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Abstract

The use of data-random graphs in statistical testing of spatial patterns is introduced recently. In this
approach, a random directed graph is constructed from the data using the relative positions of the points from
various classes. Different random graphs result from different definitions of the proximity region associated
with each data point and different graph statistics can be employed for pattern testing. The approach used
in this article is based on underlying graphs of a family of data-random digraphs which is determined by a
family of parameterized proximity maps. The relative edge density of the AND- and OR~underlying graphs
is used as the summary statistic, providing an alternative to the relative arc density and domination number
of the digraph employed previously. Properly scaled, relative edge density of the underlying graphs is a
U-statistic, facilitating analytic study of its asymptotic distribution using standard U-statistic central limit
theory. The approach is illustrated with an application to the testing of bivariate spatial clustering patterns
of segregation and association. Knowledge of the asymptotic distribution allows evaluation of the Pitman
asymptotic efficiency, hence selection of the proximity map parameter to optimize efficiency. Asymptotic
efficiency and Monte Carlo simulation analysis indicate that the AND-underlying version is better (in terms
of power and efficiency) for the segregation alternative, while the OR-underlying version is better for the
association alternative. The approach presented here is also valid for data in higher dimensions.

Keywords: association; asymptotic efficiency; clustering; complete spatial randomness; random graphs and digraphs;
segregation; U-statistic

*Address: Department of Mathematics, Ko¢ University, 34450 Sariyer, Istanbul, Turkey. e-mail: elceyhan@ku.edu.tr, tel: 490
(212) 338-1845, fax: +90 (212) 338-1559.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.5481v1

1 Introduction

Classification and clustering have received considerable attention in the statistical literature. In this article, a
graph-based approach for testing bivariate spatial clustering patterns is introduced. The analysis of spatial point
patterns in natural populations has been extensively studied and have important implications in epidemiology,
population biology, and ecology. The patterns of points from one class with respect to points from other
classes, rather than the pattern of points from one-class with respect to the ground, are investigated. The
spatial relationships among two or more classes have important implications especially for plant species. See,

for example, [Pielo (1961) and [Dixon (1994, 2002).

The goal of this article is to derive the asymptotic distribution of the relative edge density of underlying
graphs based on a particular digraph family and use it to test the spatial pattern of complete spatial randomness
against spatial segregation or association. Complete spatial randomness (CSR) is roughly defined as the lack
of spatial interaction between the points in a given study area. Segregation is the pattern in which points of
one class tend to cluster together, i.e., form one-class clumps. In association, the points of one class tend to
occur more frequently around points from the other class. For convenience and generality, we call the different
types of points “classes”, but the class can be replaced by any characteristic of an observation at a particular
location. For example, the pattern of spatial segregation has been investigated for plant species (Diggle 1983),
age classes of plants (Hamill and Wright! (1986)) and sexes of dioecious plants (Nanami et al! (1999)).

In recent years, the use of mathematical graphs has also gained popularity in spatial analysis m
M)) In spatial pattern analysis graph theoretic tools provide a way to move beyond Euclidean metrics for
spatial analysis. For example, graph-based approaches have been proposed to determine paths among habitats
at various scales and dispersal movement distances, and balance data requirements with information content

)). Although only recently introduced to landscape ecology, graph theory is well suited to
ecological applications concerned with connectivity or movement (Mi (lZ_O_O_ﬂ)) However, conven-
tlonal raphs do not explicitly maintain geographic reference, reducing utility of other geo-spatial information.
(Im introduce spatial graphs that integrate a geometric reference system that ties patches and paths
to spec1ﬁc spatial locations and spatial dimensions thereby preserving the relevant spatial information. After a
graph is constructed using spatial data, usually the scale is lost (see for instance, (M)) Many con-
cepts in spatial ecology depend on the idea of spatial adjacency which requires information on the close vicinity
of an object. Graph theory conveniently can be used to express and communicate adjacency information allow-
ing one to compute meaningful quantities related to spatial point pattern. Adding vertex and edge properties to

graphs extends the problem domain to network modeling (Keittl (2007)). Wu_and Murray (2008) propose a new

measure based on graph theory and spatial interaction, which reflects intra-patch and inter-patch relationships
by quantifying contiguity within patches and potential contiguity among patches. [Friedman and Rafsky (Il%_ﬂ)
also propose a graph-theoretic method to measure multivariate association, but their method is not designed
to analyze spatial interaction between two or more classes; instead it is an extension of generalized correlation
coefficient (such as Spearman’s p or Kendall’s 7) to measure multivariate (possibly nonlinear) correlation.

A new type of spatial clustering test using directed graphs (i.e., digraphs) which is based on the relative
positions of the data points from various classes has also been developed recently. Data-random digraphs are
directed graphs in which each vertex corresponds to a data point, and directed edges (i.e., arcs) are defined in
terms of some bivariate function on the data. For example, nearest neighbor digraphs are defined by placing
an arc between each vertex and its nearest neighbor. [Priebe et all (2001) introduced the class cover catch
digraphs (CCCDs) in R and gave the exact and the asymptotic distribution of the domination number of
the CCCDs. [DeVinney et all (2009), Marchette and Priebd (2003), [Priebe et all (20034), [Priebe et all (2003H),
and [DeVinney and Priebd (IZDD_d) applied the concept in higher dimensions and demonstrated relatively good
performance of CCCDs in classification. Their methods involve data reduction (i.e., condensing) by using
approximate minimum dominating sets as prototype sets (since finding the exact minimum dominating set
is an NP-hard problem in general — e.g., for CCCD in multiple dimensions — (see DeVinney and Priebd
(M)) Furthermore the exact and the asymptotic distribution of the domination number of the CCCDs are not
analytically tractable in multiple dimensions. For the domination number of CCCDs for one-dimensional data,
a SLLN result is proved in [DeVinney and Wierman (12_0_0_3 and this result is extended byMlﬁrm_anjnd_Xim
M) furthermore, a generalized SLLN result is provided by Wierman and Xiang (2008), and a CLT is also
proved by [Xiang and Wierman (2009). The asymptotic distribution of the domination number of CCCDs

for non-uniform data in R is also calculated in a rather general setting (Ceyhan (2008)). |Ceyhan (2003)

generalized CCCDs to what is called proxzimity catch digraphs (PCDs). The first PCD family is introduced by

|Ceyhan and Priebe (IZDD_ﬂ), the parametrized version of this PCD is developed by (Cevhan et all (IZDD_ﬂ) where the




relative arc density of the PCD is calculated and used for spatial pattern analysis. (Ceyhan and Priebd (IZDDE)
introduced another digraph family called proportional edge PCDs and calculated the asymptotic distribution
of its domination number and used it for the same purpose. The relative arc density of this PCD family is
also computed and used in spatial pattern analysis (Ceyhan et all (2006)). [Ceyhan and Priebd (2007) derived
the asymptotic distribution of the domination number of proportional-edge PCDs for two-dimensional uniform
data.

The underlying graphs based on digraphs are obtained by replacing arcs in the digraph by edges based on
bivariate relations. If symmetric arcs are replaced by edges, then we obtain the AND-underlying graph; and if all
arcs are replaced by edges without allowing multi-edges, then we obtain the OR-underlying graph. The statistical
tool utilized in this article is the asymptotic theory of U-statistics. Properly scaled, we demonstrate that the
relative edge density of the underlying graphs of proportional-edge PCDs is a U-statistic, which has asymptotic
normality by the general central limit theory of U-statistics. For the digraphs introduced by [Priebe et all (lZ_QQ]J),
whose relative arc density is also of the U-statistic form, the asymptotic mean and variance of the relative density
is not analytically tractable, due to geometric difficulties encountered. However, for the PCDs introduced in

Ceyhan and Priebd (2003), (Ceyhan et al! (2006), and (Ceyhan et al! (2007), the relative arc density has tractable

asymptotic mean and variance.

We define the underlying graphs of proportional-edge PCDs and their relative edge density in Section 2,
provide the asymptotic distribution of the relative edge density under the null hypothesis in Section Bl and
describe the alternatives of segregation and association in Section We prove the consistency of the relative
edge density in Section LIl and provide Pitman asymptotic efficiency in Section We present the Monte
Carlo simulation analysis for finite sample performance in Section [ in particular, provide the Monte Carlo
power analysis under segregation in Section 5.1l and under association in Section We treat the multiple
triangle case in Section [Gl provide extension to higher dimensions in Section .4l We provide the discussion and
conclusions in Section [1 and the tedious calculations and long proofs are deferred to the Appendix.

2 Relative Edge Density of Underlying Graphs

2.1 Preliminaries

The main difference between a graph and a digraph is that edges are directed in digraphs, hence are called arcs.
So the arcs are denoted as ordered pairs while edges are denoted as unordered pairs. The underlying graph of a
digraph is the graph obtained by replacing each arc uv € A or each symmetric arc, {uv, vu} C A by the edge
(u,v). The former underlying graph will be referred as the OR-underlying graph, while the latter as the AND-
underlying graph. That is, the AND-underlying graph for digraph D = (V, A) is the graph Gana(D) = (V, Eand)
where Eana is the set of edges such that (u,v) € Eupa iff uv € A and vu € A. The OR-underlying graph for
D = (V,A) is the graph Go (D) = (V, &) where &, is the set of edges such that (u,v) € &, iff wv € A or
vu € A.

The relative edge density of a graph G = (V, ) of order |V| = n, denoted p(G), is defined as

21¢|

p(G) = m

where | - | denotes the set cardinality function (Janson et al! (2000)). Thus p(G) represents the ratio of the
number of edges in the graph G to the number of edges in the complete graph of order n, which is n(n — 1)/2.

Let (€2, M) be a measurable space and consider N : @ — p(£2), where @(-) represents the power set functional.
Then given Y, C §, the proximity map Ny(-) associates with each point = € Q a prozimity region Ny(z) C €.
The T'i-region I'1 (-, N) : Q — p(£2) associates the region I'y(x, Ny) := {z € Q : x € Ny(z)} with each point
x e Q. If Xq,Xo,..., X, are Q-valued random variables, then the Ny (X;) (and I'1(X;, Ny)), i =1,2,...,n are
random sets. If the X; are independent and identically distributed, then so are the random sets Ny (X;) (and
(X5, Ny)).

Consider the data-random PCD D with vertex set V = {X1, Xo,...,X,,} and arc set A defined by X, X; €
A << X, € Ny(X;). The AND-underlying graph, Gana, of D with the vertex set V and the edge set Eanqg is
defined by (X;, X;) € &ana iff X; X, € A and X, X; € A. Likewise, the OR-underlying graph, Gor, of D with the
vertex set V and the edge set &, is defined by (X;, X;) € &r — X;X; € Aor X,;X; € A Then (X;,X;) €
Eana iff Xj S Ny(Xl) and X; € Ny(X]) iff Xj S Ny(Xl) and Xj S Fl(Xi,Ny) iff Xj S Ny(XZ) ﬁrl(Xi,Ny).



Similarly, (X;, X;) € & iff X; € Ny(X;) UT1(X;, Ny). Since the random digraph D depends on the (joint)
distribution of the X; and on the map Ny, so do the underlying graphs. The adjective prozimity — for the
catch digraph D and for the map Ny — comes from thinking of the region Ny (x) as representing those points

in Q “close” to = (Toussaintl (1980) and Jaromczyk and Toussaint (1992)).

2.2 Relative Edge Density of the AND-Underlying Graphs

The relative edge density of Gana(D), the AND-underlying graph based on digraph D, is denoted as pana(D).

For X; “ P, pana(D) is a U-statistic,

pand(D _ n_ 1 Z Z hand
1<J
where
h?]-“d = hand(Xi,Xj;N) = I((Xi,X‘) S Ednd) = I(X-Xj S A) -I(Xin S .A)
= I(X,; € N(X;)) - I(X; € N(X:)) = I(X; € N(X;) N Ty (X3, N)).

is the number of symmetric arcs between X; and X; in D or number of edges between X; and X; in Gana(D).
Note that h?;’d is a symmetric kernel with finite variance since 0 < hana(X;, X;; N) < 1. Moreover, pana(D) is a
random variable that depends on n, F, and N(-) (i.e., J). But E [pana(D)] only depends on F' and N(-). Then

0<E [pand(D n — 1 Z Z E hdnd - [h?gd} = /J’and(N) (1)

i<j

where E [hi34] = P(X1X2 € A, X2X1 € A) = P(X2 € N(X1) NT1(X1,N)) = pana(N) is the symmetric arc
probability. Note that fiana(N) = P(X; € N(X;) NT1 (X;, N)) for i # j. Furthermore,

0 < Var [pana(D)] = ng(%var Z Z R | (2)

i<J

Expanding this expression, we have

an 4 (n — 2) an n
Var [h12d] + m COV [h12d, hd d] .

Let Aij be the event that {XlX] S A} = {X] S N(Xl)}, then hfjnd = I(AU) I(AJZ) = I(Aij n Aji). In
particular, h359 = I(Ay2) - I(Az;) = I(A12 N Azy). Then

Var (0334 = B[ (1339)°] - (B [133)” = B [(315%)°] = (ana(V))?

Furthermore, E [(h?gd)ﬂ =E [(I(A12 n A21))2] = E[(I(A12 N Agl)] = ,uand(N). So

Var [pana(D)] = o —

Var [h‘f;d} = Mand (N) - [/Land(N)]2 :

Moreover,
Cov [hi3, hi3?] = E [pi34.033Y] — E [hi3] E [p337]

where E [1339] = E [h339] = ptana(N) and,

E [hand hand] = E[I(Alg N Agl) (I(Alg N A31)] = E[(I(Alg NAsr N Az N A31)]
= P(XQEN(Xl)ﬁFl(Xl,N),X3EN(Xl)ﬂrl(Xl,N))
= P({XQ,Xg} CN(Xl)ﬁrl(Xl,N))

Thus
Cov [r339,h359] = P({ X2, X3} € N(X1) NT1(X1, N)) — [Hana(N)]? .



2.2.1 The Joint Distribution of (h‘f‘é‘d,h‘ﬁld)
By definition (h?gd, hand) is a discrete random variable with four possible values:
(h337, hi5?) € {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1), (1, 1)}.

Then finding the joint distribution of (h?gd, hand) is equivalent to finding the joint probability mass function of
(h]?.rzld, hand)'

First, note that

(h?gd, hand) ( ,0) iff h?gd = hand =0 iff I(Alg n Agl) = I(A13 N A31) =0 iff
I(Xo g N(X1)NT1(X1,N)) =I(X5 ¢ N(X;)NT1(X1,N)) =1iff
I(XQET( )\ (X)ﬂl“l(Xl,N)):I(X3ET(JJ3)\N(X1)0F1(X1,N)):11ff
I({X2, X5} C T(Ys) \ [N(X1) NI (X1, N)J) = 1.

Hence P((h239, h389) = (0,0)) = P({Xa, Xs} € T(%%) \ [N(X1) N T3 (X1, N))).

Next, note that (h?gd, hand) (1,1) iff R84 = p28d = 1. So P ((h?gd, hand) (1, 1)) [h?gd.h?gd]

Furthermore, by symmetry P ((hi39, hi3%) = (0,1)) = P((hi3%, hi5?) = (1,0)).

Hence

P((h12%,h13%) = (0,1)) = P((h13"h35%) = (1,0)

[1— (P ((h339, n35Y) = (0,0)) + P ((h339, n35Y) = (1,1)))] .

P
1
2

2.3 Relative Edge Density of OR-Underlying Graphs

The relative edge density of G, (D), the OR-underlying graph of digraph D, is denoted as po, (D). For X; #d F,

por(D) is a U-statistic,
D) = = LSS

1<J
where
h?]r = hor(Xi,Xj;N) = I((XZ,XJ) S gor) = max(I(Xin S A),I(_X]XZ S .A))
= I(Xl S N(XZ) uly (Xi, N))

is the number of edges between X; and X, in Go,(D). Note that hf; is a symmetric kernel with finite variance
since 0 < hor(X;, X;; N) < 1. Moreover, por(D) is a random variable that depends on n, F', and N(-) (i.e., )).
But E[po,(D)] does only depend on F' and N(-). Then

0 < Elpo:(D)] = D Z}: E[h$f] = E [h$5] = P(X, € N(X;) UT1 (X1, N))

where E [h9%5] = P(X1 X2 € AV X2X; € A) which we denote as po,(N) for brevity of notation.
Similar to the AND-underlying case,

4(n—2
Var [h%] + d(n=2) Cov[hS5, hSt].

0 < Var|p,(D)] = n(n—1)

_2
n(n—1)
Notice that h?g = InaX(I(Alg),I(Agl)) = I(A12 U Agl). Then

Var [h(l)g] =E [(h(l)g)ﬂ - (E [h(l)g])z = ,Uor(N) - [,Uor(N)P
since E [h5] = por(N) and

E [(h$5)°] = E [(I(A12 U A1))?] = E[I(A12 U A21)] = pier(N).



Furthermore,
Covl[hy, his] = E [h15.h75] — E [h33] E[AT3]
where E [h9%] = E[hS] = por(N), and
E[h75.h75] = E[(I(A12 U A21) (I(A13 U Az1)] = E[(I((A12 U A21) N (A13 U Az1))]
P(Xg S N(Xl) Ul“l(Xl,N), X3 € N(Xl) UFl(Xl,N))
= P({XQ,Xg}CN(Xl)UI‘l(Xl,N>.

So
Covl[h$y, hi5] = P({Xa, X3} C N(X1) UT1(X1, N)) = [sor (N)]*.

Remark 2.1. Note that hij = h?}ld + her, since I(Alj) + I(AJZ) = I(AZJ N Aﬂ) + I(AZJ U Aﬂ) [l

ij 0

2.3.1 The Joint Distribution of (h9%, h$5)

Finding the joint distribution of (h9%, h%) is equivalent to finding the joint probability mass function of (h%, k%),

Le., finding P((h{3, hi3) = (i,)) for each (i, j) € {(0,0), (1,0), (0,1), (1,1)}.
First, note that

(hS5, hS%) = (0,0) iff hSL = h% = 0 iff I(Ayp U Agy) = (A3 U Agp) = 0 iff

I(Xz & N(X1) UT'(X1, N)) = L(X5 € N(X1) UL (X1, V) = 1 iff
I({X2, X3} € T(¥s) \ [N(X1) UT1(X1, N)]) = 1.

Hence P((h%, h$3) = (0,0)) = P({ Xz, Xa} € (V%) \ [N(X1) Uy (X1, N))).
Next, note that (A5, h95) = (1, 1) iff 9y = hS% = 1. P((h$h, h$5) = (1,1)) = B [hg5.A55).
By symmetry P((h$5, h55) = (0, 1)) = P((h$5, h$5) = (1,0)). Hence

P((ht5,h75) = (0,1)) = P((h73, hi3) = (1,0))

1= [P((h3, hi3) = (0,0)) + P((h73, hi3) = (1,1))]) .

(
(

N~

2.4 Proportional-Edge Proximity Maps and the Associated Regions

Let Q = R? and V3 = {y1,y2,y3} C R? be three non-collinear points. Denote by T'()3) the triangle (including
the interior) formed by these three points. For r € [1,00] define Ni(x) to be the proportional-edge proximity
map with parameter  and I'} () :=I'1 (x, Nj ) to be the corresponding I'1-region as follows; see also Figures/[I]
and@l Let “vertex regions” R(y1), R(y2), R(ys) partition T'(Ys) using segments from the center of mass of T'(Vs)
to the edge midpoints. For « € T'()s) \ Vs, let v(x) € V3 be the vertex whose region contains x; © € R(v(x)). If
x falls on the boundary of two vertex regions, or at the center of mass, we assign v(z) arbitrarily. Let e(x) be the
edge of T(Ys3) opposite v(z). Let £(v(z),x) be the line parallel to e(x) through z. Let d(v(x), ¢(v(x),x)) be the
Euclidean (perpendicular) distance from v(z) to £(v(x),x). For r € [1,00) let £, (v(x), ) be the line parallel to
e(x) such that d(v(z), b (v(z), z)) = rd(v(z), l(v(z),x)) and d({(v(z),z), by (v(2),x)) < d(v(x), L (v(z),2)). Let
T,(x) be the triangle similar to and with the same orientation as T'()s) having v(z) as a vertex and ¢, (v(z), z)
as the opposite edge. Then the proportional-edge proximity region N} p(z) is defined to be T.(z) N T(Ys).

Furthermore, let &; () be the line such that & (x)NT(YV5) # 0 and r d(y;, & (x)) = d(yi, £(ys, x)) fori = 1,2, 3.
Then Tf (z)NR(y:) = {2 € R(y:) : dlyi, £(ys» ) = d(yi, &(x)}, for i = 1,2,3. Hence I'i (z) = U, (T} (x)NR(ys)).
Notice that » > 1 implies x € Njp(x) and = € I'[(z). Furthermore, lim, o Njg(x) = T(Ys) for all z €
T(Y3) \ Vs, and so we define N3P(z) = T'(J3) for all such z. For x € V3, we define Npg(z) = {x} for all
r € [1,00]. Then, for € R(y;) lim, oo I'{(z) = T(¥5) \ {y;, yx} for distinct ¢, j, and k.

Notice that X; g , with the additional assumption that the non-degenerate two-dimensional probability
density function f exists with support in 7'()s), implies that the special cases in the construction of N}, —X
falls on the boundary of two vertex regions, or at the center of mass, or X € )3 — occur with probability zero.
Note that for such an F; Ny(z) is a triangle a.s. and I';(x) is a convex or nonconvex polygon.



¥ S@)

Figure 1: Construction of proportional-edge proximity region, N3;=%(z) (shaded region) for an x € R(y)1).
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Figure 2: Construction of the I'y-region, I'}=2(z) (shaded region) for an z € R(y)1).

2.5 Relative Edge Density of the Underlying Graphs of Proportional-Edge PCDs

Consider the underlying graphs of the data-random PCD D with vertex set V = {X1, X5,..., X,,} and arc set
A defined by (Xl,Xj) ceA — Xj S Ny(Xl) Recall that (Xian) € Eana iff Xj S N};E(Xz) NIy (X“N};E)
and (Xl,XJ) € &, iff Xj S N};E(Xz) ul’y (X“N};E)

Let hf;-‘d(r) = hand(Xi, Xj; Npgp) = I(X; € Npp(Xi) NI (Xi)) and hgj(r) == ho(Xi, Xj; Npp) = I(X; €
NE(X:) UTY (X;)) for i # j. The random variable p2(r) := pana(X,; h, Nbg) depends on n explicitly, and

on F' and Np implicitly. The expectation E [p,al“d(r)}, however, is independent of n and depends on only F
and Njp. Let pana(r) := E [h§534(r)] and vana(r) := Cov [hi54(r), hi5%(r)]. Then

0 <E[pprd(r)] = E[hi3"(r)] < L. (3)

n

The variance Var [p24(r)] simplifies to

4(n—2)

nin—1) nin —1)
A central limit theorem for U-statistics (Lehmanil (1999)) yields
VI (A () = pana(r) =55 N (0, 4vana(r)) (5)

0 < Var [p2(r)] = Cov [h§5%(r), B339 (r)] < 1/4. (4)

n

Var [h?gd (7‘)} +



provided vuna(r) > 0. The asymptotic variance of p24(r), 4 vana(r), depends on only F and N5 .. Thus we
need determine only fiana(r) and vang(r) in order to obtain the normal approximation

i) P2 N (), L2200 ©)

The above paragraph holds for pS(r) = por(Xn; b, Nbp) also with p22d(r) is replaced by p2 (1), hi54d(r) and
hi8d(r) are replaced by h$% and hS%, respectively.

Forr =1, Np3 (z)N1=! () = {(v(z), z) which has zero R?-Lebesgue measure. Then we have E [p22d(r = 1)]
E [1329(r = 1)] = pana(r = 1) = P(X5 € N3p!(X1) NT5=1(Xy)) = 0. Similarly, P({X5, X3} C Npp!(X1) N
I'"=1(X1)) = 0. Thus, vana(r = 1) = 0. Furthermore, for r = oo, Npz>(x) N I'=>(z) = T(Ys) for all
2 € T(Y3)\Vs. Then E [p2d(r = 00)| = E [Ai5%(r = 00)] = prana(r = 00) = P(X3 € Nz (X1) NI~ (X;) =
P(Xy; € T(YV3)) = 1. Similarly, P({X2, X3} C Npz°(X1) NT7=°(X1)) = 1. Hence Vand(r = o00) = 0.
Therefore, the CLT result in Equation (@) holds only for r € (1,00). Furthermore, p2'd(r = 1) = 0 a.s. and
pnd(p = oo) =1 as.

For r = 1, Niz'(z) U= (z) has positive R?-Lebesgue measure. Then P({X», X3} C Npz'(X1) U
I'=1(X1)) > 0. Thus, ve(r = 1) # 0. On the other hand, for r = co, Nsz*(X1) UT;=®(X1)) = T(Vs)
for all X7 € T'(V3). Then E [pS (r = 00)] = E [h$5(r = c0)] = P(Xg € NEFP (X)) U= (X)) = por(r = 00) =
P(X5 € T(Y5)) = 1. Similarly, P({Xs, X3} C N (X1) U= (X4)) = 1 Hence Vor(r = 00) = 0. Therefore,
the CLT result for the OR~underlying case holds only for € [1, 00). Moreover pS'(r = c0) =1 a.s.

Remark 2.2. Relative Arc Density of PCDs: The relative arc density of the digraph D is denoted as p(D).

For X; X F, p(D) is also shown to be a U-statistic (Ceyhan et all (2006)),
p(D) = (n— 1 Z Z hij

1<j

where h;; = h(X;, X;; N) = I(X;X; € A) = I(Xj € N(X;))) is the number of arcs between X; and X; in D.

Here
0<E[p(D)] = n—l 3> Elhij] =E[hp] /2.

i<j

Furthermore, Moreover,
Cov [hi2, hi3] = P({Xs, X3} C N(X1)) — [E [h2]]* .

Let hi;(r) := (Xl, Nigp) =1I(X; € Npp(X;)) for i # j and the random variable p,, () := p(X,; h, NT
Let u(r) := E [pn(r)] an ( ) := Cov [h12(r), h13(r)]. A central limit theorem for U- statlstlcs

yields

c
Vi (pn(r) = p(r)) — N (0,v(r)) (7)
provided v(r) > 0. The explicit forms of asymptotic mean p(r) and variance v(r) are provided in m

(2006). O

3 Relative Edge Density under Null and Alternative Patterns

3.1 Null Distribution of Relative Edge Density

The null hypothesis is generally some form of complete spatial randomness; thus we consider

H, : X; “ U(T())).

If it is desired to have the sample size be a random variable, we may consider a spatial Poisson point process
on T'()3) as our null hypothesis.

We first present a “geometry invariance” result which will simplify our subsequent analysis by allowing us
to consider the special case of the equilateral triangle. Let p2d(r) := pana(n;U(T(V3)), Nbg) and poF(r) :=
Por(n;U(T'(V3)), N;’E)



Theorem 3.1. Geometry Invariance: Let V3 = {y1,y2,y3} C R? be three non-collinear points. For i =

1,2,....,nlet X; Wp= U(T()s)), the uniform distribution on the triangle T(Ys). Then for any r € [1,00] the

dzstmbutwn of p@4(r) and pS(r) is independent of V3, and hence the geometry of T(Vs3).

Proof: A composition of translation, rotation, reflections, and scaling Will take any given triangle T, =

T(y1,y2,ys) to the “basic” triangle T, = T'((0,0), (1,0), (c1,¢2)) with 0 < ¢1 < 1, ¢2 > 0and (1 —c1)*+c3 <1,

preserving uniformity. The transformation ¢ : R? — R? given by ¢(u,v) = (u + 1 \/2—01 v, 2‘f ) takes T}, to the

equilateral triangle T, = T ((O, 0), (1,0), (1/2, \/5/2)) Investigation of the Jacobian shows that ¢ also preserves
uniformity. Furthermore, the composition of ¢ with the rigid motion transformations and scaling maps the
boundary of the original triangle T, to the boundary of the equilateral triangle T,, the median lines of T, to
the median lines of T,, and lines parallel to the edges of T, to lines parallel to the edges of T.. Since the
joint distribution of any collection of the h‘md( ) and h;’;(r) involves only probability content of unions and
intersections of regions bounded by precisely such lines, and the probability content of such regions is preserved
since uniformity is preserved, the desired result follows. H

Based on Theorem Bl for our proportional-edge proximity map and the uniform null hypothesis, we may
assume that 7'())3) is a standard equilateral triangle with Y3 = {(0,0), (1,0), (1/2,v/3/2)} henceforth.

In the case of this (proportional-edge proximity map, uniform null hypothesis) pair, the asymptotic null
distribution of p2"d(r) and pg’(r) as a function of r can be derived. Recall that frana(r) = E [h334(r)] = P(X> €
NEp(X1) NTT(X1)) = pana(r) and por(r) = E[RS] = P(Xo € Njg(X1) UTT(X1)) = por(r) are the probability
of an edge occurring between any two vertices in the AND- and OR-underlying graphs, respectively.

Theorem 3.2. Asymptotic Normality: For r € (1,00),

\/— (Pﬁnd( lffand /\/ 4 Vand —> N 0, 1

and for r € [1,00),

\/_(pn Mor /\/4Vor —>N 0, 1

where
1 (=147)(5r°—148r%4245r3 178 1> —232r+128)
—51 ; P2 for refl,4/3),
1 1017°—801r*41302r®—732 72 —536 r+672
T r(r2)(r+) for re[4/3,3/2), ®)
an 1 r8—=137r"+307r°+148 % —448 r4 4264 r> 4288 > —368 r+-96
] 24(7‘-‘4-2)(7‘4—1) fOI' [3/2 2)
r343r2—2427r 1+r
et r4(j+1§( = for 1€ 2,00),
477r%—195 r°4860 r* —846 > —108 24720 r—256 for [1 4/3)
1757r° 579 +11(218562 T+72?22(T+1)536 +672
r® 579714507 —732r* —536 for re[4/3,3/2),
for (1) = 3r8 747 23106: Igﬁérgéw 41304 13 4144 r> 368 7196 9)
. ST (r+1)(r+2) for re[3/2,2),
Pt for € [2,00),
11
o and
Vana(r) = > _ 03 (r) (T;), (10)
i=1

11
Vor (1) = Zﬂfr(r) I(Z;) (11)
i=1

where ¥224(r) and 99" (r) are provided in Appendix Sections 1 and 2, and the derivations of ptana(r) and vana(r)
are provided in Appendix 3, while those of fi, () and v, (r) are provided in Appendix 4.

Notice that prana(r = 1) = 0 and lim, o fana(7) = 1 (at rate O(r~1)); and po(r = 1) = 37/108 and
lim, o0 flor () = 1 (at rate O(r—1)).

To illustrate the limiting distribution, for example, r = 2 yields

Vi(pard(2) — pana(2))  [362880m [ 1\ £
e B @ <Pn @) - g) -5 N(0,1)




02

08

Vand (7)
06

0.1

0.4
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Figure 3: Result of Theorem asymptotic null means (), panda(r), and po(r) (left) and variances v(r),
4 Vana(r), and 4 ve, (r) (right), from Equations &), @), and [IQ), ([, respectively. Some values of note: p(1) =
37/216, pana(1l) = 0, and pey (1) = 37/108, lim, 00 (1) = lmy o0 fland (1) = iy 00 for (1) = 1, Vana(r = 1) =
0 and lim, o0 Vand (1) = 0, vor(r = 1) = 1/3240 and lim, o0 Vor (1) = 0, and argsup,.c(i o] v(r) ~ 2.045 with
SUDP,c[1,00] V(7)) A 1305, argsup,¢(1 oo) 4 Vand(r) & 2.69 With sup,.c(y o) Vand(r) = 0537, argsup, (i o] Vor(r) =~
1.765 with sup,.c(; o] Vor(r) ~ .0318.

V(S (2) = por(2)) /1209600 ( 19\
dve(2) \/E (”" (2) - ﬂ) — N(0.1)

. 11 58901 ¢ 19 13189
and approx or approx
P (2) N (24’ 362880 n> and pr(2) N <247 120960 n>

and

or equivalently,

By construction of the underlying graphs, there is a natural ordering of the means of relative arc and edge
densities.

Lemma 3.3. The means of the relative edge densities and arc density have the following ordering: pand(r) <
w(r) < por(r) for all v € [1,00). Furthermore, for r = oo we have pigna(r) = pu(r) = por(r) = 1.

Proof: Recall that jiana(r) = E[p2d(r)] = P(Xay € Nbi(X1) NI (X1)), u(r) = E[pu(r)] = P(X2 € Nb5(X1)),
and jior () = E[p2 ()] = P(X € Npp(X1)UTG(X1)). And Np(X)ND5(X1) € Npp(X1) © Np (XU} (X))
with probability 1 for all » > 1 with equality holding for » = oo only. Then the desired result follows. See also
Figure[3 W

Note that the above lemma holds for all X; that has a continuous distribution on 7'()5). There is also a
stochastic ordering for the relative edge and arc densities as follows.

Theorem 3.4. For sufficiently small v, p@d(r) <57 p,(r) <57 po"(r) as n — oo.

Proof: Above we have proved that piana(r) < p(r) < por(r) for all 7 € [1,00). For small v (r < 7 = 1.8)
the asymptotic variances have the same ordering, 4 vana(r) < v(r) < 4o (r). Since p2d(r), p,(r), po(r) are

asymptotically normal, then the desired result follows. See also Figure[3 W

Figures @ and [ indicate that, for » = 2, the normal approximation is accurate even for small n although
kurtosis may be indicated for n = 10 in the AND-underlying case, and skewness may be indicated for n = 10
in the OR-underlying case. Figures [ and [ demonstrate, however, that severe skewness obtains for some
values of n, r. The finite sample variance and skewness may be derived analytically in much the same way
as was 4 Vana(r) (and 4ve,(r)]) for the asymptotic variance. In fact, the exact distribution of p2"d(r) (and
p2(r)) is, in principle, available by successively conditioning on the values of the X;. Alas, while the joint
distribution of hi5(r), hi3d(r) (and S (r), h9%(r)) is available, the joint distribution of {h2%(r)}1<icj<n (and

and

{hgj(r)}1<i<j<n), and hence the calculation for the exact distribution of pi*?(r) (and p§f(r)), is extraordinarily

tedious and lengthy for even small values of n.

Let ~,(r) be the domination number of the proportional-edge PCD based on &X,, which is a random sample
from U(T(Y3)). Additionally, let v224(r) and 72 (r) be the domination number of the AND- and OR-underlying

n
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Figure 4: Depicted are p2rd(2) PR N (57 g00e77) for n =10, 20, 100 (left to right). Histograms are based

on 1000 Monte Carlo replicates. Solid lines are the corresponding normal densities. Notice that the vertical
axes are differently scaled.
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Figure 5: Depicted are po(2) "R N (33 Taages=-) for n = 10,20, 100 (left to right). Histograms are based on
1000 Monte Carlo replicates. Solid lines are the corresponding normal densities. Notice that the vertical axes

are differently scaled.

graphs based on the proportional-edge PCD, respectively. Then we have the following stochastic ordering for
the domination numbers.

Theorem 3.5. For all v € [1,00) and n > 1, v2"(r) <57 7, (r) <5T yand(r),

Proof: For all z € T()s), we have Np,(z) NI (z)
we have Np(X) NI (X) C Npp(X) © N;’E( )UF )
some i; y2d(r) = 1iff X, C Nhp(X:) NTY(X;) for some i; and 427 (r) = 1 iff X, € Nhp(X;) UTY (X;) for
some i. So it follows that P(y2"d(r) = 1) P(yn(r) = 1) < P(42*(r) = 1). In a similar fashion, we have
P(yd(r) < 2) < P(yu(r) < 2) < P(7°(r) < 2). Since P(yn(r) < 3) = 1 (Ceyhan and Priebd (2003)), it
follows that P(75"(r) < 3) = 1 also hOldb as P(yn(r) < 3) < P(v%*(r) < 3). Hence the desired stochastic
ordering follows. W

C Npg(x) € Npg(z) UTT (z). For X ~ U(T(V3)),
(X) a.s. Moreover, v,(r) = 1 iff X,, C Npg(X;) for

Note the stochastic ordering in the above theorem holds for any continuous distribution F' with support
being in T'(Ys).

3.2 Alternatives: Segregation and Association

The phenomenon known as segregation involves observations from different classes having a tendency to repel
each other — in our case, this means the X; tend to fall away from all elements of )3. Association involves
observations from different classes having a tendency to attract one another, so that the X; tend to fall near an

element of V3. See, for instance, Dixon (1994) and [Coomes et all (1999).
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Figure 6: Depicted are the histograms for 10000 Monte Carlo replicates of p354(1.05) (left) and p3ad(5) (right)
indicating severe small sample skewness for extreme values of r. Notice that the vertical axes are differently
scaled.
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Figure 7: Depicted are the histograms for 10000 Monte Carlo replicates of p$f(1) (left) and p9p(5) (right)
indicating severe small sample skewness for extreme values of r. Notice that the vertical axes are differently
scaled.

We define two simple classes of alternatives, H ES and H g“ with € € (O, \/§/ 3), for segregation and association,
respectively. Fory € Vs, let e(y) denote the edge of T'()s) opposite vertex y, and for x € T'()3) let £, (x) denote
the line parallel to e(y) through x. Then define T'(y,e) = {x € T()3) : d(y, 4y (z)) < €}. Let HS be the model
under which X; % U(T(V3) \ Uyey, T(y,€)) and HA be the model under which X; ud U(Uyey, T(y,V3/3 —¢)).
Thus the segregation model excludes the possibility of any X; occurring near a y;, and the association model
requires that all X; occur near a y;. The V3 /3 — ¢ in the definition of the association alternative is so that e = 0
yields H, under both classes of alternatives.

Remark 3.6. These definitions of the alternatives are given for the standard equilateral triangle. The geometry
invariance result of Theorem [B.] still holds under the alternatives HS and HZ. In particular, the segregation
alternative with ¢ € (0, V3/ 4) in the standard equilateral triangle corresponds to the case that in an arbitrary
triangle, 6 x 100% of the area is carved away as forbidden from the vertices using line segments parallel to the
opposite edge where § = 4¢* (which implies § € (0, 3/4)). But the segregation alternative with ¢ € (v/3/4,v/3/3)
in the standard equilateral triangle corresponds to the case that in an arbitrary triangle, § x 100% of the
area is carved away as forbidden around the vertices using line segments parallel to the opposite edge where
b=1—-4(1- \/55)2 (which implies ¢ € (3/4,1)). This argument is for the segregation alternative; a similar
construction is available for the association alternative. [

The asymptotic normality of the relative edge density under the alternatives follows as in the null case.

Theorem 3.7. Asymptotic Normality under the Alternatives: Let j14n4(r,e) be the mean and Vanq(r, €)
be the variance of pt™(r) under the alternatives for r € [1,00) and ¢ € (O, \/3/3) Then under H? and H2,



V(P2 (r) = pana(r, €)) £, N (0,4 v4na(r,€)) for the values of the pair (r,€) for which vena(r,e) > 0. A similar
result holds for p2"(r).

Proof: Under the alternatives, i.e., ¢ > 0, p2d(r) is a U-statistic with the same symmetric kernel hand( ) as
in the null case. Let E.[-] be the expectamon with respect to the uniform distribution under the alternatlves
with e € (0,v/3/3). The mean fiana(r,€) = Ec [p3(r)] = Ec [h§5%(r)], now a function of both r and ¢, is again

n [0,1]. The asymptotic variance, 4 vana(r,e) = 4 Cov [h359(r), ki34 (r)], also a function of both r and e, is
bounded above by 1/4, as before. Thus asymptotic normality obtains provided vauq(r, €) > 0; otherwise p2"d (r ) is
degenerate. Then under HY, v,,q(r,€) > 0 for (r,¢) in (1,v/3/(2¢)) x (0,+/3/4] or (1, \/_/E— 2) x (v/3/4,4/3/3),
and under HZ', Vana(r,e) > 0 for (r,e) in (1,00) x (0,v/3/3). Also under HY, v (r,e) > 0 for (r,e) in
[1,v3/(2¢))x (0,v3/4] or [1,v3/e—2)x(v/3/4,/3/3), and under HZ, vo,(r,€) > 0 for (r,e) in (1, 00)x (0,/3/3)
or {1} x (0,v/3/12). &

Notice that for the association class of alternatives any r € (1,00) yields asymptotic normality for all
€€ (O, V3/ 3) in both AND- and OR-underlying cases, while for the segregation class of alternatives only r = 1
yields this universal asymptotic normality in the OR-underlying case, and such an ¢ does not exist for the
AND-underlying case.

The relative edge density of the underlying graphs based on the PCD is a test statistic for the segrega-
tion/association alternative; rejecting for extreme values of p2"d(r) is appropriate since under segregation we
expect pd(r) to be large, while under association we expect p*d(r) to be small. The same holds for po (7).
Using the test statistics

R (r) = Vi (o) = ptana()) /v/EVana(0), and R (r) = V(o (r) = pen()) [ Avolr) - (12)

for AND- and OR-underlying cases, respectively, the asymptotic critical value for the one-sided level a test
against segregation is given by

Za =07 (1 —a) (13)
where ®(-) is the standard normal distribution function. The test rejects for R2d(r) > z, against segregation.
Against association, the test rejects for R2%4(r) < 2;_,. The same holds for the test statistic R (r).

4 Asymptotic Performance of Relative Edge Density

4.1 Consistency

Theorem 4.1. The test against HZ which rejects for RI™(r) > z, and the test against HA which rejects for
R (r) < z1_q are consistent for r € (1,00) and € (0,/3/3). The same holds for RS"(r) with r € [1,00).

Proof: Since the variance of the asymptotically normal test statistic, under both the null and the alternatives,
converges to 0 as n — oo (or might be zero for n < o), it remains to show that the mean under the null,

prand(r) = E [p224(r)], is less than (greater than) the mean under the alternative, prana(r,e) = E [pad(r )]
against segregation (association) for € > 0. Whence it will follow that power converges to 1 as n — co. Let P.(+)
be the probability with respect to the uniform distribution under the alternatives with € € (O, V3/ 3). Then
against segregation, we have

pand(r) = Po(X2 € Npg(X1) NT1(X1))
= Po(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1), X1 € Uyey, T(y,€)) + Po(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1), X1 € T(Vs) \ Uyeys T(y,€))
= Po(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1)|X1 € Uyeys Ty, €)) Po(X1 € Uyeys T(y, €))
+Po(X2 € Npp(X1)[X1 € T(Vs) \ Uyey; T(y, €)) Po(X1 € T(V3) \ Uyew, T(y, €))

< Po(X2 € Npp(X1) NI(X1)[ X1 € Uyews T(y, €)) pr + Pe(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1)[ Xy € T(Vs) \ Uyews T(y, €)) pe

= Eo(I(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1))[X1 € Uyey, T(y,€)) p1
+E:(I(X2 € Npg(X1) NT1(X1))|X1 € T(V3) \ Uyews T(y, €)) p2
where p1 = Po(X1 € Uyey,T(y,¢)) and pa = Po(X1 € T(V3) \ Uyey, T(y,€)) =1 — p1. Then
(1 - Pl)
D2
Likewise, we have pana(r,e) = Ec [p2(r)] < E[pn(r)] = ptana(r), for association.

Mand (T, 5) > [and (T) = Mand (T) .

The consistency follows for the OR-underlying case in a similar fashion. Wl



4.2 Pitman Asymptotic Efficiency

Pitman asymptotic efficiency (PAE) provides an investigation of “local asymptotic power” — local about H,,.
This involves the limit as ¢ — 0 as well as the limit as n — oco. A detailed discussion of PAE can be found
in [Kendall and Stuart (1979) and (1963). For segregation or association alternatives with the AND-
((1an) V) (1, = 0)°

Vand (T)
respect to € 50 that (ftana) ) (r,e = 0) # 0 but (pana)*~D(r,e = 0) = 0 for k = 1,2,.... Likewise the same
holds for the OR-underlying case. Then under segregation alternative HZ, the PAE is given by

underlying graphs, the PAE is given by where (fana) ) (1, = 0) is the k" derivative with

PARS, () = (Pt (e =00y s g (pen) (2 = O))
Vand (T) Vor (T‘)

since (ftana)’ (1,6 = 0) = 0 and (pio;)' (1, = 0) = 0. Under association alternative HZ is

PAEfnd(T) _ ((/Land)//(ﬁ{:‘ = O))2 and PAngr(T) _ ((,Uor)//('r, - 0))2
Vand(r) Vor (T‘)

since (fana)’(r,e = 0) = (tor)’ (1, = 0) = 0. Equations (I0) and ([l provide the denominators; the numerators
require a bit of additional work, but pana(r,€) and pe(r,€) are available for small enough e, which is all we
need here. See Appendix 5 for explicit forms of prand(r,€) and pe(r,€) for segregation and association, and the
derivations of piang(r,€) and pioc (7, €) are provided in Appendix 6.

Let PAE® (r) and PAEA(T) denote the PAE score against the segregation and association alternatives,
respectively, for the relative arc density of the PCD based on Npp (see (Ceyhan et all (2006) more detail).
Figure [8 presents the PAE as a function of r for both segregation and association in the digraph, AND,
and OR-underlying graph cases. For large n and small ¢, PAE analysis suggests choosing r large for test-
ing against segregation in all three cases and choosing r small for testing against association, arbitrarily close
to 1 for the AND- and OR-underlying cases, but around 1.1 for the digraph case. Furthermore, in segrega-
tion, PAE® (r) < PAE®(r) < PAES ,(r), suggesting the use of AND-underlying version. Under association,

and,

max (PAES (r), PAE®(r) < PAES, (r)) implying the use of OR-underlying version.

and

15000 +

10000 +

PAE/ (r)

PAE:M(T)
PAEA(r)

5000

Figure 8: Pitman asymptotic efficiency against segregation (left) and association (right) as a function of . Some
values of note: PAE®(r = 1) = 160/7, PAES ,(r = 1) = 4000/17, PAES.(r = 1) = 160/9, lim,_, o, PAE"(r) =

and

lim, o PAES () = lim,_,o PAES () = 0o, and PAEZ ,(r) has a local supremum at ~ 1.35. Also PAE®(r =

and
1) =0,PAEZ ((r =1) = PAEA (r = 1) = 00, lim, 00 PAE?(r) = lim, oo PAEZ (1) = lim,_,oo PAEZ (1) =0,

and and

argsup,¢(1,00] PAEA(T‘) ~ 1.1, and PAEfnd(r) has a local supremum at r = 1.5 and a local infimum at r ~ 1.2

Remark 4.2. Hodges-Lehmann Asymptotic Efficiency: Hodges-Lehmann asymptotic efficiency (HLAE)

(Hodges and Lehmann (1956)) is given by

HLAE(py™(r), ) := (“and(za)d&iex)nd(r))Q'




Unlike PAE, HLAE does not involve the limit as € — 0. Since this requires the mean and, especially, the
asymptotic variance of p2*d(r) under the alternative, we avoid the explicit investigation of HLAE. HLAE for
OR-underlying graphs can be defined similarly. The ordering of HLAE seems to be the same as that of PAE. O

Remark 4.3. Asymptotic Power Function Analysis: The asymptotic power function d&nda‘l]_and_smlaﬁr_ﬂ
(@)) allows investigation of power as a function of r, n, and € using the asymptotic critical value and an appeal
to normality. Under a specific segregation alternative H?, the asymptotic power function for AND-underlying
graphs is given by

HS ( 1 oV Vand \/— Mand ) Mand (T‘, 5))
Carne) =1 .
\/ Vand T, E \/ Vdnd T, E

Under HZ, we have

and(r,n,a) EX) <Zl « \/m \/_ ﬂdnd ) Mdnd(T, E))) '

\/Vand T, E \/Vdnd r, E

For OR-underlying graphs, the asymptotic power functions, II5 (r,n, ) and IIA (r,n, €), are defined similarly.
However it is not investigated in this article. [J

5 Monte Carlo Simulation Analysis for Finite Sample Performance

We implement the Monte Carlo simulations under the above described null and alternatives for » € {1, 11/10, 6/5, 4/3, v/2,
3/2,2,3, 5}

5.1 Monte Carlo Power Analysis under Segregation

In Figure @ we present a Monte Carlo investigation against the segregation alternative H* V3/8 for r = 1.1 and

n = 10 (left) and n = 100 (right). The empirical power estimates are calculated based on the Monte Carlo
critical values. Let ng (p2rd(r)) and ﬂmc (p2r(r)) stand for the corresponding empirical power estimates for the
AND- and OR-underlying cases. With n = 10, the null and alternative probability density functions for p3a<(1.1)
and p56(1.1) are very similar, implying small power (10,000 Monte Carlo replicates yield empirical power values

5 (p364) = 0.1318 and ﬂmc (p95) = 0.0539). Among the 10000 Monte Carlo replicates under H,, we find the
95th percentile value and use it as the Monte Carlo critical value at .05 level for the segregation alternative, and
use 5" percentile value for the association alternative. With n = 100, there is more separation between null
and alternative probability density functions in the underlying cases where separation is much less emphasized
in the OR~underlying case; 1000 Monte Carlo replicates yield Bmc (piBs) = 0.994 and ﬁmc (p%00) = 0.298 where
the empirical power estimates are based on Monte Carlo critical values. Notice also that the probability density
functions are skewed right for n = 10 in both underlying cases, while approximate normality holds for n = 100.

For a given alternative and sample size we may consider optimizing the empirical power of the test as a
function of the proximity factor r. Figure [I0l presents a Monte Carlo investigation of empirical power based on
Monte Carlo critical values against H \Sf 3/8 and H \Sf 3/4 as a function of r for n = 10 with 1000 replicates. The
corresponding empirical power estimates are glven in Table [l Our Monte Carlo estimates of 7%, the value of
r which maximizes the power against HY, are r* V38 =3 and r* Va1 € [4/3,3] in the AND- underlymg case, and
TT/§/8 2 and r\/—/4 [4/3,2] in the OR-underlying case. That is, more severe segregation (larger €) suggests

a smaller choice of r in both cases. For both e values, smaller r values are suggested in the OR-underlying case
compared to the AND-underlying case.

For a given alternative and sample size we may consider analyzing the power of the test — using the
asymptotic critical value— as a function of the proximity factor r. Let &, (r) denote the empirical significance
levels and En(r) empirical power estimates based on the asymptotic critical value. Figure [[1] presents a Monte
Carlo investigation of empirical power based on asymptotic critical value against H \Sf 3/ and H \Sf 54352 function
of r for n = 10. The corresponding empirical power estimates are given in Table 2l In the AND-underlying
case, the empirical significance level, a,—1¢(r), is closest to .05 for » = 2 and 3 which have the empirical power
Bro(2) = .3846 and B1(3) = 5767 for & = v/3/8, and B1o(2) = B10(3) = 1 for £ = v/3/4. In the OR-underlying
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Figure 9: Two Monte Carlo experiments against the segregation alternatives H \S/g /g Depicted are kernel density
estimates of p2d(1.1) for n = 10 (top left) and n = 100 (top right) and p¢*(1.1) for n = 10 (bottom left) and

n

n = 100 (bottom right) under the null (solid) and alternative (dashed) cases.

case, the empirical significance level, @, —10(r), is closest to .05 for r = 2 —larger for all » values — which have
the empirical power 310(2) = .1594 for ¢ = /3/8, and 310(2) =1 for ¢ = v/3/4. So, for small sample sizes,
moderate values of r is more appropriate for normal approximation, as they yield the desired significance level,
and the more severe the segregation, higher the power estimate. Furthermore, the AND-underlying version
seems to perform better than the OR-underlying version for segregation alternatives.

5.2 Monte Carlo Power Analysis under Association

In Figure 2 we present a Monte Carlo investigation against the association alternative H \% /12 for r = 1.1 and

n = 10 (left) and n = 100 (right). The empirical power estimates are calculated based on the Monte Carlo

critical values Let B;fw (p2rd(r)) and B;;‘w (p9r(r)) stand for the corresponding empirical power estimates for the

AND- and OR~underlying cases. As above, with n = 10, the null and alternative probability density functions for
p38d(1.1) and p9h(1.1) are very similar, implying small power— in fact, virtually no power— (10,000 Monte Carlo

replicates yield the following empirical power estimates based on Monte Carlo critical values: B;fw (pig?) = 0.0

and BAC (p35) = 0.0). With n = 100, there is more separation between null and alternative probability density

m
functions in the underlying cases where separation is much less emphasized in the AND-underlying case; for this
case, 1000 Monte Carlo replicates yield the following empirical power estimates based on Monte Carlo critical
values: 34 (p?gg) = 0.009 and B2, (p%,) = 0.939. Notice also that the probability density functions are
skewed right for n = 10 in both underlying cases, with more skewness in OR-underlying case, while approximate
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Figure 10: Empirical power estimates based on Monte Carlo critical values as a function of r against segregation
alternatives with the AND-underlying case (top two) and OR-underlying case (bottom two); in both cases, we

have H\%/s (left) and H%M (right) for n = 10 and N,,. = 1000 Monte Carlo replicates.

normality holds for n = 100 for both cases.

In Figure 3] we also present a Monte Carlo investigation of empirical power based on Monte Carlo critical

. A A . _ . . .
values against H V32 and H5 V324 35 function of r for n = 10 with 1000 replicates. The corresponding
empirical power estimates are presented in Table Our Monte Carlo estimates of 7} are Tf/g N2 = 2 and

Tl V324 = 3 in both underlying cases. That is, more severe association (larger €) suggests a larger choice of r in
both cases.

In Figure 4l we present a Monte Carlo investigation of power based on asymptotic critical values against
H \‘% 12 and H ;‘ V3/24 35 function of r for n = 10. In the AND-underlying case, the empirical significance level,

an=10(r), is about .05 for » = 2 and 3 which have the empirical power 310(2) ~ .2 with maximum power at
r =2 for ¢ = v/3/12, and 310(3) =1 for ¢ = 5v/3/24. In the OR-underlying case, the empirical significance
level, @n—10(r), is closest to .05 for » = 1.5 which have the empirical power B1o(1.5) ~ .45 for £ = /3/12,
and [/3\10(1.5) =1 for ¢ = 5/3/24. So, for small sample sizes, moderate values of r is more appropriate for
normal approximation, as they yield the desired significance level, and the more severe the association, higher
the power estimate. Furthermore, the OR-underlying version seems to perform better than the AND-underlying

version for association alternatives. The empirical significance levels, and empirical power Bf (r,e) values based
on asymptotic critical values under H, EA for e =3 /12,5 \/§/ 24 are given in Table [l



n = 10 and N,,. = 1000 AND-underlying case
r 1 | 11/10| 6/5 | 4/3 | V2 | 3/2 2 3
cs. 0.02 0.1 2 0.28 | 0.35 | 042 | 0.73 | 0.97
az .(n) 0.023 | 0.048 | 0.035 | 0.044 | 0.040 | 0.036 | 0.031 | 0.039
S (V/3/8) | 0.043 | 0.109 | 0.096 | 0.153 | 0.128 | 0.119 | 0.211 | 0.287
S (V/3/4) | 0.000 | 0.98 1 1 1 1 1 1
n =10 and N,,. = 1000 OR-underlying case
r 1 |11/10] 6/5 | 4/3 | V2 | 3/2 2 3
cs. 0.48 0.48 0.53 | 0.62 | 0.68 | 0.73 | 0.95 | 1.00
a> .(n) 0.030 | 0.045 | 0.049 | 0.043 | 0.037 | 0.043 | 0.034 | 0.000
S (v/3/8) | 0.028 | 0.045 | 0.059 | 0.107 | 0.113 | 0.109 | 0.151 | 0.000
S (V3/4) | 0.145 | 0.681 | 0.958 | 0.998 | 0.999 | 0.999 | 1.000 | 0.000

Table 1: The Monte Carlo critical values, éfw, empirical significance levels, a3 .(n), and empirical power
estimates, 85 ., based on the Monte Carlo critical values under H\S/g/8 and H%M, Ny = 1000, and n = 10 at

a = .05.

n =10 and N,,. = 10000 AND-underlying case

r 1 11/10 | 6/5 4/3 V2 3/2 2 3
as(n) 0.2272 | 0.2081 | 0.1777 | 0.1467 | 0.1042 | 0.1228 | 0.0761 | 0.0784
B3 (r,/3/8) | 0.3014 | 0.4273 | 0.4518 | 0.4259 | 0.3600 | 0.4187 | 0.3846 | 0.5767
B35 (r,/3/4) | 0.6519 | 0.9985 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000
n = 10 and N,,. = 10000 OR~underlying case

r 1 11/10 | 6/5 4/3 V2 3/2 2 3
as(n) 0.2901 | 0.1939 | 0.2033 | 0.1146 | 0.0947 | 0.0831 | 0.0380 | 0.0000
B35 (r,/3/8) | 0.3182 | 0.2621 | 0.3135 | 0.2601 | 0.2466 | 0.2554 | 0.1594 | 0.0000
B3 (r,+/3/4) | 0.7069 | 0.9310 | 0.9958 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.9999 | 1.0000 | 0.0000

Table 2: The empirical significance levels, ag(n), and empirical power values, Bf (r,e), based on asymptotic
critical values under H? for ¢ = v/3/8, v/3/4, Ny = 10000, and n = 10 at o = .05.

6 Multiple Triangle Case

Suppose Yy, is a finite collection of m > 3 points in R?. Consider the Delaunay triangulation (assumed to
exist) of V,,. Let T; denote the ith Delaunay triangle, J,,, denote the number of triangles, and Cy(),,) denote
the convex hull of ),,. We wish to investigate H, : X; (S U(CH(Ym)) against segregation and association
alternatives using the relative edge densities of the associated underlying graphs. The underlying graphs are
constructed using the PCD D, which is constructed using N} (-) as described in Section [24] where for X; € Tj,
the three points in ), defining the Delaunay triangle T} are used as };;. We consider various versions of the

relative edge density as a test statistic in the multiple triangle case.

6.1 First Version of Relative Edge Density in the Multiple Triangle Case

For J,, > 1, as in Section 28] let pi%(r) = 2 [Eana| /(n (n—1)) and pf (1) = 2 |Ear| /(n (n—1)). Let £ be the
number of edges and pi,?d(r) be the relative edge density for triangle ¢ in the AND-underlying case, and £ and
pﬁ(r) be similarly defined for OR-underlying case. Let n; be the number of X points in T; for i = 1,2,..., Jp,.
Letting w; = A(T;)/A(Cr(Vm)) with A(:) being the area functional, we obtain the following as a corollary to

Theorem

Corollary 6.1. The asymptotic null distribution for p‘}ﬁld(r) conditional on Yy, for r € (1,00) is given by
an ~ L ~
\/ﬁ (pl,nd(r) - :uand(r)) — N (Oa 4 Vand(r)) ) (14‘)

where fand(r) = Hand(r) (Z;];nl w?) and Vana(r) = |:Vand(r) (Z;];nl wf’) + (/‘and(r))z (Z;Ijl wz3 - (Z;L:nl w?)z):|
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V3/8 V3/4
n = 10 and N,,. = 10000.

with pana(r) and venq(r) being as in Equations (8) and (I0), respectively. The asymptotic null distribution of
P (r) with v € [1,00) is similar.

The Proof is provided in Appendix 7. By an appropriate application of the Jensen’s Inequality, we see

2 2
that 21@1 wi > (ngl wf) . So the covariance above is zero iff vnq(r) = 0 and 21@1 wi = (ngl wf) , SO

asymptotic normality may hold even though vanq(r) = 0. The same holds for the OR-underlying case.

Under the segregation (association) alternatives with § x 100% where § = 42/3 around the vertices of
each triangle is forbidden (allowed), we obtain the above asymptotic distribution of p‘*“d( ) with ptana(r) being
replaced by fiand (7, €) and vand(r) by Vand(r,€). The OR-underlying case is similar.

6.2 Other Versions of Relative Edge Density in the Multiple Triangle Case

Jm Im
Let Z20d(r) E n;b =D ‘md(r). Then Z2(r) = pind(r), since Z2(r) E ni (05 = 1) ‘md(r) =
i=1 i=1
Jm d
m20Eem 2 &
it 218 _ 2| a“d1|) = p?f‘;li(r). Similarly, Z°7(r) = p2*(r).

nn—l

nin—1)  n(n-—

Furthermore, let Z20d = sz L W; p[a?d( r) where w; is as above. So =24 a mixture of pa“d( )’s. Then
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Figure 12: Two Monte Carlo experiments against the association alternative H \‘j_ 3/12° Depicted are kernel

density estimates of p2*d(1.1) for n = 10 (top left) and n = 100 (top right) and p2*(1.1) for n = 10 (bottom left)
and n = 100 (bottom right) under the null (solid) and alternative (dashed).

since pf?d( r)’s are asymptotically independent, Z274(r), p}m;f( ) are asymptotically normal; i.e., for large n their

distribution is approximately N (ftana(7), 4 Vand () /n). A similar result holds for the OR~underlying case.

In Section[6.1], the denominator of p‘*“d( ) has n(n—1)/2 as the maximum number of edges possible. However,
by definition, given the n;’s we can at most have a graph with .J,,, complete components, each with order n; for

i=1,2,..., ;. Then the maximum number of edges possible is n; := E;']m1 n; (n;—1)/2 which suggests another
gan Im gdnd S, i (n; — 1
version of relative edge density: p?r}dn( ) = %. Then p??fin(r) = Znitl ; % [a;ld(T)-
P 1) and

Since 2= '_1) > 0 for each i, and Z

T =1, p775.(r) is a mixture of p';_’]“d(r)’s.
i=1

2TLt

and

Theorem 6.2. The asymptotic null distribution for pf},(r) conditional on Y, for r € (1,00) is given by
an - £ o
\/— (plllfz( ) - Nand(r)) — N(Ov 4 Vand(r)) ) (15)

2
where fiand(r) = fana(r) and Vapq(r) = {u[md(r) (21@1 wf’) / (21@1 wf) } With fand(r) and vanq(r) being as
in Equations (8) and (I0), respectively. The asymptotic null distribution of p77 , (r) with r € [1,00) is similar.

Proof is provided in Appendix 8. Notice that the covariance Dung(r) is zero iff vanq(r) = 0, Under the
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Figure 13: Empirical power estimates based on Monte Carlo critical values against the association alternatives

with the AND-underlying case (top two) and OR-underlying case (bottom two),

and H?\/ﬁ/24 (right) as a function of r, for n = 10 and N,,. = 1000.

in both cases, H A

312 (left)

segregation (association) alternatives, we obtain the above asymptotic distribution of p?r}fin(r) with fand(r)
being replaced by fiand(r, &) and vand(r) by Vand(r,€). The OR-underlying case is similar.

Remark 6.3. Comparison of Versions of Relative Edge Density in the Multiple Triangle Case: Among
the versions of the relative edge density we considered, Z2"d(r) = p?“ﬁi( ) for all n > 1, and 220 and pa“d( )

are asymptotically equivalent (i.e., they have the same asymptotic distribution in the limit). However, p‘”‘d( )
and

and p7}<,(r) do not have the same distribution for finite or infinite n. But we have p‘“‘d( ) = % p‘}‘}dn( )
Im ni(ng
and fland (1) < jftand(7) = fana(r), since Zi:l w? < 1. Furthermore, since n(an—tl) =>" 17(757_11)) — ZZ L wi,

we have lim,, o Var[y/np$(r)] = (Zj;"l wf) limy, o0 Var[y/np§'d(r)] Hence Vana(r) > Vana(r). Therefore,

we choose p‘*“d( ) for further analysis in the multiple triangle case. Moreover, asymptotic normality might hold
for p"“‘d(r) even if vunq(r) = 0. O

6.3 Power Analysis for the Multiple Triangle Case

Let S2n(r) := pi2d(r) and Sg*(r) := p¢",(r). Thus in the case of J,,, > 1 (i.e., m > 3), we have a (conditional)

test of H, : X; “ U (Crr(Ym)) which once again rejects against segregation for large values of S2"4(r) and rejects

against association for small values of S2"d(r). The same holds for S°(r).

Depicted in Figures and are the realizations of 100 and 1000 observations, respectively, independent



n = 10 and N,,. = 1000 AND-underlying case

r 1 11/10 | 6/5 | 4/3 | V2 | 3/2 2 3 5 10
ca, 0.0 0.0 | 0.02 | 0.06 | 0.08 | 0.1 | 0.24 | 0.46 | 0.68 | 0.82
ad.(n) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.005 | 0.030 | 0.027 | 0.037 | 0.038 | 0.043 | 0.048 | 0.041

4 (v3/12) | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.003 | 0.045 | 0.057 | 0.077 | 0.154 | 0.136 | 0.077 | 0.055

;20(5\/5/24) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.009 | 0.051 | 0.060 | 0.081 | 0.492 | 0.964 | 0.941 | 0.396
n =10 and N,,. = 1000 OR-underlying case

T 1 /10| 6/5 | 4/3 | V2 | 3/2 2 3 5 10
ca. 0.26 | 026 | 028 | 0.31 | 03 | 035 | 06 | 0.84 | 0.95 | 1.00
ag.(n) 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.040 [ 0.045 | 0.049 | 0.042 | 0.049 | 0.044 | 0.022 | 0.019

A (v/3/12) | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.169 | 0.227 | 0.331 | 0.328 | 0.396 | 0.163 | 0.069 | 0.032
A (5+/3/24) | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.352 | 0.352 | 0.612 | 0.988 | 1.000 | 0.935 | 0.344

Table 3: Monte Carlo critical values, CA empirical significance levels, @/ (n), and empirical power estimates,

Bfw, based on Monte Carlo critical values under H\I%/lz and H?\/g/%, Npe = 1000, and n = 10 at a = .05.
n = 10 and N,,. = 1000 AND-underlying case
r 1 11/10 6/5 4/3 V2 3/2 2 3 5 10
aa(n) 0.7707 | 0.3343 | 0.1872 | 0.0859 | 0.0774 | 0.0671 | 0.0551 | 0.0593 | 0.0771 | 0.1182

BA(r,v/3/12) | 0.7406 | 0.2829 | 0.1869 | 0.1156 | 0.1323 | 0.1506 | 0.2053 | 0.1599 | 0.1336 | 0.1618
BA(r,5/3/24) | 0.7415 | 0.2923 | 0.1833 | 0.1220 | 0.1491 | 0.1891 | 0.5605 | 0.9664 | 0.9510 | 0.6241
n =10 and N,,. = 1000 OR-underlying case

r 1 11/10 6/5 4/3 V2 3/2 2 3 5 10
aa(n) 0.5194 | 0.3935 | 0.2302 | 0.0920 | 0.0834 | 0.0665 | 0.0759 | 0.0980 | 0.0708 | 0.0193

B (r,+/3/12) | 0.6293 | 0.6258 | 0.5661 | 0.4318 | 0.4247 | 0.4346 | 0.4343 | 0.2624 | 0.1421 | 0.0336

BA(r,5+/3/24) | 0.6315 | 0.6340 | 0.6259 | 0.6265 | 0.6279 | 0.7480 | 0.9900 | 1.0000 | 0.9649 | 0.3505

Table 4: The empirical significance level and empirical power estimates based on asymptotic critical values
under HA for e = v/3/12, 51/3/24, N,,. = 10000, and n = 10 at o = .05.

identically distributed according to the segregation with 6 = 1/16, null, and association with 6 = 1/4 (from left
to right) for |V,| = 10 and Jyo = 13.

With n = 100 , for the null realization, the p-value is greater than 0.1 for all r except r = 1, 4/3, /2 for
both alternatives in the AND-underlying case, and for all r values and both alternatives in the OR-underlying
case. For the segregation realization with § = 1/16, we obtain p < 0.018 for all r values except = 1 in the
AND-underlying case and p < 0.02 for all r values in the OR~underlying case. For the association realization
with § = 1/4, we obtain p < 0.043 for r = 2, 3 in the AND-underlying case and p < 0.05 for r = 4/3, /2, 1.5, 2
in the OR-underlying case.

With n = 1000, in the AND-underlying case under the null distribution, p > .05 for all r values relative
to segregation and association. Under segregation with § = 1/16, p < .01 for all r values considered. Under
association with § = 1/4, p < .01 for r € {4/3,v/2,1.5,2,3,5} and p > .05 for the other r values considered.
In the OR-underlying case under the null distribution, p > .05 for all r values relative to segregation and
association. Under segregation with 6 = 1/16, p < .01 for » € {1.1,1.2,4/3,/2,1.5,2,3,5} and p > .05 for
the other r values considered. Under association with § = 1/4, p < .01 for » € {1.1,1.2,4/3,1/2,1.5,2,3} and
p > .05 for the other r values considered.

We repeat the null realization 1000 times for n = 100 and find the estimated significance level above 0.05 for
the AND-underlying case relative to both alternatives with smallest being 0.12 at r = 2 relative to segregation
and 0.099 at r = 2 relative to association. The associated empirical size and power estimates are presented in
Figures I and These results indicate that n = 100 (i.e., the average number of points per triangle being
about 8) is not enough for the normal approximation in the AND-underlying case. For the OR-underlying case
the estimated significance level relative to segregation is closest to 0.05 is 0.03 at » = 5 and all much different
at other r values. The estimated significance level relative to association are larger than 0.25 for all r values.
Again the number of points per triangle is not large enough for normal approximation. With n = 500 (i.e.,
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Figure 14: The empirical size (circles joined with solid lines) and power estimates (triangles with dotted lines)
based on the asymptotic critical value against association alternatives in the AND-underlying case (top two)
and the OR-underlying case (bottom two), in both cases, H* (left) and HA (right) as a function of r,

V3/12 5v/3/24
for n = 10 and N,,,. = 10000.

the average number of points per triangle being about 40), the estimated significance levels get closer to 0.05,
however they still are all above 0.05, hence for moderate sample sizes, the tests using the relative edge density of
the underlying graphs are liberal in rejecting H,. The empirical power analysis suggests the choice of r =2 —a
moderate r value—for both alternatives in both underlying cases. Note also that AND-underlying case seems
to perform better for segregation.

The PAE is given for J,, = 1 in Section For J,, > 1, the analysis will depend both the number of
triangles as well as the sizes of the triangles. So the optimal r values suggested for the J,, = 1 case does not
necessarily hold for J,, > 1, so it needs to be updated, given the ), points. The conditional test presented here
is appropriate when the ), are fixed. An unconditional version requires the joint distribution of the number
and size of Delaunay triangles when ), is, for instance, a Poisson point pattern. Alas, this joint distribution is

not available (Okabe et all (2000)).

6.4 Extension to Higher Dimensions

The extension to R? for d > 2 is straightforward. Let Y;11 = {y1,y2,-..,Ya+1} be d + 1 non-coplanar points.
Denote the simplex formed by these d 4 1 points as &();,1). A simplex is the simplest polytope in R? having
d + 1 vertices, d(d + 1)/2 edges and d + 1 faces of dimension (d — 1). For r € [1, 00|, define the proportional-
edge proximity map as follows. Given a point = in &(Yz41), let y := argmingcy, , volume(Q,(x)) where
Qy(x) is the polytope with vertices being the d(d + 1)/2 midpoints of the edges, the vertex y and x. That
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Figure 15: Realization of segregation (left), H, (middle), and association (right) for |V,,| = 10 and n = 100.
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Figure 16: Realization of segregation (left), H, (middle), and association (right) for |V,,| = 10 and n = 1000.

is, the vertex region for vertex v is the polytope with vertices given by v and the midpoints of the edges.
Let v(z) be the vertex in whose region x falls. (If x falls on the boundary of two vertex regions or at the
center of mass, we assign v(z) arbitrarily.) Let ¢(z) be the face opposite to vertex v(z), and n(v(x),x) be
the hyperplane parallel to ¢(z) which contains z. Let d(v(x),n(v(x),z)) be the (perpendicular) Euclidean
distance from v(z) to n(v(x),x). For r € [1,00), let n,.(v(x),z) be the hyperplane parallel to ¢(x) such that
d(v(z), n, (v(),)) = rd(v(),n(v(x), 7)) and d((v(z),2),n. (v(x), 2)) < d(v(z), 7, (v(),7)). Let &, () be the
polytope similar to and with the same orientation as & having v(z) as a vertex and 7, (v(z), z) as the opposite
face. Then the proportional-edge proximity region Njp(z) := &,(z) N &(Vgq1). Furthermore, let ;(x) be
the hyperplane such that ¢;(z) N & (Vy+1) # 0 and rd(y;, i (x)) = d(ys, n(ys, ) for i = 1,2,...,d + 1. Then
I7(2) N R(ys) = {= € R(y) ¢ dlyi,n(yis2)) > dlys, G(@)}, for i = 1,2,3. Hence Tf(z) = UL (T (@) N R(y:)):
Notice that r» > 1 implies € Ny, (z) and = € I'} ().

Theorem 1 generalizes, so that any simplex & in R? can be transformed into a regular polytope (with edges
being equal in length and faces being equal in volume) preserving uniformity. Delaunay triangulation becomes
Delaunay tessellation in R?, provided no more than 4 points being cospherical (lying on the boundary of the
same sphere). In particular, with d = 3, the general simplex is a tetrahedron (4 vertices, 4 triangular faces
and 6 edges), which can be mapped into a regular tetrahedron (4 faces are equilateral triangles) with vertices

(0,0,0) (1,0,0) (1/2,4/3/2,0), (1/2,/3/4,v/3/2).

Asymptotic normality of the U-statistic and consistency of the tests hold for d > 2 in both underlying cases.
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Figure 17: The empirical size (circles joined with solid lines) and power estimates (triangles with dotted lines)
based on the asymptotic critical value for the AND-underlying case (top) and the OR-underlying case (bottom)
in the multiple triangle case, in both cases, H\S/g/8 (left) and H\%/m (right) as a function of r, for n = 100.

7 Discussion and Conclusions

In this article, we consider the asymptotic distribution of the relative edge density of the underlying graphs
based on (parametrized) proportional-edge proximity catch digraphs (PCDs), for testing bivariate spatial point
patterns of segregation and association. To our knowledge the PCD-based methods are the only graph theo-
retic methods for testing spatial patterns in literature (Ceyhan and Priebe (2005), [Ceyhan et all (2006), and
\Ceyhan et all (lZ.QOl')) The proportional-edge PCDs lend themselves for such a purpose, because of the geom-
etry invariance property for uniform data on Delaunay triangles. Let the two samples of sizes n and m be
from classes X' and ), respectively, with X’ points being used as the vertices of the PCDs and ) points being
used in the construction of Delaunay triangulation. For the relative density approach to be appropriate, n
should be much larger compared to m. This implies that n tends to infinity while m is assumed to be fixed.
That is, the difference in the relative abundance of the two classes should be large for this method. Such an
imbalance usually confounds the results of other spatial interaction tests. Furthermore, we can perform Monte
Carlo randomization to remove the conditioning on ),,.

Previously,/Ceyhan et al! (2006) employed the relative (arc) density of the proportional-edge PCDs for testing
bivariate spatial patterns. In this work, we consider the AND- and OR-underlying graphs based on this PCD; in
particular, we demonstrate that relative edge density of these underlying PCDs is a U-statistic, and employing
asymptotic normality of U-statistics, we derive the asymptotic distribution of the relative edge density. We then
use relative edge density as a test statistic for testing segregation and association.
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Figure 18: The empirical size (circles joined with solid lines) and power estimates (triangles with dotted lines)
based on the asymptotic critical value for the AND-underlying case (top) and the OR-underlying case (bottom)
in the multiple triangle case, in both cases, H\S/g/8 (left) and H\%/lz (right) as a function of r, for n = 500.

The null hypothesis is assumed to be CSR of & points, i.e., the uniformness of X points in the convex hull of
Y points. Although we have two classes here, the null pattern is not the CSR independence, since for finite m,
we condition on m and the areas of the Delaunay triangles based on ) points as long as they are not co-circular.

There are many types of parametrizations for the alternatives. The particular parametrization of the alterna-
tives in this article is chosen so that the distribution of the relative edge density under the alternatives would be
geometry invariant (i.e., independent of the geometry of the support triangles). The more natural alternatives
(i.e., the alternatives that are more likely to be found in practice) can be similar to or might be approximated by
our parametrization. Because in any segregation alternative, the X points will tend to be further away from Y
points and in any association alternative X points will tend to cluster around the )’ points. And such patterns
can be detected by the test statistics based on the relative edge density, since under segregation (whether it is
parametrized as in Section or not) we expect them to be larger, and under association (regardless of the
parametrization) they tend to be smaller.

Our Monte Carlo simulation analysis and asymptotic efficiency analysis based on Pitman asymptotic effi-
ciency reveals that AND-underlying graph has better power performance against segregation compared to the
digraph and OR-underlying version. On the other hand, OR-underlying graph has better power performance
against association compared to the digraph and AND-underlying version. When the number of X points per
triangle is less than 30, we recommend the use Monte Carlo randomization, otherwise we recommend the use of
normal approximation as n — co. Furthermore, when testing against segregation we recommend the parameter
r & 2, while for testing against association we recommend the parameters r € (2,3) as they exhibit the better
performance in terms of size and power.
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Figure 19: Var [h339(r)] (left) and Var [h95(r)] (right) as a function of r for r € [1,5].

APPENDIX

Appendix 1: The Variance of Relative Edge Density for the AND-Underlying
Graph Version:

The variance term is
Var [h339(r)] = o (MI(r € [1,4/3)) + 15 ()I(r € [4/3,3/2)) + % (r)L(r € [3/2,2)) + 1" (n)I(r € [2,00))

and _ (5r%-1537r°4393r*—423 1> —54 724360 r—128) (447 r* =261 r°+54 r>4+5r°—153 r° 4360 r—128)

where 1, (r) =~ 2916 7"4(r+2) (r+1)2 )

dnd( ) = _ (1017°—801r*41302 7% 73212 —536 r4+672) (1518 7% —84 r>—104 r+101 > —801 r* +672)
#1 46656r2(r+2)2(r+1)

and/\ _  (r®=13774307%4148 7% —448 714264 734288 12 —368 7+96) (22 704124 15 —464 r4 48— 13 r7 4264 r° 4288 12 —368r+96

(r) =
¥1,3 6415 (r+2)2(r+1)2
4 _q.3_ 2 .

<p?“4d( )= (r4ri-8ri-3s% 4;?:“2))2(“ 31 —6742) Qe Figure[[d Note that Var,,q(r = 1) = 0 and lim,_, o, Varand(r) =
0 (at rate O(r~?)), and argsup,.(; o,y Varana(r) ~ 2.1126 with sup Var,nq(r) = .25.

Moreover,

Vand(r) — Cov [hand( ) and Zﬁand

where

1
58320 (272 + 1)(r + 2)2(r + 1)376
— 412117 — 27145 " — 4503501 r*? 4 1336147 ' + 10640999 r*° — 982009 r° — 6677105 r° — 2274458 r”

— 1150162 7° + 249126 7° + 1232530 7 4 1234372 r® + 226776 1> — 184944 1 — 81920))

9 () = — ((r—1)%(972r" + 8748 1'% + 44456 r'" + 140328 r'® 4+ 121371 +'°

1

116640 (272 + 1)(r + 2)2(r 4+ 1)3r6

+ 3251855 r'° — 13836295 r'* + 13434672 r'3 4 11140788 r'? — 27667544 r*' + 13293088 r*® + 7159710 77—
13013598 7° 4 4185440 7 + 3262952 7° 4 586636 7° — 1616444 r* — 680120 7° — 55952 1% 4 219936 7 + 49152)

93 (r) = — (486 %' + 3402 r*° — 269" — 45155 7% — 118850 r'" + 443518 7'°

1
116640 (272 + 1)(r + 2)2(r 4+ 1)3r6
+ 2751855 7' — 13736295 r'* 4 18084672 r'3 + 8770788 r'% — 43009544 7' + 24604048 r'° 4+ 27137438 r° — 30889822 r°
— 2832544 7" + 11101160 7° — 4168820 1° + 2364868 r* + 2305864 1 — 3041936 r° + 219936 r + 49152)

9 () = — (486 12" + 3402 r°° — 269" — 45155 7'® — 118850 ' + 443518 '°

1
58320 (r +2)3(r2 —2)(2r2 + 1)(r + 1)376
— 297666 "7 — 4791125 7' + 12849927 r'° — 10894618 r'* — 26295324 ' + 62283823 r'* — 2280753 ' — 81700012 "°
+32551926 17439974410 7° — 11284026 7" — 5806580 r° —9167580 ° — 2004944 r* 44646688 r° +1931776 1> —489024 r—98304)

I () = — (3632 7% 4 25632 12" — 60328 10 — 441888 r'? + 1353430 '®



1
58320 (1 +2)3(272 + 1)(r2 + 1)(r + 1)316
— 1167012 77 + 1200518 7'% 4 5424126 r'® — 23566328 r** + 23837088 > + 11797395 r'% — 41623065 r'* + 39261953 r'°
—8239197 r® — 30178496 r* +27901506 1" — 4936170 r® +61038 r® +4719720 r* — 5513952 1> +-340736 > + 23328 7 +65536)

92 (r) = 93 (r) = (3632772425632 r>' —49432 r*° —364992 r'? +958940 r'®

1
") = 166560 ¢ + 2P @2 + 02+ 1)(r £ 1575
10220280 76 4 27825711 7'° — 69243129 7" + 81624200 7% — 76052574 r'% — 65530400 ' + 262451196 r'° — 178092280 r°
—69106464 1°+158439568 1" — 97568688 r° +12246288 r° +17591952 1-* —21111616 r* + 15628032 1> — 2545664 r+993024)

1562 721 — 11142 72° — 103099 r*° + 2105697 r'® — 9774118 717+

and
U7

1
1920 (r 4+ 2)3(r2 +1)(272 + 1) (r 4 1)3710 (
245667 1'% + 2066216 r'® — 5313494 r'7 — 1589216 r'% + 18512684 r'% — 18946136 r** — 2665248 r'* + 22789584 r'?—
32987760 r'' +20482512 7'° + 13109584 r” — 28084416 r® + 17326976 r” — 3864576 r° — 4579328 r° + 6666240 r* — 3576320 1>

+ 635904 1% — 116736 1 + 61440)

9 (r) = 2726301 —2395 1234281 r?* +8770 22429528 2! —268053 r*° +

1
1920 (r 4+ 2)3(r2 +1)(272 + 1) (r 4 1)3710
225443 7' 4+ 2052136 r'® — 5219030 r'7 — 1608928 ' + 18337836 r'° — 18837080 r** — 2598688 7% + 22736336 r'*—
32858736 r'' 420384720 710 + 12930896 r° — 27988416 7° + 17416832 r* — 3862784 r® — 4575488 r° + 6638848 r* — 3603200 >

+ 640512 7% — 107520 7 + 63488)

93 (r) = (272 —30 7% —2395 1?3281 r** 48258 12431064 r** —262677 r*°+

1

1920 (r + 2)3(r — 1)(r + 1)3(272 — 1)r10 (

524994 r'® 4 2446870 r*” — 8676180 7'¢ — 437020 r'® + 36944680 r'* — 40677696 r'> — 44860384 r'? + 106256352 r*' —
15515040 7' — 98636848 17 + 66358080 r® + 27142272 77 — 42614272 r® + 7781120 7° + 7327232 r* — 3388672 r°+

430592 7% — 171008  + 63488)

930%(r) = 292430772 —32r% —2612 722 +11572 1?1 +21934 r2° — 328867 1%+

B 1
15272 = 1)(r 4 1)3710 (

9339 (r) 307" + 9071 — 12771 — 62170 + 32077 + 1568 r® — 858 " — 1370 7% + 909 7O+

295 7% — 2927 + 447 + 67 — 2)
and 7 = [1,2/V3), Io = [2/V3,6/5), Iz = [6/5,v/5 — 1), Iy = [V/5 — 1,(6 + 2+/2)/7), ITs = [(6 +
2\/5)/774/3)7 Ts = [4/37 (6+ \/ﬁ)/’?)v 17 = [(6 + \/E)/’?v 3/2)7 Iy = [3/27 (1+ \/5)/2)7 Iy = [(1 + \/5)/27 I+

1/v/2), Tio = [1+1/v/2,2), T11 = [2,00). See Figure Pl Note that Covana(r = 1) = 0 and lim, o Vana(r) =0
(at rate O(r~?)), and argsup,.¢[; o) Yand(7) = 2.69 with sup vana(r) ~ .0537.

Appendix 2: The Variance of Relative Edge Density for the OR-Underlying Graph
Version:

The variance term is

Var [h75(r)] = @71 (n)I(r € [1,4/3)) + @75 (r)I(r € [4/3,3/2)) + @75 (r)L(r € [3/2,2)) + 74 (r)I(r € [2,00))

_ (47r%—19575+860 r* —846 r® —108 r>+720 r—256) (752 r* —1170 73 —324 r° 447 76 —195 r® 4720 r —256)

where 9" (r) =

11664 r(r+2)2(r+1)2 ’
or (175 r° =579 r* 41450 3 —732 72 —536 r+672) (1234 > —1380 12 —968 r+175 r° —579 r* 4672)
Pra(r) = — 16656 12(r+-2)2 (r 1 1)2 ’
or _ (3r8=7r"—307°4847r°—264 7" 43045414412 —368 1+96)(—22 r®+108 7> —248 r* 438 —7 "+ 304 7> 4144 > —368 r+-96)
<P1,3(7") == 6478 (r+2)2(r+1)2 ’

PP (r) =2 (T5+T4;?::12))2(3T_1). See Figure

Note that Var,, (r = 1) = 2627/11664 and lim,._, o, Var,(r) = 0 (at rate O(r~%)), and argsup,.c(i, ) Varor(r) ~
1.44 with sup Varg,(r) ~ .25.
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Figure 20:  vana(r) = Cov [hi3%(r), hi3e(r)] (left) and ver(r) = Cov [A$5(r), h9%(r)] (right) as a function of r
for r € [1, 5].

Moreover,
11
Vor(r) 1= Cov[h$5(r), b5 (r)] = Y 05" (r) I(Z;)
=1
where
9y (r) = ! (1458 1?2 4+13122 r** +50731 r*° —84225 ' 19193 '~ 1823223 r' "+

58320 (r2 + 1) (272 + 1)(r + 1)3(r + 2)376
5576151 7'¢ + 2978697 +'° — 33432692 r'* 4 37427862 1'% 4 15883834 "2 — 60944766 ' + 49876417 r'® — 1754523 r° —
36606859 7° + 32338215 7" — 10290256 7° — 2234754 1° 4 7085471 7" — 5608569 1° 4 1645826 7> — 132876 r + 30824)

1
116640 (r2 + 1)(272 + 1) (r + 1)3(r 4 2)376
3300900 r*7 + 11053023 r'% + 5055135 r'% — 67685050 r** + 75243552 r*3 + 33155180 r'? — 120628524 r*! + 99831906 r'°—

4883958 17— 74801558 7° 464360782 7" —19812000 7° —3667716 7°+14541630 * — 11254002 7> +3070468 1 — 413208 7-+28880)

5 (r)y=93(r)= rT4 rT+ rT— T+ ro—=
9 I 1458 122 +13122 721 +62825 r2° — 175011 r*°+156014 '8

1
" 58320 (r24+1)2r24+1)(r2=2)(r+2)3(r+1)3r
986280 r'?+5942884 r*® 42883672 17 —47189711 r'6+43450125 r°+85975304 r** — 156173934 r** +27378901 r 2 +123606417 r**
—152209261 1'° 464653597 r° 456621894 r® —88962768 r” +-43754559 r® —5940597 r° — 13006396 r*+17019366 r° —7037340 1+
413208 r — 28880)

I (1) = 972 r°* 4 8748 7% + 29590 % — 149106 ' — 36820 1% —
6

1

58320 (r2 + 1) (272 4+ 1)(r + 1)3(r + 2)316

3745643 r*® + 4573731 7' — 29416804 r'* + 26163354 r'> + 19600850 r'? — 43126062 r*! + 31497249 r'° — 7381467 r°—
22237963 7° + 26778663 7° — 9107024 r° — 115074 7° 4 3136927 r* — 5055609 7 + 2292994 1% 4 14580 r — 1944)

95 (r) = (9727248748 r*' +31534+*° —131610 r'? +261546 r'* — 1552026 r' "+

1

T 233280 (12 4 1) (272 + 1)(r + 1)3(r + 2)3r6

1844321 r'% — 33347697 r*® + 80028903 r'* — 29292735 '3 — 98093906 r'? 4 125034492 r*! — 46658244 r'° — 57216612 r°+
88057996 % — 26383068 ” — 12851392 7° + 14179848 1° — 8656508 r* 4 1593828 7 + 134136 r° — 58320 1 + 7776)

9" (r) (486 122 —7290 r** —181459 r*°+1024401 r'?—2691213 r'®+3921057 r' "+

1
T233280 (r + 2)3(r2 4+ 1)(272 + 1)(r + 1)3(r — 1)r6
8763566 5 +7460036 r' " —63559490 r'®+91134324 r*® +18516450 r'* — 122708655 > +18577230 r % +80410332 r'* —19357704 r'° —
39129236 77+ 75311048 7° — 77449360 r” +4053376 1° 448283912 7-° —40690240 * 417736336 > — 4315680 7> +-544320 7—31104)

97" (r) (486 122 — 7776 72 — 174169 r** +1205860 r°° — 4656806 7+



1

T 960 (1 +2)3(r2 +1)(272 + 1) (r + 1)3r8

78713 71" — 450859 ¢ + 697707 r'® + 517846 r'* — 3723120 7% + 6565124 r'? — 1468692 r*' — 8695792 r*® + 9535720 7 —
6773160 r® 4 526744 1" + 10691376 r® — 7797264 r° + 1137696 r* + 523712 1% — 2687872 r* 4 1701888 1 — 245760)

98 () (272" — 3077 — 161722 + 107" 4 4137 r%° — 10685 r'? + 8367 '+

1
T 960 (272 4+ 1)(r + 1)2(r + 2)3(r2 + 1)r10 (
67536 7% — 511355 717 + 1161830 r*® — 634128 r*® — 3001568 r'* + 9512164 r*> — 11014136 72 + 2344968 r** + 7126240 r'°—
13850504 r¥ 4 14466592 r® — 3823216 " — 4018976 r° + 5155776 r° — 4633984 1-* + 1959808 r® — 244480 r* — 3584 1 — 1024)

g (1) 2725 — 32921 — 12997 £ 236122 + 41571 — 15610 720 + 21289 71+

or _ 1

10(r) = 565 (272 = 1)(r +2)3(r — 1)(r + 1)210 (
166787 r'7 — 717366 7'¢ + 1196092 r'® + 89468 r'* — 5130844 r'3 + 12748688 1% — 11274744 1! — 12243496 r'°+

33980568 1” — 14886656 1° —19910592 7 420667776 ° — 1262208 r° — 5402752 r* 42217088 > — 235776 1> — 2560 r — 1024)

272 — 3477 — 101 %% 4 433 1% 4+ 5400 7%° — 26982 r'? + 23049 ¥+

or 2 18078 — 48717 — 648 7% + 39615 + 2147 — 19073 + 3972 —4r +1
n(r) =15 22— 1)(r + 1)2r10
and 7, = [1,2/V3), To = [2/V/3,6/5), T3 = [6/5,v/5 — 1), Iy = [V/5 — 1,(6 + 2v2)/7), Ts = [(6 +
2\/5)/774/3)7 Is = [4/37 (6 + \/ﬁ)/’?)v I = [(6 + \/ﬁ)/773/2)7 Iy = [3/27 (1 + \/5)/2)7 Iy = [(1 +
V5)/2,1 4+ 1/3/2), Tio = [1 +1/4/2,2), 11 = [2,00). See Figure B0 Note that Cov,(r = 1) = 1/3240
and lim, o Vor (1) = 0 (at rate O(r~%)), and argsup,.c(; o) Vor (1) & 1.765 with sup v (r) ~ .0318.

Appendix 3: Derivation of jianq(r) and vang(r) under the Null Case

In the standard equilateral triangle, let y; = (0,0), y2 = (1,0), y3 = (1/2, \/5/2), Mg¢ be the center of mass, M;
be the midpoints of the edges e; for i = 1,2,3. Then Mg = (1/2, \/5/6), M, = (3/4, \/3/4), My = (1/4, \/3/4),
M3 = (1/2,0). Let &,, be a random sample of size n from U(T(}3)). For x1 = (u,v), £y(z1) = rv+rv/3u—3 .
Next, let Ny := £,.(x1) Nes and No := £,.(x1) N eo.

Derivation of jianq(r) in Theorem
First we find pana(r) for r € (1,00). Observe that, by symmetry,
Mand(r) = P(Xg S N};E(Xl) N F;(Xl)) = 6P(X2 S N)T)(Xl) n Fq(Xl),Xl S TS)

where Ty is the triangle with vertices y;, M3, and Mc. Let £4(r,z) be the line such that rd(yi, ls(r,z)) =
d(y1,e1), so Ls(r,x) = V/3(1/r — x). Then if x; € T is above 4(r,x) then Nh(r1) = T()3), otherwise,
Npg(@1) € T(Vs).

To compute fana(r), we need to consider various cases for Np(X7) and I'[(X7) given Xy = (z,y) € Ts.
See Figures [2I] and For any = = (u,v) € T(Y), I'f(z) is a convex or nonconvex polygon. Let & (r,x) be the
line between = and the vertex y; parallel to the edge e; such that rd(y;, & (r,z)) = d(y;, £-(x)) for i = 1,2,3.
Then T (x) N R(y;) is bounded by & (r,z) and the median lines. For z = (u,v), & (r,2) = —V3x + (v +
V3u)/r, &a(r,x) = (v+3r (x —1)+v3(1—u))/r and &(r,x) = (V3(r—1)+2v)/(27). For r € [6/5, V5 —1),
there are six cases regarding I'f(z) and one case for Nj(z). See Figure for the prototypes of these six
cases of I'y (a:, N)T,) For the AND-underlying version, we determine the possible types of Njg(z1) N T (z1)
for 1 € Ts. Depending on the location of z; and the value of the parameter r, Njp(z1) NI (21) regions are
polygons with various vertices. See Figure for the illustration of these vertices and below for their explicit
forms.

Gy = (\/5%1-3;6,0), Gy = (_ \/§y—37‘+3—3w70)7 Gy = _ VBy—6r+3-3z _\/5(—\/§y—3+3m)>7 Gy = ((\/§r+\/§—2y)\/§

3r 61 ’ 61 67

)

\/5(3r—63+2 \/57/))7 Gs = ((\/ﬁr—\/ﬁg-ﬂy)\/ﬁ7 \/5(3T—63+2 \/57/)), G = <\/§yﬁ+317 \/5(\/§y+31))

P = (1/2,v/3/6 (2V3ry+6rz—3)),and P, = (—1/2+ (V3ry +3rz)/2,—V3/6 (-3 +V3ry+3rz));

3



ys = (1/2,/3/2)

€1

Mc

yi = (0,0) s1 8 M; €3 y2 = (1,0)

Figure 21: The cases for relative position of £ (r, ) with various r values. These are the prototypes for various
types of Njp(z1).

Ly = <1/2’ W) s Lo=1(1/2,— (=2 \/gy_ﬁg;ﬁﬁh)ﬁ), Ly = _\/§y—32rr+3—31, \/§(3T—\{3y—3+3m) 7
Ly = (37«324;2 3y \/3(37«763:2 V3y) L= (—r=312v3y \/3(37«763:2 V3y) Cand Lg = (T+\/2§y+317 _ﬁ(\/ﬁy(jrwgr));
Ny = (V3ry/3+rz,0), No = (V3ry/6+r2/2,v/3(V3y/6+3x)r), and
2 2 PP
N3 = (\/§7~ y/4+3ra/d, V3 (\/gy/12 + 3x) r); and Q; = (\/§r2y+3r216\7{§y+37“3+31, (V3riy+3r m+\/6§;y 3r43-3 )\/g),

61 67

and Q2 _ (2\/§r2y+6r213 r+3—2 \/§y7 \/§(3T*3+2 ﬁy))

Let #(a1,as,...,a,) denote the polygon with vertices ay,as,...,a,. For r € [1, 4/3)7 there are 14 cases to
comnsider for calculation of pianq(r) in the AND-underlying version. Each of these cases correspond to the regions
in Figure 26, where Case 1 corresponds to R; for ¢ = 1,2,3,4, and Case j for j > 1 corresponds to R, 3 for
7 =1,2,...,14. These regions are bounded by various combinations of the lines defined below.

Let £,m () be the line joining y; to Mc, then £y, (z) = /3x/3. Let also ry (z) = v/3 (27 + 3z — 3) /3, ra2(z) =
V3/2—V3r/3, r3(x) = 27 — 2+ 7) V3/2, 1a(2) = V3/2 — V3r/4, 15(z) = — 22D (g = B2

3r ’
I4+r?z—r—z)v3 Yr—1+2)V3 2z—1)V3 —2r4+2+1r°2)V/3
ri(e) = ~TE B ey = S ey = DYy = A ) =
o o 2
_( QTHTZQJ:C;T x)\/§7 ra(x) = — (22 — 1) V/3/2, and 713(x) = — (=1 4 ) v/3/3. Furthermore, to determine the
integration limits, we specify the z-coordinate of the boundaries of these regions using s; for k£ = 0,1,...,14.
See also Figure [26] for an illustration of these points whose explicit forms are provided below.
so=1—27r/3,8=3/2—1r,5 =3/(87), s3 = 773’”%3’”2”, S4=1-—1/2, 85 = 72“4’;2“, s¢ =1/(2r), s7 =
2 3 2 2
2(232_’_1); 58 = 973g(7‘4;3_rl)72r, 89 = 1/ (T + 1)7 $10 = 737”%3‘7“ +4; S11 = 3T/87 S12 = 67«7132: +47 513 = 3/2—57"/67

and s14 =7 —1/2—173/8.
Below, we compute P(Xy € Npp(X71) NT1(X1), X € Ty) for each of the 14 cases: Case 1:

sz rlam(z) se  [r5() A(P(G1, N1, Na, Gs))
P(Xs € Npp(X1)NTi(X1), X1 € Ts) = / / —|—/ / I dydx =
(X2 € Npp(X1) NT1(X1), X1 € T5) < s s AT ydx

(r—1)(r+1)(r*+1)
64 r6

V3(V3y+3z)?
36 r2 .

where A(2(G1, N1, N2, Gs)) = V3/36 (v3y +3z)"r? —



w=(1/2,v3/2) y=(1/2,V3/2)

€1 €1
€ €2
7 Ic
eo(r, )
f A) ()
yi|= (0,0) VI3 € Y2 = (T, 0] yi|=(0,0) M; € V> =11,0)
= (1/2,V3/2) va = (1/2,v/3/2)
2 €
€1
2 M. M
e_ 2 s s(rox) Ly 3 !
IC' IC'
Gy 2(r, @)
o, ) ‘
1(7, ) (ol
@1 &i(r) s
yi|= (U, 0] M3 €3 2 =L ni=U,0] G VI3 €3 V2= (1,0)
y = (1/2,v3/2) w = (1/2,V3/2)
€1
€
r.a
M,
a(rxy) | o)
yi[=(0,0) V2= (L, 0] yi=(0,0] 3 e V2 =1(L,0)
case-6

Figure 22: The prototypes of the six cases of I'] (z) for z € T, for r € [1,4/3).

Case 2:
s¢  pr7(w) sg  pr7(w) A(QZ(GH Ni, Py, Ms GG))
P(XQGNT (X)ﬂFT(X),X eTs) = / / —|—/ / ey S L dydx =
re ! ! ! ! S5 r5(x) s6 0 A(T(y?)))2

(97° +237* +247° + 2477 + 137 + 3) (r — 1)*
9676 (r 4+ 1)°

\/5(74 7‘3\/§y712 r3z42rt y2+4 'r4\/§y z4+6rtz?+3r242 y2+4 V3y z+6 12)
2412 '

where A(Z(G1, N1, P2, M3,Gs)) = —
Case 3:

P(Xz € Npp(X1) NT1(X1), X1 € Ts) =

[ [ [ ) A GG P .G
S5 r7(x) s9 0 s12 0 A(T(y3))2

32471t — 1620 71° — 618 7° + 4626 r® + 9907 — 2454 r% + 2703 r° — 5571 r* — 3827 % + 1455 r2 + 3072 r + 1024
7776 (1 +1)° 76

where A(Z(G1, G2, Q1, P2, M3,Gg)) = —[\/g(—élx/gry— 120 +4y>+4r2y? —12r + 972 + 12rx + 47t y? — 12232 —
2473z + 121122 +8r4\/§y:c—|—12232—|—12r2:c+6—8r3\/§y—|—4\/§y+4\/§r2y)}/[24r2}.



Case 4:

P(XQENPE(Xl ﬂF Xl) XleT

/ /rz(z) / /rz(z) / /re(z) P(G1, M1, L2, Q1, P2, M3, GS))dydl’ .
rg(x) r3(x) r3(x) ( (y3))

[512 + 138240 7" + 3654 1'% — 255 7% + 43008 7% — 12369 7> — 86387 r* — 193581 7° + 148224 r° — 100608 ° 4 94802 r'° —

35328 | /(7776 (2 +1)° ]

where A(Z(G1, M1, L2, Q1, P2, M3,Gg)) = — [\/5(623 +37r2 =28y +2V3r2y+2rty? —4r3\/3By + 43y x + 2777 +
4r4Byx — 62%r® —12r%c + 6 r*2? + 612z — 3)]/[127‘2].
Case 5:
ro(x) rg(x) Gl My, Py, Ps, Ms GG))
P(Xs € Npp(Xi)NTi(X1), X1 € Ts) / / / / - T dydx =
: ' r5(x) r5(x) A(T(Ys))2

(17778 — 64877 + 5707° — 36077 + 2874 — 2477 4+ 17472 + 727 + 27) (=127 4+ 717 4 3)°
7776 (12 +1)% 6

\/5(74 r3\/§y712 'r31+3 'r2+6 'r4\/§y z+9 'r412+3 rt y2+ y2+2 \/§y z+3 :02)
1272 :

where A(Z(G1, M1, La, Q1, P2, M3, Gg)) = —
Case 6:

P(XQGNPE(Xl)ﬂF )XleT):

/ / Lam (x) / / Lam () / /'Ts(w) P(G1, My, Py, Ps, M3, Gs))
dydx =
r5(T) ro(x) ro(x) ( (y3))

[137472 r'® — 0952704 717 + 2792712 7' — 5116608 r'° + 7057828 r'* — 7725792 7% + 7022682 r'? — 5484816 r'' +

3631995 70 — 2213712 r° + 1213271 7® — 578976 1" +292518 r® — 101952 r® + 36612 r* — 11664 r> + 3051 > — 1296 r +243] /
(1555207 +1)° (207 +1)"1°]

\/5(74 r3\/§y712 r3x+3 r'2+6 7“4\/§y x+9 r'4zc2+3 rd y2+ y2+2 \/§y x+3 ac2)
1272 .

where A(Z(G1, M1, P1, P>, M3, Gg)) = —
Case T:

) ro(x) ro () M. L P. M
P(Xs € Npp(X1) NT}(X1), X1 € T)) </ / / / ) P (G, M, Lo, Qu, Po, 37G6))dyd:c:

s(2) 2(z) A(T(Ys))?
4(100 7" — 408710 + 45477 — 564 7° + 28377 — 1087° — 347° + 204" — 1% + 13277 + 267 + 24) (27 — 1) (r — 1)°
243 (r2 +1)°r3 (272 4+ 1)°

where A(Z(G1, M1, L2, Q1, P2, M3,Gg)) = — [\/§(6x +3r2 =23y +2V3r2y 4+ 2rty? —4r3By + 43y x + 2riy? +
4r4\/§y:c — 622 — 1273z +67%2% + 67%1 — 3)}/[127"2].
Case 8:

dydx =

) ) 3 (x) 1/2 pro(x) P(Gh,G N3, Mc, Ms, G
P(X2 c NPE(Xl) ﬂrl(Xl) Xl € T </ / / / ) 1, 27Q17 3 Cy 3 6))

6(@) 6 (@) A(T(Y5))?
[(—2 +7) (2369 7" — 11342 7" + 29934 1% — 50340 r° + 54056 77 — 51824 7° + 48320 r° — 20864 7* — 640 1"

— 128077 + 5127 + 1024) | /[15552+°]

where A(Z(G1,G2,Q1, N3, Mc, M3, Gs)) = —[\/5(4\/37“21/—12:c—l2r+5r2+127“:c+4y2—12x2r2+4r2y2+r4y2+
2r1/3yx — 433y + 6 — 12132 + 3r12% + 1227 + 12r2x—4\/§ry+4\/§y)]/[247'2].



Case 9:

r2(e) r2(z) P(Gi, My, Ly, Q1, N3, Mc, M3, Ge))
P(Xs € Npg(X1)NTT(X1), X1 € Ts) / / / / Lo e X 8 T TS dydx =
re ! re(x) r3(x) A(T(yS))z
(497° — 1687 + 354 7% — 52877 + 23671 — 967 — 22472 + 3847 + 64) (—127 + Tr? +4)°

15552 76
where A(Z(G1, M1, L2, Q1, N3, Mc, Ms3,Gs)) = — [\/3(8 V3yz + 432y + 122+ 2r? —122%r% — 4733y — 12032 +
3riz? +rty? + 203y x + 1277 — 6 — 43y + 4712 yz)]/[24r2].
Case 10:

P(Xz ENPE(Xl ﬂF (Xl X1 GT)

/ /rlo(z) / /r12(z) /1/2 /rlz(z) Gl’Ml’Lz’Q17N3’L4’L57M37G6))dyd:c—
ro(x) ro(x) r3(x) A(T(y?’))z

6144 + 195456 7S + 3247 — 7672077 — 801792 12 + 217856 r + 946432 13 — 239904 r° — 275328 r* 4 39408 r® — 11849 °

31104 3
where A(P(G1, M1, L2, Q1, N3, La, L5, M3,Gg)) = —[\/3(4\/§r2y+8\/§y:c+47'2 y?—16V3ry—4r3V/3y—24y*+12z+
2r —67% —122%r2 — 12732 + 37%2% + 12122 +20V3y + 273y x + rty? — 24)]/[247“2].
Case 11:

P(XQENPE X1 ﬂF (Xl) X1 GT

</ /Zam(ac) / /712(96) / /712(96) P (G, M, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, Ms, GG))dyd:E o
rg(x) rg(x) r10(x) A(T(y3))2

[(r —1) (10807'°+1080 7'° — 17820 7' — 5407 + 65394 7' — 46926 r'' + 105435 r'® — 261765 r” 4229286 r° — 180586 " +

101638 r° + 40774 7% — 461127 + 24448 * — 202247 + 10496 r — 6144) | /[10368+% (21° +1)°]

where A(Z(G1, M1, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, M3,Gs)) = —[\/5(650—&—37"2—4r2m\/§y—4y2—6x2r2+2r4\/§y:c+4\/§yx—2r2y2—
4r3By+r*y? — 1273z + 3rta? + 12722 — 6 + 4V3r%y +2\/§y)]/[12r2].

Case 12:
1z ra(@) g( Na, La, Ls, M.
P(Xs € Npg(X1)NTI(X1), X1 € Ts) / / W(Gl’Gz’gggF&;));’ ’ 3’G6))dydm =
ro ()
(497° — 2047° + 476 1" — 768 r® — 872 + 768 — 288) (=6 + 57)°

7776712
where A(Z(G1,G2,Q1, N3, La, Ls, M3,Gs)) = — [\/3(—12:0—1—127“—37“2—1—127"1:—20 V3ry—1222r2 +4/3r%y— 1213z +
3riz? + 283y + 1227 + 12722 — 12 — 20y% + 4r? y? — 4733y + 1 y? +2r4\/§yx)]/[24r2].
Case 13:

"0 A(P (L1, Lz, Q1, N3, La, Ls, L))
12() A(T(V3))?
(477 + 870 — 377> — 587 — 847> + 16872 + 3367 — 352) (=2 +7) (r> + 27 —4)°
384 (r +2)%r2

1/2
P(Xz EN;E(Xl)ﬂF;(X1)7X1 GTS)I/ / dydx =

whereA(,@(LhL27Q17N37L47L57L6)):—[\/_( 4r3/3y—83ry+12x+24r—83yx—12r>+24rx—24—12 2% +
4/3r2y — 3297 — 127%c + 3712 + 203y — 2427 + 12722 4+ 27 Byx + 'yt +4r?y? )/[247’ ]
Case 14:
P(Xs € Nbp(X2) N T5(X0), X1 € T2) </ / Lam (z) /1/2/ am(ﬂv)> (L17L2’Q1’Q2’L5’L6))dyd:c _
r12(2) r10(2) A(T(Ys))?
- [(135 67571 — 135077 — 9450 7% + 70277 + 39150 7° + 242727° — 474327 — 135040 7° + 57088 r° + 204800 r—

134144) (r = 1)] / [10368 (r + )17



where A(Z (L1, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, Lg)) = — [\/g(—4r3\/§y+4\/§ry+r4y2+6x—4\/§y:c+2r4\/§y:c+12r:c—4rzx\/§y—
6 2%2r% +43r%y — 1273x + 3rta? + 23y — 1222 + 12722 — 6 — 8% — 272 yQ)]/[12r2}.

Adding up the P(Xs € Npp(X1) NT7(X1), X1 € T;) values in the 14 possible cases above, and multiplying
by 6 we get for r € [1,4/3),

(r—1) (57° — 148 7% + 24573 — 17872 — 2327 + 128)
5412 (r42)(r+1) '

Hand (T) = -

The f1and(r) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly. For r = 0o, pana(r) = 1 follows trivially.

Derivation of vy,q(r) in Theorem

By symmetry, P({X27X3} C N;)E(Xl) n Fg(Xl)) = 6P({X2,X3} C N};E(Xl) n Fq(Xl), X, € TS)

For r [6 /5,v/5— 1), there are 14 cases to consider for calculation of vanq(r) in the AND-underlying version:
Case 1:

Lam () r5 () G Ni. No. Ge))?
P({X2,Xs} C Npp(X:) NTL(X1), X, € T3) _</ / / / ) 1 2V N2, Go))” gy =

A(T(Y5))?
(P +1)° (r+ 1) (r = 1)°
384 r10
2
where A(.@(G17N17N27G6)) = \/g (\/gy + 3$)2 T2/36 _ (\/§y3+637;) \/§
Case 2:
r ” r7(x) sg  pr7(x) A(@(Gl,Nl,Pg,Mg,GG))Q
P({X2, X5} C Npp(X1) NI'1(X1), X1 € Ts) = (/ /Ts(x) +/ /0 ) AT (V) dydx =

(54387 + 13772 + 32073 4+ 5527 + 736 7° + 79275 + 64077 + 40775 + 178 7° + 357'0) (=1 +r)°
960710 (r 4 1)°

\/5(74 r3\/§y712 r3z42 7‘4y2+4 7‘4\/§y z+6 'r412+3 r242 y2+4 3y z+6 12)
24 r2 '

where A(Z(G1, N1, Pa, M3,G6)) = —
Case 3:

P({X2, X35} C Npp(X1) NI'1(X1), X1 € T) =

/sg /r-s(ac) / /'7"3(76) /’1/2/76(1') G’17G'27Q17P27M37G6)) dydz =
s5 Jrr(e) A(T(Y5))®

- [17496 r'9 — 122472 7% + 139968 7 + 524880 r'® — 553095 r'° — 595971 r'* + 368826 r'® — 724758 r'? — 543876 '+

1416996 r'° + 1646470 r° + 92870 7% + 523048 r” — 768368 r® — 1729902 r° — 1434990 r* + 122185 r® + 941941 r>+
573440 + 114688} / [2099520 (r+1)° 10}

where A(Z2(G1,G2,Q1, P2, M3, Gs)) = — [\/§(4 V3r2y — 8133y + 4r%y? + 4rty? + 497 + 8rV3yx + 6 — 12277 —
120 —12r — 2473z +127%2%2 + 972 + 1272 — 4\/§ry—|— 12 22 —|—4\/§y—|— 127“2:0)]/[247"2].
Case 4:

P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) NT5(X1), X1 €T%)

/55 /rz(m) / /rz(z) / /rc(z) G17M17L27Q17P27M37G6)) d i —
S8 rg(x) r3(x) r3(x) ( (y3))

- [32768 — 409264128 77 + 1455989508 12 + 680709729 r® — 4423680 r> + 155509 r> + 22889801 r* + 202936917 r°+

6011901 2° + 1060982949 '8 — 614739456 717 + 240330993 r'® — 56097792 7' — 77783040 r° — 999857664 r°+
1209257316 7' — 1461851136 r'" — 1407624192 "% + 1414729905 r'* — 1352392704 7’15] / [2099520 (P +1)° 7'10]



where A(P(G1, M, L2, Q1, P, M3, Gg)) = — [\/g(—G:czrz —346x—12r%2+6r*2? —4r3By+4V3yxz +4r*V3yx +
2r4y2 +37r% + 2\/§T2y — 2\/§y—|—2r2y2 —|—6r21:)]/[12r2].
Case 5:

r2(z) @)\ A(P(Gy, My, Py, P2, M3, G
P({X2, X5} C Npp(X1) NI'1(X1), X1 € Ts) = </ / / / ) 1, Ms, Py, o, M, Go))* dydx =

5(2) 5(2) A(T(Vs))?
[(35361 7' 229302 19 4+ 602820 r'* — 858384 1'% + 778848 7' — 460368 r'' +-277740 r'° — 258768 r° +160594 r° — 62256 1 —

589210 — 177127° 4 102247 + 11664 7" + 50761 + 1206 7 + 405) (~ 127 + 77”4 3)°] /[699840 ' (+* 4 1)°]

\/5(74 7“3\/§y712 r3x+3 r'2+6 7“4\/§y x+9 r'4x2+3 r'4y2+y2+2 \/§y x+3 :c2)
1272 :

where A(Z(G1, M1, P1, P>, M3, Gg)) = —
Case 6:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 ﬂFl(Xl X, ETS)—

//mw / /mw / /W) P (G, My, Py, Pa, Ms, Go))*
3 dydx =
r5(x) ro(x) ro(x) A(T(yS))

- [3645 — 17496 r 4+ 5003898912 r*® + 31646646384 r2° 4+ 110098944 r>° — 1090803456 72 — 14630751360 " + 66339 r*>—

99072645696 72> + 79269457632 72* + 66073158 r® — 4870743552 % — 168073488 ° + 535086 r* — 262440 r> — 1737936 r° —
18592416 7" — 107383563504 r' — 41219053272 r'” + 58981892347 r'® — 78265758888 r'¥ + 95887286866 r>’+
109053166552 r*? + 5500548 r® + 466565130 r'° — 1070573040 r'' + 2380992104 r'? + 9191633420 r'* — 16312513248 r'°+

26801184917 r'° — 54759787776 | /[1399680 (1” +1)° 2+ +1)° 1]

\/5(74 r3\/§y712 'r31+3 7‘2+6 'r4\/§y z+9 7‘41‘2+3 7‘4y2+y2+2 \/§y x+3 :02)
1272 :

where A(P(G1, M1, P, P2, M3,Gg)) = —
Case T:

P({X2,X3} C Npp(X1)NI(X1), X, € T:) =

/ /rg(ac) / /79(70) G’17M17L27Q17P27M37G6)) dydz =
rg(x) ro(x) ( (y3))

[4 (162576 7°% — 1083456 7°" + 3368016 7°° — 6969888 7' + 11578088 r'® — 15664080 '™ + 18796852 ' — 19984824 "+

19534445 7' —18170472 r'®+15507752 r'% — 13150464 r ' +9987958 0 — 7448736 r° 45016464 r°—2991768 r” +1857485 7° —
7491607 + 4818041 — 967207° + 7616077 — 40327+ 4320) (27— 1)° (r — 1)?] /[32805 (* + 1) +° (217 +1)°]

where A(P(G1, M1, L2, Q1, P, M3, Gg)) = — [\/g(—G:czrz —346x—12r%2+6r*2? —4r3By+4V3yxz +4r*V3yx +
2r4y2 +37r% + 2\/§T2y — 2\/§y—|—2r2y2 —|—6r21:)]/[12r2].
Case 8:

({Xz,X:g}CNpE(Xl ﬂF Xl) X1€T

/ /7‘3(1) /1/2/7‘2(1) G17G27Q17N37MC7M37G6)) d do —
re(x) rg(x) ( (y3))

- [—458752 + 811008 r* + 329205504 r® — 582626304 r* — 489563136 r° — 65536 r* — 168708096 r’ — 57883680 "+

18009258 718 — 3623400 r'° + 352563 r2° 4 41502720 r° + 659111904 r*° — 761846400 7' + 725173376 r*2 + 409477188 r'4—
254829600 1*° + 135968852 rlG] / [8398080 rm]

where A(Z(G1,G2,Q1, N3, Mc, M3, Gs)) = — [ﬁ(—lszrz — 12z —12r — 12722+ 3722 + 432y + 512 + 12r 2 +
12:02+27‘4\/§y:c—|—4r2y2—4r3\/§y+6—|—4y2—|—r4y2—|—4\/§y—|—12r2:c—4\/§ry)]/[24r2].



Case 9:

P({X2, X3} C Npg(X1) NIT(X1), X1€T)

s12 pra(z) ro(x)
/ / / / P (G, My, L2, @, N, Mo, My, Gi))® dydz = [(7203#6 — 49392 7%+
re(x) r3 (o) A(T(Ys))?

170226 7' — 392112 7" 4 680784 r'? — 1040256 r'' + 1385628 r'* — 1337760 r° + 816224 7° — 253824 7" +

469088 7° — 1020888 r° + 820992 r* — 488448 1° + 190976 1° + 49152 7 + 8192) (~ 127 + 71” + 4)*] /(8398080 ']

where A(L(G1, M1, L2, Q1, N3, Mc, Ms,Gg)) = — [\/3(—12 22r? —64+ 120 — 1273z + 3r¢z? + 272 + 274 Byz + rty? +
83y +4ry? — 43y + 43r%y + 1212 — 4r3\/§y)]/[247'2].

Case 10:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1)QFT X1 X, ETS =

/314 /mo(ac) / /mz(ac) /1/2 /712(x) leMlvL27Q1:N3:L47L57M37G6))2dydx B
$10 ro(x) ro(x) r3(x) A(T(y3))3

[4423680 — 4627454976 r° 4511684992 7' 4+ 2163142656 r” — 660127744 1> — 31555584 r + 3534520320 r° + 7647989760 °+

7785504 r*® — 1313880 r'® + 19683 7% — 7240624128 r* — 1511047552 7S + 1204122240 r° — 796453824 r'° — 282583320 r'?+
107804736 7 — 30362052 7"14] / [16796160 7"6]

where A(Z(G1, M1, L2, Q1, N3, Ls, Ls, M3,Gg)) = — [\/5(—16 V3ry+203y —24y% —122%r2 + 122 4+ 24r — 1273z +

3riz? — 612 —244+43r2y+8Byx — 4r3/By + 4r2y% + riy? + 274 3By + 127“21:)]/[247“2].
Case 11:

({Xz,X:g}CNpE(Xl)ﬂF X1 X1€T

am(z) le(z) r12(z) P(G1, My, L27Q17Q27L57M37G6))
dydr =
ro () ro(x) r10(x) A(T()s))?

- [(7‘ —-1) (—1474560 + 8847360 7 + 111456 r26 + 111456 77 — 27738112 7% 4 23311152 7> — 167184 7>* — 808889416 r°—

2228253688 r'® +366739256 r° —207619072 r* +-98557952 1 +397199360 r° +802401664 r” — 34733448 r*' —624736557 "+
400615470 r'® — 134938386 r'° + 39014136 r2° — 18026064 r*? — 640058432 r° + 407655352 r1° — 1227078728 r'1 +

1996721576 7% + 2033409092 r'* — 1681870468 r'® + 1064030499 7'° — 2842128 r25)] / [1866240 (212 +1)° rﬁ]

where A(P(G1, M, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, M3,Gs)) = — [\/3(4 V3riy+4Byx—2r2y? —4r3/By—4y? —4/3r?yx — 6 2% +
6z — 1273z + 3r'2? + 312 +2r'V3Byx + r'y? + 23y + 127r%x — 6)]/[127“2].
Case 12:

rs() A :@(G17G27Q17N37L47L57M37G6))2
2(x) A(T(Ys))®

[(2322432 — 7554816 7 + 9510912 7% 4 1046068 r® — 558720 1% 4 2444224 r* — 5799360 > — 2134656 r° — 1608672 "+

1/2
({X27X3}CNPE(X1)QF (Xl) X, ETS / / dydx =

2169696 r° + 216300 7' — 55440 7' + 7095 1'% (=6 + 5 7“)2} / [4199040 r4]

where A(Z2(G1,G2,Q1, N3, La, Ls, M3,Gs)) = — [\/g(—12:c2r2 — 1224127 — 12132+ 3r%2? — 372 + 12r 2 + 28 /3y +
1222 — 2092 + 12720 + r*y? + 4r2y? — 4733y + 2743y xz + 4/3r%y — 20V3ry — 12)]/[247"2].
Case 13:

r10(2) A(’@(Lh L27 Q17 N37 L47 L57 LS))Q
12(x) A(T(Ys))?

- [(97«14 +367r"° —1327"% =576 7" + 16470 + 251277 + 4976 1° — 1536 7" — 13888 7° — 17536 r° — 3072 + 79360 7°+

1/2
P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1)NT5(X1), X1 € Te) = / / dydx =

9216 7% — 120832 7 + 61440) (=2 + 1) (r2 + 27 — 4)2] / [7680 (r+2)° 7"4]



where A(P (L1, L2,Q1, N3, La, Ls, Lg)) = — [\/g(r4y2—8\/§ry—8\/§y:c+4r2y2—4r3\/§y—32 v 42r By s —122%r2 +
120 +247r — 127%x + 3riz? — 1272 +4\/§r2y+ 2dry —24z2% — 24+20\/§y + 127"2:0)}/[247“2}.
Case 14:

P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) NT(X1), X1 € T4) =

/ / Lam () /1/2/ am () L17L27Q17Q27L57L6)) dydz =
ri2(z) r10 () ( (y3))

[(r — 1) (3483 7" + 24381 7'7 — 34830 "% — 529416 "% — 265680 7'* + 4274208 r** + 4999320 r'* — 15227352 "' —

25751336 710 4 19466488 r° + 62834064 r® + 17452256 " — 53339200 r® — 117114624 r° — 51206656 r* + 270430208 7>+
58073088 > — 206222720 1 + 122159104)] / [1866240 (r+2)>° »,~4]

where A(Z(L1, L2,Q1,Q2, Ls, L)) = —[\/3(—4\/§y:c —27%y® +4V3ry —473V3y — 8y® —4V3rlyx — 6% + 61 —
127%c + 3r'2? + 43r%y + 12r2 — 1222 + 20'V3By z + rly? +2\/§y+12r2x—6)]/[127'2].

Adding up the P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) NT7(X1), X; € Ts) values in the 14 possible cases above, and
multiplying by 6 we get for r € [6/57 N 1),

Vand (1) = — 219936 r—3041936 > —30889822 5418084672 3 +27137438 174-2364868 r* +2305864 r° — 4168820 15—
2832544 774486 71 —118850 1" —45155 718 —269 r'9+3402 r*°+11101160 r°+24604048 r*°— 43009544 r 1 +-8770788 72—
13736295 714 + 2751855 715 + 443518 716 + 49152} / [116640 S (r+2)2 (202 +1) (r + 1)3} .

The vana(r) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly.

Appendix 4: Derivation of () and v,:(r) under the Null Case
Derivation of ji,(r) in Theorem
First we find por(r) for 7 € [1, o0). Observe that, by symmetry,

por(r) = P(Xs € Npp(X1) UTT(X1)) = 6 P(X5 € N3 (X,) UTT(X1), X, € Ts).

For r € [1,4/3), there are 17 cases to consider for calculation of ve(r) in the OR-underlying version. Each
Case j correspond to R; for i =1,2,...,17 in Figure 20l Case 1:

. Lam () Lam (x) P(A, My, Mc, M
P(X3 € Npp(X1)UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) </ / / / ) no 3))dydx =

1() A(T(Vs))2

4
2—77’ —4r/9+1/3

where A(P(A, M1, Mc, M3)) = /3/12.
Case 2:

P(Xz EN;E(Xl) (X1)7X1 GT)

r1(=) r2(z) 5 () r5()
i
0 0 r3(x) ((y?)))

—-1) (1817r — 7807 r® 4+ 14157 7° — 14067 r* + 7893 r® — 24757 + 4057 — 27)
864 r6

V3(—4VBry—12r412r 2451243y +6 vVBy—6 3y 2+9-18 249 27)
1272 :

where A(Z(A, M1, L2, Ls, Mc, M3)) =




Case 3:

r3(z) r5(x)
P(X2 € Npg(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € T) </ / / / ) 24, GQ’(Ga)i\/S’MC’MS))dydm =

(137" —4r®+4r—1-27%) (r - 1)*
96 16

2 — x+3—6x z2—2r2
where A(,@(A,Gg,Gg,Mg,Mc,Mg)):—\/g(y +2v3y—2 3y z+3—-6x+3a2—2 ).

1272
Case 4:

Lam (2) 75 () P (A, M1, Ly, L3, Ly, Ls, M.
P(Xs € Npp(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € T2) </ / / / > 1, Lo, Ly, L4, Ls, Ms))

dydx =
2 () 2(x) A(T()5))2
(9= 72r + 19212 = 192/° + 767) (47 — 3+ v3)° (4r — 3 — V/3)”
10368 r6
3r r2_24r T 5y2— 3y— x —18 x z2
where A(Z(A, My, Lo, L3, Ly, Ls, M3)) = A VEryrori o2z +112yT2 OVSyZ0 Ay I8 18 et )
Case 5:

r7(@) so. 7@\ A(P(A,Ga,Gs, Ma, Mc, Pa, N2))
P(X3 € Npp(X1)UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) = / / / / B TG dydz =
( 2 PE( 1) ( 1) 1 < s (2) A(T(ys))2

(=1+42r+67> —67° +22r° +177°) (r — 1)°
9676 (r +1)°

where A(Z(A,G2,G3, M2, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/3(—21/2 — 4By +4V3yx —6+ 122 —62% + 7r? — 4733y — 1232 +
87‘4\/§y:c + 127422 —|—4r4y2)]/[247'2].

Case 6:

P(X2 & N}TDE( (Xl) X € T

</ /r%(z) / /r%(z) /1/2 /re(z)> A N17Q17G37M27MC7P27N2))dyd:C—
r7(x)

A(T(Y3))?
3 817r% — 18978 + 56177 — 457° — 1894 7r° — 18 % + 191273 + 22412 — 3847 — 128
1296 (r + 1) r4

where A(Z(A, N1, Q1,Gs, Mz, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/5(47“1/2—4\/53/—&—12:0—1—137“—12+18r3:c2+12rm—12r:c2—8\/§r2y+
4\/§ry—24rzx+12\/§r3yx+67'3y2)]/[24r].
Case T:

P(XQGNPE(Xl UF Xl) X1€T

/ /rz(z) / /r2(z) / /vre(cc) P (A, N17Q17L37MC7P27N2))dyd1’ .
rg(x) r3(x) r ( (yJ))

3(x)

[128 — 15367 — 302592 7" 4+ 11753 r'2 + 346171 r® — 28416 1> + 8384 1% 4 69760 r* + 220201 r® — 135936 r° — 305664 r°+

186683 7% — 69120 r“] / [1944 (r* +1)° 7'6]

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1, Ls, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/3(—4\/§Ty+2\/§r2y—12:0—12r+8r2+12r:c—6:c2r2+2r2y2—4\/_ym+

3riy? —4r3y3y — 1273z 4+ 9rte? 4+ 4/3y + 6 r*V/3y z + 6 22 +6r2x+6+2y2)]/[12r2].
Case 8:

r2(@) 78 (@) P(A,N1, Py, La, Lz, Mc, Ps, N.
P(Xs € Npp(X1)UT(X1), X1 € T) </ / / / > L 1(’ (237;3);7 AR 2))dydm:
r5(x) r5(x)

(8957 — 247277 4 3363 7% — 288075 + 22207 — 129617 + 67572 — 2167 + 27) (=127 + 712 + 3)°
7776 (12 +1)° 6




where A(P(A, N1, P, L2, L3, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/3(47’43/2 +8r*Byx 4+ 12r*2% —4r®3By — 12132 — 43Bry — 127 +
12rm+8r2+3y2+6\/§y—6\/§y:c+9—181:—1—9:02)]/[127“2}.
Case 9:

P(X2 S NPE X1 UF (Xl) X, ET

/ / Lam (x) / / Lam (z) / /‘TS(I) P(A,Ny, Py, Lo, Lz, La, Ls, P2, No))
dydx =
r5(x) ro(x) ro(x) ( (y3))

- [355328 r'® — 2204160 77 + 6591792 r'® — 13254912 r'® 4 20639832 7' — 26417664 r'* + 28578916 r'? — 26760576 ' +

r— r+ ro— ro+ ro— rT+ ro— rT 4+ rT—
21960774 r'% — 15877152 r® + 10180620 7® — 5753232 r” + 2856483 r® — 1222128 r® + 438777 r* — 128304 r> + 28107 r>
ssssr +243] /7776 (1 + 1) (207 +1)"1°]

where A(Z(A, N1, P1, L2, L3, L4, Ls, P, N2)) = [\/3(18 +4V3ry— 18z —24r + 1272 + 1272 — 6 /3y + 8r*/3Byxz —
1273 + 127722 + 922 + 159% + 4rly? — 433y — 6\/§yx)]/[12r2].
Case 10:
ro (@) ro (@) P(A,N1,Q1, L3, Ls, Ls, Pa, N2))
P(X2 € Npp(X1)UT1(X1), X1 € Ts) // / / RS R A% Ml At B Al dydx =
( 2 PE( 1) 1( 1) 1 < o) o) A(T(yg))2 Y

[8(2887“12—864r11+1486r10—1896r +2056 7% — 1608 77 +11897° — 654 7° + 317" — 1327 + 447 — 127 +2) (27 — 1)°
(r=17]/[243 (" +1)" (2r* + 1)+

where A(P(A, N1,Q1, L3, La, Ls, P>, N2)) = [\/5(4\/§ry+2\/§r2y—8\/§y—12x—24r—|—12r2+127‘x—612r2—|—15—
12732 4+ 9rt2? + 622 + 67z + 6r*3Byz + 2r2y? —4/3Byx + 3rty? — 4133y + 14y2)]/[12r2].
Case 11:

r3(x) 1/2 pra(z) P(A, N Ga. Mo. Na. N
P(Xs € Npg(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) / / / / 1, 1, Gs, My, N, 2))dydx:
rg(x) re(x) ( (y3))

1536 — 6528 7% 4 133834 r® — 48240 r° + 95616 7* — 20736 7> — 158976 r® — 200064 r* + 196680 r® + 7107 r'°
15552 r4

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1,Gs, M2, N3, N2)) = [\/§(4ry2—|—12x+9r—12+9r3x2+12rx—127':c2 —43r?y +43ry +
633y x + 3132 —127“1:—4\/_1/]/[ }

Case 12:
ra(x) ra(x) P(A,N La. Na. N-
P(Xs € Npp(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) / / / / 1, @1, s, N, 2))dydx:
rg(x) r3(x) ( (y3))
(147 7% — 50477 + 53075 — 3367° + 876 r* — 1056 1> + 896 12 — 3841 + 64) (=127 + 772 +4)°
15552 16

where A(Z(A,N1,Q1,Ls, N3, N2)) = [\/5(41/2 —8VByx—24x—24r+8V3y+ 1212 +4V3r?y + 6r*3Byz +24rx —
4r3\By +3r'y? —8VBry — 1222 — 12732 + 9tz + 1227 + 12772 + 412 9% + 12)]/[247’2].
Case 13:

P(XQENPE(Xl UF ) X1€TS)=

r10(®) s13 priz(z) 1/2 priz(z) A7 N1, Q1, L3, N, NZ))
</ N S R A ) AT)? e =
ro(x) s14 Jra(x) r3(x) 3

[1024 — 12288 7 + 295680 7 + 1053 r*? — 197140 r® + 626688 r> — 100864 r> — 1294848 r* — 686528 7% + 1282560 r°+

114336 7 — 30930 7’10] / [31104 »,~4]



where A(Z(A, N1,Q1, L3, N3, N2)) = [\/§(4y2 —8V3yx—24x —24r+ 83y +127r% + 432y +6r*Byx + 24rx —
4r3By+3rty? —83Bry— 12222 — 1273z + 9rte? + 1222 + 12720+ 4r2 ¢ + 12)}/[247“2}.
Case 14:

P(XQENPE(Xl UF Xl) X1€TS)=

/ /‘Z(Mn(z') /510 /‘7'12(1') / /‘712(1.) A7 N17Q17L37L47Q27N2))dyd$0 —
rg(x) s11 Jrg(x) r10(x) A(T(y?’))z

_ [(r —1) (1512 7' +15127'% — 16740 1'% + 540! + 84078 r'? — 8353872 — 164835 7" + 401085 r'* — 487872 7"+

535728 r® — 46312477 + 335596 1° — 19744017 + 64640+ — 7936 " — 17927 + 56327 — 512) | /[5184 (207 +1)°+"]

where A(ZP(A, N1,Q1, L3, La,Q2, N2)) = [\/g(—G:c —12r 4+ 67+ 67z +2V3r%y —r?y? — 2By +riy? + 597 —
2r2m\/§y+2r4\/§y:c+2\/§ry—2T3\/§y—32327"2—67“31:—1—37“41:2—2\/§y+3x2+6r2x+6)]/[6r2}.
Case 15:

12 pra@) A(P(A,N Mb, N3, N
P(Xs € Npg(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) / / (Z(4, 1:46(2%’(55)’)2 LR 2))dyd1: =
ra(x)
(1477° — 6127* + 980 7° — 768 7% + Tddr — 288) (=6 + 57)°
7776

where A(Z(A,N1,Q1, L3, La,Q2, N2)) :[ 4ry +1224+9r— 12497222 + 1272 — 12722 — 43r2y + 4/3ry +
6V3riyx 4+ 3r3y* — 127 x—4\/_y ]/[ 4 ]

Case 16:

o) A(@(A7N17Q17L37N37N2))

12() A(T(Ys))?

(1375 + 5207 4+ 107° — 1847° + 60 7% + 624 7% — 4872 — 8327 + 448) (=24 1) (r* 4+ 27 — 4)°
384 (r +2)° r2

1/2
P(X5 € Npp(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € Ts) :/ / dydx =

where A(Z(A,N1,Q1,Ls, N3, N2)) = [\/5(41/2 —8VByx—24x—24r+8V3y+ 1212 +4V3r2y +6r*3Byz +24rx —
4r3By+3rty? —8Bry— 12222 — 1273z + 9r*e? + 1222 + 12720 + 412y + 12)]/[247“2].
Case 17:
(X € Npn(X0) UL (X0, X0 € 70 </ /eamm /1/2 /zamu)) P(A, N17Q17L37L47Q27N2))dydx:
r12(@) r10(x) A(T(Ys3))?
[(189r12+1323r“+1026r1°—10692r —143647° + 5173277 +64664 r° — 183952 r° — 153504 r* + 398080 r* + 124928 % —

470528 7 +197632) (r — 1) / [51847 (r + 2)°]

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1, L3, N3, N2)) = [\/5(—6:0—12r+6r2+6r1:+2\/§r2y—r2y2—2\/gy:c+r4y2+5y2—2r2m\/§y+
2r1/3yx 4+ 2V3ry — 2r3V/3y — 32%? — 6132 + 3r'2? — 243y + 322 —|—6r2x—|—6)]/[6r2].

Adding up the P(X3 € Npp(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € Ty) values in the 17 possible cases above, and multiplying
by 6 we get for r € [1,4/3),

86074 — 19575 — 256 + 7207 — 846 13 — 108 r2 + 4716
10872 (r+2) (r+1) '

Vor(1) =
The v, (1) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly.

Derivation of v (r) in Theorem

By symmetry, P({X2, X3} C Npg(X1) UTI(X1)) = 6 P({X2, X3} C Nhg(X1) UTI(X1), X1 € T,). For
r € [6/5,V5 —1), there are 17 cases to consider for calculation of vo,(r) in the OR-underlying version (see also



Figure 26]): Case 1:

so  flam(z) 51 plam(x) A(,@(A M, Mo Ms))2
P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1)UTT(X1), X; €Ts) = / / +/ / 2 ! . dydx =
({X2, X3} re(X1) 1(X1) 1 ) < o 0 S A(T(Ys3))?

where A(P(A, M1, Mc, M3)) = 1/12+/3.
Case 2:

P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) UTI(X1), X1 € T%)

I T

- [(7‘ — 1) (119155 7" — 845345 70 4 2724777 v — 5206743 7° + 6475257 17 — 5454855 1° + 3155193 1" — 1249479 r* +

3321817° — 56619 + 5589 7 — 243)] /[25920 1]

V3(—4VBry—12r412r 2451243y +6 vV3y—6 3y 2+9-18 24927
1272 .

where A(P(A, M1, Lo, L, Mc, M3)) =

Case 3:
r r ra (@) s (@) A7027G37M27M07M3))2
P({Xa, X3} € Npg(X1) UTE(X1), X1 € TL) = (/ / / / ) S EWDL dydz =
(21578 — 13677 — 567° +1727° — 557% — 607° + 661> — 247 + 3) (r — 1)*

2880710

V3(y?+2v3y—2V3y a+3—6a+32>—2r?)
- 1272 :

where A(Z(A,G2,Gs, M2, Mo, M3)) =
Case 4:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 UFT Xl) X1€Ts =

/ /Zam(x) / /rs(m) A,Ml,Lz,L37L4,L5,M3))2d e
ra(x) ra(x) A(T(Vs))? v

[(37072 r® — 19507277 + 453120 r° — 589248 7° + 460728 " — 217728 r° + 60480 r* — 90727 + 567)

(4r—3+x/§)2 (4r-3- \/5)2]/[1866240r1°]

\/5(4 V3ry+9r2—24v+12r2+159y%2—6 V3y—6 V3y x+18—18 z+9 12)
1272 .

Where A(,@(A, M17L27L37L4,L5,M3)) =
Case 5:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 UFT Xl) X1€Ts =

//”(” / /”(” P(A,Ga,Gs, Mz, Mc, Py, Na))?
3 dydx =
r5(x) A(T(yS))

(3—127r — 1572 + 847 +187% — 2327° + 1307° + 50477 — 108 7% — 28877 + 6237'° +9207'" + 3737'%) (r — 1)°
2880 710 (1 + 1)°

where A(Z(A,G2,G3, M2, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/3(—21/2 — 4By +4V3yx —6+ 122 —62% + 7r? — 4733y — 12132 +
8r1V/3yx + 12122 + 4r4y2)]/[24r2].
Case 6:

({Xz,X:g}CNpE Xl)UF X1 X1€T

/ /r3(z) / /r3(z) /1/2/rp(z) AN17Q17G37M27MC7P27N2)) dydz =
rr(x) A(T(Y5))?

- [19683 r'® — 59049 r'* + 83106 r'* + 167670 7' — 211626 ' + 344466 r'° — 142614 7° — 2573586 r° — 128853 1"+

3465675 1% + 1103824 r° — 1473304 r* — 730880 r* + 107776 7> + 1587201 + 31744] / [1049760 (r+1)° 7"6]



where A(Z(A, N1, Q1,Gs, Mo, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/§(4ry2—|—12x+13r+12r:c—4\/§y—12+4\/§ry—8\/§r2y+1812r3
12rz% +67r3y? — 24rix + 12/3r3y :c)] / [24 r].
Case T:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1)UFT X1 X, ETS =

S5 7"2(70) 7"2(96) re(x) A,N1,Q1,L3,M0,P2,N2))2
AT ot =
sg Jrg(w) r3(x) r3(x) 3

- [6144— 110592 r — 310846464 r” 42127553557 r12 +570050560 7° — 5031936 7> + 936960 > + 19526656 r* + 147203072 5+

7627473 r*° + 1419072042 r'® — 762467328 '7 + 288811029 r'° — 68327424 r'? — 59166720 r° — 923627520 r°+
1340817105 r** — 1765251072 "' — 2350015488 '* + 2339575338 r'* — 2016377856 7"15] / [262440 (P +1)° 10}

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1, Ls, Mc, P>, N2)) = [\/g(—4\/§ry+2\/§r2y—6:c2r2—12:0—127‘—12r3:c+9r4x2+8r2—|—12r:c+
62 +6r'V3yz+2riy? —43yxz +3rty? — 433y + 43y + 292 +6r2x+6)}/[12r2}.
Case 8:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 UFT(Xl) X1€Ts =

/ /rz(x) / /rs(m) A,N1,P1,L2,L3,Mc,P2,N2))2d e —
r5(x) r5(x) A(T(yg))3 v

[(4264977“16 — 2443992 7'° + 6726107 7' — 11753232 1 4 15220771 r'? — 16367448 r'' + 15754449 7'° — 13773024 7+

10839672 r° — 7552440 77 + 4592889 7° — 2374272 7" + 1018899 7" — 344088 ° + 81891 7% — 11664 7 + 729)
(<127 +70° +3)"] /]699840 (+* +1)" 1]
where A(Z(A, N1, P1, La, L3, Mc, P2, N2)) = [\/g(—4r3\/§y — 1273 + 8r*3Byx + 12r%2? + 4rty? —43Bry — 12r +

12r2+3y2+6v3y —6V3yz+8r2+9— 181:—1—9:02)}/[127“2}.
Case 9:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1)UFT X1 X, ETS =

s3 lam(w) fam(w) rg(x) A, Nl,Pl,Lz,L3,L4,L5,P2,N2))2
3 dydx =
So r5(x) ro(x) ro(x) A(T(yS))

- [15309 — 367416 7 4+ 60475010560 725 + 437704472832 120 + 1444872192 73° — 13250101248 r*° — 185909870592 >+

4148739 1% — 2027754648576 1*° + 1397612375040 r°* + 20429177589 r® — 677278256112 r'* — 49656902904 -+
159963012 7* — 30005640 * — 681714144 r° — 7515142416 " — 3097406755584 r>* — 2609245249920 7+
3051035360256 7' — 3315184235136 7' + 3337272236928 *° + 2631941507968 % + 2435971806 °+
109069315047 7% — 218273842152 r'* + 400534503738 r'? + 1059615993384 r'* — 1538314485120 *°+

2076627064432 ' — 845838600192 1°°| /[1399680 (+* +1)° (20” +1)" 1]

where A(P(A, N1, Pi, L2, L3, Ly, Ls, Py, N2)) = [\/§(18 — 18z — 24r — 12732 4+ 12r%2% + 1272 4+ 12r 2 + 4/3ry —
4r3By+4rty?> —6V3yz +8r*V3yx +92% + 159% — 6\/31/)]/[127“2].
Case 10:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 UFT(Xl) X1€Ts =

//W) / /*9“) PAN, Q1 Ly, Lo, Ls, P, N2))*
ra(x) ra(x) A(T(Ys))? v

[64 (12— 1447 +924r® — 683328 r*° + 112976 7** + 757211 r® — 10554918 r'* — 1513230 r” + 16242 r* — 43207 — 513727° —

344988 " — 4867848 r*1 — 18583080 717 +16493828 1'% — 12883116 7'+ 8668124 r2° + 2177536 r>2 +141366 r°+ 2774371 r'°—
4692510 17331714 7' +14002613 1 ~16948218 r'*+ 18708475 1'°) (r — 1)* (27 — 1)?] /[32805 (+* +1)° (20" +1)" 7]



where A(P(A, N1,Q1, L3, La, Ls, P>, N2)) = [\/§(2 V3rty+15—62%r% — 122 — 24r — 12032 + 9r*a? + 1202 + 1272 —
83y + 62 +6r'V3yx + 14y> — 4By x + 2r2y* — 4733y + 3r1y? +6r2m+4\/§ry)}/[12r2}.
Case 11:

({Xz,X:g}CNpE(Xl UF Xl) X1€T
/ /ra(z) /1/2 /7‘2(1) A N17Q17G’37M27N37N2)) d i —
rg(x) re(x) ( (y3))

— [—253952 + 1529856 r° + 601574256 r* — 385780320 7'* — 776518272 1% 4 7803648 r* — 70917120 r° — 396524160 "+

209710080 7° 4869661288 ' —845940960 r*' +668092108 r'?+147067614 r'*—32610600 7'°+3173067 7“16] / [8398080 7“6]

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1,G3, M2, N3, N2)) = [\/§(4ry2+12x+4\/§ry+9r—4\/§y+12r1’—12+9:c2r3+6\/§7“3y1:—
12722 —4/3r%y — 127“21:—1—37“33/2)]/[247“].
Case 12:

({Xz,X:g}CNPE(Xl)UFl X1 X1€T

72 2@\ A(P(A, N1, Q1, Ls, N3, N»))®
dydx =
(/ /W) / /w)) AT (V) -

[(64827 1% — 444528 r'° + 1223334 7' — 1793232 ' + 1839416 7'% — 2003712 1! + 2286224 '° — 2421504 r° + 3095088 r° —

4428288 77 + 5889152 7% — 6093312 + 4557056 " — 2340864 1 + 774144 r® — 147456 7 + 12288)

(127 + 707 +4)°] /[83980801"°]

where A(P(A, N1,Q1, Ls, N3, N2)) = [\/g(—12:02r2—24:c—247'— 12r3z+9r%2? +4y? —8V3ry+6r*3yx+8V3y+
1272 4+ 24rz 4+ 1222 — 83y + 47r%y? — 4133y + 3rty? + 4V3r%y + 127%¢ + 12)}/[247“2}.
Case 13:

P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) UT'(X1), X1 €T5) =
/ /rlo(w) / /le(w) /1/2 /T12(1) P2(A N17Q17L37N37N2)) dyde —
ro(x) ro(x) r3(x) ( (y3))

[196608 — 3538944 1 + 8927944704 7 — 1883996112 r'? — 9492593152 r® — 146866176 7 4 29196288 1> 4 220250112 r* —

4486594560 7° + 213597 72 — 259250904 ¢ + 69124752 717 — 10683306 r'® + 864387072 r° + 5220357120 r° —
1081136256 0 + 602097408 1! + 2223664128 % — 1509638512 r4 + 716568768 r“’] / [16796160 rg]

where A(Z(A, N1, Q1, Ls, N3, N2)) = [\/5(—12:027“2—24:0—247"—127"31:—1—97"4:02—1—43/2 —8V3ry+6r+/3yz+8v3y+
1272 4+ 247z + 1222 — 83y x + 4r%y* — 4733y + 3r'y? + 4V3riy + 12077z + 12)]/[247’2].
Case 14:

({X27X3}CNPE X1)UFT X1 X, ETS)—

/ /eam(x) / /”"12(3”) / /7“12(30) A,Nl,Q17L37L4,Q27N2))2dydx_
ro(2) ro(2) r10(2) A(T(s))?

- [(r — 1) (—16384 + 278528 r + 215136 r*° + 40176 r*° + 215136 r>* — 3381264 r*7 — 2301952 r° — 99212040 r*° —

25050384 r>* — 312101312 r® — 7215869272 7' — 147586784 7 — 42770432 r* + 12591104 r> + 114049024 r° + 345810944 "+
55914462 r*' — 2082969096 717 + 43443459 r'® 4 826941555 ' — 641846754 r*° + 209930616 r*% — 232963072 r°+

1311322268 7'° — 3191747236 '' + 5434516904 r'% + 7756861008 r'* — 6865898928 r'° + 4727296416 r'® + 26115696 7’25)] /

466560 (212 +1)° "]



where A(Z(A, N1, Q1, L, La,Q2, N2)) = [\/g(—iﬁsczrz—6x—127‘—67‘3:c+37'4:02—|—2\/gry+6r2+6r:c+3x2—2\/§y—
2\/§r2y:c+2r4\/§y:c+2\/§r2y—r2y2—|—5y2—2r3\/§y+r4y2—2\/§y:c+6+6r2:c)]/[6r2].
Case 15:

rs(@) A (P(A,N1,Q1,Gs, M2, N3, N2))?
2(x) A(T(Vs3))?
(63855 7' — 498960 7° + 1650060 1° — 3036960 7”7 + 8703202 r° — 3657696 17 + 3268368 7' — 2419200 " + 1550448 r*—

1/2
({X27X3}CNPE(X1)UF1(X1) X, ETS / / dydx =

725760 7 + 155520) (—6 + 5 r)2] / [4199040 r2]

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1,G3, Mz, N3, N2)) = [\/g(élryz+12x+4\/§ry+9r—4\/§y+127'x—12—|—9:c2r3+6\/§r3yx—
127 z% — 4/3r%y — 12r2m+3r3y2)]/[24r}.
Case 16:

0@ A(P(A, N1, Qu, Ls, N3, Na))?
12(x) AT(%))?

- [(293 r'% 42344 7' + 4662 7' — 9088 7' — 32320 7' + 42976 ' 4 175408 r'* — 119680 ° — 544144 r° + 37235277 +

1/2
P({X27X3}CN;E(Xl)UFI(X1)7 X, ETS):/ / dydx =
1216512 7° — 882688 7° — 1564672 7" + 1373184 7° + 924672 r* — 1314816 r + 380928)
(=2+7) (” +2r - 4)°] /[28040 (5 +2)° "]
where A(Z(A, N1, Q1, Ls, N3, N2)) = [\/5(—12 22— 24z —24r—12r%2+ 97" 2% +4y*> —83ry+6r*V3yz+8v3y+

1272 4+ 247 + 1222 — 83y x + 4r%y% — 4733y + 3r1y? +4\/§r2y—|—127‘2:0—6-12)]/[247’2].
Case 17:

({X27X3}CNPE(X1 UFT Xl) X1€Ts =

/ /eam(&ﬂ) /1/2 /eam(&ﬂ) A N17Q1,L3,L4,Q2,N2)) dyd:l)_
r12(@) r10(®) ( (y?)))

[(6723 r? + 73953 "% + 213678 r'® — 433512 r'7 — 2873232 1'% 4+ 627264 r'° 4 20218896 r'* + 5675184 r'® — 97577924 1'% —

39916108 r'' +343932568 r'* + 108508576 ° — 906967296 r® —96480192 r” +1702951296 r® —293251072 r® — 1994987520 r* +
981590016 7° + 1118830592 > — 1135919104 7 + 287604736) (r — 1)} / [466560 i+ 2)5}

where A(Z(A, N1,Q1, L3, N3, N2)) = [\/g(—i%xzrz —6x—12r —6r3z+3r*22 +2V3ry+6r> +6rz+32% — 23y —

2V3r%y x4+ 2r'3yz + 23y — r?y? + 54y — 2733y + ry? —2\/§y:c+6+6r2:c)]/[6r2].

Adding up the P({X2, X3} C Npp(X1) UTT(X1), X1 € T,) values in the 17 possible cases above, and
multiplying by 6 we get, for r € [6/5,v5 — 1),

Vor(1) = — | —413208 43070468 r*— 74801558 r®+75243552 13— 4883958 1414541630 r* +-28880— 11254002 > —
3667716 r°+64360782 7 4+13122 721 — 3300900 717+ 156014 78— 175011 19 462825 20 + 1458 2% — 19812000 70+
99831906 r'% — 120628524 r'' + 33155180 7'% — 67685050 r'* + 5055135 r'® 4 11053023 rlﬂ / {116640 % (r* +1)

22 +1) (r+2)°(r+ 1)3]

The v, (1) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly.

Appendix 5: The Asymptotic Means of Relative Edge Density Under
Segregation and Association Alternatives

Let p2 i(r,e) and p2 ((r,e) be the means of relative edge density for the AND-underlying graph under the
segregation and association alternatives. Define u5 (r,€) and pZ (r, €) similarly. Derivation of p2 ,(r, ) involves



detailed geometric calculations and partitioning of the space of (r, e, z) for r € [1,00), € € [O, \/3/3), and z € T,.
See Appendix 6 for the derivation of u(r,e) at a demonstrative interval.

13 .q(r,e) Under Segregation Alternatives

Under segregation, we compute p3, ,(r, £) and pS, (r,€) explicitly. Fore € [0,v/3/8), uf 4(r,€) = E?:l wd(r ) I(r €
Z;) where

(r—1) (57° 4+ 288 7%* + 1152 re* — 148" + 1440 %" + 2451 — 178 r® + 576 r°c* — 2327 + 128)
5472 (2e —1)* (2e + 1)* (r +2) (r + 1)

wéllnd(rv 6) = -

@™ (r,e) = — [1152 roet 4101 7° 43456 " —801 " +1302 7° + 11521 — 732> — 3456 r°c* — 536 r — 2304 7“54—1—672} /

[216 (r+2)r(16e* — 82>+ 1) (r—|—1)}

@™ (r,e) = — [—3 r® 4128 7% 43847 e + 3977 4128 7%* —90+° — 444 +° — 384 %" 41344 7" — 256 71! — 79217 —

86477 + 11047 — 288]/[247“4 (166" — 8% +1) (r +1) (r+2)}

1677t +167%" =37 —16r%" =37 =167 + 977 + 972 — 187 + 6
3(r+1)rt(4e2 —1)>

with the corresponding intervals 7; = [1,4/3), Iy = {4/3, 3/2), I3 = [3/27 2), and 7, = [2, oo).

wind(n g) =

For ¢ € [0, V3/8), uSi(r.e) = E?:l w*(r,e) I(r € Z;) where

@i (r,e) = [47 8 —195r° 4576 1 — 288 r*e® 4860 r* — 846 1 + 1728 rPe* — 864 13c? — 108 7% — 576 r’e? + 1152 r’e*+

7207 — 256] /[1087% (167" = 87¢” + 7 = 16> + 24 32%) (r + 1)]

@y (r,e) = [175 o —579r" 41450 7° + 115213 —576 72 e® +3456 r°e* — 1728 r2e® — 732 7° +2304 re* — 536 r — 1152 7+

672]/[216 (r+2)r@2e—1)>22e+1)%(r+ 1)}

@™ (r,e) = — [27 r® =637 —2707r° 41728 %% — 384 1% +1024 £ V/3r° — 1152 %" + 576 r°c® + 756 ° + 1536 1" ¢ /3 —
2376 r* —6912 7% — 2560 V33 r® 42304 73" 42736 72 + 1152 3% + 1296 r2 — 3072 r23V/341536 r2e* + 6912 r?? — 3312 r+
864] /[720" (4 +1) (167" — 87e” 7 — 167 + 2+ 32

wi™(r,e) = — [—18 —487%" —48r et 4 720 e? — 14477 — 9t — 3207t — 14407 £ 720%% — 900 — 3207 4 5A
64 r°c*/3 + 64 \/3537"3] / [9 rt (452 — 1)2 (r+ 1)]

with the corresponding intervals Z; are same as before.



pa q(r,e) Under Association Alternatives

Under association, we compute p2 ((r,e) and pl(r,e) explicitly. For e € [O, (7\/5— 3\/15) /12 =~ .042),
pA (re) = E?:l sand(r ) I(r € ;) where

and

¢md(rg) = — [—128+768 r9v/3e%4-360 r+8640 £*+-5760 2 +393 r* —54 r*+6912 r*c? +51° — 153 r° —423 r® —4608 r*V/3e* +

6912 V3123 +1728 £2r—3072 V33— 7776 r2c* —864 70" —2592 1O —18144 £*r®+12960 e*r—576 2% — 3456 r3c%+1728 r°e? —

7776 4t — 12096 7“252] / [6 (\/§ + 65)2 (—65 + x/§)2 (r+2)r°(r+ 1)}

and

& (re) = [—672 r+20736 " +13824 £* —1302 1" +536 r* —101 r°4+801 r°+732 r° —3072 r®+/3e® +18432 r* /3> —9216 V/3re® —
19968 V/3r +4608 v/3r°e® +31104 r*e* +4608 12> — 17280 1> +-58752 £ 12 —6912 £°r+3456 r°c* +10368 r°c* + 72576 '+
31104 % 4 2304792 + 17280 %% — 6912 r552] / [216 (r+2)r (r+1) (-1+12 52)2]

ard(re) = [9(7’8—13 4307 =192 r%%+1152 7% * +148 1° 3456 r°c* —576 r°® —448 r* 12688 r*e* —128 re? +1152 47 +

26473 + 768732 + 512777 + 768 M2 + 28872 — 3681 + 96)] / [8 r (—65 n \/5)2 (\/§ n 65)2 (r+1)(r+ 2)}

Or® + 67+ 11 —37r% =372 — 24 14475 + 144 r%e? 4 48 ™ 4 48 eMr? — 247r°% — 241%? 4 32132 4 321%6?)
ri(r+1) (—V3+ 65)2 (V3+ 65)2
with the corresponding intervals Z; are same as before.
For e € [0, (73— 3V15) /12 ~ .042), pii(rc) = Z?:l ¢ (r,e) I(r € Z;) where

and

S4 (7'7 6) =

& (rye) = [—256+720 r—13824 % —9216 €% 4+860 * — 108 r*+47 r® —195 7° —846 r* +12096 *c* +6912 12> +1152 7'+
31104 "% — 6144 V3 + 3072 r®v/3® — 6144 r* /3> + 13824 V/3r?e® + 4608 v/3r°e® + 13824 £2r — 10368 r°c? + 57024 % —

20736 &7 — 230417 — 17280 %2> — 3456 1°"| /[12 (r +2) (6 + \/§)2 (V3+ 65)2 P2 (r+1)]

¥ (r,e) = — [—672—1—579 ! —1450 ° +536 7+20736 e ! +32832 r2c* —114048 £ r° —7488 1°? 48064 £*r—175 r° +6912 r°c* +
4608 7°¢* — 24192 e™r® — 76032 e*r + 12288 V31 — 9216 1" V/3¢® + 4608 V3r°e® + 73277 — 6144 V/3r°e® — 9216 V/3e® —
19968 V/3re® — 27648 52] / [216 r(r+2)(r+1) (1412 52)2]

< (r,e) = — [9(96+384 rte?+1927%%—2304 r'e* — 3075 —1152 7% +-84 r° 4576 17 +-3 18— 717 —368 r+304 r>+144 12 —
_ 2 2
3456 7% — 264r4)]/[8r4 (r+2)(r+1) (\/E + 65) (—65 + \/§) ]
(67 +rt 475 424 14475 144 r%e® — 241562 — 2474¢?)

rd(r+1) (—65+\/§)2 (\/§+6E)2

with the corresponding intervals Z; are same as before.

& (re) =

Appendix 6: Derivation of p2 ;(r,c) and u3.(r,€)

We demonstrate the derivation of pg(r,e) for segregation with € € [O, V3/ 8) and among the intervals of r that
do not vanish as € — 0. So the resultant expressions can be used in PAE analysis.



Derivation of 5 ,(r,¢)
By symmetry,
p (re) = P(X3 € Npp(X1,6) NI (X1,6)) =6 P(X2 € Nj(X1,6) NI (X1,¢), X1 € T, \ T(y,e)).
Let q(yi, z) be the line parallel to e; and crossing T'(Ys) such that d(y;, ¢(y;, x)) = ¢ for ¢ = 1,2, 3. Furthermore,

let 1. := T(Vs) \ U3_, T'(ys,€). Then q(y,z) =2 — 3z, qly2, z) = V32 — V3 +2¢, and g(y3,z) = V3/2 —c.
Now, let

Vi =q(y,x) Nyyz = (25/\/5,0), Vo = q(y2, ) Nyy2 = (1 —25/\/5,0),
Vs = qlye,2) N73%5 = (1-¢/V3.¢), V= qlys,a) NY3%5 = (1/2+2/V3.V3/2— <),
Vs = q(ys, ) Nyys = (1/2—5/\/5,\/5/2—5), Ve =qly,x) Nyys = (5/\/5,5).

See Figure 231
The points G;, for t = 1,2,...,6, P;, for i = 1,2, L;, fori =1,2,...,6, N;, for i = 1,2,3, Q;, for i = 1,2
and the lines r;(x), for i = 1,2,...,11 are as in Appendix 3.

0:_2T/3+17 51:_T+3/27 52:3/(8T)7 53:1_T/25 54:% 55:w7 56:1/(2T)7

(2r2+41)° 6r
_ =272 —64+r342r _ —4—6r+37r3 _ . =2r4ri-1 _ —3r+2r344
S7 = 1/(2T)7 S8 = — 1 (r2+1) y 9 = — 12r y S10 = 1/ (T+1)7 S11 = — Ar y S12 = 6r )
9—3r24273-2
$13 = 7@?(7—54:1) T o514 =31/8, 815 =1r—1/8—1/2

Gi(z) = 1/3V3 (=32 +2eV3), lo(z) = —1/3 M,zg(@ = Y3l () = 1/3v3 (=32 4+ 2£/37)

@1 =1/2eV3, o =2/3e/3, g3 = —1/4 =328 g = 3/4771 g7 = 1/26/3r, and ¢s = 2/3V/3r

Then T(ya E) = T(ya le QG)? T(y275) = T(Qz,)'% QB)) and T(Y3, E) = T(Q47 Q57y3)7 and for ¢ € [07 \/5/4)7
T. is the hexagon with vertices, Q;, i = 1,...,6. So we have A(T.) = —>V/3 +/3/4.

For r € [1,4/3), since ¢ small enough that gz(x) NT. = (), then N(z,e) C T. for all z € T, \ T(y,e). There
are 14 cases to consider for the AND-underlying version: Case 1:

P(X2 € N;E(Xh mr1()(17 ) X1 €Ts \T(y7 )) =

/ /lam(r) N /'QQ /54(70) / /'54(96) P(Vi, N1, Na, VG))dyd:c _ 4 (_3 24 TG)
() ar Jei(@) A(Tz)? 9 (4¢2 —1)*

752\/§+1/4 \/5)2\/5(77“2 y272 7‘2y V3z—3r2z?44 52)
9(ae2-1)° ’

where A(Z(V1, N1, N2, Vs)) = -~

Case 2:

P(XZGNPE Xl, ) X17 Xl e,1—7\71}/7 )):

/ / am(””> / fam (@) / / 5(=) G17N17N27G6))dydx _ 256" — 256" — 90t 49
ta() A(Tz)? 57676 (4¢2 — 1)°

4 (*52\/§+1/4 \/5)2(y+\/§z)2\/§(r471)
9r2(422-1)7 ’

where A(Z(G1, N1, N2, Gs)) =

Case 3:
r7(x) r7(x) P(G1,N1, P2, M3,G
P(X2 € Npg(X1,e) NTT(X1,e), X1 € T\ T(y, e / / / / LERALEE1RULL 6))dyd:c:
r-;(z) A(T5)2
9r — 1477 +307° —227° + 227" —67° — 107" + 7+ 3

96 (42 —1)*r6 (r + 1)°

2 (—e2v/341/4 \/5)2(712 rPy+2rtV3y? 4120ty 2 —12r° V324674 V32243 V3r2+2 V3y? +12y 246 V32?)

where A(Z(G1, N1, P2, M3, Gg)) = — 9r2(4e2-1)7




Case 4:

P(X2 c ]\]’}DE(AX—l7 (X17 Xl S T \T(y7 =

am(z) am(z) rg(z) P(G1, My, P, Py, M3, Gs)) -
A(T.)? dydx =
r5(x) ra(x) ro(z) e

[243+7022682 r'2 1296 r+36612 r* —952704 r”+137472 r'® 578976 r*+7057828 r'* —5116608 r'°+2792712 r*® — 7725792 r 1% —

5484816 r'" + 3631995 ™0 — 2213712+ + 1213271 7° + 3051 7° — 11664 r° — 101952 ° + 292518 r’"’] / [15552 (r* +1)°

(27 +1)" 7% (48> = 1)°]

4 (752\/§+1/4 \/5)2(712 r'3y712 3 3z+3 \/§r2+3 7'4\/§y2+18 7“4y z+9 7'4\/§x2+\/§y2+6y z+3 \/512)

where A(Z(G1, M, Pi, P>, M3, Gs)) = — 9(4e2-1)"r2

Case 5:

ro(x) rg(x) M. L Py. M
P(Xs € Npp(X1,e)N](X1,¢€), X1 € T\T'(y, e </ / / / > 2 (G, 17A(2:}1(?;, 2 3’G6))dydx _
rg(x) ra(x) €

—[4(400r15—2832 48012 7% —13608 7' 2416350 ' —14292 11048677 1? —2442 r® —1963 r* +3288 1° —2751 r° +1710 r* =743 r° +

2887% — 1187+ 24)] /[2437° (20 + 1) (* +1)° (16" — 8 1)

where A(2(G1, M1, L2, Q1, P2, M3, Gs)) = —[4 (—*V3+1/4 \/§)2 (-9 +42V3yz —452° + 362 — 15> + 2177 y° +

2rtyt —1272% 2 + 1202+ 18 23 — 123y +42 2z — 24 r3 2 — 6 2y VBr + 43yl + 12y 233+ 54 23 + 4 3y +
127y V3B — 12732y + 187122 + 6 vt 9% — 36 r12® + 18 712 — 18 r2/3a?y + 12332y + 1212233y — 4r2V/3 Pz +
127293 — 457222 + 972 — 1213y /3 — 4r3v/3y% — 1812420 + 1272 %z — 42y 22V3 + 6r2v/3 9% + 272 y* — 24 y2%2? —
18720 = 361%0% = 36 + 720" — 2V3y*)| /[302 (—vBy - 34 33) (~y— VB + VBa) (462 - 1)°].

Case 6:
P(XQEN};E(Xh ﬂFl X17 X1 GTS\T(y7 )—

r3(x) r3(x) /2 prre(z)
/ / / / / / G17G27Q17527M37G6))dydx:
r7(x) A(Tg)

3241t — 1620 rw — 6187 + 4626 r 4+ 990 7 — 2454 r® + 2703 r° — 5571 1% — 3827 > + 14552 + 3072 r + 1024
777676 (r +1)% (1664 — 822 + 1)

where A(Z(G1,G2,Q1, P2, M3,Gs)) = — [2 (—52\/§+ 1/4 \/5)2 (—9 V3r? —243rxz — 21 r%y — 8r3V/3y% 4+ 24r2/32% —

3123 +24ry+24yx — 24322 —8V39% — 63+ 183z — 4y +12V3r + 12V3rz? + 4V3y%r — 18y + 121" 2%y —
24/3r322 +83r3y? + 127233 — 24 yra —4r? > + 243y — 4rt y?/Br — 1222y + 12222y — 1272233 + 4 %3z —
47‘4\/§y2 —24r4yx—|—24r3\/§:c— 127‘4\/§:c2 —4r4y3 —|—4r2y2\/§:c—|— 12373\/5)]/[37’2 (—\/gy— 3—|—3:c) (452 — 1)2].

Case T:

P(Xz ENPE X17 ﬂFT(Xh , X1 GTS\T Y, € ) =

</ /Zam(ac) / /712(96) / /712(96)> Gh My, L2, Q1,Q2, L5, Ms, GG))dyd:E o
ro () ro(x) r0(e) A(Te)?

[1080 1718900 715 +17280 r** +65934 r'* —112320 r?+152361 r** —367200 r'°+491051 r° — 409872 r° 4282224 r” —60864 r° —

868861 + 70560 r* — 446727 + 30720 — 166407 + 6144 /[103687° (2r° + 1) (16* — 8> + 1)]

where A(2(G1, M1, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, M3,Gs)) = [4 (—*V3+1/4 \/§)2 (—18+24V3yx —54z” + 54z —6y° + 21 r° y* +
riyt —6r'2% y? + 6rtyPe — 4yt + 1823 — 63y + 4297z — 2473 y? — 1812y 3Bz + 123 vz + 12y 23V3 + 727723 +
2113y + 6ty v3x — 613ty + 9rta® + 30 y? — 187%2% + 972t + 12033y + 127227 y? + 1872y V3 + 1812z —
817222 4+97r2 — 12713y v3—4r3v/3y% — 2472 20+ 1272 %2 — 30y 22V3 — 272 y* — 36 y20? — 18 r22* — 36323 — 36 3z +

72322 —6\/§y3)]/[3r2 (\/§y+3—3:c) (—y— \/§+\/§:c) (452 — 1)2].



Case 8:

P(Xz S N;E(th;‘) ﬂlﬂln(Xh ) X, eTs \T Y, €

/1/2 /rg(z) AP G’hG’27Q17N37MC7M37G6))dyd:C:

6(x) A(T5)2

712 42048 + 384 r* — 810719 + 1296 ® — 30722 + 96 1°
1555276 (16e* — 82 4+ 1)

where A(2(G1,G2,Q1, N3, Mc, Ms,Gg)) = — [2 (—62\/§—|— 1/4 \/3)2 (—5 V3r2—24\/3r =17 r?y—81>v/3 3>+ 24 r2/32% —

7r2\/§x+24ry+24y1:—24\/§1:2 —8\/§y2 —6\/§+18\/§m—4y3+12\/§r+12\/§r:c2+4\/§y2r—18y+3r4:c2y—
123322 + 433 y? + 31233 — 24yra — 4r?y® + 1203y — vt ?VBx — 122%y + 1222y — 127%23V3 4+ 49%V/3x —
T4\/§y2 — 6r4y1:—|— 12733z — 374322 —r4y3 +4T2y2\/§:c+ 121:3\/5)]/[37“2 (—\/gy— 3—|—3:c) (452 — 1)2].

Case 9:

ra(x) rg(z) P(G1, M, P, Py, M3, G
P(Xz € Nbp(X1, )T} (X1, ¢), X1 € TA\T(y, e </ / / / ) ut ST 6) gy
r5(x) r5(x) €

- [2434—8673 121296 r+23571 r*— 119712 7" — 61488 r*1 +169716 r'°—246672 r°+216121 r®+1404 r> — 3888 r> — 35424 r° +

188167°] /[7776:° (4 = 1)* (* +1)°]

4(—e2v/3+1/4 \/5)2(712 r3y—12r%v/Bao43v3r2 434 VBy2 418 1y 491?322 +VBy2 46 y 2+3 V32?)

where A(Z(G1, M1, P, P2, M3, Ge)) = 9r2(4e2-1)7

Case 10:
P(XQEN};E(Xh ﬂlﬂn X17 ) X1 GTS\T(%E)):

/ /mo(ac) /1/2 /712(r) Gl’Ml’LQ’QI’N3’L4’L5’M37G6))dydx _
ro(x) ro(x) A(Ts)z

ro— r? 4 r® 4 r’— r® 4 ro— rt 4+ re— re 4 r+
3247 — 6949 77 4 7248 1° + 26896 r” — 24960 ° + 2160 r° — 259200 r* 4 645760 7 — 552960 r* + 155648 r + 6144
3110473 (16e* — 82 + 1)

where A(.@(G17M17L27Q17N37L47L57M37G6)) = [2 (—52\/§+1/4\/§)2 (=72 —24V3yx — 1442° — 144 zr + 180z +
2497 +72r 4+ 3072 2+ rtyt — 671 2%y? + 6171 yPx — 24yt + 36 2% + 123y + 84 y%x — 2413 42 + 1272y V3B + 56 V3 iz +
24yx3\/_—|—108r2x —|—27'4\/_y +671y 3z — 6r4\/§x2y+9r4x2—|—3r4y2—18r4x3+9r4x4—36r2\/§x2y+12r3\/§xzy—|—
2412233y — 812/3Byde — 121 y? + 96 r y?x + 72720 — 126 7%2% — 182 + 727 2% — 1273y /3 — 4133 yP + 48 ry 3z —
4871y a3 —36r2y’r +12r3 y%r — 12y 2>V3 + 12723y + 4r?y? — 1209%22 — 36722t — 36 r3a23 — 3673z 4 72322
283y’ — 167 V3y")] /[37% (VBy+3 - 32) (~y— V3 + VBe) (422 - 1)°]

Case 11:

Y2 @) A(P(Ly, L Ns, Ly, Ls, L
P(Xs € Npp(X1,e) NI (X1,e), X1 € Ts \ Ty, e / / L 273(1%)23’ Lo 6))dyd:c:
12(2) €

472 £ 167 —6971° —2607° + 37278 + 124877 + 112 7% — 2624 r° — 8256 7+ + 12288 1% + 13568 r2 — 27648 r + 11264
384 (1672e* —87r2e2 +r2 4+ 64ret —32re? +4r 4 64e* — 322 +4) 12

where A(Z (L1, La, Q1, N3, La, Ls, Lg)) = [2 (—e*V3+1/4 \/5)2 (=72424V3yr —723yxz —2162> — T2z + 180z +
2r+24r2 2 +rtyt —6 iyt +6rt P — 32yt — 722 + 180 23 + 12 V3By + 36 vz — 2472 % + 2412y V32 + 56 V3 x +
24y 233+ 1087223 + 72723 + 2r'V3y® + 61ty VBx — 632y + 9rta? + 3rty? — 18712 + 9tz — 36 72V/32%y +
1273322y + 2472233y — 8723 yPr — 24r y® + T2 yPx — 1207y 3+ 108 2z — 144 122% — 36 r2 — 727 22 — 1273y /3 —
4r3/3y3+48ry VB —72ryx*V3—36r2ylz+127r3 42z +36 y 223+ 12r2V3y3 + 42yt — 72 %2% — 36 r2xt — 36 32 —
3673 + 721322 — 44\/§y3 — 8r\/§y3)]/[3r2 (\/gy +3 - 3x) (—y — \/§+ \/gsc) (452 — 1)2]

Case 12:

Lam (@) 1/2  plam(x) L. L Ls, L
P(Xz € N (X1, o)} (X1, ¢), X1 € TA\T(y, e </ / / / ) (L, Z(‘%l;f?% L)) e —
ri2(x) r10(x) e

—[135 124540 't —2025 719 —8100 77 +10152 5+ 38448 ' — 14878 r®—71704 r° —87608 r*+192128 r>+147712 r> —338944 r+

134144] /1036877 (2 + 47 + 4) (16" — 8> + 1)]



where A(2 (L1, L2, Q1,Q2, Ls, Lg)) = —[4 (—e*V3+1/4 \/§)2 (—18+12V3yr—90z>+36x7+54z—18y> + 1877 y* +

rtyt —6rta? y? +6rt Yl —8yt —36 2" +9023 — 6 v3y+ 18y 2z — 2473 2 — 1212y V3 +12V3 P+ 12y 23 V3+ 72223 +
3673 +27‘4\/_y +67‘ Yy VBr—6r'3a?y+9rie? 4301 2 — 18 rt P + 9 it +12r3V3Ba?y + 120202 % 424 r y? — 127 a4
1272y /3436 r2z—90 r?2? =72 r 22 =123y /3—413V3y* —12r y £2V3—24r% 22 +121° g —6 y 22V/3—2 12yt —12 a2 —
18 r2z* — 36732 — 363z + 727322 — 14\/§y3 +4r \/gy?’)]/[Z%rQ (—\/gy -3+ 3:0) (—y — 3+ \/gx) (462 — 1)2}.

Case 13:

P(Xz € Npp(X, ) I(X1,e), X1 € To\T(y,e )

Tz(z) Tz(z) re(z) P(G1, My, La, Q1, P2, M3, Gs)) -
A(T.)? dydx =
rg(x) r3(x) r3(x) €

Tt — A T — ro— r® + r’— o+ e — T+ e — e+
3654 112 — 35328 11 4+ 94802 r1° — 100608 r° — 255 138240 193581 7% + 148224 r° — 86387 r* 4 43008 > — 12369 12 + 512
7776 76 (r2 +1)% (1664 — 822 + 1)

where A(Z(G1, My, L2, Q1, P2, M3,Gs)) = —[4 (—52\/§+ 1/4 \/3)2 (—9 +42V38yx — 4522 + 36 — 159y + 2172 4% +

2ty — 127022 42 121y +18 25 — 123y +429%x — 2413 4% — 6 72y VB +4V3 v r + 12y 223+ 54 122 +4r* V35 +
127 V3B — 1273y + 18122 + 6 vt 9% — 36 r12® + 18 712 — 18 r2/3a?y + 12332y + 1212233y — 4r2V/3 Pz +
127%yv/3 — 457222 + 972 — 1273y V3 — 4r3v/3y3 — 18122 + 1273 %z — 42y 2®V3 + 6r2v/3y° + 272yt — 24 y2%2? —
18720 = 3671%0° = 360 + 720" - 2V3y*)| /[302 (—vBy - 34 32) (~y— VB + VBa) (462 - 1)°].

Case 14:
T T TZ(x) /2 pra(@) G17M17L27Q17N37M07M37G6))
P(Xz ENPE(XME)ﬂFl(Xh ) X, GTS\T Y, € A(T )2 dydx =
re(x) r3(x) €

49712 4 124288 1 + 50688 17 + 384 11 — 3562110 + 13440 r° — 36948 & + 27648 12 — 86016 > — 1024 — 89088 > + 160 °
1555276 (16e* — 82 4+ 1)

where A(P(G1, M1, L2, Q1, N3, Mc, M3, Ge)) = — [2 (—e*V3+1/4 \/5)2 (—18+84V3yz—902°+722—30y>+387r° y>+
riyt —6r'2? y? + 6 rty?e +36 23 — 24 By + 84 y%x — 2413 y? —4r?y 3z +8V3yPr + 24y 233+ 108 7223 + 27/ 3 +
6riy 3z — 6132y + 9rta? + 3rty? — 18702 + 9rtat — 367232y + 1203322y + 2412233y — 81r3V3yPr +
16 7%y /3 4 24 r2z — 1027222 + 672 — 1273y /3 — 4r3V3y® — 36 2 y2x + 12r% %z — 84y 2?3 + 1272V/3y® + 4r?y* —
481/291:2 — 36722 — 36732 — 36732 + 721322 — 4\/§y3)}/[3r2 (—\/gy -3+ 3:0) (—y — 3+ \/51:) (452 — 1)2].

Adding up the P(X2 € Npp(Xi1,6) NT1(X1,¢), X1 € Ts \ T(y,¢)) values in the 14 possible cases above, and
multiplying by 6 we get for r € [1,4/3),
(r—1) (57° 4 2887%* + 1152 7%e* — 148 r* + 1440 r%c* + 24573 4+ 576 r2%e* — 178 1% — 2321 + 128)

5412 (2+7) (2e —1)* (2e + 1) (r+ 1) '

and(ﬁ E) ==

The p2 (r,€) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly.

Derivation of ji5.(r,¢)
For r € [1,4/3), there are 16 cases to consider for the OR-underlying version: Case 1:

P(XQENPE X17 UFT(,Xl7 X1€TS\T Y, €)) =

/ /eamm / /zamm / /zamm P (Vi, My, Mc, Ms, VG))dyd:c 6 —4r?+12r—9
01 () v (@) A(T:)? 27 (4e2 — 1)

—2V3+1/4V3)* V3
9(4e2—1)

where A(Z(Vi, M1, Mc, M3, Vs)) = U
Case 2:

P(XQGNPE X1,e) U (X1,¢e), X1 € T, \T Y€ ))f

Tl(z) T2(1) T's(w) r5 () P(Vi, My, L, Lz, Mo, Ms, Vs))
S dydx =
r3(x) A(T5)

[—2304 r552+432 r—21960 r* —27+9624 r’ +5952 r652—|—288 re? 41824 r8e2—1817r8—2880 72410368 r>+28224 r° —5760 r "% —

219647°] /[8647° (16" — 8%+ 1)]



where A(2(Vi, M1, L2, L3, Mc, M3, Vs)) = — [—27+ 12e%r%2? +36 V3yr+ 108 V3y x — 16222 — 108 21 — 8&2/3r?y x +

1082 — 5442 +36r —5r2y? —3y* — 272 4+ 108 23 — 36 3y + 108 y2x + 10 72y 3z + 12393z + 36 y 23v/3 — 36 r 2> +
367y — 36ry%r — 1072y /3 + 3072z — 157222 — 1502 + 108722 — 7271y 3z + 36 ry z2v/3 + 12r2e? — 108y 22/3 —

549222 — 12/3y3 +4r V3 y> + 4e2r?y? — 24 %1%z + 8£2 3r2y]/[4r2 (—\/gy—3+3:c) (—y—\/§+\/§x)].
Case 3:

Cam () 75 (@) P(Vi,My, Ly, L3, La, Ls, Ms, Vi
P(Xz € Nbp(X1,e)UT} (X1, ¢), X1 € TA\T(y, e </ / / / ) e 6) dyda —
ra(x) ro(x) e

- [—3456 722 + 1296 7 — 65772 r* 4+ 26880 77 + 9216 r°? + 432 r*e? + 3072 r%% — 4864 r® — 8640 1 + 31104 r> 4 83808 r° —

921617e” — 63744 1° — 81| /[2592+° (16" — 8%+ 1)]

where A(Z(Vi, M1, Lo, L3, La, Ls, M3, V)) = — [—54—1—12 e2r22? +36 3y r+54v3yx— 18922 — 180 x r — 82V/3r2y o +

1622 — 2792 +72r — 972 y? — 15y* — 272" + 108 2> — 18 v/3y + 108 vz + 18 12y 3z + 36 V3 vz + 36 y 23v3 — 36 r 2° +
12792z — 1872y /3 + 5drie — 277%2% — 2712 4 144 ra® — 48 ry 3Bz + 12ry2®V/3 4+ 1272 — 72y 22v/3 — 90y%2? —
243y —4r /3y + 4% y? — 2462r2:c+862\/§r2y]/[4r2 (—\/gy—3+3x) (—y— \/§+\/§x)}

Case 4:
73(w) 75 (@) P(Vi,Ga, G, Ma, M, Ms, Ve
P(X2 € Npg(X1,e)Ul}(X1,¢e), X1 € T\T'(y, e </ / / / ) L2 2{T)22 SRl 6))dyd:c:

—8r+ 2472 + 561" — 327 — 13,8 —|—32r452+32r852—128r°52+192r €2 - 128772 +64r° — 9275 + 1
9676 (42 —1)°

where A(2(Va, Ga, Ga, Ma, Mo, Ms, Vi) = —¥3Ub0u-0uetd Vo080 vor 2V si e

12 r2
Case 5:
r7 () s 7@\ A(P(Vi, Ga, Gs, M2, Mc, Py, Na, V
P(Xs € Npp(X1,e)Ul (X1,6), X1 € TA\T(y, ¢ </ / +/ / ) (Z2(V1, G, 321(:]3’)2 0 P2, N2, Vo)) e —
r5(z) €

—1432r%2 457 +34rt + 1577 + 64752 — 32912 — 32782 —179% +2978 — 302 — 1773 — 295 — 64172 — 4376 4 32192
6 (r+ 1)3 (4e? — 1)2 76

where A(2(Vi, Ga, Gs, Ma, Mc, Py, Na, V) = — [2 (V3 +1/4V3)° (2v3y2+12y— 12y z+6V/3— 1213246 /32> —
TV3rE 41273y + 12r3/3Bx — 473y — 24rtyx — 129V/32% + 8 \/37“252)} / [97"2 (452 — 1)2].
Case 6:

P(Xs € Npg(X1,e) UT'(X1,¢), X1 € Tk \T(y, €)=

am(” am@) 7s(x) P(Vi,Ni, Py, Ly, L3, La, Ls, Pa, Na, Vi) -
A(T.)? dydx =
75 () ra () ra (@) e

[—243—28578916 r12-1147392 r1°52—1344384 r1152—1734912 132304128 172 4+989424 102 —10368 7° 2 +3888 r— 438777 i+

2204160 77 — 355328 r'® + 5753232 7 + 39312 r%c? + 1296 r*=? 4 296208 r°c* — 20639832 r'* 4+ 13254912 r'® — 6591792 ¢+
1693728 r'2e%+1507392 72 +637056 762426417664 r'3+26760576 7' —21960774 r'°+15877152 r° — 10180620 r° —28107 >+

128304 7°4+1222128 7° 120960 7" £* —2856483 r°+92160 r'*c* — 563328 7“952] / [7776 PO (r?+1)° (166 =82 +1) (20° + 1)3]

where A(2(Vi, N1, Py, La, Ls, La, Ls, Pa, Na, Vi) = —[4 (— 2B+ 1/43)% (=54 + 126%r%2> + 36 v/3yr + 543y z —

18922 — 180z r — 8e?V3riyx + 162z — 27y + 721 — 1272y 4r4y4+24r4 292 —24rtyPr — 15yt — 272" + 108 2 —
18\/§y+108y2:c+247'3y2+24r2y\/§x+36\/§y3:c+36yx3 3 — 367> —8r4\/_y 247ty /3 + 24 /3y —
367 2% — 1271y + 720 2% — 36 12t — 120733ty + 127 yPx — 24 vy 3+ 72122 — 36 r22% — 36 72 4+ 144 r 2?4+ 123y 3+
4r3/3y3 —48ry/3Bx+12ryz®V3 —12r3y2z + 127%? — 72y 223 — 90y + 36 r32® + 36 rix — 721322 — 24 /395 —
4r\/§y3+452r2y2 24 22 x+862\/§r2y)]/[3r2 (—\/gy—3—|—3:c) (—y—\/§+\/§x) (452 — 1)2].



Case T:

, , 7o (x) 7o (x) P2(Vi, N L3, La, Ls, Ps, N2, Vi
P(X> € Npg(X1,e)Ul (X1,¢e), X1 € T\T'(y, e </ / / / ) L 1’Q1;1(311);*’ SARRALY 6))dydm:
rg(z) ra(x) €

- [8(—2—55766 2864 r'0e? 4104 ®—3024 1+ % 43690 0% —108 r’e® +24 r— 1833 1 +21576 1 +342 1> +18 r*e’ +
1710 7% —20056 ' +6912 r'° —1152 r'5+3816 1'% +1800 1% +288 72+ 38376 r'* +65532 r'' —63642 r'°+52020 r* —36277 r° —
14277 4 5767° + 4848 1° — 86477 — 109941° — 2700+°%)| /[243+* (207 +1)° (* +1)° (16* — 82> + 1))

where A(Z(Vi, N1,Q1, L3, La, Ls, P2, N2, Vg)) = — [4 (—52\/§+ 1/4 \/3)2 (—36 V3r? —180v/3rx + 12 /3r%e? — 90 r?y —

30723y +18r3V/32% + 541r%V/3r+ 108 ry + 54 yx — 135327 — 93 y? —45 V3 + 72y 2 + 126 /3 — 60 > + 72 /3r +
144 /3r 2% — 18y + 18 2423 — 36 23V3r + 36 23133 — 3r4\/§y4 + 54 T4x2y — 7237322 + 24 /37> y2 + 5474233 —
44yrz —367r°2%y — 129°r + 96 %z — 1812 9® — 1823 + 1213 9% + 36 3y — 18 7% 23z — 108 2%y + 123 y’rz —
12 r3\/§x y2 + 54 rzsczy — 54 r2:c3\/§ + 72 yzx/gsc — 9r4\/§y2 — 54r4yx + 36 r3\/§:c — 277‘4\/3372 — 2y4r2\/§ — 18 r4y3 +
18 72 % V/Br+72 23/3—72 y> /322 +24 212y —27 r*/Ba +12 7% 3 —36 223y — 14 y* 3+ 72 23y+36 2% y+18 r1V/3 y2 a2
4e%V/3r% y? +12%V/3r%2? — 242V/3rx — 24 %%y :c)] / [3 2 (—\/gy -3+ 3:0)2 (4 e? — 1)2]

Case 8:

P(Xs € Npg(X1, ) (Xl, ), X1 €T\ T(y,e)) =

7‘3(z) T3(1) 1/2 76(w) V17N17Q17G37M27MC7P27N27V6))
5 dydx =
r7(x) A(TE)

[—81r9+189r —561r +1008r752—|—45r —432r652+1894r°—3120r552—|—18r4—1447'452—1912r3+2304r352—224r2—|—

768 %% + 3847 +128] /[1206 7 (16" — 8% 4 1) (r +1)°]

where A(Z(Vi, N1, Q1, G, Ma, Mc, P2, N2, Vs)) = [2 (—52\/§+ 1/4 \/3)2 (—\/gr:c — 2472y — 8r2/3y? + 2412/32% —

24r2\/§x—|—36r3yx+862\/§rx—862\/§7’+25ry+24y:c—12\/3172—4\/§y2—852ry—12\/§+24\/§:c+13\/§7'—
24\/37“:02+8\/§y2r—24y+121:3\/§r—18:03T3\/§+18\/§r3x2+6\/§r3y2—18r3:c2y+4y3r+6r3y3—4\/§y2rm+
67r°v3xy? — 12x2ry)]/[3r (V3y+3—3z) (4> — 1)2].

Case 9:

P(X2 € Npp(X1,e) UTT(X1,¢), X1 € T\ T(y, e ) =

am(z) T12(z) r12(z) P(Vi,Ni,Q1, L3, La, Qa, N2, V)
AT )2 dydx =
ro(x) ro(x) r10() €

[—512+81297 r12+55296 re? —51264 r1052+6912 r°e2+6144 r+72576 11— 15127 — 798720 r” — 35424 %% — 9216 ric? —

45792 r%c% —83538 ' — 17280 1'° +18252 ' — 51840 %2 +6912 r' 1% + 167616 r'* — 565920 r ' +888957 ' — 1023600 r°+
998852 r® — 74247% — 6144 7° ~ 262080 1 +41472 17” + 533036 1°+ 82944 1°¢°| /[51847 (20 +1)° (16" =87 +1)]

where A(Z(V1, N1,Q1, L3, Ly, Q2, N2, Vs)) = — [8 (—52\/§+ 1/4 \/3)2 (—18 V3r2—=90v3r 46 /3r2e?—54 r2y—15r2/3 %+
2772/3x% + 18723 +54ry+54yx — 63322 —9v3y? — 183+ 5412y x4+ 54 /3x — 249> +36 V3r +723r z? — 18y +

9z 7'2\/_ 18 23v/3r+ 18 2%r3/3— r4\/_y +18r4x2y 36\/_r3x2+12\/_r3y2+18r4x3\/_ 2yrax— 18r3:c2y—6y3r+
363z —9xMV/3+673 > + 1873y — 611y V3e — 7222y — 6 V3r? y?a? + 6 V3 yir z — 633z y? — 36 r223/3+ 36 423z —
3r1V/3y? 18 rty o+ 1833z — 9r*V3a? 4+ vy 23— 61t 4 + 12172 4232+ 36 233 - 30 y2 V32 + 12 %2y — 9 /3t —
5y*V/34+36 23y+18 22r y+6r*v/3y2ai+22V/3r? 246 £2V3r? 2 —12 2/ 3r’ s —12%r?y :c)}/[S 2 (\/gy +3— 3:10)2 (452 — 1)2}.
Case 10:

12 rrs@) A(2(Vi, N G3, M2, N3, N2, V¢
P(Xs € Npg(X1,e) UTT(X1,e), X1 € T\ T(y, e / / L 1’QX(T37)2 ELRACEEALY 6))dyd:c:
re(z) €
24967 + 1728 7% — 4608 r'e® + 512 — 81 r'% 4270 7% — 2176 r° + 3072 r® — 1080 r°
518474 (16e* — 8e2 + 1)
where A(L(Vi, N1,Q1,G3, M2, N3, N2, Vs)) = —[2 (—52\/§+ 1/4\/5)2 (3 V3rz — 12r%y — 4723 y? + 1272322 —

127’2\/537-6- 18r3yx—|—862\/§r:c — 862\/§r+21ry+24yx — 12\/§x2 — 4\/§y2 — 8627'y — 12\/§+24\/§x—|—9\/§7' —



24\/§r:c2+8\/§y2r—24y+12x3\/§r—9x3r3\/§+9\/§r3x2+3\/§r3y2 —9T3:c2y+4y3r+3r3y3—4\/§y27“:c+
3r3\/§xy2 — 12:027’3;)]/[37' (—\/gy—3+3x) (462—1)2].

Case 11:

P(X2 € Npg(X1,¢) UF{(X17E)7X1 eTs \T(%E)) =

513 7"2(70) rg(x) V1,N1,P1,L2,L3,MC,P2,N2,VG))d dy —
A(T.)? v
S5 r5(x) r5(x) e

- [—43855 r'? 414112 9122 4271488 7“11 — 48384 711 e? — 746553 110 +81792 1102 — 117504 r7e% + 1230336 r° — 1404177 r°+

123840 %% +1236528 r” —89856 "2 — 901350 r° + 58752 r®=? — 20736 r°c> 4+ 550800 r° — 276453 r* +-2592 r'e? + 104976 7 —
26649 r” + 38887 — 243] /77767 (16" — 87 +1) (* +1)°]

where A(Z(Vi, N1, P1, Lo, Ly, Mc, P2, N2, Vg)) = —[4 (—e*V3+1/4 \/§)2 (=27 + 12e°r°2® + 36 V3yr + 1083y z —
16222 — 108z — 8£2V/3r2yx + 108z — 5442 + 367 — 872 y? —drty* + 24 r%22 y? — 24ty — 39y* — 27 2* + 108 2° —
363y + 108 y2z + 2473 % + 16 r2y 3z + 1233z + 36y 2°V3 — 36 2® — 8r*v/3y3 — 241ty V3 + 24 r*/32%y —
3671 2% — 1271y 4+ 72002 — 36 12t — 127332y + 36 ry? — 367y x — 16 77y V3 + 48 rPx — 24 r2x? — 2412 4 108 7 22 +
1273y V3 4+4r3V3y2 —72ryV3Bx+36 ry 22vV3— 1272 2+ 12122 — 108 y 22v/3 — 54 222 + 36 r32® + 36 rix — 721322 —
12\/§y3+4r\/§y3+462 2y2 24e2r%z 4 82 3r2y)]/[3r2 (—\/gy—3+3x) (—y—\/§—|—\/§x) (462—1)2].

Case 12:

, ; T10(x) 1/2 priz(=) P(Vi, N La. Na. No. Vi
P(X2 € Npg(X1,e)Ul'y (X1,¢e), X1 € T\T(y, e </ / / / ) . 1’2(1:]: )Z’ CARALL 6))dydm:
ro () ra(x) €

- [5184 r8e? 71424 r%22 1138240 r°=% — 73728 r*£?—1053 12 +16230 r'° — 17856 77 — 68908 r®+104448 r" +276688 r° —916608 r° +

1032192 7" — 516096 r° + 80128 1 + 12288 7 — 1024] /[311045" (16" — 8 + 1)]

where A(2(Vi, N1,Q1, Ls, N3, N2, Vg)) = — [2 (—e*V3+1/4 \/§)2 (=36 V/3r>—216 v/3r 2+24 v/3r°c* 108 r’y—48r%V/3y*+

727r2/322 436 r2/3x+216 r y+432y  — 216 /322 — 72 V3 y? —36 3+ T2y &+ 144 /3x — 48y + 72 /3r + 216 /3r 22 +
72 \/§y2r — 144y + 36 2423 — 72 2%V3r + 36 2333 — 3r4\/§y4 + 54 T4x2y —72/3r32% + 24313 y2 +54r%23/3 —
432y ra — 367r°2%y + 24y5r + 4843z — 36 r2y® — 36 2*V3 + 1272 y® + 3673y — 1871y 3 V3 — 4322%y — T2V3y ra —
12733z y? 4+ 108 r222y — 108 r223/3 + 144 y2/3x — 9r*/3y? — 54 riy & + 36 13z — 27 r*V/32? — 4 y*r2/3 - 187 y° +
36 2 423z + 144 233 — 72y%V/3a? + 48 r%y — 27r*V3at + 2472 Pz — T20%03y — 4y*V3 + 14423y + 216 2%ry +
18 r4\/§y2x2 + 852\/§r2y2 +2422/3r%2? — 482\/3r%x — 48 527“23/ :c)] / [3 r? (—\/gy -3+ 31:)2 (452 — 1)2].

Case 13:

P(X2 € NITDE(XME) UFI(XM ) X1 €75 \T Y, €

/1/2 /7"10(70) A(Z V17N17Q17L37N37N27V6))dydx—

A(T:)?

12()

[—13 o782 420 4892 110 464 1% +220 77 — 4952 r® 1384 B2 — 768 17 — 3072 r®? 418048 % — 3136 r° —2048 7% +
81921%” — 39206 r* + 20092 " + 4006 r°” + 4198417 — 8192 1%¢” — 48128 7+ 14336] / [384 (167" —87% 417+ 96 1" -

487%% + 677 +192re” — 967 + 127 + 128" — 64 +8)r2]

where A(Z(V1, N1,Q1, L3, N3, N2, Vs)) = — [2 (—52\/§ +1/4 \/3)2 (—36 V3r2 =216 V/3r 424 V/3r%e?—108 r2y—48 r2 /3 y*+

7272V/32% 436 r*V/3x+216 7y +432y £ — 216 /322 — 723 y? — 36 V3+ 7212y £+ 144 3z — 48y + 72 /3r + 216 /3r 2 +
72 \/§y2r — 144y + 36 2423 — 12 2%V3r + 36 23r3V/3 — 3r4\/§y4 + 54 T4x2y —72/3r32% + 24313 y2 +547r%23/3 —
432y rx — 36 r3x2y + 243 + 4813z — 3672 y° — 3623 + 12133 + 3613y — 18r1y*/Bx — 43222y — 72/3y*rx —
12733z y? + 108 r’z?y — 108 r2a®/3 + 144 y*V/3x — 9r*/3y? — 54 vty o + 36 73/3x — 27 r*V/3x? — dy*r?V/3 — 1871 y° +
36 72 423z + 144 233 — 72y%V/3x? + 48%r%y — 27r*V/3at + 2472 P — T20%03y — 4y*V3 + 14423y + 216 2% ry +
18 r4\/§y2x2 + 852\/§r2y2 + 24 62\/37’2172 — 48 62\/57'217 — 48 ezrzy :c)] / [3 r? (—\/gy -3+ 31)2 (4 g2 — 1)2].



Case 14:

P(X2 EN}TDE(Xl, ) Xl, )Xl €T \TY7 ))7

/ /“M(g) /1/2/“"1(1‘) (V17N17Q17L37L47Q27N2’V6))dyd:c:
) (o) A(T:)?

- [—189 3113424297 P 411718 1104864 772 +3672 10 —66096 r¥+5184 132 +2592 172 —12932 1" —32832 r®e? +248616 r® —

30448 r°—33408 r°c2+76032 r*e? — 551584 r* +273152 r®+55296 r>c? 4595456 > — 73728 12> — 668160 r—|—197632] / [5184 r?

(r* 4+ 617 + 127 +8) (16" — 87 + 1)]

where A(Z(V1, N1,Q1, L3, L4, Q2, N2, Vs)) = — [8 (—52\/§ +1/4 \/3)2 (—18 V3r2 =90 v3r z+6 /3r2e? =54 r?y—15r2/3 >+

2712\/32% +1812V/3x+54ry+54yx — 63322 —9v3y? — 183+ 5412y 2+ 543z — 24 y> +36 V3r+72/3rz? — 18y +
9223 —1823V3r+18 23133 —r'V3y  + 18 ria?y — 36 V3r3 22 + 12 V3r3 y? + 18 r' 2?3 -T2y rx — 18322y — 6 y°r +

36y%z —92*V3+67% y® + 1813y — 6 riy? /3B — 722%y — 6 V3r2 vy z® + 6 V3yira — 6733z y? — 36 r22® /34 36 y2/3x —
3riv3yt—18rty s +181r3y/Bx—9r*V3a? 4+ y*r2V/3—67r* > +12 72 y?V/3x+36 23330 ¢332 + 12212y — 9 /32t —
593436 23y +18 22r y+6 r4V/3 y? 2?4223 42 4+6 £2V/3r? 22 —12%V/3Briz—12 %1%y x)] / [3 r? (—V3y -3+ 396)2 (4e” — 1)2].
Case 15:

P(XQEN};E(Xh )UFT(.Xl7 X1€TS\T Y, €

S11 7"2(96) 7"2(96) re(x) V17N1,Q17L3,MC,P2,N2, VG))
A(T.)? dydx =
s13 Jrg(x) r3(x) r3(x) €

[4536 ri2e? 1175371213824 r1152+69120 1423976 1102 - 186683 10 —34560 r° % +305664 r° +35496 r°? —346171 r°—

27648 1724302592 1" +17208 1% —220201 r® —6912 r°c*+135936 r°+1152 r* =% —69760 r* +28416 r°> —8384 r*+1536 r—128} /

[19447° (12 +1)° (16" =87 +1)]

where A(2(Vi, N1, Q1,Ls, Mc, Pa, N2, V5)) = — [4 (—e*V3+1/4 \/5)2 (—24V3r* — 108 V3rz + 12/3r°e® — 66y —
26 723 y% + 3072322+ 30723z + 108 ry+ 216 y  — 108 /322 — 36 V3 y® — 18 v/3+48 2y x4+ 723z — 24 y> + 36 v/3r +
108 \/gr 22 + 36 \/gyzr — 72y + 18 x4r2\/§ — 36 2°V3r + 36 x3r3\/§ — 3r4\/§y4 + 54 r4:c2y — 72 \/§r3:c2 + 24 \/§r3 y2 +
5471233 — 216 yra — 36 r32%y + 129°%r + 24 yz — 1872 y% — 1823 4+ 127° y® + 36’y — 187r19*V/3x — 216 2%y —
36 \/§y2r z— 12733z y2 + 54 T2x2y — 5472233+ 72 y2x/§x -9 r4\/§y2 — 54 r4y:c + 36733z —277r*\/3x% — 2 y4r2\/_—
1871 43 + 1812 y*V/3Br + 72 233 — 36 y*V/3x® + 24 £2r%y — 271 /32 + 1272 yPx — 36 r2ady — 29 V3B + T2 23y + 108 2%r y +
18T4\/§y2m2 +4e2/3r? y2 +12e%/3r%2% — 24%V/3r%x — 24527"21/1:)]/[37“2 (\/gy +3 - 3:0)2 (452 — 1)2].

Case 16:

ra(x) 1/2 pra(x) 2(Vi, N La. Na. No. Vi
P(Xz € Nbp(X1,e)UT} (X1, ¢), X1 € TA\T(y, e </ / / / ) E 173(1%)37 3 N2, Vo)) e —
r6(x) r3(x) €

[—147 r'2 455206 r°c?—12288 r+351872 r* —142080 r’ +1024—73728 r°c2—9216 r*c?+576 r2— 1152 r' +7018 r*°—20352 r°+

51188 7™ + 64000 1 — 190464 7° — 41472017 + 27648 7= + 305920 1°] /[15552+° (16" — 8%+ 1)]

where A(Z(V1, N1,Q1, L3, N3, N2, Vs)) = — [2 (—52\/§ +1/4 \/3)2 (—36 V3r2 =216 V/3r 424 V/3r%e?—108 r2y—48 r2 /3 y*+

7272V/32% 436 r*V/3x+216 7y +432y x — 216 /32 — 723 y? — 36 V3+ 7212y x4+ 144 3z — 48y + 72 /3r + 216 /3r 2 +
72 \/gyzr — 144y + 36 x4r2\/§ — 72 :c3\/§7’ + 36 :c3r3\/§ — 37‘4\/§ y4 + 54 r4x2y — 72 \/§r3x2 + 24 \/§r3 y2 + 54 r4:c3\/§ —
432yrx — 36322y + 243 + 483z — 3672 3% — 36 2*V/3 + 12133 + 363y — 18r4y%V/Bx — 43222y — 723By*rax —
12733z y% + 108 r2z2y — 108 r223/3 + 144 y*/3x — 9r*/3y? — 54 'y & + 36 1>/ — 271322 — 4 y*r2/3 - 1871 +
36 72 423z + 144 233 — 72y%V/3x? + 48%r%y — 27r*V/3at + 2472 Pz — T20%03y — 4y*V3 + 14423y + 216 2%ry +
18 r4\/§y2x2 + 852\/§r2y2 +24e2/3r%2% — 48%\/3r%x — 48 527“23/ :c)] / [3 r? (\/gy +3— 31:)2 (452 — 1)2].

Adding up the P(Xs € Npp(X1,e) UTT(X5,¢), X1 € Ts \ T(y,¢)) values in the 16 possible cases above, and
multiplying by 6 we get for r € [1,4/3),



uS (re) = [47 75 — 19575 + 576 7" 4860 11 — 288 r1e? — 864 132 — 846 1% + 1728 3t — 10872 4 1152 7%*

576722 + 7207 — 256} / [108 r2(247) (1667 =822 +1) (r + 1)} .

The pS (r,¢) values for the other intervals can be calculated similarly.
For r = oo, it is trivial to see that u(r) = 1. In fact, for fixed ¢ > 0, u(r) = 1 for r > /3/(2¢).

Remark 7.1. Derivation of u2 ((r,e) and pél(r,e) is similar to the segregation case.

Appendix 7: Proof of Corollary

Recall that S20d(r) = p}mr‘f( ) is the relative edge density of the AND-underlying graph for the multiple triangle
case. Then the expectation of 524 (r) is

B[S2()] = 17—y 2 22 B[R] = E W3] = P(X2 € Npp(X1) 0I5 (X0)) = fiana (7).
1<J
But, by definition of Np5(-) and I'7(+), if X7 and X5 are in different triangles, then P(Xy € Npg(X1)NIT(X1)) =
0. So by the law of total probability

fiand(r) = P(X2 € Npp(X1) NT7(X1))
i
= Y P(Xs € Npp(X1) NTT(X1) [{X1, X2} C Th) P{X1, X5} C T5)
i=1
i
= Z'u‘md P{X1,X2} CT;) (since P(X2 € Npp(X1)NTT(Xy) [{X1, X2} CT;) = panda(r))

. | 2 , 2
= fana(T) Zl <%> (since P{X1, X2} C T;) = (%) )-

J'Vn
/J’and <Zw ) .
where piand(r) is given by Equation (8.
Likewise, we get fioy (1) = fior(T) (ZZJ | Wy ) where po, (1) is given by Equation (@).
Furthermore, the asymptotic variance is
Dana(r) = B [B35%(r)h33 ()] — B [1534(n)] B [135°(r)] = P ({Xs, X3} C Npp(X1) NTT(X1)) = (fana(r)” -

Then for J,,, > 1, we have
Jm
P({Xs, X3} C Npp(X1)NTT(X1)) = Y P({X2, X5} C Npp(X1)NTT(X1) [{X1, Xa, X3} C T;) P{ X1, X5, X3} C T))
=1
= P({Xy, X3} C Nb(X1) NTT(X)) [ {X1, X2, X3} C T.) (Z w§> .

Hence,

Jm
P({X27X3} C NITDE(XI) N F;(Xl) | {X17X27X3} C Te) (Z w?) - (ﬁand(r))2

o (zw>+udnd zw—<zw>2

Zand (T)



Likewise, we get Dor (1) = vor (1) (E;Iml w; ) + for(1)? <Z;Im1

So conditional on Y, if Zana(r) > 0 then /n (S22(r) = fana(r))
for the OR-underlying version.

2
- (Shwz)’).
LN (0, Dana(r)). A similar result holds

Appendix 8: Proof of Theorem

Recall that pand (r) is the version II of the relative edge density of the AND-underlying graph for the multiple

triangle case. Then the expectation of p‘}}‘dn( ) is

Jm
dl’ld nz and i
pII n i=1 2 s |:p[i] (T)} = Hand (T‘)
since by () we have
2
Bl ) = o =y 2 2 B 0)] = B A0 = pana(r)
<

where pana(r) is given by Equation (). Likewise, we get fio (1) = por(r) where pior (1) is given by Equation ().
Next,

Im 2 n; 2
Var [P}L?dn( )] = ; 1(477%1) Var [p?u]ﬂd( )}

since pand(r) and pﬁ?d (r) are independent for k # . Then by ([2]) we have

2 4(n; —2 an an
Var [p??d( )} = mVar [RE34(r)] + % Cov [R§3%(r), K359 (r)] .
So,
J J
- “ an - i(ni —1 i —2 an an
Var [P??dn = Z n27nt) Var [h12d( )} + Z na (n n% (n ) Cov [h12d(7'), h13d(7°)] :
=1 i=1

Here S/ M Var [hi34(r)] = n% Var [hi5%(r)]. Then for large n; and n,

1 Var [h?gd (r)] ~ # Var [h?gd(ﬂ]

ng ”221 1w

2
. J (ni—1 ..
since % =>" % and n;/n — w; as n;,n — oco. Similarly, for large n; and n,

Jm
1t = V0% = 2) oy (g higt ()]

Q

T I 2
Y ut| [ ($0t) | cov oo
i=1 j=1 1=1
Hence, conditional on Y, v/n (0779, (r) = fana(r)) £ ./\/(O A Uana(r)) provided that anq(r) > 0 where
frand () = fand(7) and Pand (1) = vana () (Z;Iml w3) / (Z;]ml w3 ) A similar result holds for the OR-underlying

version.
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Figure 23: The vertices for N} (z1,€) NT'{(z1,¢) regions for z1 € T, in addition to the ones given in Figure
because of the restrictive nature of the alternatives.



Figure 24: An illustration of the vertices for possible types of Njg(x1) N T (z1) for x1 € Ts.
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Figure 25:

Prototype regions R; for various types of Npp(x1) NI (z1) and the corresponding points whose

x-coordinates are s; values.
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Figure 26: Prototype regions R; for various types of N}z (z1) N T (x1) and the corresponding points whose
x-coordinates are s; values.
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