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On the volume of the zero cell of a class of
isotropic Poisson hyperplane tessellations

Julia Hérrmann* Daniel Hug!

Abstract

We study a parametric class of isotropic but not necessarily stationary Poisson hyperplane
tessellations in n-dimensional Euclidean space. Our focus is on the volume of the zero
cell, i.e. the cell containing the origin. As a main result, we obtain an explicit formula for
the variance of the volume of the zero cell in arbitrary dimensions. From this formula we
deduce the asymptotic behaviour of the volume of the zero cell as the dimension goes to
infinity.
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1 Introduction

The majority of contributions to random tessellations is devoted to investigations in low and
fixed dimensions. In particular, there exist only a few results on random tessellations in high
dimensions, that is, with focus on asymptotic aspects as the dimension goes to infinity. Recently,
the typical cell of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi tessellation in high dimensions has been studied
in [I], [I4] and [27]. Alishahi and Sharifitabar [I] investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the
volume and the shape of the typical cell of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi tessellation as the
dimension n of the space goes to infinity. In particular, they showed that the variance of
the volume of the typical cell converges to zero exponentially fast as n — oo whereas it is
well known that the expected volume is independent of the dimension. In the course of their
investigation, they made use of an explicit formula for the variance of the volume of the typical
cell in arbitrary dimensions. The asymptotic behaviour of the volume of the typical cell was
studied earlier in the more general context of the nearest neighbour analysis by Newman et
al. in [I7] and [18]. In [I7, Theorem 10|, they showed that, if the intensity of the underlying
Poisson process is vy, then the kth moment of the volume of the typical cell converges to y=*
as the dimension goes to infinity and therefore, in particular, the volume of the typical cell
converges in distribution to y~1.

In this work, we consider a parametric class of Poisson hyperplane tessellations and focus
on the volume of the cell containing the origin (the zero cell). It is then natural to explore
whether an asymptotic behaviour similar to that of the typical cell of a stationary Poisson-
Voronoi tessellation is exhibited by the zero cell in the present more general class of random
tessellations. An interesting family of not necessarily stationary or isotropic Poisson hyperplane
tessellations is introduced in connection with the investigation of Kendall’s conjecture in [9].
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In the isotropic case, these Poisson hyperplane tessellations are completely determined by two
parameters, the intensity v € (0,00) and the distance exponent r € (0,00). For a special
choice of the distance exponent and the intensity, the zero cell is equal in distribution to
the typical cell of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi tessellation (cf. [9], [4, Sections 5.2 and 5.3.2]).
Therefore this family of isotropic Poisson hyperplane tessellations provides a general framework
for investigating tessellations in high dimensions. Trying to extend the approach of Alishahi
and Sharifitabar [I] to the wider context of the zero cell of this family of Poisson hyperplane
tessellations, we came across the need for a formula for the variance of the volume of the zero
cell. Finding a manageable expression turned out to be a rather complex issue. In fact, the
formulas presented here mark the starting point of a more detailed study of the asymptotic
behaviour of characteristics of the zero cell as the dimension goes to infinity. Results concerning
lower dimensional sections of the zero cell and other shape characteristics as well as a connection
to the hyperplane conjecture will be considered separately.

In the following, we give a more detailed overview of our results. A precise description of the
particular (parametric) model of a Poisson hyperplane tessellation used here is given in Section
2. For this model we then derive, in Section 3, an explicit expression for the expectation
and bounds for the moments of the volume of the zero cell in Proposition An explicit
expression for the second moment and the variance of the volume of the zero cell is provided
in Theorem These results follow from a sequence of lemmas which make use of integral
geometric transformations and the symmetries of the geometric situation. In Theorem [2| we
deduce bounds for the variance of the volume of the zero cell which involve auxiliary quantities
D(n,r) and E(n,r). These quantities have to be evaluated and bounded from above and below
for a given distance exponent r and an intensity 7. In Corollary (1| we consider the zero cell
of a Poisson hyperplane tessellation with constant distance exponent r. The choice r = 1
corresponds to a stationary Poisson hyperplane tessellation. For constant intensity we then
prove that all moments as well as the variance of the volume of the zero cell go to infinity as
the dimension n goes to infinity.

In order to fix the expected volume of the zero cell, independent of the dimension, the
intensity of the underlying Poisson hyperplane process can be chosen appropriately as a function
of the dimension n. However, it follows from our bounds that as long as the distance exponent
r is fixed, the variance of the volume of the zero cell still goes to infinity as n goes to infinity.
The investigation in Section 4 thus suggests that in order to ensure that the variance converges
to zero, the distance exponent r has to be adjusted to the dimension n. In Corollary [2] we
summarize the case where the distance exponent r is proportional to the dimension n, i.e.
r = an with a fixed factor a € (0, 00). For constant intensity we show that the expectation and
the moments of the volume of the zero cell now all converge to zero as the dimension n goes to
infinity.

In Theorem |3 we finally consider the situation where the distance exponent r is proportional
to the dimension, i.e. » = an with some fixed a > 0, and the intensity 7(a,n) is chosen as a
function of the dimension n and the factor a in such a way that the expected volume of the zero
cell is equal to a positive constant. In this case we prove that the variance of the volume of the
zero cell converges to zero at an exponential speed of optimal order as n — oco. In particular,
the volume of the zero cell converges in distribution. In the special case r = n (i.e. a = 1), we
fully recover results for the typical cell of a Poisson-Voronoi tessellation obtained in [I]. The
present more general approach applies to a larger class of tessellations and admits various other
extensions and variations that will be discussed in detail in subsequent work.



2 Preliminaries

In the following, we mainly use the notation and terminology of the monograph [23]. We work
in an n-dimensional real Euclidean vector space R™, n > 2, with scalar product (-, -) and norm
|| -]l The unit ball {x € R™: ||z|| < 1} centred at the origin o is denoted by B”", its boundary is
the unit sphere S"~!. For k € {0,...,n}, the Grassmannian of k-dimensional linear subspaces
of R” is denoted by G(n, k), and the affine Grassmannian of k-dimensional affine subspaces
(k-flats) by A(n, k); both are equipped with their standard topologies. For u € S"! and
t € 0,00), we write

H(u,t) :={x e R": (z,u) =t}, H (u,t):={x e R": (x,u) <t}

Lebesgue measure on R™ is denoted by \. For E' € G(n, k), Lebesgue measure on E is denoted
by Ag. Besides we define S& ' := ENS" ! and Hg(u,t) := E N H(u,t), for u € S&* and
k € {1,...,n}. The s-dimensional Hausdorff measure is denoted by H?*, where s > 0. For
s = n we sometimes refer to it as n-dimensional volume V,,. A frequently occurring constant is
the volume of the unit ball,

[NIES

T
kg 1= \p(BY) = m,
for k € Ny. The surface area of the unit sphere S*~!, for k € N, is given by
wi = HH(SFY) = kky = 275 .
@)
We repeatedly use that
2 atl +1
[ine)(cos)’a = %—F(;g%) 1)
0

for o, 6 > —1; see [2, (5.6)] or [26, (12.42)]. In the following, we often use the connection
between the Beta and the Gamma function (see [26 (12.41)]) and Stirling’s formula for the
Gamma function (see [20, (12.33)] or [2, p. 24]). For m € N and xy,...,z,, € R", we denote
by [z1,..., %] the convex hull and by span{zy,...,z,} the linear hull of z1, ..., x,,.

The family of nonempty, compact, convex subsets of R™ is denoted by K". For a topological
space (T,7), a measure is always defined on the o-algebra B(T') of Borel sets of T, i.e. the
smallest o-algebra containing the open sets 7. We write p* := y ® -+ ® pu, with k factors p,
for the k-fold product of a measure u. By SO, we denote the group of proper (i.e. rotation
preserving) rotations on R", and v, is the unique Haar probability measure on SO,,.

The following setting has previously been considered in a more general, not necessarily
isotropic framework, in the context of Kendall’s problem [9] (see also [6], [4]). Let (Q,A,P)
denote the underlying probability space. Further, let X be a Poisson hyperplane process in
R™, i.e. a Poisson point process in the space A(n,n — 1). Subsequently, we identify a simple
counting measure with its support, so that for a Borel set A C A(n,n — 1) both notations
X (A) and card(X N A) denote the number of elements of X in A. We assume that the intensity
measure O(-) = EX(-) of X is of the form

o0

@<-):on / / {H(u,t) € -1~ dt H" (du) 2)
Sn=1 0

with v > 0 and r € (0,00). We refer to v as the intensity and to r as the distance exponent
of the hyperplane process X. Clearly, © is rotation invariant for all » > 0. Furthermore, © is
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translation invariant only for » = 1. Observe that a calculation similar to the one required for
implies that ©({H € A(n,n—1): HN[—e,e] #0}) = O({H € A(n,n—1): HNJ0,2e¢]})
for e € S if and only if » = 1. (It is well known that the intensity measure is translation
invariant for r = 1; cf. [23] (4.33)] and the reflection symmetry of H"~! on the unit sphere.)
Therefore, since X is a Poisson process, X is always isotropic but stationary only for r = 1.

The random polytope
Zo= () H,

is the zero cell of the hyperplane process X, where H~ denotes the (almost surely uniquely
determined) closed half-space bounded by H which contains the origin. Clearly, Z, depends on
~ and 7; although this dependence is not made explicit by our notation.

For the distance exponent » = n the zero cell Z, is equal in distribution to the typical cell
of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi tessellation (see [9]). More detailed information on the topic
of random tessellations is provided, e.g., in [19], [23], [24, Chapter 6] and [25]. Poisson-Voronoi
tessellations have been studied extensively in the literature; see, for instance, [7], [13] and
[15]. Stationary Poisson hyperplane tessellations have been considered, e.g., in [8], [10] 1], 12].
Recently, also non-stationary Poisson hyperplane tessellations have attracted some attention
(cf. [9], [21]). A review of recent results on random polytopes is given in [3], [20], [22], [23]
Chapter 8], [24, Chapter 7).

3 A general formula for the variance

Let X be a Poisson hyperplane process in R™ with an intensity measure of the form . We
assume that v > 0 and r € (0,00). By Fubini’s theorem and basic properties of a Poisson
process, we have

E[V,(Z)"] =E| / 1y, (21) dar -+ / 17 (24) ]

Rn R™

= / P([L’l,...,ﬂkaZ())dl'l...dl'k

(Rn)*
2y 7
= | |- V{H(u,t) O [o,a1,...,x5) # 0}
(R”)k nsn—l 0

w11t H”_l(du)] dz, ... dzy. (3)

From we now deduce lower and upper bounds for the moments of V,,(Zy). For e € S" 1 we

define "
eln,m) = / (e, u)y, H" M (du) = 7% (%)

r+711 ’ (4)
L (=5*)

—

which is indeed independent of the choice of the unit vector e. The explicit value is deter-
mined by a suitable decomposition of spherical Lebesgue measure (see [10, (1.41)]) and by an
application of ([I)).

The following result provides bounds from above and below for the moments of the volume
of the zero cell. Note that the ratio of the upper and the lower bound is given by the ratio of
the corresponding values of the Gamma functions in these bounds.



Proposition 1. For k € N, we have

kn kn

n k Nk, T B kn nK,T o

F(=+1) & —2— <E[V.(Z)¥1<T + 1) ke —= .
<r + ) Fon <270(n,r)> < E[Va( 0> ] ( r ) fn (270(71, T))

In particular, for k =1 we get

n nkar \ "
EVa(Zo)] =T (2 41) ko (=)
)= (3+1) e (e )
Proof. Starting with , introducing polar coordinates and by symmetry, we get

E[V,.(Zo)"]

o 2 o0
// / / exp[—mz / /1{H(u,t)ﬂ[0,3101,...,skvk]#@}
0 0 (Sn 1 nSn—l 0
x "Lt H”’l(du)] P S HY  (dwy) . HY  (dvy ) dsy - - dsy
Sk// / / exp //1{Hut [0, s101] # 0}
0 0 (Sn-1yk "gi-1 0

x t"tdt H"_l(du)] syl s HY (o) L 1T (dvy) dsy, - dsy .

Since

/ /1{H(u,t) N o, s1v1] # O3 dt H™ ! (du)

Sn—1 0
oo

- / /1{0 <t < {(spvp,u) { T dtHH (du)

Snfl 0
1 T
= —sjc(n,r
r 1 ( ) )7
the upper bound follows easily.

For the lower bound, we observe that H (u,t)N[o,x1, - ,xx] # (0 if and only if there is some
i € {1,--- ,k} such that H(u,t)N[o,x;] # 0. Hence, E[V,(Zy)*] can be bounded from below by

/exp 2 / /Zl{Hut o, # 0 dt 1™ (du)] d ..

=1

(R'n) Sn— 1 0
2 r K
— (/ exp [— Yl c(n,r)] dxl) .
n Nk,
Now the assertion can be shown by a straightforward calculation. O]

Remark 1. The lower bound in Proposition[I]can also be obtained by an application of Holder’s

inequalityI; Moreover, for fixed r and k, the ratio of the upper and the lower bound is of the
1— kn

order n"z kv .



For the statement of Theorem [I} which provides formulae for the second moment and the
variance of V,,(Zy), we need the constant

Wp—1Wn

47

bn,g =

and the auxiliary functions

(t, ) ; t— cosy E( T 7T>
(6] =arctan { ———— ——, =
s sin @ 22

and
) a(t.p) 3
F.(t,p) = 7o) t / (cos )" db + / (cos )" do
-3 a(t,p)—¢
for (¢,¢) € 0,1] x (0,7). In the following, we will use that
1
5 SEty) <t +1<2 (5)

for all (t,¢) € [0,1] x (0,7), which follows from the subsequent Remark 3| (1) and (2).

Theorem 1. Let X be a Poisson hyperplane process in R™ with an intensity measure of the
form with intensity v > 0 and distance exponent r € (0,00). Then

8b, 2n nK,T e
E[V,(Z0)%] = . 2 F( > <270 (7] ) // 2n (sin )" % dt dyp

2n

Var[V,,(Zy)] = 8”6”2 T (2") (M) .

r 2v¢(n,r)

//( SR +11>2n)t"_l(sinw)”‘thdgp.

Proof. The formula for E[V,(Z,)?] is implied by the subsequent Lemma , Lemma 4| and
straightforward calculations. The formula for Var[V,,(Z,)] then follows if we also use the repre-

sentation of (IEZ[Vn(ZO)])2 as a double integral, i.e.

and

1

2 8mhy, 2n Nky e
(EVa(Z)])” = r QF( )(%cn 7") // (tr+1)% (sin )" dt dy.

0

which is a consequence of the special case k = 1 of Proposition [ and of the fact that

1
! 1T(%)?
[ e LI
S+ 1) 2r [(22)

which follows from the substitution z = (t" + 1)~!, the symmetry of the resulting integrand
with respect to 1/2 and basic calculations involving Beta and Gamma functions. Furthermore,

we use that -

n’k2 = 4mb, o /(sin ©)" 2 dyp,
0
which follows from the definition of x,, and b, 2 and from a special case of . O
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Figure 1: Numerical evaluation of the formula for the variance from Theorem [l| using the

numerical integration functions of MATHEMATICA®. In the top panel, we fix ¥ = 1 and

E[V,.(Zy)] — lim E[V,,(Zy)] = E[V.(Zy)] — kn is plotted as a solid line for comparison. In the
r—00

bottom panel, 7 is chosen in such a way that E[V,,(Zy)] = 1.
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Figure 2: Numerical evaluation of the formula for the variance from Theorem [1| using the
numerical integration functions of MATHEMATICA®. In the top panel, we fix ¥ = 1 and
E[V,.(Zy)] is plotted as a solid line for comparison. In the bottom panel, 7 is chosen in such a

way that E[V,,(Zy)] = 1.



Remark 2. In Figure|[l|and Figure [2 numerical calculations of the variance based on Theorem
are added. In small dimensions (n = 2,3,4) the numerical calculations of the variance for
varying r are plotted for v = 1. In this case observe that by Proposition[I]and Stirling’s formula
we have lim E[V,,(Zy)¥] = kF for k € N and arbitrary fixed n > 2. In addition we study the
r—00
choice 7 = Firuls (T(2 + 1)k,) ", which implies E[V,(Zy)] = 1 and lim E[V,(Z)*] = 1 for
g r—00
k € N and arbitrary fixed n > 2 by Proposition [I] Theorem [2] and Lemma [5] which will be
proved in the following section, and Stirling’s formula show that for both choices of v we obtain

n+1

Var[V,,(Zy)] < Cr~ 2|

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on v and n in the first case and only on n in the
second. On the other hand, for specific choices of r (r = 1, r = 0.5n, r = n, r = 2n) the
numerically determined values of the variance for varying dimension n are plotted for v = 1

and v = g7 (D2 + 1)/<;n)%. The high-dimensional limiting behaviour of the moments and

the variance is studied in the following section.

In the following remark, we collect some facts which are helpful for a proper understanding
of the formulas for the second moment and the variance of the volume of the zero cell in
Theorem [1| and which are used several times subsequently.

Remark 3. (1) Let ¢ € (0,7) and ¢ € [0,1]. Then

T T
_5<90_§:a(07‘10)Sa(tvso)ga(lv‘p):

N6

since t — a(t, ¢) is increasing on [0, 1].

(2) A special case of (1) is

/2(COS " do = c(2,7).

INE

The following lemmas lead successively to the explicit formulas for the second moment and
the variance of the volume of the zero cell stated in Theorem Il Lemma [l and Lemma [ are
needed to prove Lemma [3] whereas Lemma [3] and Lemma [] have been used directly in the
proof of Theorem . In a first step, the integral representation of the second moment of V;,(Zy)
from will be simplified considerably by an application of a Blaschke-Petkantschin formula
(cf. [23]). For x1, 25 € R", let Va(x1, x2) denote the area of the parallelogram spanned by these
vectors. Further, denote by v the unique rotation invariant probability measure on G(n,2).
As usual, {eq,...,e,} denotes the standard basis of R".

Lemma 1. We have

EVa(Z0)] = bua / exp[—f; / 71{H(u,t)ﬂ[0,:c1,:c2]7£®}t’"1

span{e1,ez }2 Sn—=1.0

x dt H"*(du)} Vw1, 22)" 2 A2 (d(z1, 22)).

span{ei,ea}

Proof. From , the linear Blaschke-Petkantschin formula [23, Theorem 7.2.1], the rotation
invariance of spherical Lebesgue measure and the invariance of Vs(-,+), we obtain that

E[Vi(Zo)"]



o0

= b / /exp[—n%zn//1{H(u,t)ﬂ[0,x1,x2]%@}

G(n,2) L2 Sn-1 0

x " dt ’H”’l(du)} Va(z1, 22)" 2 A} (d(1, x2)) V3 (dL)

_bm/ / exp[—n%zn/701{H(u,t)ﬂ[0,191:1,19x2]7é@}

SO, span{ey,ez}? sn—1 0

L dt H”*(du)} Vo (D1, 92)" 2 N2 (d(21, 72)) v (dD)

span{ei,ez}

b / / exp[—s—; / 701{H(19u,t)ﬂ[0,19x1,19x2]7&(2)}

SO, span{eq,ez}? Ssn—=1 0

L dt %"*1<du)} Va(w1, 22)"2 N2 (d(w1, 22)) v (d9)

span{ei,ea}
5 00
s [ ew[- 2L [ [1H@O A0 £0)

span{ei,es }? Sn—1 0

L dt Hn*(du)} Va(@r, )" 2 A2 (d(a1, 22)),

span{ei,ea}

which yields the assertion of the lemma. O
Next we simplify the inner double integral of the expression which was derived in Lemma
for E[V,,(Zy)?] by exploiting further the symmetry of the situation.

Lemma 2. For x1, x5 € span{ey, es} C R"™, we have

o0

/ / V{H (u,1) O [0, 21, ] £ O~ dt H™ (du)
-2 771{H<(§§ ) 0o a1zl # 0} de .

Proof. For n = 2 there is nothing to prove. Hence we can assume that n > 3. Let F :=
span{ey, ea}. The map

P Spx(0,5) x Sp® — S
(u1,0,u3) +—  cos(0)uy + sin(6)us,

is injective and its image covers S™ ! up to a set of measure zero. Its Jacobian is
JE(uy,0,uy) = cos(6)(sin(0))" 3,

and hence the area-coarea formula (cf. [5, Theorem 3.2.22]) yields that

/ / V{H (u,£) O [o, 21, 23] # O3 dt 1 (du)

Sn—1 0

10



://2 / 71{H(cos(9)u1+sin(9)u2,t)m[o,azl,xz]%@}

SL 0 sgf 0
x cos(6)(sin )"t dt H™ " (duy) dO H (duy).

Since [0, 1, 25| C E and

H(cos(0)uy + sin(@)ug, t) N E = Hg (Uh L) )
cos 0

for 6 € [0,7/2), we get

/ / VLH (u, ) N [o, 20, 29] £ 03 dt 1 (dw)

Sn—1 0

3 oo .
= (n - 2)571,72 ]-{HE (Ula _> N [07 $1,l‘2] 7£ Q)}
S}E/O/O/ cos

x cos(6)(sin 0)" 3" dt df H* (du,)

= (n— Q)KH_Q//Q]OI{HE(ul,t) N (o, z1,25] # 0}

x (cos 0) T (sin 0)" "1 dt d§ H' (duy)

™

2

=(n—2)Ky_2 /(Cos )" (sin 0)"3d0

X L{H (uy,t) N o, 1, 25) # O} dt H' (duy)
S/ [

21 oo

1{H (0086) t) N o, z1,m2) # 0} dt do,

sin 6

which completes the proof of the lemma. n

Having simplified the inner integral of the expression found in Lemma [1| for E[V,(Zy)?],
we reduce the outer integral in the next lemma by again taking advantage of the problem’s
symimetry.

Lemma 3. We have

™ oo 8

E[V,(Z,)? :87rbn2///exp e(n,r)
Nk c(2,71)
00 0

21 oo

x / J{m((Seg) 0nlos (Sn2) (5)1 # 0fearan

x 5" (sin )" "2 du ds de.

11



Proof. Combining Lemma |1l and Lemma [2| and introducing polar coordinates, we get

E[Va(Z0)?]

21w 2w 00 00

chaf [ o] 2

2w 0o

[ [ (@) o0t (57) » (S0)1 20} e

x us|sin(p — ¥)us|" 2 du ds dp dp

2m 27 00

“waf 2] [l i

2w 0o

o f T () 0l (525) o (01 #0)e aa
0 0

x |sin(p — )| (us)" ! duds dy dip,

where the symmetry in u and s is used to justify the second equality. Hence we derive

E[V..(Zo)?]

2w 2w oo s

c(n,r
:2bn72////exp Nk, (2 ri
0 0 n )
o/

/ (St~ 0) 0 ntos (e =) ()1 # 0 ]

x u" 1" sin(p — )" du ds dip dip

2 oo s
2y ¢(n,r)
:47rbn72///exp[—m{ c((2 T)
00 0 S
27

o] Ja{C(e0) o (9). (1)1 0} e

x u" 1" sin | du ds dip

o [ ] fen] - e
7 Tt (G58) s (522 () -]

s" 1u” Y(sin )" du ds dep.

For the last equation, we used that

12



2w oo

cos coS U r_
T (8) s (50) () o
00
x u" 1" sin |2 du ds dip

[l
<[ [afu(Gng) onles (5f) () #0hraeas]

x u"1s" L (sin )" 2 du ds dip,

which follows from the invariance of the inner integral under reflection of ¢ and € with respect
to the first axis (that is, invariance with respect to replacing ¢ by —¢ and 6 by —6). This
completes the proof. O

In the expression found in Lemma 3| the indicator function depends on 6,t,s,u and ¢. Its
support can be determined explicitly. This is used in the proof of the following lemma where
it is shown how the integration with respect to ¢ in Lemma 3| can be carried out.

Lemma 4. For u,s € (0,00), u < s and ¢ € (0,7),

2m oo
[ [a{n((a) 0ntos (507) - ()1 20 = =228 (1.0).
0 0

Proof. The value of the integral on the left-hand side of the asserted equation does not change if
we choose [—7/2, 37/2] instead of [0, 27| as the integration domain. Thus we have to determine
the support of the indicator function under the integral on [—7/2,37/2] x [0, 00). Let ¢ € (0, 7)
be fixed. Then the indicator function is 1 if and only if

H((Gng) 00 Lo (Gre) 140 o m((Gng) 00l () 120 @

which is satisfied if and only if

t € [0,u(cos )] U0, s(cos(0 — ¢))+].

If @ € [-7/2,¢ — w/2], this is equivalent to ¢ € [0,ucosf]. If 0 € [p — 7/2,7/2], this is
equivalent to ¢t € [0, max{ucosf,scos(d — ¢)}|. If 6 € [7/2,¢ + 7/2], this is equivalent to
t € [0,scos(f — ¢)]. For all other choices of 6 € [—m/2,3m/2], this is equivalent to t = 0, and
hence can be neglected for the integration. Since

2 — cos
ucosf = scos(d — p) & 60 = arctan (d) =« (ﬁ’ <p> ,
sin ¢ s

13



Figure 3: Support of the indicator function for ¢ = Z

we conclude that @ is satisfied if and only if

(0,t) € <[—g,a <%,<p>) X [O,ucos@]) U <[a <g,g0> RUES g] x [0, s cos(f — gp)]) ,

as illustrated in Figure [3] Now the integral can be easily computed.

4 Variance inequalities

In the next theorem, inequalities for Var[V,,(Zy)] are provided. In these inequalities two auxiliary
quantities, D(n,r) and E(n,r), to be defined below, are involved. In Lemma [5| we establish
crucial bounds for E(n,r).

For n € N with n > 2 and r > 0, we define

D(n,r) = nr” (2: + 1) (%)

and

Eln,r) = /Slngo /t” L1+t — Bt ) dt d.

0

2n—

Introducing for v € [—7/2,7/2] and r € (0, 00) the function M(v,r) by

us

M(v,r) = 0(217 7 /(cos 6)" do,

we obtain



+ M(p — alt, ), T)} dt de,
where —7/2 < a(t,p) <7/2 and 0 < /2 < @ — a(t,p) < /2 for p € (0, 7).
Theorem 2. With these definitions, we have
E(n,r)D(n,r) < Var[V,(Zy)] < E(n,r)D(n,r) 45

Proof. The mean value theorem and yield that

// tr—i—l— (2, gp))t” Y(sin )" 2 dt de,
00

ﬁlﬁ

*‘:

hence we deduce from Theorem [T}, that

2n

Var[V,(Zo)] > E(n, r)C(Q;Z; 2 87Tf”’2r (2—") (%) " = B(n.r) D(n.1).

Again by the mean value theorem and , we have

T 1
1 1
/ / = — = | " (sing)" P dt dy
0 0 o) (r+1)"

T 1
42 9% // tr +1-— go))t”’l(sin ©)" 2 dtdp.
,
0
Now the assertion follows in a similar way as for the lower bound. m

The next lemma provides upper and lower bounds for the auxiliary quantity E(n,r). In
the sequel, these bounds will then be combined with Theorem [2| to obtain further consequences
stated in Corollaries [l and 2 and in Theorem [3l
Lemma 5. (a) For allr € (0,00), we have

¢ < B(n,7) <3/2
with a constant ¢, > 0 which depends on r but not on n.

(b) For allr € (0,00) and n > 3, we have

[
3
+
3

(1+£) 2 n r _% n T2
—t12 (1 —) 1
¢ vr+1 ’ +2n ( +n+r>

SE(TL,T>SC%2Q (1+L)_g <1_|_ n )_ 2

with constants ¢, C' > 0 which are independent of r and n.

15



(¢) For allr € (0,00), we have

1 1
c < E2,r) <
(r+1)2~ ( )_\/7’+1

with a constant ¢ > 0 which is independent of r.

Proof. (a) Let r € (0,00) be fixed. By () and Remark [3| (2), we get

T 1

n 3 3
E < — in)" 2 [ " dtdp = =.
0 0

Next we bound E(n,r) from below. For this we start from (7)), use the fact that M is non-
negative and decreasing with respect to its first argument and that «a(¢, ) < ¢/2 < 7/4, for
¢ € (0,7/2), by Remark |3} (1), and apply then Remark (3} (2). This leads to

[VE]

E(n,r) > Lm/(sin @)”2/tn+’"1M(a(t, @), r)dtdp

~c(2,n—
0
M
n Zor
> : ’I’L*2d . 47
> 5 [ingr2ap =1
0
1 T
> (2(1+ 7)) M (Z,r> ¢ >0.
(b) Note that
™ 1

n

Blnr) = o [mer [en @ drag.

0

where h, : [0,1] = R, for ¢ € (0,7), is defined by
hy(t) == c(2,7) (1 +t" — F.(t,9)), t€0,1].

Observe that h, depends on r, although this dependence is not made explicit by our notation
(since r > 0 is arbitrary but fixed in this part of the proof). Recall that —7/2 < a(t, ¢) < /2,
0 < ¢ —alt,¢) < m/2 and note that

I —a(ty) 57— (p—a(tp))
hy(t) =t" / (sin®)" df + / (sin®)" db.
0 0

The function h,, is strictly increasing on [0, 1], since

hfp(t) =t / (sin0)" df + ay(t, ) ((cos(a(t, ) — @) — t"(cos(a(t, v))")

0
7&(

=t ! /
0

Ly

[VE]

)
(sin6)" do > 0,

16



where 0 < /2 — a(t, ) < w. Here, oy denotes the partial derivative of «(t, ¢) with respect to
the first argument ¢. For the last equality we used that cos(p) + tan(a(t, ¢))sing = t, by the
definition of «(t, ), and therefore

cos(a(t,p) — ) = cos(a(t, p)) cos(p) + sin(a(t, p)) sin p = tcos(a(t, ¢)).

Since a(1, p) = /2, we obtain for ¢ € [0, 1] that

which implies

2 f : n—2 WEW : T
E(n,r) < =22 0/(smgo) 0/(81119) df dep. (8)

Reproducing the argument at the bottom of p. 925 in [I], for ¢ € (0,7) we get that

T—¢

(sin 0)" do < / 50 (sin )" db
cos("5%)
 Gsin(z5)
(r+1)sin %
(cos &)+t

R .

0

From and @D we deduce for n > 3 that

2 r (cos £)r+l
E < inp)"t—2—d
(n,7) < (r+1)e(2,n —2)c(2,7) /(sm ?) sing 7
0

2

2" : n—3 Cos n+r—1
S F D@ =22 /<Sm¢’) (cos y)*" dyy

1+£ n T2 -3
E(n,r) <C oo 22 (1+ - ) <1—|— r) :.

on
To derive a lower bound for E(n,r), for all n > 2, we start from @ to get

T

1
B(nr) 2 5o [smer=? [ e iaatt o) drg.
0

0

17



since M is nonnegative. For ¢ € (0,7), we have a(t,p) < ¢/2 and ¢/2 € (0,7/2), hence
M(p/2,1) < M(a(t,¢),r). Thus we get

This implies that

E(n,r) > n 1 / (p>r+1 p
n,r sin cos—
’ _n+7’r+1c(2n—2 2 2 4
0
%
> an—r %2"’1 /(Sinw)”2(cosw)"”1 dyp

0
_ n—1\ T (ntr
:c<1+£)1 n 2n—2F(2)F( )
n r+1 "

Stirling’s formula then yields

which gives the lower bound.

(¢) Since the proof of the lower bound in (b) works also for n = 2 we immediately get the lower
bound.

To derive the upper bound for n = 2, we first use to get

(sin®)" df dy

Since 29/m < sin?, for ¥ € [0, 7/2], we further deduce that

3
2 2 1
E2,r) < /sin Y(cos V)" dv =
c(2,7)
0

18



Using Stirling’s formula, we find ¢(2,7) > 2/y/r + 1 which yields that E(2,r) < 1/v/r + 1.
[l

In the following corollary, the bounds in are obtained from Proposition |1| by applying
Stirling’s formula, compare , and . For the bounds in we first use Theorem
2l Then, Lemma [j] (a) implies that the factor E(n,r) is bounded from above and below by
constants depending only on r, whereas the factor D(n,r) is equal to the upper bound from
Proposition 1| for & = 2 multiplied with (n/r)(1/2)2"/ which has already been considered to
obtain ((10)).

Corollary 1. For k € N and fized r € (0,00), there are constants ¢,,C, > 0, depending on r
and k but not on n or~y, such that

kn kn

) L <EV,(Zo)M] < Con'? (A(r)]%n (1+%)) (10)

e (A(r)% <1+£)

and there are constants c,, C. > 0, depending on r but not on n or vy, such that

2n 2n

e/ <A(r)% (1 + %)) " < Var[Vi(Z0)] < Co v (A(r)%” (1 + %)) T

where

For constant intensity ~y, we infer from Corollary [1| that E[V,,(Z,)*] and Var|V,,(Zy)] go to
infinity for fixed distance exponent r and n — co. Therefore we now choose the intensity v as
a function of n and r such that E[V,,(Zy)] is equal to a positive constant A~!. By Proposition

[ we have N
E[V,(Z)] =T (; + 1) o (%) .

Therefore, if we define

3=

A(r,n) == —l (AF (; + 1) nn)

1
=T
If we plug J(r,n) into the lower estimate from Theorem [2| keep in mind that by Lemma
(a) the factor E(n,r) is bounded from below by a constant depending only on r and apply

Stirling’s formula, then we obtain that there is a constant ¢, > 0 depending on r but not on n
or A, such that

with A > 0, then

InT(Z+1) 2
Var[V,,(Zy)] > EMQ_ZT > ¢, A\2y/n — 00 as n — 00.

_CT,;AQF(%—‘—]_)Q

The preceding analysis suggests that in order to arrive at a limiting behaviour comparable
to the case of a Poisson-Voronoi tessellation, i.e. with the variance converging to zero as n — oo,
we cannot choose the distance parameter r fixed but have to adjust it to the dimension. In
fact, in the following theorem we consider the case where r is proportional to n which is the
natural choice in view of the estimates that have been obtained.
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Corollary 2. Let r = an with fized a € (0,00) and k € N. Then there are constants ¢,C > 0,
depending on a and k but not on n or -y, such that

kn

kn

B 2 B 2

T (ﬂ) <R[V, (Zo)] < C 7% nk-h <ﬂ) | (12)
n n

and there are constants c,C' > 0, depending on a but not on n or vy, such that

. {4@ + 1)a+1} z R (B<a)>"

(a + 2)a+2 n

SEIN)

4a+1a+1% B
(a+1) 17

< Var[V,(Z)] < C { (a1 2)o+2

na=3 (B(a))n, (13)

where
a+1

~ 2me(a+1)
- - ,

B(a) :

Hence, if the intensity «y is constant and r = an, then E[V,,(Zy)*] and Var|V,,(Zy)] are converging
to zero as n — 00.

Proof. The inequalities in follow from Proposition [1| by means of Stirling’s formula, com-
pare (14).

For the inequalities in we first use Theorem . There is nothing to prove for n = 2.
Hence, we assume that n > 3. Then, E(n,an) is bounded by means of Lemma [5| (b), whereas
the factor D(n,an) is equal to the upper bound from Proposition || for & = 2 multiplied by
(1/a)(1/2)*/*, which has already been considered to obtain (12)). O

Now we choose again r = an, with fixed a > 0, and determine the intensity 7 in such a way
that the expected volume of the zero cell is equal to a positive constant. This is possible for a
special intensity function depending on a, the dimension n and a positive constant A that can
be prescribed arbitrarily. In the following theorem, we describe the asymptotic behaviour of
the volume of the zero cell in such a setting.

Theorem 3. Let r = an, with constant a € (0,00), and let the intensity be chosen as

- an’ky, 1 “
~(a,n) = —ZC(n, = <)\F <5 + 1) Iin)

with A\ > 0. Then the following is true.

(a) ForkeN,
1 I'(%+41)
— < E[V,(Z))¥] < a :
o S ElValZo)] < AT (L4 1)k
wmn particular,
1

(b) There are constants c¢,C > 0, depending on a but not on n or X\, such that

1 {4(@ + 1)a+1} 2 ;

1 1 [4(a+ 1)+ 11
)\2\/ﬁ (a+2)a+2

"X | lar )

m particular,

FL < Var[V,(Zy)] < C

lim Var[V,,(Zy)] = 0.

n—oo
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Proof. The inequalities in (a) follow from Proposition [I| and the special choice of the intensity
as Y(a,n). In (b) there is nothing to prove for n = 2. For n > 3 the inequalities follow from
Theorem [2 since D(n,an) is proportional to A=2 for the intensity chosen as J(a,n) and by
using the bounds for E(n,an) provided by Lemma [5| (b). O

Remark 4. For a = 1, we have Y(1,n) = nk,2" '\ and Theorem |3| recovers the sharp bounds
obtained by Alishahi and Sharifitabar in [IJ.
A Auxiliary Inequalities

The subsequent inequalities follow from Stirling’s formula for the Gamma function (see [26],
(12.33)] or [2 p. 24]). As before let r € (0,00). Then

e

n—1

2 T 1
) (n+r)ze dn

n—1

NEpT T n—+r\ 2 o1
< < - n+r)2edctn, 14
= 2¢(n,r) ~ F(T;—l)(%)i < n > ( ) (14)

Furthermore, for £ € N, we have

nk

k
N
27 <e >2 Vkn+r \/2671T . <(n—|—£> (n+2)

AT (2R (5)

3=
ol

.

k
gr<—"+1>ﬁai
r
- , g\/k \/2 nk 1 nk
VI () () i (o )
re2 \ m (n+2)2 (T—ke)? K

and
r(Z+ D) s
> (%) (Zi;) (Eﬁ?)kew (ntr)ime2 )" (16)
Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank a referee and an editor for their useful comments which helped
to improve the manuscript and Walter Mickel (Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT), Depart-
ment of Mathematics, D-76128 Karlsruhe, Germany) for his advice concerning the numerical
calculations.

21



References

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

AL1sHAHI, K. AND SHARIFITABAR, M. (2008). Volume degeneracy of the typical cell and the chord length
distribution for Poisson-Voronoi tessellations in high dimensions. Adv. Appl. Prob. 40, 919-938.

ARTIN, E. (1964). The Gamma Function. Holt, Rinehart and Winston, New York.

BARANY, 1. (2008). Random points and lattice points in convex bodies. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 45,
339-365.

CALKA, P. (2010). Tessellations. In New Perspectives in Stochastic Geometry. ed. W. S. Kendall and
I. Molchanov. Oxford Univ. Press., Oxford, pp. 145-169.

FEDERER, H. (1969). Geometric Measure Theory. Springer, Berlin.

HiLHORST, H.J. AND CALKA, P. (2008). Random line tessellations of the plane: statistical properties of
many-sided cells. J. Stat. Phys. 132, 627-647.

Hug, D. (2007). Random Mosaics. In Stochastic Geometry. ed. W. Weil. Springer, Berlin pp. 247-266.

Hug, D., REITZNER, M. AND SCHNEIDER, R. (2004). The limit shape of the zero cell in a stationary
Poisson hyperplane tessellation. Ann. Prob. 32, 1140-1167.

Hug, D. AND SCHNEIDER, R. (2007). Asymptotic shapes of large cells in random tessellations. Geom.
Funct. Anal. 17, 156-191.

HuGg, D. AND SCHNEIDER, R. (2010). Large faces in Poisson hyperplane mosaics. Ann. Prob. 38,
1320-1344.

MECKE, J. (1998). Inequalities for mixed stationary Poisson hyperplane tessellations. Adv. Appl. Prob.
30, 921-928.

MECKE, J. (1999). On the relationship between the 0-cell and the typical cell of a stationary random
tessellation. Pattern Recogn. 32, 1645-1648.

M@LLER, J. (1994). Lectures on Random Voronoi Tessellations. vol. 87 of Lecture Notes in Statistics.
Springer, New York.

MucHE, L. (2010). Contact and chord length distribution functions of the Poisson-Voronoi tessellation
in high dimensions. Adv. Appl. Prob. 42, 48-68.

MUCHE, L. AND BALLANI, F. (2010). The second volume moment of the typical cell and higher moments
of edge lengths of the spatial Poisson-Voronoi tessellation. Monatsh. Math. 163, 71-80.

MULLER, C. (1998). Analysis of Spherical Symmetries in Euclidean Spaces. Applied Mathematical Sci-
ences, vol. 129. Springer, New York.

NEwmaN, C.M., RINOTT, Y. AND TVERSKY, A. (1983). Nearest neighbors and Voronoi regions in
certain point processes. Adv. Appl. Prob. 15, 726-751.

NEwMAN, C.M. AND RINOTT, Y. (1985). Nearest neighbors and Voronoi volumes in high-dimensional
point processes with various distance functions. Adv. Appl. Prob. 17, 794-809.

OKABE, A., Boots, B., SUGIHARA, K. AND CHIU, S. (2000). Spatial tessellations: Concepts and
Applications of Voronoi Diagrams. Wiley & Sons, Chichester.

REITZNER, M. (2010). Random Polytopes. In New Perspectives in Stochastic Geometry. ed. W. S. Kendall
and I. Molchanov. Oxford Univ. Press., Oxford, pp. 45-76.

SCHNEIDER, R. (2003). Nonstationary Poisson hyperplanes and their induced tessellations. Adv. Appl.
Prob. 35, 139-158.

SCHNEIDER, R. (2008). Recent results on random polytopes. Boll. Un. Math. Ital. 1, 17-39.

SCHNEIDER, R. AND WEIL, W. (2008). Stochastic and Integral Geometry. Springer, Berlin.

22



SPODAREV, E. (2013). Stochastic Geometry, Spatial Statistics and Random Fields. vol. 2068 of Lecture
Notes in Mathematics. Springer, Berlin.

SToYAN, D., KENDALL, W. S. AND MECKE, J. (1995). Stochastic Geometry and its Applications. 2nd ed.
Wiley, Chichester.

WHITTAKER, E. T., WATSON, G. N. (1927). A Course of Modern Analysis. 1996 reprint of the 4th ed.
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Ya0, Y.-C. (2010). On variances of partial volumes of the typical cell of a Poisson-Voronoi tessellation
and large-dimensional volume degeneracy. Adv. Appl. Prob. 42, 359-370.

23



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 A general formula for the variance
	4 Variance inequalities
	A Auxiliary Inequalities

