are given by a sequence, {y(")}nzl, of smooth RF-valued processes on strat-
ified subsets M of S(R!). To define them, for each n > I we first embed S(R!) in S(R") in the
natural way, by setting S(R!) = {t = (t1,...,tn) € S(R") : ;41 = -+ = t,, = 0}. Taking O(n),
equipped with its normalized Haar measure p,, as an underlying probability space, the n-th
process y(™ is defined by

Yt gn) = T (Vgat) (72)

where ¢ € S(R!), g, € O(n) and 7 s ,, ;. is the projection from S 5 (R™) to R¥ given by (6.1).

From Theorem 6.1 it is clear that the processes y(") converge in variation to a R¥ valued Gaussian
process all of whose independent components are versions of the canonical isotropic process on
R

It is remarkably straightforward to compute the mean Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of many sets
generated by the (™) using only the KFF on S /n(R™). The key result, from which everything

else follows, is the following.

Lemma 7.1 Let y™) be the model process (7.2) on a regular stratified manifold M C S(R'),
with n > 1. Then, for any reqular stratified manifold D C R,

—1

dimM —i -1 . Lr (7L D

n)y — 9 m—1 14 n=1—j \"\/n,n,k

e = 5 (o) [ e S
=0 "

. . n71 —1

dimM —i Sit1 L Lnflfj (ﬂ-\/ﬁ,n,kD)

= § : Ly (M) (n—1—3)/2
=0 Siit Spn—jn

(7.3)

(It is important to understand the meaning of w&%n oD above, and in all that follows. The
problem is that, for all t € S 7z(R"), 7 sz, 1(t) € B 7(R¥), which may, or may not, cover D.

-1 -1

Thus, since T il = {teS m[R"): 7 m,x(t) € D}, it follows that T D MAY be only

the inverse image of a subset of D.)

Proof. Since 71

kD isa regular stratified manifold in S(R™), it follows from the construction
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of y™ that

E{clO1n (™) D)} = [ LM ™) D) ga)dunon)
O(n)

N /O(n) £ (M nn ! (”}%,n,kD)) dpin(gn)

= B (MO (5 u0))

1 -1 .
= —Snn(n—1+z‘)/2 /G 1 L] (\/EM Ngn (W\/ﬁ,n,kD)) Avy, n-1(gn),

where the second last line follows from the scaling properties of Lipschitz-Killing curvatures and
the last is really no more than a notational change, using (6.6).
However, applying the KFF (6.7) to the last line above, we immediately have that it is equal to

1

imM —1i — n_ n! . -1

- ) j n(i+3)/2 s,n(n—1)/2
7=0

)

dimM—i P I £ry i (nt D
Z nil? |:n 1] |:’L—|—]:| ACI_H(M) J( Vn,nk )

j ] J Snn(n—l)/2

=0

which proves the lemma. O

Suppose we send n — oo in (7.3), which by Poincaré’s limit is effectively equivalent to replacing
the model process y™) with a R* valued canonical Gaussian y. Then, in order for E{£;(M N
y~1D) to be finite for the limiting process y, we would like to have the following limits existing

for each finite j:

1Lt (w_l D)
~ A . j/2 n—1 n—1—j n,n.k
R R 74)
Note that a Stirling’s formula computation shows that if the limit here does exist, then
. inll— (ﬂ-_’}?, n D)
7(D) = (2m) 2[5 lim v (75)

n—o0 snn("_l)/2

Sending n — oo in Lemma 7.1 and applying Poincaré’s limit of Theorem 6.1, we see that if
E{|L}(M Ny 'D)|} < oo then

E{ci(Mny D)} = tim E{cl(MN ") 'D)} (7.6)

n—oo

dimM—i -, .
- > [V]awenmo,

‘ )
Jj=0
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This is starting to take the form of the (1.2). The combinatorial flag coefficients are in place, but
both sides of the equation are based on the EJ 4; curvatures rather than the £;,;, and we have
yet to identify the functions p;. Note the important fact, however, that on the right hand side of
the equation we have already managed to split into product form, each factor of which depends
on the underlying manifold M or the set D, but not both. Moving to the desired curvatures,

under the assumption that the limits (7.4) exist, is our next step.

Theorem 7.2 Let M C S(RY) be a regular stratified manifold, and assume that, for 0 < j <
dim(M), the p;(D) of (7.5) are well defined and finite and

E{|;(M Ny 'D)|} < oo, (7.7)

where vy is the R valued canonical isotropic Gaussian process on S(R'). Then

dimM —1
B i+ 1
E{L(Mny 'D)} = Z [’l ]Eiﬂ(M)pl(D), (7.8)
=0
where

(j_ 1)!221{?IJ 1 Ll(u_l)ll 37 |p] 2l(D) j=1,
pi(D) = =0 GmG—1-20)! , (7.9)

Yrr (D) j=0.

Proof. As usual, set N = dim(M). Combining (6.5) and (7.6) we have

LN*'L’
1 (i 4+ 2m)!

E{L(Mny~'D)} = E @mmml

£z+2m(M N yilD)
m=0

LN*'L

|
M w

1 (z+2m _Z_: [z+2m+J} LYo s (M)5;(D)

= (4m)mm)! = J
N —1i

B L P) ] 1 z+2m N7172m z—|—2m—|—] (D)
2o (dmymml . i

<.

N—i—2m—j
XL Z D G omr g2
pre (Am)it (i +2m+ j)!

Litom+jta(M).

To save space, suppress the dependence of p and £ on D and M, respectively. Proceeding,
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E{L;(MNy~'D)} can be written as

At N—i—2m—j
L 1 (i +2m)! i i+2m+j L 2 : (1)t (i+2m+j+21)!£. ‘
— (4m)mm)! il e j Pj 2 @Ol i+ 2m+ ) i+2m+4j+21
Noi B . | N=iz2m=j | . .
5 L (@+2m)! fit+2m+ (—1)' (i +2m + j + 20)!
- ’ Z mm! ! ' Z TG 5 Livomtj+a
s ‘= (4m)mml & J — (Am)Ul (i +2m+j5)!
. Nfzfj
N, i (i +2(a - 5))
g (4m)o= 5 —B)! il
7=0 a=0 =

LJit2e—B)+j (- (i+j+2a)
j (4m)PBL (i +2(a — B) + )12
where the first and third equalities come from a change of order of summation and the second
from the transformation (a, f) = (n+1,1). Again changing the order of summation we find that

this is the same as

i+2a-pB)+j] =D (i+j+2a)!
X[ ] Bl (i+2a—B)+ e

Making now the further change of variables (m, k) = (a, j + 2a), the above is equivalent to

i 1 (i +2(m — B))! [i+k—26] (-D° (i+k)! . )
k=0 m=0 B—0 ~" (4m)m (m — B)! il k—2m Bl (i+k—2p)0 "
N—i L%J m
(i + k) . ;Z .
— 2 Litr i 7712:0 pk2mﬁz_% (47r)m(m—6)!( +2( B!
[z—l—k 25}( 1)8 1
k—2m | Bl (i+k—26)"

the last line being just a minor reorganisation of the preceeding one.

We must therefore show that

L52*)

N—1i . | m
> Lo R Y an Y s ik 2 - )
k=0 ’ m=0 B= 0
y {i—kk—w] (-1)8 1
k—2m | "Bl (i+k-—2p)

N—1 i k
= Litr(M) [H]; } Pk

k=0
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where the functionals pj, are those of (7.9). Equivalently, we must show that

kT k) B " 1 .
o = {z ' } g 2 pkzmﬁz_o @mym (m = B)!(z +2(m— B))!
y {H—k—Qﬁ} (-1)7 1
k—2m | Bl (i+k—25)
[ B m
klwgw; _ (—=1)# Witk—283
Wik mz::o pk_Qm; (4m)m(m — B)!8!(k — 2m)! Wik —2mwitom-—25

This is equivalent, by (7.9), to proving that the following identity holds for all non-negative
integers k> 1,7 >0

(=)™ wiyk _ Zm: (—1)° Witk—28

m! kw;wy/2 = (m — B)!18' witom—2p - (k — 2m)wi—2m /2"

Finally, after some further simple manipulations, this is equivalent to the identity

i AN " L i+ 2m — 203 k—2m
B<§+1,§)—Z(—1) (B>B< 5 +1 )

B=0

where B is the Beta function

BowD) = ping = [t a-n

That this identity holds is verified in the following lemma, and so the proof is complete. |

Lemma 7.3 For every ~v,d > 0 and every integer 0 < m <~y

B(v,8) = m(—1)m-ﬂ "YB(y—m.6+m—B).
! [;J (B) !

Proof. The identity is clearly equivalent to

m

=0

Suppose, then, that P is a random variable with distribution Beta(v, d), so that it has density

fr(p) = P H1-p)P°t, 0<p<l
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Then,

L= pra-a-py = 3 (M) eymta - pymp
> (%)

Since m < v we can take expectations of both sides above to obtain

m

L= B 0- P = g 3

m

1
ﬁ>(—1)m_6/0 P = p)? I dp,

and we are done. O

What remains now to do is to check that the limits (7.5) are indeed well-defined, and to evaluate
them. Before treating the general case, however, we shall work out one special one, for which the
computations will be more transparent and for which the result, which will not explicitly involve

the Gaussian Minkowski curvatures, will be somewhat simpler than in the general case.

8 The canonical process on S(R') and in half-spaces

In this section we shall prove Theorem 5.1 for the special case in which y is the canonical isotropic

Gaussian process on S(R!) and D is the half-space
D = {yeR": (y,n) > u}, (8.10)
for some unique unit vector n € S(RF) and u € R,. In this case the Minkowski curvatures do

not appear explicitly, but are hidden in the Hermite polynomials of the result.

Theorem 8.1 Let M C S(R') be a regular stratified manifold, y the real valued, canonical
isotropic Gaussian process on S(R') and D the half-space in R¥ defined above. Then

dimM —1 Z+l
E{Li(Mny'D)} = Y [ ! ]Ei—i-l(M)pl(D), (8.11)
=0

where, for j > 1,

FYRk(D)v ] = Oa

and H, is the n-th Hermite polynomial defined by

p;(D {(2”>‘<J‘+1>/2Hj-1(u)e—“2/2 1< j < dim(M),
j =

[n/2] i om—2j
(—1)Ian=2
= n! _ > . .
H,(x) n JE:O =21 n>0 zeR (8.12)
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The proof is based on the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2 Under the assumptions of Theorem 8.1, the pi(D) of (7.5) are well defined and are
given by

7:(D) = (2m)~UHD/2yi~1emw/2 ] < j < dim(M),
’ 1—®(u) j=0,

where ®(u) = (2m)~1/2 f;o e~ /2 dy is the tail of a standard Gaussian distribution.

Proof. Changing notation a little for this proof, write By (x,r) for a ball in M of radius r,
centered at © € M. Otherwise adopting the notation of the preceeding section, we begin with

the observation that, as long as n > u,

L D = Bs,(rn) (v/nn, cos™ (u/v/n)) (8.13)

n,n.k

a geodesic ball, or spherical cap, in S 5 (R") of radius cos~*(u/y/n). Consequently, it follows
from the definition (7.5) of the p;(D) that they are given by
E’ﬂ

(D) = (2m) 92 lim 2= 1 —j (\/ﬁBs(Rn)(n,cos_l(u/\/ﬁ)))7

n—oo Spn(n=1)/2

for all j > 0 and all w > 0. In order to compute this limit, we move from the spherical Lipschitz-

Killing curvatures to Euclidean ones, with the claim that

355 (VABsn (n.cos™ (u/vn))) = (%)c (Ban i (0Vn=w?)).  (8.14)

To prove this, we first need to replace the intrinsic definitions (4.3) and (6.4) of the £; and L}
by extrinsic ones. It is not too hard to show (cf. Chapter 10 of [3]) that if M is embedded in R!

with the canonical Riemannian structure on R’, then it follows from the flatness of R! that

N
o l—j]—l TeO; M [ qj—i
Li(M,A) = § ‘ oy /é)MmA/RL G ;T (5379 (8.15)
J=t

a(n)Hi—j—1(dn)H;(dt),

where S is the scalar second fundamental form of 9; M as it sits in R, T;0; M~ is the orthogonal
complement of T;0; M in T;R!, and Zm is the normal cone at ¢ € 9; M as it sits in T,RE.

Furthermore, if & > 0 and M C S, _1/2(R!), then

EH(M A) o ic(l_l_juj_l)/ / 1 ’I‘I‘Ttaj]w(sj_i) (8 16)
A B (2m) =G0/ o,MnA Jsro,my (5 —9)! K '

: ()i ().
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where now S is the scalar second fundamental form of 9; M as it sits in S, 1/2(R!), T0; M~ is
the orthogonal complement of T:0; M in T;S, -1/» (Rl), and m is the normal cone at t € 9; M
as it sits in 73,5, -1/2 (RY).

We now return to the proof of (8.14), which we start by writing

H £ \/nBsgn (n,cos™ (u/v/n))

and compute £ _.(H) using the extrinsic formula (8.16). Note that, for j > 0, the only

n—1—j
1/2

contributions to L"illfj(H ) come from OH, which is a sphere of radius (n — u?) Conse-

n—

n—

fundamental form of OH in S/, (R").

quently, up to a constant, ﬁ”fllfj (H) is the integral of Tr (S7 ') over H, where S is the second

However, although up to this point we have been considering OH as it sits in S 5 (R"), it can

also be treated as a subset of the hyperplane

L2 {yeR": (y,n) =u}.

Consequently, we can also compute the Euclidean Lipschitz-Killing curvatures £,,—;—;(H), this
time using the extrinsic representation (8.15). While these will not be the same as the LZ:ll_j (H),
they too will be given, up to constants, by the integral of the trace of a scalar second fundamental
form over OH. In this case, however, the scalar form comes from considering H as a subset of
L, and we write it as S. The two fundamental forms are related by

U

S:%S,

in the sense that if 7 is the unit outward pointing normal of 0H in S \/E(R”) at t € OH and 7 is
the unit outward pointing normal of 0H in L at t € OH then, for any X;,Y; € T,0H,

u ~
Sp(Xi,Yy) = 7n (X, Ye).
Using this equivalence and substituting into (8.16) and (8.15) to get the constants right, (8.14)

now follows on noting that
Lon_1—j(Br(un,vn—u?)) = Lp_1_;(Brn-1(0,vVn —u?)).

However, the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of balls (and spheres) are easy to compute, either from

any of the integral definitions or from Weyl’s tube formula. In particular,

L; (By(R")) = I (") P

)/ Wn—j

The right hand side of (8.14) is now also easy to compute, and so, for j > 0 and n > u we have

a1 u Jj—1 n—1 ‘
n_1—j (Vn Bs@ny(n, cos™ (u/v/n))) = <%) [n i ]} Wno1_j(n —u?)"=1=9/2 (8.17)
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The rest of the proof for j > 0 is a straightforward application of Stirling’s formula, specifically
the fact that for any fixed «

r (5)) n—00 (n)a/2.

r(ee 2

Applying this asymptotic equivalence we easily check that
[ n—1 } (2m)7/2ni/?

n—1-j Al
and
o (n—=1-7)/2
Wn-1-j7 ~ —(+1)/2),1/2
Snn(nfl)/Q (27T) " ’
so that
A1, i—1,,—(i— n—1—j (n=1-3)/2
Gltw/ " tn G702 T =1 Y wpoa g D2 (0 u? L (2m) U D/2y i1 /2,
(27T)j/2 n—1 —j Snn(nfl)/z n

Substituting this into (8.17) gives that, for j > 0 and u > 0,
(D) = (27T)—(j+1)/2uj—1e_u2/2,
as required.

It remains only to treat the case j = 0. But since it is an immediate implication of Poincaré’s
limit that, for all u > 0,
1 B
-1 (v Bs@n(n, cos™" (u/v/n)))

A s, (=172 = 1-2(u),

this case is simple, and we are done. O
Proof of Theorem 8.1. The case j = 0 is an immediate consequence of Theorem 7.2 and

Lemma 8.2. Relying on the same results, but now taking j > 1, we have

155 1) )
pi(D) = (G—1) Z @)kl — 1= 2k>!ﬂj—2k(D)

(—1)F(2m)-U—1—2k)/2 j—1-2k —u?/2

= - (Am)FEI(j — 1 — 2k)!

k=0
152 .

_ (27T)—(j+1)/2(j — 1)l Z (-1 W12k =’ /2
= 2Kkl (5 — 1 — 2k)!

= (27r)4j+1)/2Hj,1(u)67“2/2

)

on noting the definition (8.12) of the Hermite polynomials. ad
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9 The canonical Gaussian process on S(R!)

In this section, we again want to prove Theorem 5.1 for the canonical Gaussian process on S(R!),
but now for general D. As in the preceeding section, this involves understanding the Lipschitz-
Killing curvatures of w&% oD as n — 0o, a computation that turns out to be part geometric

and part asymptotics. We start with the geometry.

9.1 Warped products

Our first observation is that w\_/%n)kD € S\/E(R”) is, topologically, a disjoint union

7L D~ (DNSuRN) U (D N (Bzx (0, v/n))° x S(R"*k)) . (9.1)

n,n.k

Since we are assuming that D itself is a tame stratified manifold, the same is true of w}%)m WL
and of each of the two components above. Consequently, their Lipschitz-Killing curvatures are
well defined. One is easy to compute. Since DN S 7 (R*) is a tame stratified subset of Sz (R¥)
its Lipschitz-Killing curvatures can be computed using (6.4).

The second set in the union is, however, somewhat more complex, since we have written it as a
product set. Furthermore, what we have written in (9.1) is a topological equivalence, whereas
we shall need precise Lipschitz-Killing curvatures, which, with the exception of Lj, are not

topological invariants.

The way to handle these problems is two-fold. First of all, we need to break the Riemannian
structure of products into a product of structures, at least along each stratum of a stratified
manifold. Secondly, we need to keep track of the fact that while (9.1) is topologically precise, at
each point in D N (Bgx(0,/n))° the corresponding S(R"~¥) is likely to have a different radius.

In fact, the rightmost part of (9.1) is a subset of a Riemannian warped product, and each stratum
of DN (Bgx(0,/n))° x S(R™*) inherits this warped product structure. Once we choose the ap-
propriate warp we can, and shall, relate to (9.1) no longer as a topologically correct relationship,

but as if it were correct without qualifiers.

Recall that the Riemannian warped product of two Riemannian manifolds (M1, g1) and (M, g2)

with a smooth warp function o2 : M; — [0, +00) is the Riemannian manifold
A
(M1, Ma,0) = (My % Ma, g1+ 0°gs) . (9.2)
Usually, as in our case, M> is a sphere. As an example of a warped product consider

Ma’ - (B]R"(Ov \/ﬁ))o X S(Rnik)a
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where the Riemannian metric on the open ball is given by
g = grx + Vo ® Vo, (9.3)

for 02(t) = n — ||t||2,, and the Riemannian metric on S(R™~*) is the canonical one inherited
from R"~¥. The importance of this example for us is that each (n—k—1+j)-dimensional stratum
Dy j-145 of (DN (S(RF))?) x S(R"*) is isometrically embedded in this warped product and
has the form D; x S(R"~*) for some j-dimensional submanifold D; of the open ball Bgx (0, v/n)°.

Using this embedding we can compute
‘Crlz/—nl—i (T}%nﬁkD,En—kaj) ,

-1
n,n,kD'

the contribution of these strata to the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of 7 i
The first step to computing these contributions is to determine the form of the Levi-Civita
connection V of ]T/[/g, as this is needed to in order to compute the second fundamental form of
D; x S(R"™F) in M,,. Consider, therefore, a general warped product (M7, Ms,0) and denote
the Levi-Civita connection on each M; by Vi. Use E, or Ej;, to denote vector fields on M,
identified with their natural extensions on M; x M. Similarly, F', or Fj, denote vector fields
on M extended to M7 x Ms. Then, from the definition of Levi-Civita connections, the product

structure of M and Koszul’s formula it is not too hard to check that

Vo By = Vi Bo,  VaF = VL F,  VLF = V3E = E(logo)F. (9.4)

9.2 A second fundamental form

With the Levi-Civita connection V determined, the next step towards computing Lipschitz-
Killing curvatures lies in determining the second fundamental form over the sets D; x S(R¥) as
they sit in M, as well as traces of their powers. For this we need to describe the normal spaces

T(,57,,)]T/[/(,l for (t,m) € D; x S(R"*). A simple argument shows that, at these points,

L

(Tio.y M)t = (T:D; ® T,S(R"%))" ~ T,D}, (9.5)

where TtDj- is the orthogonal (with respect to g,) complement of T;D; in T; Bgx (0, /n). From

this, it is now not hard to see that the normal Morse index D; x S(R¥) as it sits in M7 is actually
the same as the Morse index of D; as it sits in Bgx (0, /n). We can therefore state

Lemma 9.1 Retaining the above notation, for 0 <1 <mn —1, take

(t,n) € D; x S(R"™F), Vi—j € (Tt Dj x S(R™F))L.
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Then

l
i) = 3 (") 0 o) TS ),

l—r
r=0

where S is the shape operator of D; x S(R"k) in Mg and S, is the shape operator of D; in

(Brx (0, \/ﬁ)u ga)'

Proof. Fix an orthonormal (under g) basis (E1, ..., Ex, F1,...,Fy_g—1) of T(tm)Mg such that
(En,...,E;) forms an orthonormal basis of 7;D;. Observation (9.5) implies that any v_; can

be expressed as

J
Vi—j = E ar By,
r=1

for some constants a,.. Applying (9.4) and the Weingarten equation we find

SVk—j(ET7E5) = _g(v(‘TETVk*jvEs) = _QU(V%TVIC*JAES) = SUv”k—j(ETWES)a
Skaj(FTaFS) = _g(V%’TVk*ijS) = _Vk*j(logat)g(FTvFS) = _Vk*j(logat)&“s’
Spe_, (B, F) = 0.

Therefore, for each v4_j;, the matrix of the shape operator S, . in our chosen orthonormal

)}1<r oy and the other,

of size n — k — 1, being —v,_;(log Ut)I(n,k,l)X(n,k,l). Therefore, applying basic combinatorial

basis is block diagonal with one block, of size j, being {Sgyl,kfj (E,, Es

properties of the trace operator we have that, for [ <n —k — 1,

l
pist ) = 3 (" T 0 g sy, )

l—r
r=0

which completes the proof. O

Since Lipschitz-Killing curvatures are no more than integrals of powers of traces of second funda-
mental forms, we now have all nearly all we need to begin the final computation. All that remains

between us and the final stage is a deeper understanding of Gaussian Minkowski functionals.

9.3 Gaussian Minkowski functionals

To complete our evaluation of the illusive limits (7.5), and via them the all-important functions
p;(D) of (7.9), we want to express the p;(D) in terms of Gaussian Minkowski functionals. For
this we need a representation of them beyond the tube formula of (4.4). As a first step, we define

a family of generalised Lipschitz-Killing curvature measures Zj as follows.
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Definition 9.2 Let (M, Z) C R! be a tame stratified C* manifold embedded in R'. The gener-
alised Lipschitz-Killing curvature measures of M, defined on Borel sets A C R\, B C S(R') and
supported on M x S(RY), are defined, for 0 <i <1—1, by

! )

Lraxp) & Y (nyume s S g 120 )

X / / Ty Tt 0 M (ﬁmglj,l_f]—%n) Oé(l/l_j) H[_j_l(dl/l_j)Hj (dt).
O;MNA JS(T+0; M)NB

For any Borel function f : R' x S(R!) — R we use the standard notation L;(M, f) to denote
the integral of f with respect to ENZ-(M7 D). If i =1, we define Zl(M, -) only on Borel functions on
R! x S(R!) that are constant over S(R'). Specifically,

FOM ) {fM ft,v) Hi(dt) f € BRY) x S(RY), 07

otherwise,

for some fized but arbitrary v € S(R') where B(R') x S(R') = {Ax S(R)): A e B(R")} is the
sub-sigma algebra of B(RY) @ B(S(RY)) generated by functions that are constant over S(R').

The Minkowski curvature measures and generalised Minkowski curvature measures are then

M;(M,A) & (jlw) Li_;(M,A),  M;(M,AxB) 2 (jlw))Li_j(M,Ax B). (9.8)

With this definition we can now give the formal statement of the tube formula (4.4). For a full

proof see [24] for manifolds with C? boundary or [3] in the full generality of the following.

Lemma 9.3 Suppose (M, Z) C R! is a C?, locally convex, tame, Whitney stratified manifold,
and that for every € > 0 there exists K(¢) C R' compact such that
) dr <e,

pl=l
’r' —
/Z-_||Mj+1| M, 1g()e o Fy
0 =0

uniformly in n, where H,, is the m-th Hermite polynomial (8.12). Then

m (1)) e 1772

A(Tube(M, ) = A(M) + 3 5 M (M), (0.9

where

Jj—1

M) 2 @2 Y () R (M. Hyoaom ()7 2) . (010
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Note that while the tube formula here is claimed to hold only under some side conditions on M,
the definition (9.10) of the M] makes sense without these. In many cases, the M] are quite
easy to compute. For example, if M = [u,00) C R, then, since Tube([u,o0), p) = [u — p, ),
comparing a Taylor series expansion of y(Tube(M, p)) with (9.9) easily gives M ([u,o0)) =
(vV2r)" H;_4 (u)e‘“z/ 2. Additional examples, also accessible from simple calculus, can be found
in [24].

9.4 Some volume computations

With the geometry behind us, we now turn to the asymptotics required for computing the
limits (7.5), for which the following lemma is a crucial step. The final move to the Gaussian
Minkowski functionals appearing in Theorem 5.1 above will then involve no more than some

careful asymptotics.

Lemma 9.4 As usual, D is a tame stratified subset of RF with j-dimensional strata D;. Suppose

that Dy_g_14; = Dj x S(R™) is an (n— k — 1+ j)-dimensional stratum of W\i/%,nykD such that
Dyj-145 N S(RF) = 0.

Then, for alli >k —j >0,

1/n — =
En/,lfi (W\/%7n)kD7Dn—k—l+j) (911)
iﬂ;ks n—k—1
k+l—j — k- e o _n+k—2i—2j+20— -
= Sp—k Z %(i—kj—k—l)@l (D o +k—2i—25+21 1(27T) k/2hi+jfkfl]]-Dj)
1=0 v

where D7 = D N Bgk(0,/n) is the regular stratified manifold obtained from the intersection of
the embedding of D in R* and the open ball of radius \/n, endowed with the metric g, given by
(9.3) and

h(t,v) 2

v, t>]le
Furthermore, suppose that, for all 0 < r,s <i+k —j,
L, (D, |hs| prlp,) < oo, (9.12)

where @y, denotes the k-dimensional Gaussian density (277)’]“/267'”2/2. Then

. 1 " B _
Jim s Eal i (7 D D) (9.13)
iti—k _ _
[k+1—j] i—1 ~
- Er Lj (D Hhiiklp.).
; [4]! k+l1—j—1 i—t (D, or()hiyj—k—11p,)
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Proof. From (8.16)

_ ~ Clk—j,i4+j5—k)
e (7D D) = Sl (st A / /
1 n,n,k RE (27r)(1+3—k)/2 (7, +7— k)' Dy xS(RP=F) J S(Ty. ) Dy x S(RPF) L)

XTr(S)H7F) a(vi—g) Hi—j(dvi—g) Hn—1-j+r(dt, dn),

where
anlfjJrk(dta d77) = O'll_l_k anlfk(dn)}[j (dt)

is the Hausdorff measure that D; x S(R™"~*) inherits from D, the warped product of (D7, g,)

and S(RF) with its usual metric and warp function o2 as in (9.3).

By Lemma 9.1, equation (9.5) and the subsequent remarks about the normal Morse index «,
AC:;/_nl_i (W;:—Lnyva ﬁnfkflJrj)
— Ok =i+ — k)(2m) =92 / / /
D; JS®r=k) JS(T,D})

ik n—l—k S ii—lk—1
x 2 ( —z)”l“l-%—l)””l (s (log 7))+
=0

i+j—k
1
x iqu(SiJ%,j)Oin—j)7ik—j(defj)7in—1—k(dﬁ)7ij(dtl

Equation (9.11) now follows from the fact that

Clk—jyi+j—k)(2m)~Gri—R/2 g,

Clk—j,0) (2m) 172 s

followed by integrating over S(R™"~*) and noting that

Vk—i,t)pk
vi—j(logot) = _%'
t

As for the second conclusion of the lemma, (9.13), note that

. Sn—k n—k—1 ntk—2i—2j+21—1
N CRE (z ik z> i
(n+k—2i—2j—21—1)/2
— lim Sn—k n—k—1 p(ntk—2i—2j-21-1)/2 [ _ [l ’
n—o00 Snn(nfl)/2 z+]—k—l n
_ e e
(t+j7—k—=1)!
Also,
Skti—j _ Skpi—j (K +1—7—1)! 1—1 _ [k+1-—7] i —1
si(itj—k—1) 5i(i—1)! k+1—3j i \k+i—j)
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Finally, since it is not hard to see that there exists a finite K such that, for all n large enough,
(1- |t|2/n)n/2 < Ke /2 for all t € By (0, /n)°, dominated convergence yields (9.13) and we

are done. O

In Lemma 9.4 we computed the contribution of the sets lN)n,k,lﬂ- = Dj x S(R"F) to the

curvatures L"illﬂ-(w;:_l ., D) under the assumption that Dy 14, N S(R¥) = 0.

n—

Our task now is to show that if, in fact lN)n,k,lﬂ- N S(R*) # (), then there is actually no

contribution to EZ:llﬂ-(w;:—l D) for n large enough. We write this as

Lemma 9.5 Suppose that D satisfies the conditions of Lemma 9.4 and that Dj C S\/E(Rk) s a
stratum of D N Bk (0,/n) for some n > 0. Then, forn > j+i+1,

n71

-1 ~1
"_1_1'(7T\/ﬁ,n,kD’7T n,n,ij) =0,
and so, for all sufficiently large n,

—1
n -1 —
nilii(ﬁ\/ﬁvnwkl)’hj]lﬂ’;%,n,ij) = O

for all h.

Proof.  Since D; C S 5;(R¥) it is obvious that T+ D;=Dj and so 7w~  Djis a j-

Vi k Vinsk
dimensional stratum of W\;% oD+ From Definition 9.2, we see that such strata only contribute
to the intrinsic volumes of order 0 to j, as required. O

9.5 Completing the proof of Theorem 5.1 on S(R!)

Theorem 5.1, for the case of the canonical process on S(R'), will now follow immediately from

Theorem 7.2 and the following result.

Theorem 9.6 Suppose D satisfies the conditions of Lemma 9.4. Then, in the notation of that

lemma,
pi(D) = (2m) " MI(D), (9.14)

where the functionals M (D) are defined by (9.10)
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Proof. We start by computing the p;. By Lemmas 9.4 and 9.5,

B klz+Jkk+l_j i1 N
pi(D) = 1/2 ; ; A ! (k i 1) L (D, nghi.;_j_k_l]le)
k—Jl z-i-lj—k i—1 N
= —i/2 Z Z (k n —j B 1>Mk+lj (D,(pkhiJrj,k,l]le)

= (2n)7? Z < > m+1 (D, grhi—1-m),

where the M are the generalised Minkowski curvature measures defined at (9.8).

With the p; determined, we can now turn to the p;. By (7.9) these are given by
=) !

) -1 ~
pi(D) = (i—1) lzg (4@11!@_)1_21)#”(])’
5] i—2i—1 )

—(1—21)/2
(i —1)! Z Z 47711' l)(27r)( )/

-2l -1\ ~
X( )Mm+1 (D, prhi—21-1-m)

m

= a2 S (TN B (D H (e 2
ny 602 3 (1) R (D Hia 0. 00712)
= @0 M)

the second last line coming from the definition (8.12) of the Hermite polynomials, and the last
from the definition (9.10) of the M] (D). O

10 A general representation for E{L;(A,(f,m))}.

Our aim over the next few sections will be to prove the following result, which is the formal

version of (2.1).

Theorem 10.1 Let M, D and y be as in Theorem 5.1. Then, retaining the notation of that
theorem, there exist functions p(i, j, D) dependent on all the parameters displayed, but not on the

distribution of y, such that

dimM —i
E{L;(Mny (D)} = Z Li; (M) (i, j, D). (10.1)
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As described in Section 2, the main result of the paper, Theorem 5.1, follows immediately from
Theorems 7.2, 9.6, and the above result.

The proof of Theorem 10.1 is not short and so we shall break it up into a series of smaller

calculations with some necessary digressions along the way. The basic idea is to write M Ny ~!(D)

as
dimM j A dimM
Mny'(D) = |J UoMny (D) = ] My (10.2)
j=0 1=0 §=0

If we also assume, without loss of generality, that k > dim(M), then, with probability one, each
M;; will be a (random) manifold of dimension j —1 in M. Since Lipschitz-Killing curvatures are
additive, it follows that

dimM j—i

Li(Mny™'D) = Y N L;(Mny 'D,My). (10.3)
j=i 1=0

Thus all that we need show, in order to prove Theorem 10.1, is that
j—i
E {‘Cl (Mv Mjl)} = Z Lier(Mv 8JM) ' ﬁ(zv m, 8ZD)5 (104)
m=0
a result that we shall finally prove in Section 12. Firstly, however, we want to claim that it will
actually suffice to establish (10.4) for the case i = 0; i.e. for the Euler-Poincaré characteristic.

That this is in fact the case follows from the following section.

11 Crofton formulae

The classic Crofton formula works with nice subsets M of RN and states that

/ vy ) = [ cgn, (1)
Graff(N,N—k) J

where Graff(N, k) is the affine Grassmanian of k-dimensional flats in RY with invariant measure
v normalised so that v} (Gr(N, k)) = ]]X . In its original form, (11.1) was proven for M in the
convex ring (cf. [15, 17, 21]) and was extended to the setting of Whitney stratified manifolds in
[7]. The special case k = 0 of Crofton’s formula is generally known as Hadwiger’s formula and is

given by
Lr(M) = / Lo(M V) dAN_, (V). (11.2)
Graff (N,N—k)

The importance of Hadwiger’s formula is gives all the Lipschitz-Killing curvatures of M in terms
of the Euler-Poincaré characteristic of its cross-sections, and it is this aspect of it that we wish

to exploit later.
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Note, however, that (11.1) and (11.2) are Euclidean results and that the £; appearing there
are all computed with respect to the standard (Euclidean) Riemannian metric on RY. This
is important and somewhat limiting. To avoid this limitation we shall develop a different, but
analogous, result, the basic idea of which is to replace the cross-sections M NV by something more
appropriate for the manifold setting. In particular, we shall introduce an auxiliary set of random
manifolds D for which the union of the M N D over all D again gives M and, more importantly,
for which £;(M) can be computed by averaging the Euler-Poincaré characteristics Lo(M N D)
over D. The result, which would seem to be of significant interest beyond the application that

we have in mind, is as follows.

Theorem 11.1 Let M be a C?, n-dimensional manifold (without boundary) embedded in a C3
manifold. Let y',...,y* be centred, unit variance, i.i.d. Gaussian processes on M satisfying the

conditions of the y; of Theorem 5.1. For u € R* define the (random) submanifold

Duz{tEM: ytl :ul,...,yf:uk}
ofM, and suppose Zy, = (Z}, ..., ZF) ~ yge independently of the process y = (y*,...,y*). Then,
for0<j < dim(j/[v) —k,

E{c;(MNDz)} = (2w)—k/2%ckﬂ(ﬁ), (11.3)

where the L; are computed with respect to the Riemannian metric (5.1) induced on M by the 1.

Proof. We start by noting that it suffices to prove (11.3) for the Euler-Poincaré characteristic
Ly. That is, we need only prove that

E{LO(MQ DZ,C)} = (2m) M2 (k]I Cy (D). (11.4)

This follows from the following observation: For j > 0, take Z; ~ vg; independent of everything

else, and write Zj; for the concatenation of Z;, and Z;. Note that, in distribution,
Mﬂ DZk+j = (MﬁDzj) ﬂDZk.

Conditioning first on Zj, apply (11.4) to the manifold MnN Dy, to see that

E{Ej (MHDZ")} - (27[;)]j/2E{£0 (MmDZk+j)} = (27T)_k/2%ﬁk+j(ﬂ)a

which establishes the general case.

We now turn to establishing (11.4). To do this we shall adopt an approach based on Morse

theory (e.g. [18]) which allows us to write the Euler-Poincaré characteristics in terms of the
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critical points of an appropriate Morse function. To provide such a Morse function, we take an

independent realisation of the y;, which we denote by ¥.

There is a problem however, since the set MnND z, is random, and classical Morse theory is
designed to handle deterministic sets and deterministic Morse functions. We can somewhat
simplify things by first conditioning on both Z;, = u € R¥ and a fixed realisation of 77. However,
even then, D, remains random, since it depends on y. Fortunately, there is a long history of
tackling expectations of Euler-Poincaré characteristics of such random manifolds, which gives

the following representation for fixed Zj and y:

E{LO (Mmpu)} (11.5)
= ﬁ /MIE {5 (=V25p)" %) iy =, PV = 0} b, pr (u,0) Ha(dt).

There are many terms here requiring definition or explanation. Firstly, give M the Riemannian

metric induced by y. Then V is the associated Riemannian gradient, so that Vy; is in
L, 2 span (Vyi, 1< < k) .

The Riemannian Hessian is denoted by V2, and with G, the k x k matrix with elements Gijt =

(Vyi, Vy!) and gi the elements of G; !, a few calculations show that

k k
Viipe = V= Y (Vi Ve Vil = V5 — Y (P, Vi, Vyg/Viyl.  (11.6)
i,j=1 1,5=1

Finally, p, p. __is the joint probability density of y and P vyr and J;p = (det(Gy))'/2.
T LiVy t V1

Equation (11.5) is not ‘easy to see’ (although its general form will be familiar to afficiandos) and
comes from a long history of results computing expectations of functionals of point processes. A
full proof would also be quite long and, although (11.5) is crucial to the proof of Theorem 11.1

it is unrelated to all other arguments in this paper. We therefore refer you to [3] for full details.

The remainder of the proof now hinges on evaluating the integrand in (11.5) and taking its
expectation over u. It is standard Gaussian fare that, since the y; have constant variance, y;
and Vy,; are independent. Consequently the same is true of y; and L, and y; and J;, and so we
can actually integrate out w first in (11.5) to obtain

E{co (MnDz)} = (n%k)!/ﬁﬂz{ﬁﬁ (=V2p)" ") Jy

PLVY = 0} Pry vy (0) Ha(d).

Now note that, given the subspace L;, the pair (V2§‘ D> Ji) is conditionally independent of
Pi V7, which then has a standard Gaussian distribution on L. From this it is immediate that

the integrand above is given by

(271-)_(71_“/21}3{rrrLtL ((—V2§‘D)n_k) Jt} .
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We now condition on (V2§| D.t> Jt), so that the next step is to compute the conditional expectation
L ~ —_ ~
E {Tth (=V?gp)" M) T ‘v2y\D,t7 Jt} .

Because of the conditioning, this is just the expected value of the trace of a double form « on
Tt]T/[/ , restricted to a random subspace of dimension n — k.. Lemma 13.1 below shows how to

evaluate such expectations, and in our case it follows from the lemma that

n

—1 ~
k) T M ((=V2gp)" %) T (11.7)

{1 (7)) 2|} = (

To complete the computation, we now need to evaluate
E {TthM ((_v2§ID)n7k) Jt} )

Recall (11.6), which gives a different way of writing V2§| p. In particular, consider the second

term in the last expression there, which involves the term

k
S (PL VL VY gl V.
ij=1
We want a more user-friendly version of this. To obtain it, for the moment we drop the depen-

dence on ¢ and define
A r ;
Vi 23 g PV vy,
j=1

where the 9;1/2 are the elements of the matrix G=2/2 (= G;'/?). Then, conditional on
Vyl, . VYR V2t V2yF ) we have V ~ N(0, Ixx). Since the conditional distribution does
not depend on the conditioning variables, the V; are actually independent of them. Furthermore,

since the Vy’ and V23’ are all independent of one another, we have that, for each ¢,

k k
> (PL VL Vi) gl VY] S viw vy,

i,7=1 i,5=1

1>

where, W ~ Wishart(n, Ixxx), independently of everything else and £ denotes equivalence in
law. (cf. Section 13 for details on Wishart distributions.) Consequently, by (11.6),

B - k n—
() £ (- 3 ) )

i,7=1

where, as above, W ~ Wishart(n, Ixxx) and the random matrices V27, V2y},..., V2yF are

independent and identically distributed.
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From Lemma 13.2 below it then follows that

n!
(n—k)!

This expectation is, however, something that has been computed before (cf. [24, 25]), as well as

E{TrTf‘V((—v?g‘D)”*k) Jt} = (2m) k2 wiE {TrTfM((—vm"*k)}. (11.8)

its integral over M , giving

/ﬁE{ﬂTﬁ«—van*)} Ha(dt) = @m)"R/2( — k) L4 ().

Putting all the pieces together we have enough to prove (11.3) and so we are done, modulo

proving Lemmas 13.1 and 13.2, which we defer to Section 13. O

We shall also need an extension of Theorem 11.1 to regular stratified manifolds. The proof is
similar, although somewhat more involved due to the stratification (cf. the proof of Theorem
10.1 in Section 12) and details can be found in [3].

Theorem 11.2 Let M, y', .. .,y*, Zy and D, be as in Theorem 11.1, and let M be a reqular
stratified submanifold of M. Then, for all j < dim(M) — k,

[k + 7]
]!

E{L;(MNDz)} = (2m) "2 Lytj(M).

12 Proof of Theorem 10.1

In the notation of the previous two sections, we shall prove that, under the conditions of Theorem
10.1,

J

E{Lo(M,Mp)} = Y L}(M,0;M) - pli, D), (12.1)

i=0
for some functions p depending only on the parameters displayed. Once this is established, we
can apply the linear relationships (6.5) between the £} and the £; to move from a representation
involving the £; rather than the £}. (While the functionals p will then change, this is not
important for us.) The proof of Theorem 10.1 then follows from the addivity of the curvature

measures L£}(M,-) and the Crofton formula of Theorem 11.2. The argument goes as follows.

Fix 0 < j < dim(M) and introduce an auxiliary set of Gaussian processes y',...,7’ and a

Gaussian random variable Z; as in Theorem 11.1, satisfying the conditions required there. As
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before, write D,, = {t € M : y} = u1,... ,yf = u;}. Then, by Theorem 11.2,

-1 (27T)j/2 -1
E{L;(MNy (D)} = “E{LM Ny~ (D) N Dz,)}
)3/2
- (2[1')]! E{E{Lo(M Ny~ (D)) N Dy,)|Dz,}}.

We now note that, with probability one, the sets My~ (D)ND z; are regular stratified manifolds,

and so we can apply (12.1) and additivity to compute the inner expectation above, giving

dim M —j
E{L;(Mny " (D)} = > 56,1, D)E{L}(MNDg,)}
=0

— p(j, 1, DYE{L(M N Dg)}

again by (12.1), and allowing the p(j,1, D) to change from line to line, but always remaining
functions only of j, I and D. Converting again from the £} to £; this is (10.1) and so Theorem
10.1 is established.

All that remains, therefore, is to establish (12.1). As in the proof of the Gaussian Crofton
Theorem 11.1 we introduce an independent process y with the same distribution as the y; to act
as a (random) Morse function and use it to find an integral expression analogous to (11.5) for
E{Lo(M;M;;)}. Unfortunately, however, we shall first require a little more notation and shall

need to write the strata of D in a form that will simplify computations.

In particular, suppose that F; : R¥ — R! is a C? function with £, *(0) a (k — [)-dimensional
C? submanifold containing of 9y_;D. The stratum 0j_; D will generally have to be broken up
into smaller pieces to achieve this, in which case we can think of J;y_; D as a generic stratum of
dimension k — [ rather than the union of all (k —[)-dimensional strata. With this in mind, from

now on we shall assume that F; has been chosen so that

oD C {zeRF: F,(x)=01<r<li}.

We now define f; = Fi(y;), a R! valued random process on M with components f,.(t) = F(y:),
r=1,...,1, dropping the unnecessary dependence on [, which will be fixed for the remainder of

the proof. Given f, we introduce the ‘Jacobians’ J f(t) with entries

jf(t)rs = <PTt8jMVfr(t)vPTtBjMVfS(t)>-
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Note, for later use, that given y; the Jacobians have conditional distributions
Tft) |y ~ Wishart (j, JF(y)) 2 Wishart (j, (VE, (), VEs(30) -

With notation now set, we can start our computation. Appealing again to Morse theory for
a characterisation of Lo (M, Mj;) via the critical points of y, and to point process theory to

compute expectations, some work shows that

E{Lo(M,M;)} = ﬁ/ﬁME{a(nt;Mmy—lp)ﬁnMﬂ ((_Wﬂ\Mﬂ)j_l) |ff(t)|]lt (12.2)

‘f(t) =0, PTthLVg: O}pprjl(o’ O) Hj (dt)a

where, in order to make the formulae a little more manageable, we write 1, for 1g, ,p(y(t)),
|Jf(t)] for (det(Jf(t)))"/2, py,p;, for the joint density of f(¢) and Pr,ar, Vy, and

A

7t Py, Vi (12.3)

Note that is actually technically incorrect to call py p, a joint density as Pr,a, Vi lives in
T,0;M, a j-dimensional space and f(y;) lives in a [ dimensional space. However, conditional on
Yt, Y«r we can find a subspace of 7;0; M that is perpendicular to y; (T}, 0, D)+, the pull-back of
the orthogonal complement of T}, Or—; D in Tthk, as well as an orthonormal basis X1 ¢,..., X1
for this subspace. The vector Pr, M;, can thus be written as a linear combination of the X;+’s
and so we think of the density py p,, as the joint density of f and the coefficients of Pr, s, in
this basis. This being the case, this density is easily seen to be

(2m)~U=D/2p(0). (12.4)

Our goal now is to show that the expectation in (12.2) factors, in an appropriate sense, into one
factor related only to the Lipschitz-Killing curvature measures of M and another that is related
only to dy—;D. (Since the density term py p, (0,0) is independent of ¢, we can ignore it.) Thus,

we focus on evaluating the conditional expectation in the integrand of (12.2).
To be more specific, we shall consider a finer conditional expectation, looking at
E{a(nt; Mn yilD)TthMjl (_vzg\]\@z )jil |‘7f(t)|]]-t Yt Yt gt’ g*Vt}’ (125)

where y,; and y. ; are the push-forwards of y and y. We shall see that this factors as required

and, after a little further manipulation of expectations, will achieve our goal.

We deal with the normal Morse index first. Theorem 14.3 implies that this Morse index factors

into a product of two modified Morse indices, one for M and one for y~'D. To set this up
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properly for the current scenario, note first that the support cone of M Ny~1D at t € Mj; is the
intersection of two support cones, viz. SeMj; = SeM N Sy 'D C T,M. Let

V, 2 span{Vf;(t),1 <i<I}

be the normal to Tyy =1 (x_; D) in all of Tt1\7. By Theorem 14.3, for almost every v; € TthJl-,

alvy; M Ny D) a(vy; Si (M Ny~ tD)) (12.6)
a(Tv,v; SeM) - o (Vt; Pr,o;m (St (y’lD)))

ai(v) - aa(y),

>l

where Ty, is as defined in Theorem 14.3. Specifically,

l
Tvive = Phoave— > (Ve Prio,aV fr(0) T F (1) Pryo 0V fis(8)- (12.7)

r,5=0
In particular, for the n; of (12.3), we have
a(;MNy~'D) = ai(n) - o).

With regard to the second of these indices, note that the vectors in the cone &; (y’lD) are

push-forwards under y, L of vectors in a cone in T,,R*. Consequently,

az (m) = a(ni Proym (Si (y7'D))) = a(yu(m); Sy, (D) Ny.(T;0;M)),

where, with some abuse of notation, we have written y.(7;9; M) to denote the collection of push-
forwards, by y, of vectors in 7,0; M. It is clear that, as a random variable, o (1;) is dependent
only on the collection (y¢, Ys ¢, Ut, Y«.¢) of four random vectors. Hence, its conditional distribution
in (12.5) does not depend on ¢.

In view of the above observations, and appealing to Lemma 13.1, we have that the conditional

expectation (12.5) can be written as

. {o‘(m; M Ny~ DYT M (=g, ) TF (1)

Yts Ys ts gty g*,t}

- ”UTTZ)!E{W; MOy DYTOM (=V20,,0) 7 1T ()0,

15— ~ ) - i—1 -
- (Jj—,)axmﬂJf(t)mtE{almmﬂw (=V?Fs,))’ ]yyyy}

Yts Y ts gta 37*,15}

To evaluate the expectation here, we need to look a little more closely at the structure of the

Hessian V2§‘ M;,- Applying the Weingarten equation gives us, after some computation, that

l
Ve = VU= > (Vi Viiou(t) (TFE) ™ V2 fojo,m (2).

r,s=1
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This depends on the curvature of F, '(0). With some perversity (note how terms cancel) but

with the future in mind, we acknowledge this dependence by writing

9~ —_
V%Y umu e = Et + O,

where
- A 9~ o~
E = (Vu+u-I) - S,
1k B OF
- Z Z<Vgt7 PTtajMVfT(t»Jf(t)rs 6y5 : (V2yu(t) + Yu,t I)
r,s=1u=1 “
o, 2 o!+e?
l k 2
LA _ ~ s O°Fs
Gt - r.szzl u;1<vyt,PTtajA4Vfr(t)>Jf(t) 8yuayv Yt
X (X, Vyu (1)) - (Y, Vo (1))
k=1 &
e 2 g1+ Y Z(Vﬂt,PTtajMVfT(t»Jf(t)”ays t1.

r,s=1u=1

Written this way, the curvature of Fl_l(()) is contained in the double form ©;. Continuing,
Lemma 2.1 of [24] implies that (12.5) is given by

! ) i1, ~ -~
E{ﬁal(m)az(m)TrT’an (=V?Far,))" " 1T F ()L yt,y*,t,yt,y*,t}

! NG —1)! . A _
- Z (m — l()j|(] _)m)!j!TthajM (E{al(nt)a2(nt) -EMer l|Jf(t)|]lt yt,y*,t,yt,y*,t}> .

We shall apply Lemma 13.2, conditional on y; to each term in the sum above. To do so, we first

m=l

identify variables and functions above with the variables and functions in Lemma 13.2. With

this in mind, set

l
Zi = S (Vi Prou V)T (1),

r=0
—1/2

wo= (TFw) " Trw (TR

U = (VutuLSey, v,) 1<i<I
— 2~
Ul+1 - (v ’SPT a; iYa% )
Gjom = -5 "
émfl = Qo- @;n_l.

It is straightforward to verify that, conditional on y;, the above random variables have the

required conditional distributions. The result after application of the lemma with [= j—m,T =
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m—1,n=jk=11is

(2w)—m/2(j%!l)!°;_’;15{@m_l}1@ {éj_m\yt} : (12.8)

There is only one conditional expectation above because the U;’s are in fact independent of y;.

Applying Lemma 13.2 repeatedly, along with the fairly obvious fact that E {©"} = C,,, I"™ for any
m, we find constants, p(m, d,—; D), which may change from line to line, such that the expected

value of the above (after multiplication by the factor of 27 in (12.4)) is equivalent to

> i )Y m, ea)

m=

x T (E {O‘(PﬁajMvgt; M) (V2§ + Ge - I)jim} Imil)

= ) O .0k D)

x M (L a(Ph o, 00 Vi M) - (V5 + 57 })

m=l

the last equality following from a trace formula of Federer ([11], p425).

Above, p(m,d;—; D) is a complicated expression involving the expected value of products of the

as of (12.6), powers of ©} and ©7 and factors of 27 and wy,’s.

Finally, arguing as in the proof of Theorem 11.1, one can show that
[ mm o (i {a(Pr o VT M) - (V25 + T 17 }) o Ch(M:0,0),
M

with the proportionality constant independent of 9;D. The reason that £! appears instead of
L = £° is because of the appearance of 7j; - I above. This completes the proof as all that remains

under the expectation are quantities whose distribution does not depend on t. O

13 Two Gaussian lemmas

We shall now prove two technical lemmas that we used earlier. They are stated in somewhat
more generality than needed, but it turns out to be not much harder to prove the more general
results and as currently formulated they may also turn out to have broader application. Both
are exercises in (statistical) Multivariate Analysis, for which the standard reference is Anderson
[5]. In particular, both proofs exploit some basic facts of Wishart distributions which we now

summarise and proofs of which can be found in Section 13.3 of [5].
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The Wishart(n, ¥) distribution is the distribution of a matrix W with elements of the form W;; =
S XmiXmj, where the k n-dimensional vectors X, = (X1, . .., X;ni) are independent, each

distributed as N(0,X). Alternatively, writing X for the n x k matrix with X,,, being the m-th
L 51
row, we have W = X'X.

We shall need two properties of the Wishart(n, Ixx) distribution. The first is the rather imme-
diate fact that, for any W ~ Wishart(n, Ix«x) and any orthonormal matrix A,

AWA £ W (13.1)
The second is that, for W ~ Wishart(n, Ixxx),
k
det(W) ~ H X721+17ja (13.2)
j=1

where we read the right hand side as “the product of k independent y? variables, with degrees

of freedom running from n + 1 — k to n”. An immediate consequence of this is that

k
E{det(W)} = [[(n+1-j) = i (13.3)

Jj=1

Here is the first of our two lemmas.

Lemma 13.1 Let (V,(,)) be an inner product space with dim(V) = n and associated wedge
product A. Suppose that Ly, C V is a uniformly distributed random subspace of V' of dimension k,
in the sense that gLy, £ Ly, for all orthonormal transformations g of V.. Then, for all alternating
double forms « of order j,

@I&.«V(a) j<k

E{TrLk(oe)} =<0 ’

0 otherwise,

where by TrY (o) and Tr™*(a) we denote the trace of o on' V and Ly, respectively.

Proof. Firstly, note that the case 7 > k is trivial since then o« = 0 by definition. Secondly, by

the linearity of double forms note that it suffices to consider the case

a= (WA Awj) - (w1 A Awj) (13.4)
for some orthonormal set {w1,...,w;}. Note that from the definition of the trace
V(@) = TrV (Wi A Awj) - (Wi A---Awj)) = 1. (13.5)
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Finally, we claim that it also suffices to consider only the case j = k. To see this, note that, for

an « of the above type,
TI‘Lk(Oé) = Z a((ﬁil,...,&j),(Hil,...,Hij)),

where {01,...,0;} is a (random) orthonormal basis for Lj. Note that the individual terms in the
sum all have an identical expectation, due to the assumed distributional invariance of Ly (and

its subspaces) under orthonormal transformation. Hence

E{r@) = ($)Ea(@n0). 00 = (HE(ms @),

Thus, to compute the expected value of the trace of a o on a uniform subspace of dimension
k, it suffices to compute it on a uniform subspace of dimension j. Consequently, we shall now

concentrate on the form (13.4) for the case j = k.

To this end we introduce an auxiliary set of random vectors, X, ..., X, taken to be independent,
identicially distributed with standard Gaussian distribution 7y . (i.e. For any = € V*, the dual
of V, the real valued random variable (X)) is distributed as N (0, ||z|]).) Then, for « of the form
(13.4), it follows from the definition of the trace operator that

a((X17"'7X]€)7(X17"'7X/€)) = det(g)T‘I‘Lk(Q),
where ¢;; = (X;,X;) ~ Wishart(n, Irxx) is independent of Ly.

Let V* = span{wsi, . ..,wy} and, using the usual identification of V" and its dual V*, let V be the
corresponding subspace of V. Define Y; = Py X; ~ 7, and note that

a (X1, Xi), (X1, X0) = a((Yi,...,Ya),(Ya,...,Ya)).

However, the right hand side here has a particularly simple distribution, since a((Y1,...,Yx),
(Y1,...,Y%)) = det (g), where g;; = (Y;,Y;) ~ Wishart(k, Ixx). Collecting equivalences, we find
that

det(g) Trl* (@) = det(g).

Taking expectations over Li, g and g, recalling the independence of Ly and g, and applying
(13.3) we find that

E{Trb (o)} = (Z) - (Z)lTrWa),

the last equality following from (13.5). Combining this with (13.6) completes the proof. O

The second, unrelated, lemma is the following.
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Lemma 13.2 Consider the following three sets of random variables: a vector Z, a matrixc W

and a sequence Uy, ..., Ukt1 of vectors. All are independent, with distributions
ZNN(O,Ikxk), WNWiShal“t(’rL,Ika), Uj NN(O,E),
where X is an arbitrary covariance matrix.

Then, for any homogeneous functions Gy of degree I and G, of degree r,

E{Gl(Uk+1 + zk: ZW; U ) ( Z ZW‘1/2) det(W)}

n! Wn—1

(n - k)' Wn—l—k—r

_ (27T)7(k+r)/2 E{GZ(U1)} E{éT(Z)}

In particular,

k
ir—1/2r7 2t - (_ k/2 n! Wn—21 21
IE{ (Uk“ + Jzzjl ZW, U]) det(W)} = O e R (U2}

Proof. For ease of notation, we first consider the case CNJT =1.

Let Py denote the distribution of W on Symy ., the space of k x k symmetric matrices. Then

E{Gl (Uk+1 + zk: Z; W‘1/2U) det(W)} (13.6)

ij=1
-
—zwz' /2

= /Sym /Rk det(w Gl (UkJrl + Z z;U ) }W dzPyy (dw).

In order to simplify this expression, fix Z and consider the expectation over W. Take an or-

b ~l21%/2
\/det(w)IE{Gl (Uk+1 + Z ziw;/zUj) }‘E%W dzPyy (dw)

k
kxk R

thornormal matrix, say Oz, with first row equal to Z/|Z| and the remaining rows chosen ar-
bitrarily (but consistently with the first). Then, as we noted at (13.1), OzWO; £ W and we
can write det(OzWOY) as the product of y* random variables (cf. (13.2)) the first of which is
actually ZW Z'/|Z|%.

Taking the expectation over these terms, we have k — 1 expectations of of x? variables, along
with

ZWZz' —-ZWZ'/2 —|Z1?Xn /2 d
E{ |Z)2 ¢ ‘Z} B ]E{X"e ‘Z} B d/\MX”()\) A=—|Z|2/2
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where X,, ~ x2 and My, is its moment generating function. However, this is equal to

d < 1 )H/Q < 1 )H/QI
R _ = n R —— .
dAA\T=2)) |\ 73/ 1+|2)?

Substituting this into the last line of (13.6) gives that the expectation there is equivalent to

k—1 k
- —n/2— U1+ i 2iU;
2m) 2 TT E{3_. / n(l+ |z[)Y2 2R G | =2 i=1 dz  (13.7
(2m) j|:|1 st A1) z TP (13.7)

E{Gl (Ul)}‘/Rk(l + |Z|2)l/2fn/271 dz.

n!

(n—k)!

_ (2ﬂ_)7k/2

Finally, as the integral here is, effectively, that of a multivariate ¢ density with n — 1 — k + 2

degrees of freedom and covariance parameter (n — [ — k + 2) "1« (cf. [5]) we have

7Tzc/2F ("=~ +1) _ Wno
I(%t+1) Wn—l—k

/ (1+|Z|2)l/2—n/2—1 dz =
Rk

and, after putting all the pieces together, the proof is done for the case ér =1.

Now, suppose that ér is not identically 1. Then, the proof proceeds exactly as above up to the
point (13.7), keeping in mind that we had made the substitution

k
~ —1/2
Zi > 2 = E Wij Zj,

5,J=1

and the integral

/ (1 + |Z|2)l/27n/271 dz
RE

is replaced with

/ G (2) (1 + |22 /21 gz,
Rk

Finally, exploit the homogeneity of éT to see that

E {ér(Tn—l—kw)} = E { (X?zflkarQ) 4/2} E {CNJT(Z)}
9=T/2 g (n=l=k)/2,, kF %)E{@ (Z)}
R (nfl;k+2) r :
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14 Two Morse theoretic results

We present here, without proofs, two Morse theoretic results that are used in the paper. Recall
first that a function f € C? (1\7 ), where M is a C? Whitney stratified manifold embedded in a C*
ambient manifold M , is called a Morse function on M if, for all 0 < j < dim(M), the covariant
Hessians V2 fim0,M are non-degererate at all critical points of f5,5 in 9;M and the restriction
of f to O M = U?:o 0; M has no critical points on Uf;é 0, M.

The classical Morse Theorem, in this settings, can be stated as follows (cf. [13]).

Theorem 14.1 (Morse’s Theorem) Let (M, Z) be a compact C? Whitney stratified manifold
embedded in a C* Riemannian manifold (1\7, g) and fe 02(1\7) be a Morse function on M.
Then, setting [ = ﬁM,

N
Lo(M) = 3 > e a(Pry u Vi M), (14.1)
j=0 {t€d; M:V f; GT#‘(?]‘ M}
where PﬁajM is orthogonal projection onto (T;0; M), Lo(M) is the Euler-Poincaré character-
istic of M, and the vy 9,0 (t) are the tangential Morse indices of (3.3).

More important for us is the following corollary of the standard Morse Theorem, for this is what
lies behind the the point set representations leading to (11.5) and (12.2).

Corollary 14.2 Let M be a regular stratified manifold embedded in a C3 manifold M. Let
f € 02(1\7) be a Morse function on M, and let u € R be a reqular value of f\ajM for all
7=0,...,N. Then, writing f = ]7|M,

N

Lo (MM f 1 u,00) = Y > (—1) oM Oa(=Ph o 1V frs M). (14.2)
7=0 {teajM:ftZ’u.,vft GTtJ‘aj M}

The proof of the Corollary is not hard (cf. [3] for details) but depends, in part, on the following
lemma, a proof of which can also be found in Section 9.2 of [3] and which, to the best of our
knowledge, does not appear elsewhere in the literature. Although hidden away in the details of
the proof of Theorem 10.1 of Section 12, this lemma is actually crucial to the fact that in the
expression (1.2) for the expected Lipschitz-Killing curvature of an excursion set the geometries

of the parameter and Gaussian spaces separate out to product form.

Lemma 14.3 Let My and My be reqular stratified manifolds with stratifications

dimM1 dimM2
My = |J My, My = [J My
j=0 k=0
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Suppose that, for each j and k, My; and May, intersect transversally and
Codim (My; N Msy,) = Codim (My;) + Codim (Mag) . (14.3)
Fiz at € Myj N Msy. Then, for every such t and almost every v, € Ty(Mi; N MQk)L,

a(ut;St(Ml ﬂMg)) = Oé(Vt;StMl ﬁStMg) (144)
= (v P, SiMy) - o (vi; Py, SiMo)
= (T SiMy) - a (ve; Pro,, SeMa) |

where Tji : Ty(My; N Mop)*+ — TtMle is defined by

COdil’n(Mzk)
_ L ~rs pl
73']9” - PTtMle_ E <PTtM1jV’PTtM1ij>g PTtMlija
r,s=1
where {w1, . .., Wcodim(Msy) } 5 @ collection of vectors spanning TtMQLk and the g"* are the entries

of the inverse of the matrixz with elements
Grs = (Pran,;wr, Proa,;ws), 1 <r,s < Codim(Mag).
Furthermore, if S;(Ms) is a half-space then, for almost every v, € Ty(M ;N ngk)J‘,

a (v St (M N Ms)) = oz(ut;PTthykStMl) = a(’TTjkut;StMl). (14.5)

Although we are not going to prove this lemma here, a couple of words as to how the proof
proceeds are in order. There are essentially two steps in the proof. The first is to show that
the lemma holds when M is a complex of simplicial cones. The second is to extend this result
to stratified manifolds via an approximation. That is, the manifolds, their tangent bundles and,
importantly, their normal and tangential indices need to be approximated by those of simplicial
cone complexes. At the this stage, various smoothness demands enter into consideration, in

particular that M be a C*' cone manifold.

References
[1] R.J. Adler. The Geometry of Random Fields. John Wiley & Sons Ltd., Chichester, 1981.
Wiley Series in Probability and Mathematical Statistics.

[2] R.J. Adler. On excursion sets, tube formulae, and maxima of random fields. Annals of
Applied Prob., 10:1-74, 2000.

[3] R.J. Adler and J.E Taylor. Random Fields and Geometry. Springer, 2007. Currently
available at http://iew3.technion.ac.il/-~radler/publications.html.

47



[4]

[5]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

18]

R.J. Adler, J.E. Taylor, and K.J. Worsley. Random Fields and Geometry: Applications. In

preparation.

T.W. Anderson. An Introduction to Multivariate Statistical Analysis. Wiley Series in Prob-
ability and Statistics. Wiley-Interscience [John Wiley & Sons], Hoboken, NJ, third edition,
2003.

A. Bernig and L. Brocker. Lipschitz-Killing invariants. Math. Nachr., 245:5-25, 2002.

L. Brocker and M. Kuppe. Integral geometry of tame sets. Geom. Dedicata, 82(1-3):285-323,
2000.

S.S. Chern. On the kinematic formula in integral geometry. J. Math. Mech., 16:101-118,
1966.

P. Diaconis and D. Freedman. A dozen de Finetti-style results in search of a theory. Ann.
Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Statist., 23(2, suppl.):397-423, 1987.

P.W. Diaconis, M.L. Eaton, and S.L. Lauritzen. Finite de Finetti theorems in linear models
and multivariate analysis. Scand. J. Statist., 19(4):289-315, 1992.

H. Federer. Curvature measures. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 93:418-491, 1959.
H. Federer. Geometric Measure Theory. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1969.

M. Goresky and R. MacPherson. Stratified Morse Theory, volume 14 of Ergebnisse der
Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (8)].
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1988.

A. Gray. Tubes. Addison-Wesley, Redwood City, 1990.

H. Hadwiger. Normale Korper im euklidischen Raum und ihre topologischen und metrischen
Eigenschaften. Math. Zeitschrift, 71:124-140, 1959.

D. Hug and R. Schneider. Kinematic and Crofton formulae of integral geometry: recent
variants and extensions. In C. Barcelé i Vidal, editor, Homenatge al Professor Lus Santald
1 Sors, pages 51-80. Universitat de Girona, 2002.

D.A. Klain and G-C. Rota. Introduction to Geometric Probability. Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, 1997.

M. Morse and S. Cairns. Critical Point Theory in Global Analysis and Differential Topology.
An Introduction. Academic Press, New York, 1969.

M.J. Pflaum. Analytic and Geometric Study of Stratified Spaces, volume 1768 of Lecture
Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

48



[20]

[30]

[31]

S.0. Rice. Mathematical analysis of random noise. Bell System Tech. J., 24:46-156, 1945.
Also in Wax, N. (Ed.) (1954), Selected Papers on Noise and Stochastic Processes, Dover,
New York.

L.A. Santalo. Integral Geometry and Geometric Probability. Encyclopedia of Mathematics
and its Applications. Addison-Wesley, Reading, 1976.

R. Schneider. Convex Bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski Theory, volume 44 of Encyclopedia of
Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1993.

D.O. Siegmund and K.J. Worsley. Testing for a signal with unknown location and scale in
a stationary Gaussian random field. Ann. Statist, 23:608-639, 1995.

J.E. Taylor. A Gaussian kinematic formula. Ann. Probab, 32, 2004. To appear.

J.E. Taylor and R.J. Adler. Euler characteristics for Gaussian fields on manifolds. Ann.
Prob., 30:533-563, 2002.

H. Weyl. On the volume of tubes. Amer. J. Math., 61:461-472, 1939.

K.J. Worsley. Local maxima and the expected Euler characteristic of excursion sets of x2, F'
and ¢ fields. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 26(1):13-42, 1994.

K.J. Worsley. Boundary corrections for the expected Euler characteristic of excursion sets
of random fields, with an application to astrophysics. Adv. Appl. Probab., 27:943-959, 1995.

K.J. Worsley. Estimating the number of peaks in a random field using the Hadwiger char-
acteristic of excursion sets, with applications to medical images. Ann. Statist., 23:640-669,
1995.

K.J. Worsley. The geometry of random images. Chance, 9:27-40, 1997.

K.J. Worsley. Testing for signals with unknown location and scale in a x? random field,
with an application to fIMRI. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 33(4):773-793, 2001.

Research supported in part by NSF grant DMS-0405970, US-Israel Binational Science Founda-
tion, Grant 2004064, Terman fellowship (Stanford) funds, and by Technion VPR Funds.

JONATHAN E. TAYLOR: Department of Statistics, Stanford University, Stanford, USA.

jtaylor@stat.stanford.edu, http://www-stat.stanford.edu/~jtaylo

ROBERT J. ADLER: Faculty of Industrial Engineering and Management, Technion - Israel Insti-

tute of Technology, Haifa, Israel
robert@ieadler.technion.ac.il, http://ie.technion.ac.il/ Adler.phtml

49



	Introduction
	A plan of action
	Stratified manifolds
	Stratified manifolds
	Morse functions and indices
	Regular stratified manifolds

	Curvature integrals and tubes
	Gaussian processes and the induced metric
	Two results about spheres
	Poincaré's limit
	The Kinematic Fundamental Formula on S(Rn)

	A model process on the l-sphere
	The canonical process on S(Rl) and in half-spaces
	The canonical Gaussian process on S(Rl)
	Warped products
	A second fundamental form
	Gaussian Minkowski functionals
	Some volume computations
	Completing the proof of Theorem ?? on S(Rl)

	A general representation for E{Lj(Au(f,m))}.
	Crofton formulae
	Proof of Theorem ?? 
	Two Gaussian lemmas
	Two Morse theoretic results

