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EXTREMES OF GAUSSIAN RANDOM FIELDS WITH REGULARLY VARYING DEPENDENCE
STRUCTURE

KRZYSZTOF DEBICKI, ENKELEJD HASHORVA, AND PENG LIU

Abstract: Let X (t),t € T be a centered Gaussian random field with variance function o?(-) that attains
its maximum at the unique point ¢y € T, and let M(T) := sup,c X(t). For T a compact subset of R,
the current literature explains the asymptotic tail behaviour of M (7T) under some regularity conditions
including that 1 — o(t) has a polynomial decrease to 0 as t — to. In this contribution we consider more
general case that 1 — o(t) is regularly varying at ¢y. We extend our analysis to random fields defined on
some compact 7 C R?, deriving the exact tail asymptotics of M (T) for the class of Gaussian random
fields with variance and correlation functions being regularly varying at tg. A crucial novel element is the
analysis of families of Gaussian random fields that do not possess locally additive dependence structures,

which leads to qualitatively new types of asymptotics.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Let X(t),t > 0 be a centered stationary Gaussian processes with continuous trajectories, unit variance and correlation

function r(-) satisfying Pickands’s condition
(1) 1—r(t)~alt|]*, t}0, a>0, andr(t)<1,Vt+#0,

with « € (0,2]; in our notation ~ means asymptotic equivalence when the argument tends to 0 or oc.

In the seminal contribution [26] it was shown that under (1), for any T positive

(2) P { sup X(t) > u} ~ THoa/*u?/*P{X(0) > u}, u— oo,
t€[0,T]

with the classical Pickands constant H, defined by

Ho = lim T_lE{ sup e‘/iBa(t)_ta},
T—o0 te[0,7)

where B, (t),t > 0 is a standard fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index «/2 € (0, 1], see [26, 27, 28, 9, 16, 8, 17,
10, 29, 11, 15, 6] for various properties of H,,.

The above finding was extended in various directions, including «(t)-locally-stationary Gaussian processes (see [14]), and
general non-stationary Gaussian processes and random fields, see e.g., [29]. A particularly important place in this theory
is taken by the result of Piterbarg and Prisjaznjuk [30], where the exact tail asymptotics of sup,c(o 71 X (t) is derived in
the case that the variance function o2 of a centered Gaussian process X has a unique point of maximum in [0, T, say to.
More precisely, for the correlation function it is assumed therein that for some a € (0, 2]

(3) 1—r(s,t) ~alt—s|* stl0, a>0,
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whereas the behaviour of the variance function around the unique maximizer ¢y of o(¢) over [0, 7] such that o(ty) = 1,

is supposed to satisfy
(4) 1—o() ~ bt)’, tL0, b>0, Be(0,0).

Assume further that the following Holder continuity condition

(5) E{(X(t) - X))} < Clt — 5|
is valid for all s,¢ € [0, 0] with some 6 € (0,7 and v € (0, 2], by [30], for o < 3
1/c

(6) P{osup X(1) > up ~ Hoorr T(1/8 + Du?/ @ PP {X(0) > u}

t€[0,7] bi/p
and for a = f3
(7) ]P’{ sup X (t) > u} ~ PYAP{X(0) > u},

t€[0,T]

where P2, d > 0 is the Piterbarg constant defined by
P? = lim E{ sup eﬁBa(t)(Hd)tQ} € (0, 00).

When « > , then (7) holds with 1 instead of PY*; see also Theorem 2.1 in [10] for the case T = oco.
We note in passing that in fact the Holder continuity (5) is not needed to derive the asymptotics of (2), which will be
shown later in our main theorems; necessary and sufficient conditions that guarantee the global Holder continuity of X

are presented in the deep contribution [1].

The original Pickands assumption (1), and its counterpart (3) can be relaxed to 1 — r being regularly varying at 0 with
index a € (0,2], see [33, 2]. Specifically, in the case of a non-stationary X we shall assume for some non-negative
p e RQ/Q,OC S (0, 2]

(8) L—r(s,t) ~ p*([t—s|), s,tl0.

Here f € R, means that the function f is regularly varying at 0 with index ~, see [34, 19, 36] for details.

The first goal of this contribution is an extension of Piterbarg’s results to a more general setup, that is to suppose that
(9) 1—o(t) ~v*(t), tl]0,

where v > 0 and v € Rg/g, 8 > 0. In Theorem 2.1 we show that the asymptotic tail behaviour of sup,¢jg 77 X (t) can be
determined under the assumption that 1 — ¢ can be compared with 1 — p, namely if further

2
o )
t10 p*(t)

Note that, in Piterbarg’s result mentioned above the limit v is assumed to exist.

(10) = €0, 00].

Then we analyze tail distribution asymptotics of supremum of centered Gaussian random field X (s,t),s € [-T1,T1],t € [-
Ty, T»] with unique point that maximizes its variance function, say (0,0). Although extremes of Gaussian random fields
with regularly varying correlation function are discussed in [33], see also [4, 5, 18, 25, 31, 13, 22, 32] for new developments
on extremes of Gaussian random fields, most of the results in the existing literature are focused on the analysis of fields

with locally additive dependence structure, that is if
Var(X(0,0)) — Var(X (s, 1)) ~ Ay|s|? + A;[t|*
and
1 — Corr(X (s,t), X(s1,t1)) ~ Bi|s — s1|“* + Ba|t — t1]**

as s,s1 — 0, t,t;1 — 0. It appears that the investigation of fields that do not satisfy this properties is considerably more
delicate and leads to qualitatively new results. In Section 3 we derive several novel results concerned with the exact

tail asymptotics of the maximum of centered Gaussian random fields when both variance and correlation functions are
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regularly varying and do not possess a locally additive strucuture.

Brief outline of the rest of the paper: Our main result for extremes of Gaussian processes is displayed in the Section
2, whereas Section 3 covers Gaussian random fields. The proofs of the theorems are presented in Section 4 and some

technical results and their proofs are relegated to Appendix A and B.

2. (GAUSSIAN PROCESSES

Before continuing with our investigation, we mention first that there are indeed important cases of Gaussian processes
that satisfy our general setup in Section 1. Indeed, as remarked in [23] and [24], for any function p? € R,,a € (0,2]
there exists a centered stationary Gaussian process Y with continuous trajectories, unit variance and correlation function
r satisfying (8). Clearly, for any continuous function o(t),t > 0 the process X (t) = o(t)Y(t),¢ > 0 has continuous
trajectories and variance function o2.

One instance for the properties of ¢ is to assume that (9) holds with
v2(t) = |Int|t", A>0,ceR,8>0.

For such o, only the case ¢ = 0 can be dealt with using Piterbarg’s result mentioned in the Introduction. It is tempting
to write

V2 (t) = (| Int|/Pt)s.
Since in Piterbarg’s result condition (4) explains the asymptotic expansion in (6) the u~2/8 term when a < 3, the above
could imply that (6) still holds if we replace u=2/# by |Inw|=2¢/8*y~2/8,
Detailed calculations show that this intuition does not lead to the correct result, and in fact the problem is much more

complicated. Indeed, the tail asymptotics of the supremum is determined in this case in terms of the (unique) asymptotic

inverse of v, which is given by (see Example 1.24 in [36] or Lemma 2 in [21])
B c/B
) ~ <§) |Int|=¢/#¢2/8 ¢ |0,

(_
where f denotes the asymptotic (unique) inverse of f € R,.
Hereafter all regularly varying functions at 0 are assumed to be ultimately non-negative as ¢ — 0. Further ¥(u) ~
e‘“2/2/(\/ 2mu), as u — 0o, denotes the tail distribution of an N(0,1) random variable, and we set

Pe =1, P[0,8]=:1, a€c(0,2],5>0.

We state next the main result of this section.

Theorem 2.1. Let X (t),t > 0 be a centered Gaussian process with continuous trajectories and variance function o>

having unique mazimum at 0 with 0(0) = 1. Suppose that o satisfies (9) and the correlation function r of X satisfies (8).
Assume further that condition (10) 4s valid for some v € [0, c0].
i) If v =0, then

P{ sup X(¢)>uyp ~T(1/8+1)H ﬁwl/“)\lf(u)
t€[0,T] “ p(1/u) '

i) If v € (0, 00], then

t€[0,T

]P’{ sup X (¢t) > u} ~ PIU(u).

Remarks 2.2. i) If the maximum point of the variance is not 0, but an inner point, say to € (0,T) such that o(tg) =1,
then the results of Theorem 2.1 remain valid with Ho replaced by Heo and P replaced by 73(;7, where

Ho =2Mo, PI= lim E{ sup eV2Ba®)-(4mi®} — poo —_ q
te[—5,5]
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ii) Since Theorem 2.1 remain valid if we substitute v by an asymptotically equivalent v*, we can assume that v*(t) = £, (t)t"

with ¢y a normalized slowly varying function (see e.g., [3, 36]). Similarly, let p*(t) = £,(t)t™ with €, another normalized

lpa(@) = \JL(812), i 5(x) = \Jo(a11?).

If further Eg 5 and fﬁ,a denote the asymptotic inverses of Uy 5 and £, «, respectively then we have

slowly varying function. Set next

v(z) = L, 5(2P)2P% pla) = Ly 0(x®) />
and thus by Example 1.24 in [36] ast — 0

() ~ [0 SO () ~ [ ()]

Consequently,
F/0)  jamoysllos/WIP
P (1/u) (8 5(1/u))2/e

p(1/u
Theorem 2.1 is useful also when dealing with additive Gaussian random field. Specifically, assume that for 77,75 > 0

U —r Q.

X(s,t) =m(s) +ma2(t), se[-T1,Ti]t e [-Ts,Ts],

with 71,72 two independent centered Gaussian random processes with continuous trajectories. If both 77 and 7, are

stationary satisfying (1), or n; and n9 satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1, then

]P’{ sup  n;(t) > u} ~ Ei(u)u""(f“z/2

te[-T;,T;]

for some 7; > —1 with £;(z) = C,z > 0 if 7; = —1 and £; is slowly varying at infinity if 7; > —1. Hence, since

sup X(s,t) = sup m(s)+ sup m(t),
SE[—Tl,Tl],tE[—Tz,TQ] SE[—Tl,Tl] te[—Tz,Tg]
then Lemma 2.3 in [20] implies
(11) P sup X(s,t) >up~V 271',61(U)EQ(U)UT1+T271€7H2/4, U — 00.
Se[—Tl,Tl],te[—Tz,Tz]

In the particular case that 7;’s satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.1 with p;,v;,i = 1,2 instead of p and v, where

v2(t)

2

12) S 220

=7 € [0700]7i:1727

then (11) can be given more explicitly, see Theorem 3.1 below.
As we show in the next section, general Gaussian random fields are much more complex to deal with, and the results

cannot be derived from Theorem 2.1.

3. GAUSSIAN RaNDOM FIELDS

Extremes of locally additive Gaussian random fields with regularly varying correlation function are discussed in [33].
However there are no results in the literature if the variance function is determined in terms of regularly varying functions
and the dependence structure is non additive. In order to motivate our study, we consider first the additive Gaussian
random field X (s,t) = n1(s) + n2(t), s € [-T1,T1],t € [=T2, Ts] introduced in Section 2. Thus, using that the variance
function o2(s,t) of X (s,t) is simply given by

Uz(svt) = U%(S) + O'S(t),

if 11, no satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, then o(s,¢) achieves its unique maximum at (0, 0).

In this section we shall discuss an extension of Theorem 2.1 to

—T1,T1]x[=T2,T2]

(13) P sup X (s, t)>up,
(s,t)€l
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as u — 0o, where X (s,t),(s,t) € [-T1,T1] x [-Ta, T3] is a centered Gaussian random field, with variance function that
is maximal on a unique point but possess dependence structure that is more complex than the additive one discussed

above. In particular, we suppose that
(14) 1—r(s,t,51,t1) ~ pi(lari(s = s1) + ara(t — t1)]) + p5(Jazi (s — s1) + azz(t — t1)])

as s,51,t,t1 — 0 with p; > 0 and p; € Rq, /2,05 € (0,2],1 =1,2.
For the variance function o2(s,t) = Var(X(s,t)) we shall assume that it attains its maximum at the unique point (0, 0)
with (0,0) = 1 and further

(15) 1—0(S,t)NU%(V)H(S—Sl)+b12(f—t1)|)+U§(|b21(8—81)+b22(t—t1)|), s,t ] 0,

where v; > 0 and v; € Rg, 2,8 > 0,i=1,2.

We note that recent results for the case that the variance function 2 is maximal on a line, which is the case for instance
if 7y is stationary with unit variance 1 and 79 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, are obtained in [7].

For further analysis it is useful to introduce the following matrices

A= air a2 . B= b1 b1 )
a1 Q22 b21 b22

Let us observe that the assumption of uniqueness of the maximizer of o(-,-) implies that rank(B) = 2.
We shall assume that (12) holds and furthermore the following limits

P _ o 130

1 =
(16) it Bt B )

=0 € [0, 0]

exist.

It appears that the rank of matrix A plays the key role for the asymptotics of (13), as u — oco. Thus, in what follows,
we shall distinguish between two scenarios, when rank(A4) = 2 and rank(A) = 1. We exclude from further analysis the
degenerated case of rank(A) = 0.

3.1. Scenario I: rank(A4) = 2. Suppose that A is invertible and observe that Y (s,t) := X((A7!(s,#)")") has, under
(14), (15), correlation function such that

(17) 1- TY(Sa s1,t, tl) ~ p%(|$ - Sl|) + p§(|t - t1|)a S, 81,t, 11 — O;
and variance function 0% satisfying

(18) 1 —oy(s,t) ~ v3(|e118 + c1at]) + v3(|cors + cont|), s, — 0,

c c
c=| """ " )=pBal
C21 (22
Therefore, with no loss of generality, in this section we tacitly assume that X satisfies (14) with

Az(l O)z:].
0 1

Next, define an additive fractional Brownian field W by
W (s,t) = V2Ba(s) + V2Ba(t) — [s|” — [¢|°,

with

where By (t) and By (t) are independent standard fBm’s with index o € (0,2]. For a given matrix D = (dij)ij=1,2, we

define the generalized Piterbarg constant

ﬁ;hV%D = lim E sup eW(sit)—mldiistdiot|® —y2|d215+daat]® ,
S ((sit)e[-5.5]2

where v1,7v2 > 0. Note that if det(D) # 0, then there exists 3 > 0 such that

Yildi1s + diat|* + y2|dars + doat|* > 3(|s|* + [t]?), s,t € R,
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~ ~ \2
which implies that PJ72P < (P&“) < 00. Moreover, for D = I we have
P12l — prp
7)(’171 2 — 'pgl 'pgz'

Let for S7,.S2 non-negative

’HZ}’W’Z’(Sl, 52) —F sup W (s:0) =71 ls+bt|* =2 [t|” :
(s+bt,t)€[—S1,Sl]><[O,Sg]

and
7/_221-,’7275(81, 52) —F sup eW(S-,t)*’Yl\Sert\a*’Yzma .
(Sert.,t)E[*Sl.,Sl]X[*S2,S2]

In order to simplify the notation we set
HL2(S)) = HLPP(Sy, S1), HR P (S1) = HE 0PN (Sh, S1), HIP(Sh) = HE O (S, ),

and

HIP = lim STHIY(S).

S—ro0
Now let us proceed to the analysis of (13) for four special cases whose proofs are all different, and to which one can reduce
all other scenarios (as will be advocated at the end of this section).
Since below A is taken to be the identity matrix, the cases discussed below are defined by the different choices of the
matrix B.
o Case 1. We say that X is locally additive, if both (14) and (15) hold with A = B = 1. The result below holds for any
6,7n € [0, 00| defined in (16).

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that X is a locally additive Gaussian random field.

Z) I’ 'Y — Y2 —O, then

7T1,T1]><[7T2,T2] pl

ZZ) If’}/l - 0572 € (05 00]7 then

P sup X(s,t) >up ~20(1/B1 + 1) Hq P72M\P(U)
(s,6)E[—T1,T1] X [~ T2,T2] 1(1/u)

iii) If 1,72 € (0, 00], then
P sup X(s,t) > uy ~PIPEW(u).
(S t)e[—Tl,Tl]X[—TQ,Tg]
Remark 3.2. We note that by the use of change of coordinates Theorem 3.1 covers all the combinations of values of

V1,72

o Case 2. Here we shall assume that (14) and (15) are satisfied with

(19) A=1, B_<(1) bf),withbuséo.

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that (16) is satisfied with n € (0,00), 6 =0 and (19) holds.
i) If 1 = 72 =0, then
%
vi(l/u)
P sup X(s,t) >up~4 ( (1/8;+ 1)H —(_7) U (u).
{(Sxt)e[—Tl,Tl]X[—Tz,Tz] } H pi(l/u)

i) If v2 = 0,71 € (0, 00], then

bian~ /o1 <71(1/@
P sup X(s,t) >up ~20(1/B1 + 1)HJ 2" = U(u).
(5,£)€[~T1, T ] [~T2,T] p1(1/u)
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iii) If 2 € (0,00],y1 = o0, then
P sup X(s,t) >up ~ ﬁgf(\b12|aln*1+l)*1qj(u)'
(s,t)€[=T1,T1] X [-T2,T2]

Remark 3.4. The above theorem covers all the possible combinations of values of 1,72, since the assumption that
€ (0,00), 0 =0 excludes cases v1 = 0,72 € (0,00] and v1 € (0,00),72 € (0, ).
Although the same asymptotics are imposed in i) of Theorem 3.1 and i) of Theorem 3.3, their proofs require a substantially

different approach. Thus we did not combine those cases in one result.

o Case 3. The assumptions on A and B are the same as in Case 2 above, however we shall suppose that n =0, 8 € (0, c0).
Since 0 € (0,00), we set 3 = 1 = B2. Let u € (—00,00) be the point at which |1 + byot|? + 0[t|? attains its minimum
over (—o00,00). We have p € [—1/|b12],1/|b12|]. Further, set

(20) Mg = _inf  (|1+biat|” +0Jt]°)

te(—o00,00)
and define the two-sided Piterbarg-type constant
’ﬁbs = lim ’ﬁbs[—S, S, with 73‘53 -5, 5] = E{ sup eﬂBﬁ(t)_tﬁ_gs(t)}, S>0,8>0,
S—o0
te[—S,S]
where
gs(t) =071y, (|s + b12t|5 +01t)7 — (1 + bu,u)s|5 - 9|us|ﬁ) ,s>0,teR.

Further, set

o v2Mg
Ig::/ Pgle” 7 "l ds € (0,00).

—00
The finiteness of Zg follows from the fact that for any e > 0, there exists a positive constant ¢, > 0 such that

gs(t) +€ls)? > e t|®, s>0,teR

implying that 7365 < 7/5566655 < 00, and thus for € € (0,07 1y Mg)

Is < 2/0 Pe

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that (19) holds and (16) is satisfied with n =0, 6 € (0, 00).
i) If i =2 =0, then

Mg g S [ _(2Ms .8
ant ds§273§€/ e~ (795" 15 < 0.
0

N Ci(1/9)Y 40
P{(St)e[ sup X(st>u} 4]"[( (1/8+1)H %)W( ).

—Ty,T1) X[~ T, T5] P
i) If y1 = 0,72 € (0, 00], then
VB i(1/u
P {(S pop LX) > u} ~Har () Iﬁ%\y(u),
iii)) If y1 = 0,72 = oo, then
16, i)
P {(s,t)e[Tls.;ll:])x[Tg,Tﬂ X(s,t) > u} ~2I1/B+ 1) (Mp)~ Hal—mkll(u),
iv) If y1 € (0,00],72 = o0, then
P{ sup X(s,t) >u} ~ P ().
(s,t)e[—T1,Th ]| x[-T2,T>]

Remark 3.6. Analogously to the Case 2, the assumption that n =0, 6 € (0,00) excludes case v1 € (0,00], 72 € [0, 00).

o Case 4. Here we still assume that A = I but there are no restrictions on the invertible B.
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Theorem 3.7. Suppose that (14) and (15) hold with A = I and B an invertible matriz, and (16) is satisfied with
n,6 € (0,00).
i) If 1 =2 =0, then
2 —
v i(1/u)
(21) P sup X(s,t) >u ( (1/8: + 1)H ﬁ> U(w).
(s:t)€] |d t(B)] }_[1 (1/u)

—Tl,Tl]X[—TQ,Tg] pZ

it) If y1,72 € (0,00) or y1 =72 = o0, then

(s,t)€[=T1,T1]x[-T2,T2]

. ) 07B7,o<
(22) P{ sup X(s,t)>u}~ oy I (),

b b -1/
where P’YI O Bnea if y1 =12 =00 and By o, = < o2l )

bor  bogn =t/

3.1.1. Discussion. As mentioned above, all other cases for rank(A) = 2 can be reduced to the analysis of the field of
one of types covered by Case 1-4. For the sake of transparency, let us first consider A = I and B such that exactly one

element b;; equals to 0. With no loss of generality, by a change of variables, we can assume that

1 bio
B= . bia £0.
(0 ! ) o

¢ § = co: The asymptotics of (13) in this case is covered by Case 1 above, since by Lemma 6.3 we obtain

Then the following holds:

Vi ([s + biat]) + 03 (|t]) ~ o2 (Is]) +v3([t), st — 0.

<

n = o00: Let Z(s,t) = X(s — biat,t), which is a locally additive Gaussian random field. Indeed, it follows from
Lemma 6.3 that

L—rz(s,t,s1,t1) ~ pi(|s — s1 — bra(t — t1)]) + p3(|t — ta]) ~ pi(|s — s1]) + p5(|t — ta]), s,t,51,t1 =0,

and 1 —oz(s,t) ~ vi(|s|) + V3 ([t]), s,t = 0.
o 0=0,n=0:Let Z(s,t) = X(s
with

s, %) Then, again by Lemma 6.3, Z is a locally additive Gaussian random field

L—rz(s,t,s1,t1) ~ pi(|s — s1]) + |bia| " *2p3 (|t — t1]),  s,t,81,t1 — 0,
and 1 — oz(s,t) ~ |bia| P23 (|s|) + v2(|t]), s, t — O.
0 =0, n e (0,00): This is covered by Case 2 above.
0 € (0,00), n = 0: This is covered by Case 3 above.
0 € (0,00), n € (0,00): This is covered by Case 4 above.

<

&

&

Next, let A =1 and b;; # 0 for 4, j = 1,2. With no loss of generality we can assume that
1 bio
B= ,  biab 0.
( by 1 ) 12b21 #

Let us observe that det(B) = 1 — biaba; # 0, which will be used in several places below. Then the following holds:

© 0=0,n=0:Let Z(s,t) = X(s, Z—;) Again by Lemma 6.3 Z is a locally additive Gaussian random field

1- TZ(Sa i, 81, tl) ~ p%(|5 - Sl|) + |b12|_a2p§(|t - t1|)7 s,t, 81,01 — 0,

B
and 1 — oz(s,t) ~ 2B 2 (|s|) + 02(|t]), st — 0.
o 0 =0,n¢€ (0,00): This is Case 2 with v3 replaced by |det(B)|%?v3. Indeed, by Lemma 6.3, we have

v (|s +biat]) + v3(Jbars + 1)) = vi(|s + buat]) + v3(|bar (s + baat) + (1 — bizbar 1)

v2(|s + biot|) + |det(B)|P202(|t]), s,t — 0.

)—‘N )—‘N

~
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<

0 =0,n=o00: Let Z(s,t) = X (s — bat,t). Again, by Lemma 6.3, Z is a locally additive Gaussian random field
with
1—7rz(s,t,s1,t1) ~ p2(|s — s1|) + pa(|t — t1|), s.t,s1,t1 — 0,
and 1 — oz(s,t) ~ v?(|s]) + v3(|bars + (1 — biabar )t|) ~ v3(|s]) + |det(B)|*2v3(|t]), s,t— 0.
o 0 € (0,00),n=0:Let Z(s,t) = X(s,t — ba1s). This is Case 3 with

1- TZ(Satu Slutl) ~ p%(|8 - 81|) + P§(|t - tll)a S,t,Sl,tl — 07

and 1 — oz(s,t) ~ |det(B)|Pvi(|s + bia(det(B))~'t]) + v3(|t]), s,t— 0.
o 6 € (0,00), n € (0,00): This is covered by Case 4.
o 0 € (0,00), n =o0o: Let Z(s,t) = X(4=2,5). This is Case 3 with

b21

1- TZ(S,t,Sl,tl) ~ p%("s - 81|) + |b21|_a1p%(|t - t1|)7 S,t,Sl,tl — 07

B
LB 2|5 + (—det(B)) M) + v ([t]), 5.t — 0.

ba1

o 0 =o00,n=0: Let Z(s,t) = X(s,t — bays). This is a locally additive Gaussian random field with v? substituted
by |det(B)|%1v3.

o 0 =o00,n € (0,00): By Lemma 6.3 we have that this is Case 2 with

and 1 —oz(s,t) ~

L—rx(s,t,s1,t1) ~ pi(ls —s1) + p3(It —tal),  s,t,51,t1 >0,

and
1—ox(s,t) = v3(|bars+t]) +vi(|byy (bars +t) + (brz — b3y )t])
~ v (|bars +t]) + 07 ((br2 — by )t))
S P e L LAl T Y
© 0 =00, n=o00: Let Z(s,t) = X(%, t). We have that Z is a locally additive Gaussian random field with

L—rz(s,t,s1,t1) ~ [bar| " 03 (Is — s1]) + pa (|t — ta]),  s,t,81,t1 = 0,

and 1 —oz(s,t) ~ v3(|s]) +

B1
det(B
et >\ W2(|t]), 5, ¢ — 0.

3.2. Scenario II: rank(A) = 1. Suppose that rank(A) = 1. Clearly it suffices to consider Gaussian random fields with

1 0
covariance function that satisfies (14) with A = 0 0 and variance function satisfying (15). We begin with the

analysis of two special cases, to which all other structures of field X can be reduced.

o Case 5. Here we shall assume that (14) and (15) are satisfied with

1 0
(23) A= and B = 1.
0 0
Theorem 3.8. Suppose that (23) holds.
i) If 1 =0, then
(_
1
P sup X(s,t) >up ~20(1/B1 + 1)HQI—M\IJ(U).
(s,4)E[~T, T1] X [~ T2, T3] p1(1/u)
i) If v1 € (0,00], then
(24) P sup X(s,t) >u g ~PIW(u).
(s,t)E[=T1,T1] X [~ T2, T3]

o Case 6. Here we shall assume that (14) and (15) are satisfied with

1 1 b
(25) A_<O 8), B_<O i2>,andb127£0.
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Theorem 3.9. Suppose that (25) holds and (16) is satisfied with 6 € (0,00).
i) If y1 = 0, then

(_
1
(26) P sup X(5,8) > u b ~ 2(Ma, )"V Br + 1) Ha, w2 D ().
(s,8)€[=T1,T1] % [~ Ts, T3] 0 1(1/u)
i) If v1 € (0, 00], then
(27) P sup X(s,t) > up ~ Pl g (y)
(s,t) [T, T1] X [~ T2,T%]

with Mg defined in (20).

3.2.1. Discussion. Having analyzed the above special cases, we are now in position to give the asymptotics of (13) for

10
general structure of X. Suppose first, analogously to Scenario I, that X satisfies (14) and (15) with A = 0 0 ) and

10
exactly one element of matrix B equals 0. With no loss of generality we can assume that B = ( 0 12 ), b12 # 0.

Then the following holds.
© 0 =0: Let Z(s,t) = X(s, tbz—:) Then, by Lemma 6.3, this is Case 5 with

L—rz(s,t,s1,t1) ~ pi(|s = sul) s, 81,81 = 0, 1—0z(s,t) ~ [bra| 203 (|s]) +0i(|t]), st — 0.

o 0 € (0,00): This is case 6.
© f = co: The asymptotics of (13) in this case is the same as the asymptotis derived in Case 5. Indeed, by Lemma

6.3, we have
Vi (s + biat]) +v3(Jt]) ~ v2(|s]) +03(t]), st 0.

Finally we discuss the other case where the matrix B is such that b;; # 0 for 7,j = 1,2. Again with no loss of generality

1 b
we can assume that B = ( 12 ), bi2,b21 # 0. Then the following holds with det(B) = 1 — biaba; # 0:
21

o 0=0: Let Z(s,t) = X(s, 3.2). This is covered by Case 5.

det(B)|”

5 v3(Is)) + i (lt), st —0.
12

1—7rz(s,t,51,t1) ~ p2(|s — s1]), 8,1, 81,t1 = 0, 1 —o0z(s,t) ~

o 0 € (0,00): Let Z(s,t) = X(s,t — bars). Then, by Lemma 6.3, Z is as in Case 6 with
1—ry(s,t,s1,t1) ~ p2(ls — s1]),  s,t,81,t1 =0, 1—0z(s,t) ~ |det(B)|"v3(|s + bia(det(B)) " t]) + v3(|t]), s,t — 0.
o 0 = o0: Let Z(s,t) = X(s,t — bays) . This is Case 5 with

1—rg(s,t,s1,t1) ~ p2(|s — s1]), 8, t,81,t1 = 0, 1 —0z(s,t) ~ |det(B)|Pv3(|s|) +v3(|t]), s,t— 0.

4. PROOFS

In the rest of this section by Q,Q; > 0,7 = 1,2, ... we denote constants that may differ from line to line.
Proof of Theorem 2.1 We set, for u > 1 and &(u) :=u"'1lnu

E,=[0,% ()], Iu(w) = [kSP (), (k+1)SP (u™")],k € NU{0}

and, for given ¢ € (0,1/2), define

- PR 2 v (€(w))
U, =1 —¢€) inf w ul =wu €) sup v U) = | =5 .
ke 1+ )tGka(.’U‘) ®), he A+t )tEIkI()u) @ N { P (Ul)S] o

For L > 0 sufficiently small

(28) E{(X()) - X(1)*} <201 —r(s,1)) < 49(t — 5)) < Qlt — [, s, € [0.L],
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which ensures the Hélder condition in a neighborhood of 0. By the fact that sup,ci4r(¢(uy), 1 0(t) < 1— Q(&(u))? for u
sufficiently large, (28), Theorem 8.1 in [28], we have

P X(t < QTuY*w (7“ >
{tew??ﬁ»,u “”} = QT (T g

Moreover, in light of Borell inequality (see e.g., [35]) and the fact that sup,c(, 7y 0(t) <1 -6 with 6 >0,

(u—a)?

]P’{ sup X(t) > u} < e 29
e[ (£(w)),L]

with a = E (supte[oﬂ X(t)).

Consequently, for all large u we have

(U u u (U u/a #
(20) (’SP{tS[O?T]X(”> }S 0+ Q0¥ (gt )

where m(u) =P {SuPte[o,Y(g(u))] X(t) > u}

Next we give the exact asymptotics of 7(u) subject to three different scenarios.

Case i) v = 0. For any u positive we have

N(w)-1 N(w)
(30) Z ]P’{ sup X (t } ZA Z { sup X(¢t) > },

k=0 telk(u) k=0 tely, u)

where

N (u)

Ay (u) = ZIP’ sup X(t)>wu, sup X(t)>wu,,

k=0 telk(u) t61k+1(u)

and
Ao(u) = Z ]P’{ sup X(t) > u, sup X(t)>u}.
0§kl§N(u),l2k+2 telk(u) tell(u)

The main difference in comparison with the proofs of the classical cases considered in the literature, as e.g., in [28], is

contained in the approximation given below. By uniform convergence theorem (UCT) for regularly varying functions,

G
vi(t)  \t
which implies that for any € > 0 and for u sufficiently large,

22((2 > (%ﬂ) —¢€/2, s,t € Ix(u),1 <k < N(u).

Thus for any € > 0, there exists ke € N such that

see e.g., [3], we have

sup
s,t€1 (u),1<k<N(u)

— 0, u— oo,

inf v3(t) > (1 —¢) sup v*(t), k. <k < N(u).
tel(u) tel, (u)
Let Xou(t) = X(kS%0 (u™1) +t),t € In(u) with k € K, = {k,0 < k < N(u)} and hy(u) = uy .. In light of Lemma 5.1,
we have

(31) lim  sup =0.

U0 0<E< N (u) telp(u)

(\P(uk,g)lp{ sup Xu,k<t>>u,€,€}—mo,s1

Consequently, as u — oo

Z P< sup X(t) >u
k=0 telk(u)

N
MZ
O
/—’H
0
=i
el
><
V
<
I
——

IN
=2
£
o=
——
0
=i
gel
s
B
\Y
<
I
——
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N(u)
~ ) Hal0, 51 (uy,)
k=0
N(u)
~  Hqa[0, S]P(u) Z e~ (I=e)infrer, () v¥ (1)
k=0

Further by Lemma 6.2

A

N 1 N 22 2
Z P{ sup X ) } < HQ[O,S]\I/(U) ke + W Z / e_(l—E) u?v (t)dt

tely (u) k=Fk, tel,(u)
T (&(u))
NHmﬂk+?——/

)

F(l/ﬁ + 1)HQW\P(U), u— 00,5 — 00,e — 0.

(le)2u2v2(t)dt> \IJ(U)

2

Similarly, we obtain

N(u)—1 (F(ufl)
(32) Z P< sup X(t)>up >T(1/8+ 1) Ha — ¥ (u)(1+0(1)), u— 00,8 — 0.
=0 te i (u) p(ut)

Next we focus on A;(u),i=1,2. Let iy, = min(uy, v, ). Then by (31) the fact that

IP’{ sup X (¢) >u, sup X(t)>u}

te]k(’u.) t€]k+1(u)

<P sup X(t) > dp—cp+P sup  X(t) > g, p — P sup X(t) > g, —c ¢
tel(u) tel41(u) tely (u)Ulqq(u)

we have
P {SuPtelk(u) X(t) > u, SUPter, 1 (u) X(t) > u} . ';’-[O[[O7 25]
lim lim sup - < lm (2———— ) =0
S—00 u—+00 0<k<N (u) ’HQ[O,S]\IJ(uk,,e) S—o00 HQ[O,S]
Therefore,
N (u)
A(u) = ZHOSth()Z%WﬂWWJ
k=0

<— -1
UW) )
0 U(u) |, u— 00,8 — oco.
(Fp '
By (8) and applying Lemma 5.4 in Appendix, we have (note that below k,[ take values up to N,,, therefore an uniform

upper bound for approximating the summuands derived in Lemma 5.4 is essential)

Ay(u) < Z ]P’{ sup X(t) > Uy ., Sup X(t) > uh_e}
0<k,I<N(u),l>kt2  (PER(W) tel(u)
< Z QS (it ) e~ W IU=R)SI??
0<k 1< N (u),[>k+2
< Q8 Y vy )i s
0<k<N (u) 1=1
N(u)
D SR (Y
k=0
= o(—%@(u)) , U — 00,8 — o0,

with @k — = min(u, _,u; ). By the above calculations both A;(u) and As(u) are negligible. Hence the results
displayed in (29)-(33) establish the claim.
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Case ii) v € (0,00] . The proof of this case is the same as the proof of the corresponding counterpart of Theorem D2 in
[28], with the exception that

m(u) ~ ]P’{ sup X (t) > u} ~ P[0, S]¥(u), u— oo,

telo(u)

where the last asymptotics follows by Lemma 5.1. This completes the proof. O

4.1. Proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.3, 3.5, 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9. Define next for S, u positive
(w) = [prw kS, pr(u™")(k +1)S] x [p2(u™1)IS, pa(u™t) l+1)5]k1€Nu{o},
I(w) = [prw ™ HES, prlu ™k +1)S], Ji(u) = [p2(u™ kS, pz(u™1)(k + 1)S],

for k € NU {0}, and

[ ——
Additionally, let

Vi(u) = {(k, 1, ki,l1) : =Ni(u) =2 <k < ki < Ni(u) + 1, =Na(u) =2 < 1,11 < No(u) + 1, Iy N Iy, g, = 0},
VQ(U) = {(kvlvklvll) : _Nl(u)_2 < k < kl < Nl(u)+17_N2(u)_2 < lall < NQ(U)"—L (kvl) 3& (klall)vjk,lmlkl-,ll # Q)}v

u,;“ :u(l—i—(l—e) inf (U%(|b118—|—b12t|)+U§(|b218+b22t|))),
v (S,t)elkyl(u)

uf o =u(l+(1+¢ ( )sup " (v (|b11s + biat]) + v3(|bars + bast]))),
' s,t)ely 1 (u

ug, =u(l+(1—e) inf v(|s]), upl =u(l+1+e) sup v7(|s])),
) selk(u) ! Selk(u)
upm =ul+(1—¢) inf v3(s))), w7l =u(l+(1+e) sup v3(|s]),k,1€Z,
s€Ji(u) se€Jy(u)

where uf 1 varies according to B.

In what follows for a given Gaussian random random field Z we write Z for the standardised random field.

The general strategy of proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.3, 3.5, 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9 agrees from the double-sum technique developed
for Gaussian random fields in e.g., [28]. However the variance-covariance structure of some cases substantially differs from
the families of Gaussian random fields analyzed in [28] and requires a case-specific approach, on which we focus below.
Observe that for all Cases 1-6

(33)  m(u) <P sup X(s,t) >up <m(u)+P sup X(s,t)>u,p,
(s,t)€[—T1,T1] X [~ T2,T2] (s, ) €([=T1, T1]x [~ T2,T2])\Du

where
mi(u) = ]P{ sup  X(s,t) > u} ,with D, = [-b7 (v 'Inw) i1 (u™"nw)] x =y (v Inw) Y (v Inw)].
(s,t)€Dy

For Case 1-Case 3 and Case 5-Case 6, by (15) for u sufficiently large we have

sup o(s,t) <1—Qu 2In*u.
(s;t)€([=T1, T1]X[~T2,T2])\Du

For Case 4, in light of (15) and Lemma 6.4, we have

sup o(s,t) <1-Q inf v2(|s]) +02(Jt]) <1 - Qu?In®w.
(5,) (T4, Ty X [~ T, To])\ Du (5:1) <s7t>e<[—T1,T11x[—Tz,Tzn\Du( 1(ls) + v (1)

It follows by the fact that (0,0) is the unique maximizer of o, Theorem 8.1 in [28] and Borell theorem that

(34) IE”{ sup X(s,t) > u} < QT Tyu*/ a4/ @2y (*) .
(s,t)e(

[=T1, T3] % [~ T2, T2]))\ Dy, 1—2u2Inu
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Therefore, for all Cases 1-6 we focus on the asymptotics of 71 (u) as u — oo, proving that it delivers the asymptotics of

(13) as u — oo.

Proof of Theorem 3.1
Case i). Suppose that 73 =72 = 0. For any 0 < € < 1/2 and v large enough we have

(35) 7T1E ZA/ <7T1 <7T1)_€(’u),
with
Nl(u):Fl Ng(u):Fl
mMaw): = > > P < sup  X(s,t) > u§l> :
k=—Ny (u)£21=—Np(u)£2  \(&DEDk (W)
AN(u): = Z P sup  X(s,t) > U g e sup X(s,t) > U gye |
(kb )€V () \(3E € () (D)€ 0ky 1y ()
Ay(u): = Z P sup  X(s,t) > U g e sup X(s,t) > Up e |
(kbkr ) €Va(u) A0 (8:)€ 1k 1y (u)
By UCT, for any € > 0, there exist two constants k., l. € N such that
(36) inf w(t) > (1 —¢) sup v(t), inf v3(t)>(1—¢) sup vi(t),
telk(u) telk(u) tGJl(u) tEJz(u)

hold for k. < k| < Ni(u) + 2,1 < |I| < Na(u) + 2. Let
Xu,k,l(sut) = 7(1&9?1(’[1,_1) + S,lS?g(U_l) + t)vK:u = {(kvl)7 |k| < Nl(u) + 27 |l| < NQ(U’) + 2}7

hii(u) = u,;l)é,c‘:u = Iyo(u),d, = 0.

One can easily check that conditions of Lemma 5.2 are satisfied implying that

(37) lim sup
YT (k) ERY

(\Il(uk)l’e))_l]P’< sup X (kSD1(u™h) +5,1802(ut) +1) > ukl> — ][ Ha.[0,8] =

(S,t)eloﬂo(u)

Further, using Lemma 6.2 we have

Nl(u)+1 Nz(u)Jrl
g (

mew o= > )

k:*Nl(u)72 l:*N2(u)72
Nl(u)—i-l N2 u)+l 2

~ Y > [ Hal0. 819y, )

f=—Nj (u)—2 I=—Na(u)—2 i=1

sup X (ESD1(u™h) + 5,080 a(uh) +1) > up, .
(S,t)EIQ,o(u) 7’

2

~ T Mo [0, S0 (w) | Ri(u) + Ro(u) + 3 F/ (= (1t g

i=1 ko <|k|< Ny (u)+2 €1k (u)

o~ (=23 (1) gy

8 Z E teJ;(u)

le <|1\<N2(u

F(u " inw)
—(1—e)2u203 (1)
N4HHQIOS ﬁ\/‘ e ( i ( dt

=1

S2(u "t inu
B ) (1— 5)2u2v§(t)dt

B

(_
~ 41— )BT (18 4+ (1 By + 1)S2 [ Has 0, 81%

T

2
(38) ~AT(1/B1 + DT/ B2+ 1) [ [ He il [v)
i=1

o
p1(l )(ﬁ (1/u)
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where
— Z Z 67(175)u2infselk(u) o7 (|sh)—(1—e)u® infre g, () v%(\t|)7
|k|<ke I <N2(u)+2
Ro(u) = Z Z e~ (1=eu?infoer, () vi(Is))—(1=e)u® infre s, (uy v3(I2])
[k <N (w)+2 U<l
Note that (38) holds since in light of Lemma 6.2 we have

Ri(u) < (2ke+1) (21 +1+F/

$2(u"tIn u)

—(1—e)?u?vi(t) dt)

_ 1/u) 0 1(1/u) 0a(1/u)
(k1)1 = o) 20/) ( . u— o0,
@+ D0 = s = o\ T el ) T
and
o, +1) 2k, + 1 ! T o g
< — —€ u'Ul
RQ(U) < ( e+ ) e+ -‘rm ; e t
01(1/u)
~ @+ 1)1 = va 2l
A TOVE
— —
v1(1/u) vzﬂ/ﬂ))
pu— y %
"<$ (1/u) PaCt/w)) 7
Similarly,
Nl(u) 1 Ng(u) 1
Tie(u) > > > P( sup Y(Sat)>u;l,e>
k=—Ni(u)+11=—Nap(u+1 NSOk ()
2 -
v (1/u) Ua(1/u)
39 ~ AD(1/By + DD(1/B2 + 1) T He, U (),
(39) (/3= DO /B+ 0 U oo 7y 5 0y P00

as u — 00,5 — 00,€ — 0.
Next we prove that both Af(u), AL(u) are asymptotically negligible. From (14), applying Lemma 5.4 in the Appendix,
with

U 1,k 1y e = min(ug ;w0 ), B85 =min(on, az),

we obtain
) < QS* Z q,(ﬁk)l7k17ll)€)ef@luk—kl\2+|z—zl|2>5*sﬁ*/2
(k,l,k1,01)€V ()
N1 (u)+1 Na(u)+1 .
SEED D SR RIS DRI
k=—Nj (u)—2 l=—Ny(u)—2 m+n>1,m,n>0
Ni(u)+1 Na(u)+1 )
< st Y S Wuy, Je @S
k=—Ni (u)~2 l=—Na(u)—2
(40) = o(m,e(u)), u— 00,8 — occ.

Now we focus on Ag(u). Without loss of generality, we assume that k1 = k 4+ 1. Then let, for k1,l; € NU {0},

10, = [br(w ")kt S, i (u™ (le—i—\/—)] x [Fa (a8, B (u=Y) (1 + 1)8],
L2, =™ (k18+ \/E) i (ky +1)S] x [Pa(u™ DS, pa(u= ) (11 + 1)8).

For (k,l,k1,11) € Va(u), ky = k + 1, we have

P sup  X(s,t) >up, ., sup X(s,t) > Up 1) e
(s,t) €Tk 1 () T (s,t)€ly 1y (w) Y

<P sup  X(s,t) > Up g oo sup X(s,t) > uy,

l1,e
(s,t)ETy 1 (u) (s, t)e[l(cl)ll(u) '
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P suwp X(st) >y swp o X(sh) >up .
(s,t)el), (u) (s, )Il(czl)zl(")

1 2
_pl(Cl)kl,ll( )+pl(€l)]€1,l1( )

It follows from Lemma 5.2 that

1 ~N —
pl(cl)kl () <P sup  X(s,t) > uy,
(ss)el), (u)

~ M [0, VS Hoy [0, S0 (i, ).

e

Further, since each Iy ;(u) X Iy, ;, (u) has at most 8 neighbors, we have that

Nl(u)-l-l Ng(u)-'rl

Z pgcll)kl,ll() <8 Z Z ‘I’(U;;,l,e)

(kL k1,01)€Va(u) k=—Ni(u)—21=—Na(u)—2
% (Has [0, VS1Ha [0, 5] 4 Ho [0, SHas [0, VS))
8 Hﬂcl [Oa \/g] 4 HBD(Q [07 \/g]

Ha, [0, 5] Ha, [0, S]

Nl(u)+1 Nz(’u.)Jrl

X Z Z Ha1[ous]Ha2[O7S]\Ij(ul;l,e)

k:*Nl(u)72 l:7N2(u)72

<

=o(m(u)), u— 00,5 — 0.

In light of Lemma 5.4, we have
2 — B*/4 N
> P, () QSte~®? > W (k1 ey 0 )

(k,Lk1,l1)€Va(u) (k,Lk1,11)EVa(u)
Nl(u)-l-l Ng(u)-'rl

IN

S Q846*Q155*/4 Z Z \I/(u,;l)e)
k:—N1(u)—2 l:—Ng(u)—2
= o(m,(u)), u—00,5— o0.
Consequently,
(41) Ay(u) = o(me(u)), u— 00,8 — cc.

Combing (35), (38), (39) (40) with (41), we derive that

N 2 (1) Ta(1/u)
mi(u) ~40(1/61 + 1)I(1/B2 + 1) H’Hal(ﬁl )$2(1/U)\IJ(U), U — 00

hence the claim follows.

Case i) 71 = 0,72 € (0,00). Let in the sequel

Teo(w) = Tuo(w) Ui —1(u), V(u) = {(k, k1) : —Ni(u) =2 < k < k1 < Ny(u) + 1,k — k > 2},

and
V() = {(k. k) : =Ny (u) —2 < k < ky < Ny(u) + 1,ky =k + 1}

For any 0 < € < 1 and all u large enough

2
(42) me(w) = Y A () < miw) < my) () (w),
with

Nl(u) -

(1) X(s,1) 14+

ma(u): = E P ( SUp T 5 > U,
btz \Delo(w LT 1 E)UI()
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7r§2)_6(u) = Z Z P

Nl(u Jrl N2 u)+1 (
k= N1 (u)—2 [[|= 1,1 —1

sup  X(s,t) >uy,,
(s,t) €Tk, (u) h

AP (w): = Z P ( sup  X(s,t) > u,lce_, sup X(s,t) > u,1€1_€> , 1=1,2,
(k,k )GV(I)( ) (Sxt)efk,o(u) (Svt)elkl,f)(u)

Set further X, (s,t) = X (k' 1(u=1)S + s,¢) and define
Ku={k |kl < Ni(u) +2}, Eu=Too(w), hi(u)=uy_, du(s,t)=(1—ev3(t).

Using Lemma 5.2, we have

lim sup =0.

U0 ke,

@wte»-lp( sup Lzmae)—Hm[o,smgﬂ-@(s)
(s,1) -

, Gfk,o(“)
Further, by Lemma 6.2, we have

Nl(u)—i-l

i w) o~ T Ha, 0, S1PEI(S) ()
k:—Nl(u)—2
=R 5 (u™ lnu) s o
< 2, [0.51PE(S) ( 2. +1+z_—_1 / (a=0%E 0 gt | (1 + o(1))
<_1(u71)
(43) ~ 2F(1/ﬂ1+1) P’mm\y( ), ’LL—>OO,€—)O,S—>OO.
Similarly, as u — co,e — 0,5 — oo,
v
(44) 1) ~ 201/ + U, P ),
Moreover, by Lemma 5.2
Nl(u)+2 Ng(u)-'rl 2
2 _
2w o~ > > [T Halo, S (g, )
k=—N1(u)—2 |l|=1,l#—1i=1
2 N1(u)+2 Ng(u)-'rl ,
< o[Hal0SI) Y eUmOwinfiene i) Y m(-outEEa s
i=1 k=— N7 (u)—2 [1]=1,1#—1
2 Nl(u)+1 Nz(’u.)Jrl ,
(45) < 2] Hal0.5100) > o~ (1=e)u®infoer, () o7 (Is]) 3 e~ (1-26)72[1S5|%2
i=1 k=— N1 (u)—2 [1|=1,1£—1
u” )W (u) o4
< 4 Ha §2e~ QST
- H i 2/ﬁ1 Pl( 1)
(46) - o(w&)(u))

as u — 00,5 — oo and £ — 0, with 0 < 85 < 2. Note that in (45) we use Potter’s bounds (see e.g., [34]) for regularly
varying function vs(t) at zero to derive that, for u and S large enough,
2 -Hs :
(47) ’022%(“ _)1 ) > (ls)ﬁg
03 (h2(u=1))

holds for 1 <1 < Ny(u). Using Lemma 5.4, we have

AP < @t S W (udy, ) e @RI
(k.k1)eVSY (u)
Nl(u)+1

_ _QymB*/2g8*/2
0s' Y. W) Y een s

k=— Ny (u)—2 m>1

IN
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Nl(u)+1 .
< 08t Y Wy )e @
k:*Nl(u)72
(48) = o (7r§1€) (u)) , U — 00,5 = oo,

with g g, e = min(u,lc’;, u,lc’;) and 8* = min(aq, az). Using Lemma 5.2 yields that

(1) Nl(u)+1 Y(S t)
() D S e SR
k=—N1(u)—2 (s,)€Tx,0(u) L+ (1 = e)u3(t)

Y(S,t) 1.—
]PJ - N El
N { ey s e “’f“ﬁ}

(s,t)€Il41,0(u)

ool
- — k1€
(8,£)€T5,0(u)UTj 41,0 () 1+ (1 + E)Ug(t)

< (14925, 0.5 - (1 - s, 0.25))
N Nl(u)-l-l
xPrUs) Y W)
k:—N1(u)—2
(50) = o0 (ngé) (u)) , U — 00, S — 00,
with g g, e = max(u,lC 6 ,uk1 ). Combining (42), (43), (44), (46), (48) with (49) leads to
(—l(u—l)
7T1(U)N2F(1/ﬂ1+1)7'[ P’DW\IJ( ), U — 0.

The proof is completed by inserting the above asymptotic into (33).

Case ii) 71 = 0,72 = oo. In this case (42), (43), (44), (46), (48) and (49) still hold except for the fact that in light of
Lemma 5.2, we have to replace both P21~ E)( S) and 73;3 by 1in (43) and (44).

Case iii) 71,72 € (0,00). Let Io,o( ) = Iop,0(u)UI_q0(u)Uly_1(u)UIl_q_q(u). It follows straightforwardly that for any
0 < e < 1/2 and u large enough

(51) () < mu) < w2 () + i (u)

with
3) o\ _ X(s,t)
T ac(u) =P sup >u |,
L+ <(S)t)efw(u) 1+ (1£e)v2(s)) (1 + (1 £ e)v2(t))

and

=Y o

[k|=1k#—1|l|=1,1£—1

Nl(u)+2 Ng('u.)+2
((Swt)elk,l(u)

sup X (s,t) > u,;lﬁ) .
By Lemma 5.2, it follows that

(52) 7r1 ie HP(H“)% U(u), u— 00,85 — o0.

In addition, using Lemma 5.2 and (47), the same argument as given in the derivation of the upper bound for 7752) (u)

yields
(53) o) = o (w)
as u — oo and S — co. Combination of (51) and (52) with (53) leads to

2
m(u) ~ H PliW(u), u— 00,S — o0,

hence the proof of this case is complete.

Case iii) 1 € (0,00),72 = 0. The proof follows the same lines as given in previous case, with P22 replaced by 1.
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Case iii) 1,72 = oo. Similarly, (51), (52) and (53) hold with 73;;,7333 replaced by 1. O
Proof of Theorem 3.7 Similarly as in (35)
(54) mf () = AW (u) < mi(u) <7y (),

with

wf(u) o= Z Z

Ni(u)F1 Na(u)F1
]P <
k:*Nl(u):I:2 l:*Nz(u):‘:Q

sup Y(S,t) > uf_l o
(s,t) €Iy, 1 (u) v

AD () = Z P ( sup  X(s,t) > u, sup X(s,t) > u) .
(k,l,kl,ll)GVl(u)UVg(u) (Svt)elk,l(“) (Svt)elkl,h (u)
Since B is non-singular matrix, then there exists a positive constant g > 0 such that for any s, t,
|b118 + b12t| + |b218 + b22t| > W (|S| + |t|) .
Thus, for (s,t) € Ij;(u) with |k| > ko > 2 and [I| > 1y > 2
[br1s + buot| + [bars + baot| > 1S (ko — 1)1 (u™") + (lo — )pa(u™)) .

By UCT, for any (s,t),(s',t") € I;(u) with ko < |k| < Ny(u) + 2,lp < |I] < Na(u) + 2 and u large enough set
a(s, t) = U%(|b11$ + b12t|) + ’U%(|b215 + b22t|))
a(s,t)
’U%(|b115 + b12t| + |b215 + b22t|)

> (1—¢/3) (v +0(1—v)™)

and
a(s',t) (1—¢/3)
) < +551+91_ _'_5517
v(|b11s + biot| + [bars + baot]) =  1—¢ ((v +9) (1—v+0)")
where
|b115+b12t|
V= €[0,1],
|b115 + biot| + |b21s + oot [0,1]
and

2 -1/«
(Bia] + [bas] + [boa] + Ppaal) (i) + Bau1)) s 2 (0,2 [bigl) (Lo
|b115 + b1at| + |ba1s + baat| o ((ko — 1)+ (lp — 1)p=1/en)
as ko, lp — oo. Using that for any 0 < e < 1/2, when kq and [y are large enough

0<6< — 0,

(WP + 01 —v)) > (1—¢/3) (v +0)" +0(1 —v+6)7), velo1]
for any 0 < € < 1/2, there exists k., l. such that for any k. < k] < Ny(u) + 2,1l < || < Na(u) + 2 and u large enough
a(s,t) > (1 —e)a(s',t"), (s,t),(s,t") € I (u),
which is equivalent to

(55) inf  a(s,t)>(1—¢€) sup a(s,t).
(Svt)elk,l(u) (s,t)elk,l(u)
Case i). Using (37) and by (55), we have

Nl(u)Jrl N2(u)+1 2

T o~ Y > THe00.87%(u;, )

k:*Nl(u)72 l:*Nz(u)72 i=1
2 Ni(u)+1 Na(u)+1

~ H Hea, [0, ST (u) Z Z e~ (A infi nen ) alst)

i=1 k=—Nj (u)—2 I=—Na (u)—2

IN

2
H Ho, [0, 5] (u) (R3(u) + Rau)+
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1 N1(u)+2 N2(u)+2

T / ef(lfe)zuza(s,t)dsdt
E(u—l)g(u—l)s2 Z Z (s,t)el, (u)

[k|=Fk. []=tl.

where
Nz(’u. Jrl
E E e*(lﬂ‘-)u2 inf(s vyer, ) (u) alst)
b
k| <k I=—Na(u)—2
and

N1 u)+1

E E e—(l—f)u2 inf(s tyer, ; (u) a(s:t)

U<l k=— N (u)—2
By linear transformation (s',#')" = B(s,t)" and Lemma 6.2, we have

Nl(u)+2 Ng(u)+2

! / ~(1-ua(s)
R A CED) e erualstdsdt
! |;€;C |[Z[ (s,6) €11 (u)
257 (ut Inw) 285 (vt Inw)
YP——F = / 1 / 2 e~ (= wPalst) goqy
u ) 2 21}1 w1 Inwu) 2{5(71*1 Inw)
Qb1 (u™  Inw) Qb2 (v Inw)
< / ' / ’ o~ (10202 (15'1) (1= w3 (') g gy
E(’U/ )E( |d6t B | Q'ul (u=tInu) QfE(u*l Inu)
Qfi(u ™' Inw) ,QFz(uInw)
= = 1)%( ST / 1 / ’ o—(1=0u02(1s') = (1= o3 (11']) g/ g
1(u— - det B
4 bi(u )b (u?)
~ (1= &)~ V/B=1/52 (1 (1 1) = .
( E) |d€t(B)| ( /ﬂl_'— ) ( /BQ_'— ) 1(11,71) 2(’[1,71) — 00, U — 00

Moreover, in light of Lemma 6.4, there exists a constant s, > 0 such that
(56) k102 (|s]) + r1v3(Jt]) < a(s,t), st €R.

Thus we have

N2 u)+l
Rs(u) < Z Z o (=au?inf ner, o m1(v3 (s 403 (1)
k| <k l=— No(u)—2
Nz(’u.)Jrl
< (@ke+1) Y e (m9wtinfiesna sl
l—ng('u.) 2
=1
() (U ) )
< .
< g = (Famen) 0>
Similarly,
r(ut) L))
< g
ratw < @ gt =0 (Fimmnes ) 0o
Therefore,
2 —
_ 4 v i (1/u)
57 my (u 1/B8i + DHa, U(u)(1+o(1)), u— 00,5 — c0,e — 0.
(57) L) S o )|}]1[</ Mot 1705 | P+ 0(1)
In the same way we obtain that
2 —
+ vi(l/u)
(58) () |det ];[[ (1/8; + 1) m]\p(u)(uo(m), u = 00,8 — co.
Due to (56), letting
X (s,t)

(59) Y(s,t) = (s,t) € R?,

1+ So3(fs]) + o3 (lt)
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we have

AV @) < sup  Y(s,t) > u, sup Y (s, t) > u) .

P
(k,l,kl,ll)GVl(u)UV2(u) <(57t)61k,l(u) (Swt)elkl,ll(“)

The same argument as given in the proof of Theorem 3.1 leads to
(60) AV (u) = o(ny (1)), u— 00,8 — 0.

Inserting (57)-(60) into (54) yields

[ (1/8;i + )M }\If(u),

) _T/w
p

H':jm

|det

which together with (33) completes the proof.
Case ii) 71,72 € (0, 00). Using the same notation for fo,o(u) as that in the proof of Theorem 3.1 for case iii) 71,72 € (0, 00),
(51) holds with

3) X(s,)
wlie(u)zlP’( sup @ ——————— >u|,
(.)€ To.0(w) 1+ (1+e€)a(s,t)

and

Nl(u)+2 N2 u)+2
7r§il)_6(u) = Z Z P (( t)sup X(s,t) > u) .

|k|=1,k#—1|l|=1,l#—1 )€ 1,1 (u)
Noting that

u? (07 (1b1 P 1(1/u)s + br2 P a(1/u)t]) + 3 (|ba1 91 (1/w)s + bao P2 (1/u)t]))

— ")/1|b11$ + b12,,7—1/oz1t|0¢1 + 9’}/1|b21$ + bzgﬁ_l/alﬂal, U — o0
uniformly with respect to s,t € [—S, S]?, it follows from Lemma 5.2 that
(61) 0L (1) ~ PUEDT RN B (§) G (u) o PPHOProW(u), u— 00,8 — 00,€ = 0,
Moreover, by Lemma 6.4 and (53), with Y defined by (59),

Nl(u)+2 N2 u)+2
wg%),é(u) < Z Z P ( sup  Y(s,t) > u) =0(¥(u)),
k|=1k#—1|l|=1,1#—1 \(&DEk(w)

as u — 00,8 — oo. Thus 1 (u) ~ ~ PO W (u), which completes the proof.
Case ii) 71 = 72 = 0o. The proof follows by the same argument as the proof of Case ii) 1,72 € (0,00), with P b7 Bne

replaced by 1. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3 This scenario requires a modification of set D,,. Let D{ = {(s,8), |s+biat| < U1 (utnw),|t| <
©2(utnw)}. It follows that (33)-(34) also hold with D,, replaced by D). In this scenario, denote a = a; = avs.
Case i) 71 = 12 = 0. Let

Ef(u) = {k: Iy (u) c DY, B (u) = {k: I,y (u) " DY # 0},
EW ) = {(k,1,k1,11), k < ki, I (u) N DM # 0, I, 1, () N DY £ 0 and Ty (u) N L g (u) = 0},
E® (u) = {(k,1,k1,11), k < k1, Iy (w) N DY # 0, I, 4, (w) 0 DY £ 0, (k1) # (K1, 1) and Ty (w) O Ty g (u) # 0.
It follows that

(62) ZA@) ) < miu) <7 (u),

where

N2 u):Fl
F(u): = Z Z ((S t)sup X(s,t) > ui1)6> ,

I=—N3(u)£2 ke B (u) )€l 1 (u)
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=
©
=
N~—
I

Z P ( sup  X(s,t) > (e sup X(s,t) > uk17l11€> .
)

(k,l,kl,ll)EE(i)(u (S)t)elk,l(u) (S)t)elkl,ll(u)

Using (37), we have

No(u)+1
7y (u) = Z Z P ( sup X (pr(ukS + s, pa(u"h)IS + 1) > u,;lﬁ)

l—*Nz(u) QICEE (u) (S,t)EIo,o(u)

Nz(’u. Jrl

~ Z Z HH%O S1 (w0

l==N2(u)=2 ke B, (u) =1

9 No(u)+1
~ HHM[O,S]\II(u) Z Z o~ (I=u?infeo ner, o (07 (Is+brat)+u3([¢)
i=1 I==—N2(u) =2 k€ B, (u)

We observe that, for u sufficiently large and all |I| < Na(u) + 2,
- 1/u /e
B C {kEN |k — |:b12l%] | < Ni(u) +2(2+ {|b12|n v })},

and
1/u “1/a
Ef > {k eN, |k - [blgl%] | < Ny(u) —2(2 + [|b12|n v })}
By UCT, we have that for any € > 0 there exists [ > 0 such that

inf v3(|t]) = (1—¢) sup v3(J¢])
teJi(u) teJ (u)

holds for I < |I] < Na(u) + 2. Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 there exists ke > 0 such that

inf  v(|s+biat]) > (1 —¢€) sup v3(|s+ bialp2(u™1)9))
telk,L(u) Selk(u)

hold for |I| < Na(u) + 2 and
o u
ke By () = {k b < e (a2 | < NG + 200+ [|bu|n1/a])}.

Therefore, in light of Lemma 6.2, we have

Ng(u +1

Z Z e (170 u?inf(, r)erkl(u)(v1(|5+bl2t\) 3(1t))

l==N2(u)=2 ke B, (u)

Ng(u)-'rl

< Z e~ (1=)u? infie g () v3 (It]) Z 67(176)71'2inf(s,t)EIk’l(u) 07 (|s+bizt])
I=—Na(u)—2 kEE; (u)
1 N2(u)+2
> / o~ (=3 () gy
Se=V—go
p2u)S z|2>‘7 €

/ o~ (1=0*u2 3 (|s+b1zl 2 (1/w)8]) g
€1k (u)

1
2k + 1
S SRR TCVERP- A
l,e(U
/ o~ (1-0%w?03 (|sbialF2(1/w)S)) g
sely (u)

P1

le

+> <2k +1+—<_(ﬁ

|1]=0 kEE) c(u)

2(1+0(1)) /Q’UQ(’U. In u) (1 PuR () /Qv1(u11nu) e
< ———75 e et e 2k, —l—l—!—ﬁ e~ (=eu*vi(ls) g
p2(u)S Jo P
%
(1 _ 1/81—1/B2 * vi(1/u)
(1 — ¢)"1/Br1=1/B2 HFl/ﬂl-l-l)pl(l/ )’ U — 00.
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Consequently,
% 1
(63) my(w) < 41_[{ (1/8; + 1M EJZ;] T(u)(1+0(1)), u— 00,8 — 00, — 0.
Let Eff (u) == {k, k. < [k - [bl L } | < Ny(u) — 2(1 + [[blp~1/])}.  Similarly,
2 N2(u 2 2
W) > [[Hal0, 8] () Z $ AT Ry o (Tt (D)
i=1 I==N2(u)+2 ke B;" (u)
2 Nz(u)72 5 2
> H’HQ.[O,S]\P(U) Z o~ (1=€)u? sup,c y, () w3 (It]) Z o~ (1=OW"SuPs er ; (u Vi (1502l
i=1 [1|=ke keE; (u)
z‘(l/U)]
64 ~ 4 (1/B;i + DH U(u), u— 00,5 — 0o,e— 0.
o I fras e 2275 s

Following the same argumentation as given in (40) and (41), we get that AEZ)(u) =o(my (u)), i=1,2,u— oo, which
together with (63) and (64) completes the proof.
Case ii) 72 = 0,71 € (0,00). We first introduce

Liy(w) = {(s,8),ls+biat] < F1(1/u)S,t € [F2(1/u)S, (1 + 1) F2(1/w)S]},
Lia(w) = {(s,0)kF1(L/0)S < s+ bist < (k+ 1) F1(L/w)S, ¢ € [F2(1/u)S, (1 +1)Fa(1/u)S]},

Uy =u|l+(1- inf v3(|s + biat|) +v3 (|t )
e = (14 =0 (o4 bat) + o3(0)

with k,l € Z. Then we have

2
(65) i (u) + 3" AP () < mi(u) < 75 (u) + ma(w),
=1
where
Ng(u):Fl =
X(s,t)
+ 2,+
73 (u) = P sup >uprs |
’ l-_z%%um <<S_,t>eL;;,l<u> L+ (L ui(]s + baat]) )

Ng(u):Fl
7T4(’u) = Z Z P ( sup Y(Svt) > uk,l,s,*) ’

|k|<Ni(u)+2,k#0,~11=— Na(u)+2  \(SDELk1(w)

AP W) = ]P>< sup  X(s,t)>u;,  sup  X(s,t) > Ui’;)
 Na(u)—2<I T 1€l < Na(u) 42 (s,t)E€ Lo, (u) (s;t)€Lo,1, (u)
Na(u)+2 X(s B X(s -
AW 1_1%(;)2]? <<s Deriw L+ (1 — 6)( %(I)s Fhut]) i (s)eLoma(w L+ (1 6)(%(I)S Fhoat]) uﬁ“) '
Let
Xi(s,t) = X(=biolp2(u™)S +5,102(u™ S +1), Ku={l[I| <No(u)+2}, Eu=Ljo(u),
hi(uw) = up",  duls,t) = (1= €)vi(|s + bist])
Since

lim sup ’( SO0t (19 1(1/w)s + bia o2 (1/u)t]) — mls + bunfl/aﬂ’ =0,

U—r 00 1EK,

uniformly over any compact set, by Lemma 5.2, we have

SN e — o
(\I!(ufy’é_))llP’( sup X(=bi2lp2(1/u)S +s,0p2(1/u)S +t) o u2’_> — H(1=mbian / )] = 0.

lim sup
U= eI,

(s:)€L3 o () 1+ (1= e)vi(]s + biat]) be
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Thus we have,

Na(u)+1 —
. QZ - X (=bialpa(1/u)S +5,p2(1/w)S+1) _ -
’ ety \EDELS () T+ (1= o (fs + brat])
Ng(u)-'rl Yy
v Y R )
l:—Ng(u)—Q
N2(7J,)+1
U (S W) YT e D
l:7N2(u)72
y1,b12m” o1
(66) ~ HO‘—(S)2F(1/ﬁZ + I)W(U)M(l +o0(1)), u— oco,v,e— 0.
S p2(1/u)
Moreover, in light of [7],
y1,b1an /@ —1/a
T S C ) b 2 (0, 00).
S—o0 S
Thus we have
b -1/« Tg(l/u)
(67) 7y (w) < HILP2T T 2T(1/ By + 1)\If(u)ﬁ(1 +o0(1)), u— 00,5 — 00,e—0.
p2(1/u
Similarly,
1/a 05 (1
(68) T (u) > HYben Y 2I(1/B2 + 1)W(u)%(l +o0(1)), u— 00,5 — 00,e—0.
pa(l/u

Note that for u sufficiently large
(69) Loo(u) C [=(1+2bialn™ /) 9 1(1/w)S, (1+ 2[braln™/*) P 1 (1/u)S] x [0, Pa(1/u)S] = Jo,o(w).

Thus, with Sy = (1 +2[blp~'/)S, by (37) with u,, ., instead of u;, ., we obtain

Na(u)+1
ma(u) = > > P < sup X (kD 1(1/u)S = bialpa(1/u)S + 5,10 2(1/u)S +1) > ukl>
|k|< N1 (u)+2,k#0,—11=—Na(u)—2  \(&1)ELoo(u)
Nz(’u.)Jrl
< Z Z P < sup  X(kp1(1/u)S — bialpa(1/u)S + 5,150 2(1/u)S + t) > Uk g en
k| <N (u)+2,k%0,~11=—Na(u)—2  \(&:t)EJo0(u)
Nz(’u.)Jrl
~ > > T (S2)Ha ()W (w)e™ 1% e, o (v (Is+bt) 3 (D)
k| <INy (u)+2,k70,—1 I=— N (u) —2
Ng(u)-'rl
< ﬁa(SQ)HQ(S)\I/(u) Z e*Quzvf(vl(l/uHHS) Z e*(lfém2 infie g, (u) v3 (|t])
1< k| < Ny (u)+2 I=—Na(u)—2
oy Ha(S2) Ha(S) Ta(1/u) - o1/2
< 2I'(1 1)(1 — 2/P2 U(u)S QukS|
< 2(/B+ D19 - v EAOLED DR

1< || <Ny (u)+2

vg(l/u)

(70) < @2WW(U)6_QSSBI/2 =0 (w; (u)) , U — 00,5 — 00.

Following the same idea as given in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we get that A§3) (u)+ A§3) (u) = o (73 (u)), as — oo, which
completes the proof of this case.

Case ii) 72 = 0,71 = 0. It follows straightforwardly that, for any = > 0 and u sufficiently large,

(71) P ( sup X (—=biat, t) > u) <m(u) <P < sup X(S’t)) 2D > u) )

\t|§T2(u*11nu) (s, t)GD(l) 1+$p1(|8+b12t| +’U2
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Using that the Gaussian random field on the right hand side of the above satisfies case y2 = 0,71 = z € (0, 00), by (66)
and (70) we get for S sufficiently large

X (s,t) HEben (YT (1/By + 1) Ta(1/u)
P su >u < & U (u 1+ o(1
(( PP ) T+ (s + baat]) + B (1] ) 5 ) oM
It follows that for any S positive
lim HZb2m 1/OC(S) = lim E sup W (s:t)—als+bian =1/t
T—reo T—r00 (s+bran—1/ ot t)e[—S5,5]x[0,5]
= E sup eW(st)
(s+bian—1/ 2t t)e{0} x]0,9)]
_ 1/
= Ha((Jbrof*n P+ 1) 8).
Hence, as u — oo,z — 00, 5 — 00
X(s,t) 1\ Ve 0a(1/u)
P su >u | <2(|b12]® +1 HI(1 + 1)U (u 1+ 0o(1)).
<(S oo o T 25 + bt + 230D ) (a7 4 1) M/ + DY) gy (14 o)
Further, for the process X (—biat, t), we have
1—/Var (X(=biat,t)) ~ wi(Jt]), t—0,
(72) 1 — Corr (X (—biat, t),X(—b12S, s) ~ (Jbe|*n "+ 1) p3(jt —s|), s,t—0.
Thus in light of Theorem 2.1, we have
F
_ 1/a va(l/u
P s X(btt) > u) ~ 2 (el 1) HAD(1/ + 1)) 2L
[E|<5 2 (u—1In ) p2(1/u)
Consequently,
I 1/a Va(1/u)
mi(u) ~ 2 ([bra|*n ™ +1) " Hal(1/ B2 + 1) (u) =5
p2(1/u)

which completes the proof.
Case iii) 72 € (0,00),71 = 00. Let I§ o(u) = {(5,%), s + biot| < 51(1/u)S, [t| < 92(1/u)S}. Then for u sufficiently large,

we have

(73) P ( sup X (=byat,t) > u) < m(u) < 7r§5)75(u) + w%?lé(u)
(s,t)EDLl)

with

(5) (s:1)

m 2l (u)="PP sup >ul,

" (et oy L+ @PE(ls 1 buat]) + (1= )3 ([t])

and
Ny (u)+2 Na(u)+2
ﬂ'f),e(u) = Z Z P < sup  X(s,t) > u;LE) )
k=1 k%1 |i|=1,1—1 \(&DELr1(w)

Since

u*(2pF (|9 1(1/w)s + biz02(1/u)t]) + (1 = )o3(|Pa(1/u)t]) = s + bran ™/ *|* + (1 = )paft]*, u— oo

uniformly on any compact set, then, by Lemma 5.2,

7r§5),é(u) ~ ﬁz’w’b”"il/a (S)U(u), u—o0o,e— 0.

Moreover, by the same argument as given in case ii), we have

lim Az b7 (g) = pre(el®n ) <(|b|a77*1 +1)Me S).

Tr—r00

Then

Sy2(|br2lon +1) 7

Wg?)_e(u)N’Pa U(u), u— o0,z —00,6— 0,5 — oo.
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Using that Lo o(u) C Jo,o(u), with Joo(u) defined by (69), and following the same steps as in (70), we get

) (1) = o(¥(u)), u— 00,8 = oo.

Hence, from Theorem 2.1 and (72)

1

]P’( sup X (—biot,t) > u) P;D(‘bm‘ i) U(u), u— oo,
(s,t)EDLl)

which establishes the claim.

Case iv) 72 = 00,1 = oo. Clearly, (73) holds with

(5) X(s,t)
m 2l (u) =P sup >u|,x,y>0.
) <<S,t>€f0,o<u> L+ apf(Is + buat]) + w3 (1)

Moreover,
T ()~ AP (8) W ()
and )
lim lim 22027 (§) = fim prte ) ((Ib12|an—1 +1)Me s) —1.
Y—+00 LT—00 Yy—oo
Hence 7r§5)_6(u) ~ U (u),u — 0o,x — 00,y — 0o. The rest of the proof is the same as the case vy € (0,00),v1 = c0. O

Proof of Theorem 3.5 . We focus on 7 (u) as u — oo.

Case i) The proof of this case follows line by line the same arguments as given in the proof of Case i) of Theorem 3.9.

Case ii) 1 = 0,72 € (0,00). First we introduce some new notation. Let

i =1+ (1=30) inf  (03(1(1 + biag)sl) + 3 ()
klUw

and
T o(u) = Ie(u) x (J_1(u) U do(u)), v(s,t) = vi(|s + biat]) + v3([t]) — v7 (|(1 + brop)s|) — v3(|us]), (s,) € D,

where g is defined right before Theorem 3.5. For any 0 < x < y < ﬁ and 0 < € < 1/4, we have

(74) my (u) + A(u) < m(w) < 75 (u) + m6(uw) + m7(u) + ms(u),
where
X(s,1)
+ )
s (u): = P sup
i ke%(u) <(s,t>efk,o<u> L+ (1 €) (vi(]s + baat]) + 03 ([t]))

X(s,t)
mr(u): = P ( sup
keE%(u) (8,6)€Ty 0(u) 1+ (1 - 6) (’U%OS + bl?t') |t

Nl(u)+2 N2(u)+2 —
X(s,t
mg(u): = Z Z P <( sup 51) > u) ,

D0 ieiee: \Gnehae 1+ (1 —¢) (vE(]s + bizt]) +v3(t))

X(s,t)
me(u) : = Z ]P( sup )
2T\ ) T T il 27
D) )

Alu): = Z P ( sup  X(s,1) >wu, sup  X(s,t)> u) ,
k<kicEs,(u) \&DEko(w) (s:t)E 1k 0(w)
with
Eoo = {k [k < Ni(u) +2,Ix(u) 0 [=P2(u” )z, p2(u™")a] # 0},
E;y = {k Ik < Ni(w) +2, Ie(w) 0 ([=h2(u™")y, =D2(u")a] U [br(u™")a, br(u)y]) # 03,
Ef, = {k Ikl < Ni(u) +2,Lo(u) © ([=P2(u ")y, —p2(u )] U [pr(u")e, br(uyl) )
Eyoo = (kK < Ni(w) + 2, Iu(w) 0 ([~o0, =h2(u™")y] U [pr(u")y, o)) # 0.
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L < 2y and and |t| € [0, Vo (Inu/u)]

We observe that for |s| € | 1? 1), E2py(u™t)] with z/2 < £
L+ (1 =€) (vi(ls + brat]) +v3(]t])

(75) > 1+ (1= 3€) (7 (|(1+ brzp)s]) + o3 (|ps]))] [1+ (1 = 3e)u(iba(u™")/n,1)],
whose proofs is postponed in the Appendix. Let

Xun(s,t) =X (kD1 (1/w)S+5,6), Ku=E irym Eu=loou),

dy(s,t) = (1—3euvzﬁ /n 1), hk(u):u;;
We note that

u (i) fn, B 1)) = i ()] = 0.

lim sup ‘
U0 ek, te[—S,9]

Thus in light of Lemma 5.2, we have

X(kp1(1/u)S + s,t e
lim  sup sup (\If(uz_é))l]P’< sup (kP ( [W)S+s,) >u;§_€> — Mo, (S )P(l ’ )g”"(S) =0.
U0 g2 Loy KEE,, i1y /m (s,t)eTO,o(u) +(1— Zﬁ Y)/n,t)
Thus for [nz] — 1 < i < [ny], it follows that
X (s,t)
P sup > U
) EZ <<S,t>€fk,o(u) T+ (L= 0) (22 + buat]) + W3 (1) )
B n 41y /n
X(s.t)
< P sup >u
P> <(S P T (1= 36) (2L + baag)sD) + B(asDI L+ (1 = 8e(aba(u 1)/, )] )
keEi/n,('H»l)/n ’ ’
X(s,4) .
< Z IP’( sup > uj )
- 7 o1+ (1—3e) “U/n,t) ~ ke
KEE,, (i41)/n (5,t)E11,0(u) ) Zﬁ )/n.t)
X(kp1(1/u)S + s,t
= Z IP’( sup (( (/1% +S/)t>uz_€>
(i n ’
keEZ/n,('H»l)/n (S t)EIO 0
~ Y Ha (9P 35”“”(5)\1/@;;;)
keEZ/n (i+1)/n
NHQI (S)P(l Sé)gl/n(S)\I/('U:) Z 6*712(1 35)1nft61k(u)(v (‘(1+b12#)5‘)+1’2(|#5‘))
k€L, (i41)/n
(i+Dpa(u™")/n
< Heu8) g1~ 36)"”"(5)—;)—7\11(”)1 2 e~ (119 2723 1D g (1 4 o(1)),
S 1w Jitsu-1)/m
as u — oo, with Mg defined right before Theorem 3.5. Using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we have
(i+1)p2(u™")/n 5 ((i41)/n)?/?
/ ’ (140 258 22 () g Eg(u—l)/ 12/B—1,—(1-40) 208 42 4,
ipa(u=1)/n B (i/n)B/2
(i+1)/n
~ %(u‘l)/ e~ (140 T2 gy
Hence
X(s,1)
P sup >u
P> <<S,t>€fk,o(u) T+ (L= 0) (02 + buat]) + W3 (1) )
kE€E; . (i+1)/n
S . -1 (i+1)/n Yo M
<2l 3’“/"<S>%Eu—1§‘?<u> [ et o)
1(u i/n

ﬁ(ul)\y(u)/(iﬂ)/"e 2220545

< 2 o gz/n
Ha, Pj )

dt(1+o(1)), u— 00,5 — 00,e — 0.

1/n
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Further, by the continuity of ’Pﬁ over s € [x/2,2y], we have

- [ny]+1 i+1)/n
) b (u! GRS »
T (u) < 2Ha, 1Eu 1§\I!(u) > // 75 dt(14 o(1))
i= [nz] o
~1
(76) < 2H,, 2(u 1§\I! tﬁdt(l—i—o(l)), u— 00,5 = 00,6 = 0,n — 0.
1(u
Similarly,
(77) 73 (u) > 2’Ha1 (u” tﬂdt(l +o0(1)), u— 00,8 — 00, = 0,n— oc.

Next we focus on mg(u). In l1ght of (56) and (59), we have

me(u) < Z P ( sup  Y(s,t) > u) .

kEEq, »(u) (Svt)Gfk,o(“)

Hence, following case ii) v1 = 0,72 € (0,00) in Theorem 3.1, we have

me(u) < 2Hq ()PW‘“I/Q() (() / e_T“ IO dt(1 + o(1))

S1(uHS
(78) < 27—[0117’72'{1/2 » 2 / e~ A1 + 0(1)), u— 00,5 — 0.
Similarly,
(79) ro(u) < wam%”%mu) / T B G0+ 0(1)), u = 00,8 - oo,

Moreover, by Lemma 6.4, (48) and (49),

(80)  A(u) < Z P < sup  Y(s,t)>wu, sup Y(s,t) > u) =o(rd (u)), u— 00,8 — oo.
()

k<ki€E; ,(u (s,t)€Ik,0(u) (8,t)€1ky,0(w)

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 6.4 and (46) that

Nl(u)+2 Nz(’u.)
(81) mg(u) < Z Z P ( sup Y (s,t) > u) = o(ms (u)), u— 00,8 — oo.
kl=0 |ij=1,iz—1 \(&DEk(w)

Inserting (76)—(81) into (74), we have

m(u)zﬂm%w )/ Pe” 0 G+ o(1), 1w — 00,8 — o0,

and

oM . x .
m(u) < 27‘[(11 (/ ng - 9ﬁt5dt+'pg2ﬁl/2/ o~ gy

0
(82) +73g2“1/2/ e~ 77t dt) (1+o(1)),
Yy

as u — 00,5 — oo. Letting x — 0 and y — o0 leads to

m1(u) ~ 27—La1 /

which, together with the fact that ﬁ ( )1/ ’ D7 (u1), derives the claim. This completes the proof.
Case iii) 71 = 0,72 = 0o Let X(s,1), (s, ) € R%,z > 0,e > 0 be homogeneous Gaussian random fields with correlation

tﬁdt(l +o(1), u— 00,5 — 0.

function
1
1 — Corr (X<(s, ), X5(S, 1)) ~ (1 4+ €)p2(|s — s1)(1 +o(1)) + ;v§(|t —t1])(1 4+ 0(1)), |s—s1],|t —t1] = o0.
Thus, by Slepian inequality

(83) g (u) < mi(u) < my (u),
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where

g (u): = P sup  X(s,us)>u |,
ls|<B7(u=1)
_ X(s,1)
Ty (u): = P su >u .
o () <<s D, T4 (1= ) (03 (s + brat) + 032D )

X:(s,t)
1+(176)(U%(\S+b12t|)+”§(|t‘))

It is straightforward to check that satisfies assumptions of Case ii) y1 = 0,72 = (1—¢)z € (0, 00).

Thus
2\ 1/8 ) ~q Mp 8
. - z L}
g (u) < 2(9) Ha, 1(u_1)\11(u) </0 Ps dt) (I4+0(1)), u— 00,8 — 00,6 =0,
with

gs-(t) = g (Is +bt]” +0]t[° — (1 + bp)s|” = O|us|”) ;s > 0,¢ € R.

Replacing ¢ by z7'/#s in the above integral yields

* 5 _ZMsyp 59.-1/8,,. 28
M PYem e Pt = 73 cem 7 ds.
0 0

Note that for any € > 0, there exists a positive constant M, > 0 such that for z sufficiently large
1
9o =(t) + sl = 2 (|5 + biotz %) + 01t211P — (L4 biop)s|® — Olus|”) + els|” > Mzltl?, t € R,

which implies that

~9.-1/8 e|s|?

9,-1/Bs,= SM,.z
735 <e 735 .

Since

lim P} =1,
Z—00

then using dominated convergence theorem

- M RPN _(Ms )8
limsup/ ’Pq VPaze==ts" g5 < limsup/ Péwéze ( g 6)5 ds
0

zZ—00 Z—00

-1/B
R (%) I(1/8+1), € 0.

Thus we conclude that

—
(84) g (u) < 2I(1/B+1) (MB)_l/B Hal%\ll(u)(l +o(1)), u— 00,8 — 00,e—0.

Next we focus on 7y (u). One can easily check that the variance and correlation functions of X (s, us) satisfy

1= Var (X(s, ps)) ~ v (|(1+ biop)s]) + v3 (Jus]) ~ Mavi(|s]), s — 0,

and
1~ Corr (X (s, us), X (s1, us1)) ~ pi(|s — s1]) + p3(|pu(s — s1)|) ~ pI(ls = s1]), 5,51 = 0.
In light of Theorem 2.1, we have

7y (u) ~ 2T(1/8 + 1) (Mg)~ ”BHMEEZ 1§W<u>, u = 00,

which combined with (83) and (84) establishes the proof.

Case iv) 11 € (0,00),72 = 00. Let Z(s,t) be a homogeneous Gaussian random field with variance 1 and correlation

function satisfying
1 —Corr (Z(s,t), Z(s1,t1)) ~ 2p%(|s — s1]) + p2(Jt — t1]), |s —s1| = 0, [t —t1| = 0,
and Too(u) = [—pr(u=1)S, pr(u=1)S] x [=h1(u=)S1, b1 (u=1)Su).

Then, by Slepian’s inequality and Lemma 6.4,

(85) mio(u) < mi(u) < mip(u) 4 7 (w),
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where
X(s,1)
+ )
mou) = P sup >u |,
10 <(S_’t)€fw(u) 1+ (1 £e€) (vi(]s + biat]) +v3(|t])) )
Z(s,t
mi(u) = P sup (5,1) >

(5,£)€(Du—To,0(u)) 1+ 5 (vf([s]) +v3([¢])
Note that p3(t) = o(p?(t)) as t — 0 and
(1 £ e)u? (v3(|pr(u™Y)s + brapr(u™t]) + o3 (151 (u=HE)) = (1 £ )71 (|s + biot[*r +0¢|*1), u — oo

uniformly with respect to (s,t) € [-S,S] x [=5S1, S1]. It follows from Lemma 5.3 that

wlio(u) ~ U(u)E < exp sup \/§Ba1(s) — 18] = (1 €)1 (|s + biat|™* + 9|t|°‘1)] .
(s,t)€[—S,S]x[—51,51]

Since

lim Edexp  sup  [V2Bay(s) = |8l = (L ) (Js + buat|™* + 0Jt]™)| = P (9),
S1—00 (5,)€[—S, 8] x [~ S1,81]

we have

Wﬁ)(u) ~ ﬁgiMQI\I/(u), u — 00,81 — 00,8 — 00, — 0.

Z(s,t)
L+ (0 (s +03 (1))
as given in the proof of (53), we obtain that 711 (u) = 0 (¥ (u)),u — 00,51 — 00, S — 0o. Thus the proof is completed.

Case iii) y; = y2 = 0o. It follows from (56) and (59) with the specific B in this case that

Using that

) satisfies the conditions of Case iii) 71,72 € (0,00) of Theorem 3.1, by the same argument

P(X(0,0) >u) <m(u) <P| sup Y(s,t)>u],
(s,t)ED,,

where x; is defined in Lemma 6.4. The Gaussian random field involved in the right hand side of the above inequality

satisfies the assumption of Case iii) 73 = 72 = oo in Theorem 3.1 and therefore it follows that

IP’( sup X(s.1)
( |s

sy, 1+ 5 (v3(]s]) +v3

This completes the proof. O

) > u) ~U(u), u— oo.

Proof of Theorem 3.8 For ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, let Z*€ be a stationary Gaussian process with continuous trajectories,

unit variance and correlation function satisfying

L—rzec(t) ~ (LF )pi([t]), t—0.

By Slepain’s inequality, we have

where

O . Z=(s) u
el P<<si>é; e Es O (R )

By the fact that for any u > 0,

sup = sup ,
swep, 1+ (1 Ee) @ils)) +v3(It)  |sj<triu-1muy 1+ 1 Evi(]s])

i (u) =P < _Sup Z=(s) )

Zie(s) Zie(s)
|

we have

sl<ti(u-1mwy 1+ (L Evi(]s])
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Applying Theorem 2.1, we establish the claims. O
Proof of Theorem 3.9 Set below for u > 0

Dy = {|s| <t (u " nw), [t| < 2uby (™ nw)}.
Using the same Z*¢ as in the proof of Theorem 3.8, by Slepian’s inequality, we have
mls(u) < m(u) < mig(w),

where

) =P su 7(s) >
B Z 5 ohen. T+ (1 x ) (02(Js + buat]) + 03(1H]) '

The same analysis as given between (92) and (93) implies that, for u sufficiently large

(1= e)Mp,vi(|s]) < inf vi(|s + biat]) + v3(Jt]) < (1 + ) Mp,07(]s))

= Jtl<2ubt (a1 Inw)

hold for |s| < ¥7(u~!Inw). Thus we have

_ Z<(s)
mg(u) <P ( sup 0D > u) ;

[s|<B7(u=1Inwu) 1+ (1 - 6)2M51’U%

and

[s|<H7(u—1Inw) 1+ (1 + 6)2M51’U%

te(g
WE(U)ZP( S i <|s|>>“>'

Hence the claim follows by Theorem 2.1. O

5. APPENDIX A

In this section we derive some key uniform expansions of the tail of maximum of Gaussian random fields over short

intervals. For any 7 € (0,00),S > 0 we define

7);/ = E Sup e\/iBa(t)_(lJ’_’Y)lt‘a
[0,5]

and we set
P20,8] =1, P20,5] =H[0,5], «c(0,2],S>0.

The claim of the following three lemmas follows by Theorem 2.1 in [12]; the detailed proofs are omitted here.
In the following hy, k € K, with K, an index set are positive functions such that lim, .o hi(u)/u = 1 uniformly with
respect to k € IC,,.

Lemma 5.1. Let X, ;(t),t € [0,T],k € Ky, be a sequence of centered Gaussian processes with continuous trajectories,

variance 1 and correlation functionr(-,-) satisfying (8) uniformly with respect to k € IC,. Suppose that p € Ra/2,v € Rz

with 0 < a < 2,8 > 0. If limy_o Zj—gg =~ € [0,00], then

lim sup =0.

U0 ke,

U(h (1)) su M W b pr
W(hk(“))]}p{tem,?(gl)s] T 02(t) e )} P20, 5]

Let p; € Ra, /2, vi € Rg, /2,1 = 1,2 be non-negative functions with 0 < a; < 2,8; > 0,i = 1,2. Let X, x(s,t),k € Ky,
be centered Gaussian random fields over &(u) == {(p1(u=1)s, pa(u=1)t), (s,t) € £} with € an compact set containing 0.
Suppose further that X, ;, has unit variance, continuous trajectories and correlation function rx(s, ¢, s1, ¢1) satisfying (14)

uniformly with respect to k € IC,,.
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Lemma 5.2. Let dy,(s,t),u > 0 be continuous functions satisfying

(86) lim  sup  [BF(u)du(Pr(u")s, pa(u™")t) — d(s, )] = 0.
U00 (5,t)eE,kEK,

If further d,(s,t) > —1 for any s,t € € and all u large, then

1 Xuk(s,1) W, t)—d(s,t)}
— P sup ———"= > h(u) | —E ¢SUP(s,nee {Way ez (s, &
(W) < { }

.
Do per, | W (hy (s,)ee(w) 1+ du(s, )

U0 LelC,

:O,

where We, o, (5,1) = V2(Ba, (8) 4+ Bay (1)) — |s|*t — |t|*2,s,t € R, with B,, and Ba, being two independent fBm’s with

indices o, i, respectively.

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that d,(s,t),u > 0 are continuous functions satisfying

lim  sup k7 (w)du(pr(u")s, i(u=)E) — d(s, )| = 0.
U= (5 t)EEkEK,

If p3(t) = o(p3(t)) ast — 0 and dy(s,t) > —1 for any s,t € and all u large, then

1 Xuk(s,t) VZBa, (s)—|s|®1 —d(s,t
— P sup _— > hk(u) — E sup e ﬂl(s) ‘5| (57 ) — O,
U (hi(u))) <(s,t)e§(u) 1+ du(s,t) (s,t)e€

with By, an fBm with index oy and E(u) := {(p1(u=Y)s, pr(u=1)t), (s,t) € E}.

lim sup
U0 ke,

Assume now that X (¢),t = (t1,...,ts) € R?is a Gaussian field with continuous trajectories, unit variance and covariance

function satisfying
d

(87) 1—Cov(X(s),X(t) ~ > pillti — sil), s,t =0,
i=1

with p; positive regularly varying function with index a;/2 € (0,1]. Denote by o a(u=") = (o1 (u™),..., P a(u™1)) and
define o a(u=1)t = (P 1(u"t1,..., 0 a(u=")ts). Moreover, set F(A, B) = infecaren Zle |s; —t;| for any A, B C R?
and let

d
1) 1)

Dy =[x, "_J K ={(\,)) € Du x Dy, i +E1, A + & C D).

i:l[ Di(u=1) <_(u_1)] H0 %) € D LEE R D)

Pi
Further, let uy, A € D,,, with 6, — 0,u — oo satisty

. U
lim sup |— — 1‘ =0.
U= NeD, | U

We state next the result of Corollary 3.2 in [12], below &1, &y are assumed to be compact sets.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that X (t),t = (t1,...,tq) € R? is a Gaussian field with continuous trajectories, unit variance and

covariance function satisfying (87). Then there exists C,C1 > 0 such that for any S > 1 as u sufficiently large,

L PP /200 46y Mg tEg) T {Supteﬁd(ml)(,\ﬁsl) X(t) > Uny s SUPset5 (1) (Aot £2) X (8) > UAz}
sup e 16

< c
(A1, 2e) €K, E1,E2C[0,5]4 S24W (uy, a, (w))

with ux, x, = min(uy,,ux,) and f* = min—y 4.

6. APPENDIX B

Let in this section g be a positive function such that

lim g(u) =00, lim 9(w) =0.

Uu—00 u—o0o U

Further, let v € Rg, 8 > 0 be a non-negative function. We set throughout in the following

(88) t(u) == <M> , u>0.

u

We shall investigate first the asymptotic behaviour of an integral determined by g and v.
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Lemma 6.1. i) For any 0 <z <y < oo and ¢ >0, as u — oo

st(u) Yt ()
/ efcuz'u2 (t)dt -~ / efcuzvz(t)dt'
0 0

ii) If a € R is such that a(t) ~ v(t) ast — 0, then as u — o0

—

t(u) @ (ug(w)
/ e~ WV O gt ~ / T a0 gy,
0 0

Proof of Lemma 6.1 i) Using standard properties of regularly varying functions, see e.g., [19], for u sufficiently large
and and 0 < x <y < oo, we have

yt(’u.) 2 2
zt(u)
< e_(m/g) cuv (t(u))(y —x)t(u)
< e—(m/4)2ﬁc(9(u))2 (y — (E)t(u)
and
xt(u) (@/8)iCw)
/ e O g > / o—eutv (1) gy
0 0
> e @/ DHW) (1/8)¢(u)
> o (@/6)ewt? (Hw) (3 /8¢ (y)
> e~ @/DPel0@)® (/8¢ (),

which imply that, as u — oo,

st(u) Yt ()
/ e—cu2v2 (t)dt ~ / e—cuzvz(t)dt'
0 0

(1 =e)a(t) <v(t) < (1 +€)a(t)

holds for ¢ sufficiently small. Consequently, for u sufficiently large

t(u) t(u) t(u)
/ e—u2v2(t)dt < / e—(l—e)2u2a2(t)dt</ —u2a2((1 26)1/ﬂt)dt
0 0

(1— QE)I/Bt(u
= (1-2¢ W’/ —ua® (1) gy

ii) For any 0 < e < 1/2

0
< (1-2€) 1/3/ e O gy
0
and
t(u) t(u) t(u)
/ o u R (0) gy > / o (1+e)u?a® (1) gy > / e—u2a2((1+2e)1/ﬁt)dt
0 0 0
(142€)Y Pt (u)
= (1 +2e)*1/5/ emv e Wy
0
t(u) 5 2
> (1 +2e)*1/5/ e~ Mg,
0
Letting € — 0 and by the fact that @ (u~'g(u)) ~ t,, we establish the second claim. O

Lemma 6.2. We have

()
(89) / e~ Ot 0 Y EOT(1 4+ 1/(28) T (1/u), u — 0.
0



34 KRZYSZTOF DEBICKI, ENKELEJD HASHORVA, AND PENG LIU

Proof of Lemma 6.2 By Lemma 6.1, ii) we can assume that v(z) = ¢(x)z” with £ normalized slowly varying function

at 0. It is well-known that £(x)z” is ultimately monotone for any 3 # 0, £ is continuously differentiable and

:Cf’( )
w—>0 é )

(
Since v is ultimately monotone, we have with g(u) and #(u) defined by (88)
)

(90) = 0.

t(u) 2,2 ( 1 2
(91) / e~ Ot 1/ ————e Y dy, u— 0.
0 0 o' (v (y/u))

Further, (90) implies

~ L Gy
7T (/) y Wl

Consequently, as u — co

t(u)
/ —cu2v2(t)dt ~ l y/u cy2 dy
0 g
1<— /(u) Dly/u) 1 _op
~ =%w(l e~ Y dy.
5 v (/) /)’ y

Potter’s theorem shows that there exists a constant C' such that for u sufficiently large,

%
% < Clmax(1,y)*?, 0<y < g(u).

By the fact that for any y > 0
lim V(y/u) _ . 1/8
=Y
whoo (1)

and the dominated convergence theorem, since lim,_,~, g(u) = 0o, we obtain
t(u) —uv?(t) Lo 11 —e?
wrldE ~ =% (1/u) y e~ Y dy
0 p 0
~ cVEIT( 4 1/(28)% (1/w).

Note that alternatively, by [36][Proposition 1.18] it follows that

g(u) & g(u)
/ (y/u) y71676y2 dy ~ / yl/ﬁflefcyz dy, U — 00
0 (1/U) 0

and thus again the claim follows. O

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that p? € R, and p3 € Ra, with aq, s > 0. If p3(|t]) = o(p3(|t])) ast — 0, then for any a,b € R,
pi(las +0t]) + p3(It]) ~ pi(las]) + p3(Jt]), s, — 0.

Proof of Lemma 6.3 The claim follows easily if abst = 0. Next we suppose that abst # 0. It suffices to prove that

lpi(las + bt]) — pi(|as])|

=0.
stmnt20 p(las]) + p3(Jt])

For any € € (0, ), if [42] > 421 then

Thus in light of UCT, we have, for s, t sufficiently small

p3 (|as+bt)
pR(las +vt) = pR(lasD] _ PrUesDIZtar — 11| pi(las +bt])

pi(las)) + p3(]t)) — pias]) + p3(It) pi(las)

aq [e5]
max (14 -——) —1,1-(1--— —:b,.
2(11 2(11

.

IN
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For any € € (0, ), if [42] < 421 then

las + bt| 4oy
14—t
=0T
Applying again UCT we obtain
pi(las +bt]) — pi(las)]  _ pi([bt]) p?(|a8+bt|)_p?(|a8|)‘
pi(las) + p3(It]) = pillas)) +p3(ED | pT(Ibt]) 1(bt)

IN

2(|bt o o
p12(| ) KH 8a1> N (8a1) ]
P2(|t|) € €

— 0, as st#0,s,t— 0.

Consequently,
. o3 (Jas + bt]) — pi(las))]
im 5 5
8,t—0,5t7#0 pi(las|) + p3([t])
This completes the proof. O

<b.—0, ¢—=0.

Lemma 6.4. Suppose that vi,v3 € Rg B> 0. If arv3(|t]) < vi(|t]) < agv3(|t])) with a1,as > 0 for t sufficiently small,

b b
then for any reversible matriz B = ( bll b12 , there exist two positive constants k1 and ko such that
21 022

k107 (Js) + k13 ([t]) < vF(|birs + biot]) + v3(|b21s + baot]) < w207 (|s]) + r2v3(J2])
holds in a neighbourhood of 0.

Proof of Lemma 6.4 Without loss of generality, we assume that |t| > |s| and [¢t| > 0. By UCT, we have
vE(lbi1s +biat]) +v3(1bars +baotl) a2 (8](1baa] + [b1r])) + w3 (¢ (Jb22| + [b21 7))
vi(|s]) +v3(Jt]) - v3(|t])
2 (az(bua] + [br2])” + ([b21] + [b22])7) ,

IN

for ¢ sufficiently small. Hence we get the upper bound. For the lower bound, making a linear transformation

by, Y
(S,t)T _ Bil(s’,t’)T _ blll b/12 (S/,t/)T,
21 V22
and then using the above conclusion, we have
i ([Dys" + iat'[) + v3 (b3 8" + byt'])
2 (az (b | + D12))7 + (15| + [02])7) (w3 (Is"]) + 03 (1¢']))
2 (az (b | + D12))7 + (1031 | + [62])7) (07 (1b115 + brat]) + 03 ([bovs + baat]))

vi(|s]) + w3 (It))

IN

IN

provided |¢/| > |s| and |¢/| > 0 for ¢’ sufficiently small. This completes the proof. O

Proof of (75). Note that
vi (|sl[1 + buat/s|) +v3(|sl[t/s])

(02) v3(|s + buat]) + w3 () = v3(|s]) 3(]s])

. (s,1) € D,,.

If |t/s] < M < oo, then by UCT

wp [ 2UsllL o rat/s]) + 03 (lst/s)

— 1+ biat/s|” — 0|t/s|?
(5,8 €D, t/s|<M v3(|s|)

— 0, u— oo.

If |t/s| > M, then using Potter’s bound, for u sufficiently large

inf 07 (|s]|1 + biat/s]) + v3(|s||t/s])
(5,£)€Du|t/s|>M vi(|s])

>1/2 (||b12|M 182 4 9Mﬁ/2) :
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Therefore, the minimum of v$(|s+b12t|)+v3(|t|) is attained for |t/s| < M with M sufficiently large. Further, the minimum
of |1+ biat/s|® +0|t/s|? is attained at p:=t/s € [~1/|b1a|,1/|b12|]. Thus, for (s,t) € D, and u sufficiently large

V(s +bist) + 03D wh(ls + bt + B (1) w3 (ls)
(0 + brap)s]) + 3 (ns]) 0D R0+ bram)s)) T 3 (hs])
1+ biopl” +6|pl® 1
93 > —1/4,
(53) S ’ ST+ buaaP T 0a7)

Recall that v(s,t) = v}(|s + biat]) + v3(|t]) — v (|(1 + biap)s|) — v3(|us|), (s,t) € D,. Note that v(s,t) may be negative
at some point. It follows that
[1+ (1= 2€) (V211 + brzp)s|) + o3 (Jus])) ] [1+ (1 = 2€)v(s, 1)]
=1+ (1~ 2¢) (vi(ls + baat]) +v3([t])) + (1 = 2¢) (vF(|(1 + baop)s]) + v3(|us)) v(s, ).
Moreover (93) yields that
(0 (11 + brzp)s]) +v3(Ius)) v(s,t) = o (vi(]s + buat]) +v3([t])) , (5,¢) € Duyu — oo
Thus, we have for any 0 < € < 1/4 and sufficiently large u
(94)  [14 (1 =2¢) (vP(I(1 + brzp)s]) +v3(|ps]) ] [1+ (1 = 2€)u(s, )] < 1+ (1 =€) (v7(|s + buat]) +v3(|¢])) ,
with (s,t) € D,,. Since for |s| € [Pz (u=")x/2, p2(u=1)2y], |t] € [Mpa(u=1), T o(Inu/u))]

v1(|s ) 02 — 02(lus
wsrt) = (e ilitiel® 2<|tl>v o0+ b )

Z

s|B
o3(1t) (\bm;\ T e (g ]>, w00

then for M, u sufficiently large

1—3e
(95) v(s,t) > o v(s1,11),
with |s], [s1] € [p2(u™")a/2, pa(u? 2y] 1], [t1] € [(Mpa(u=t), W a(Inw/u)).
Moreover, for any e; > 0, |s| € [pz(u™")z/2, pa(u=")2y) and It| € [0, Mpz(u~1)], by UCT

o(st) = o3(s) [(1—er) (11 + biat/sl +01t/5°) = (1+ €1) (11 + bropl” +0la)”)
> —2e1 (|1 +biopl” +61ul) w3 (),
and for any |sl,|s1| € [%%(u‘l), 250 (u™h)] with 2/2 < £ <2y and |t € [0, Mpz(u=")] and u and n sufficiently large

(s, t) —v(s1,t)] < vi(|s]) s (1 +dy) (|1 + biot/s|? + |(1+ brap)si/s|® + 0us/s]°)
dy,da€{*e;

—(1+d2) (|1 + bropl® + 0]ul® + |s1/s + biot/s|%)]
< oi(Is)Qer (11 + bropl” + 0lp)” + 1+ 2{bia| M/2|”) + 0F (|s])[|s1/5]% — 1] (]1 + brop]” + 0]p)”)

+oi(ls))  sup  |hy,sa(2) = ha(2)],
|z|€[0,4M / x]

where hg(z) = |s + bi2z|%, 5,2 € R. Therefore, for |s|,|s1| € [%E(u_l 25 (u™t)] with #/2 < £ < 2y and |t| €

’ n n

[0, Mpz(u=1)] when e; sufficiently small and u and n sufficiently large
v(s,t) > —e/4 (11 +biapl” +0]ul”) vi(s]),  Ju(s,t) —v(s1, )] < /8 (|1 + brzpl” +0|ul”) v (Is]),
which implies that (recall that limy e Sup(, 4yep, [v(s,t)| = 0)
e( HL s + 1) + o (i3 (u)/n,t)
(1—2€) (v(ipa(u™)/n,t) — v(s,t)) — (1 —2€)% (V3 (|(1 + biop)s|) + v3(|us])) v(s,t)
(1 =36 (621 + bua)s) + o3 (sl oS5, )
Hence, combining the above with (94) and (95) for any 0 < € < 1/4, we have for n,u sufficiently large,

L (16 (63015 + biat) +03(1D) > [14 (1= 26) (0311 + brom)s]) + 3 (lusD)] [1 + (1 — 2€)o(s, )]
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> 14 (1 36) (6311 + bows]) + 3 (lus])] [1+ (1= Be)o(ifa(u) /. 1)]

holds for |s| € [%%(u‘l), %%(u_l)] with 2/2 < £ < 2y and and [t| € [0, %0 2(Inw/u)], which completes the proof. [
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