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Uniformly distributed sequences in the orthogonal group
and on the Grassmannian manifold

Florian Pausinger

Abstract

Quasi-Monte Carlo methods replaced classical Monte Caelthods in many areas of
numerical analysis over the last decades. The purposesgfdipier is to extend quasi-Monte
Carlo methods into a new direction. We construct and impteraeuniformly distributed
sequence in the orthogonal groGfin). From this sequence we obtain a uniformly dis-
tributed sequence on the Grassmannian maniféd, k), which we use to approximate
integral-geometric formulas. We show that our algorithmpares well with classical ran-
dom constructions and, thus, motivate various directionéuture research.
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1 Introduction

Quasi-Monte Carlo methods replaced classical Monte Cadthaas in many areas of numer-
ical analysis over the last decades. This is due to improeedtouctions of low discrepancy
point sets and sequences which yield a fast decay of the ingcapproximation errors thus
outperforming random point sets in many practical situetjosee([4]. The underlying pure
mathematical framework, known amiform distribution theoryis very well developed in ab-
stract settings. However, applications and concrete noeigins of point sets are mainly studied
and applied in the-dimensional unit cub@, 1)" or on the unit spherg”~!. These spaces have
nice algebraic properties which allow a precise analystb@fppearing approximation errors.
The purpose of our paper is to extend quasi-Monte Carlo ndstlio a new direction.
Let G(n, k) denote the Grassmannian manifold, which is the space éfdilinensional linear
subspaces dR™. Compact topological groups, especially then-abelianorthogonal group
O(n), and corresponding homogenous spaces, @ie, k), play an important role in many
areas such as statistics, physics and integral geometrife Wis well-known how to generate
uniform random elements i@(n) (for an overview se€ [3] and references therein, especially
[11],[22,[23]), there are so far only existence results forgtimasi-random setting in the form of
uniformly distributed sequences in compact, non-abelimolbgical groups; seé [15].
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We present a mathematical framework that allows to constradormly distributed se-
guences in compact topological groups. In particular, ta@roontributions of our paper are

i) the concrete construction of a uniformly distributed weace inO(n),
ii) an application of this sequence to the Grassmannianfoldri (n, k), and

iif) an implementation and numerical comparison of our semes to classical random con-
structions via the approximation of concrete integral getrim integrals.

On the theoretical side, we combine different results ireotd extend the Monte Carlo con-
struction to the quasi-random setting yielding the dessegluences. On the practical side, we
implement our results and give a proof of concept by showlirag our quasi-random construc-
tion compares well with the random construction in concestamples. Along the way, we
encounter various interesting questions for future refeaimed to extend the success of quasi-
Monte Carlo methods into the direction of compact topolabgroups.

The subgroup algorithm.  For everyn > 2 the orthogonal grou®(n) and its normal sub-
groupSO(n) are represented by orthogonak n matrices, either with determinasitl or only
+1, which both form a group since they are closed under muttiibn and taking inverses. We
construct a sequence by adapting the subgroup algorithmaafobis, Shahshahariil[3] using
a result of Veech[19]. Interestingly, this algorithm worfks general (abelian or non-abelian)
compact topological groups.

The idea of the subgroup algorithm is to consider a nesteth a@facompact (sub)groups
(not necessarily normal). We present the algorithm for @utigular case in which we consider
the chain

O(n)D>0Mn—-1)>0(Mm—-2)>D...D0(2),

whereO(n — 1) is the subgroup of)(n) obtained via fixing the (unit column) vecter € R";
that isO(n — 1) = {T" € O(n) : T'e; = e1}. Consider the top two terms of the chain. The
key lemma in[[3] claims that the product of a uniform randomneént ofO(n — 1), and a
uniform random coset representative fofn — 1) in O(n) is a uniform random element in
O(n). We follow the topological convention and refer to the disien of the manifold when
speaking about the general unit sphte!; consequently every € S”~! is ann-dimensional
vector. It is well-known tha™ ! can be used to identify the cosets@fn — 1) in O(n), since
S*=1 = O(n)/O(n — 1). Thus, knowing how to find random elements(xn — 1) and on
Sn~1 suffices to obtain a random elementxin) and hence random elements can be generated
inductively.

We extend this idea to the quasi-random setting yieldindah@wing theorem and its corol-
lary which we apply to concrete integrals.

Theorem 1. Given a uniformly distributed (ud) sequenceStt! and a ud sequence i@(n —
1), there exists an explicitly constructible ud sequenc@(n).

Corollary. Given a ud sequence @(n), there exists an explicitly constructible ud sequence
onG(n,k), foreverykwithl <k <n — 1.



Outline.  In Section 2 we recall the concept of uniform distributioncimmpact topological
groups and the result of Veech. We prove Thedrem 1 in SedtamdZpply it to certain integrals
over the Grassmannian in Sectidh 4. In Secfibn 5 we expliciinstruct the sequence and
present numerical results, before we conclude our papezatidsi6.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we recall important defintions and concepisut compact topological groups.
We refer to the books of Hewitt & Ross [12] and Kuipers & Niemdter [15, Chapter 4] for
further background on compact groups and for a detailed sitipo of the theory of uniform
distribution in such groups.

Compact groups and homogenous spaces. A compact topological groug- is a Hausdorff
topological space which is also a group such that the groepatipnsproductandinverseare
continuous functions. Aroper closed subgrouis a proper closed subsét of group elements
of G which is a group itself. There is a natural topology in thetegrd space~/H such that the
natural mag — ¢gH of G ontoG/H is open and continuous.

Let X be atopological space. A grodpactson X if there is a magz x X — X, such that
(gh)x = g(hx) andex = x forall g, h € G, z € X and for the identity elemenrt € G. Some
elements of a group acting on a spaamay fix a point. These group elements form a closed
subgroup called thesotropy group defined byG, = {g € G : gz = z}, z € X. A group
actionG x X — X istransitiveif for every pair of elements, y € X there is a group element
such thatyz = y. Given a compact topological group, a G-spaceor homogenous spade a
spaceX on whichG acts transitively. The spack is then isomorphic to the left cosets of the
isotropy group,X = G/G,. In particular, every compact topological group is a hormoyss
space and products of homogenous spaces are again homsgenou

There exists a unique non-negative regular normed Boresunea on a compact topologi-
cal groupG which is left translation invariant; that j§¢B) = u(B) for all ¢ € G and all Borel
setsB € B(G). This measure is called the normelhar measureon G with normalization
u(G) = 1. Because of the compactness(dthis measure is also right translation invariant and
thus we call itinvariant Given a homogenous spacdg, there is a uniqué-invariant Borel
measurep, on X defined byp(B) = u({g € G : gxo € B}), B € B(X) with arbitrary, but
fixed, zg € X; seel[21, Theorem 13.1.5].

Uniform distribution. A sequencgw,,) in a compact topological grou¢ is said to be
uniformly distributed (ud) with respect to the Haar measiwré- if wheneverU is an open set
of G whose boundary has measure 0, agds the characteristic function &f, the equation

1 N
Jim mzl Ly (wm) = u(U) (1)

holds. This definition is extended to a homogenous spadethe Haar measurg is replaced
by the uniquez-invariant Borel measurgon X . Importantly, it can be shown that the sequence
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(wy,) isudinG (resp.X) if and only if

N
. 1
dm 3 f(m) = |1 @
holds for all complex-valued, continuous functiof®n G (resp.X).

Themethod of Veech.  We construct a uniformly distributed sequence via a theaEvieech
using normal numbers. Before recalling this theorem, weark&rthat Drmota, Morgenbessér [5]
recently presented a different construction method basegoeralized Thue-Morse sequences
Veech [19] calls a sequence,,) of positive integersiniformly distributed sequence gener-
ator (udsg)if wheneverG is a compact group and,,) a sequence it which is not contained
in any proper closed subgroup, theneratedsequencéw,, ) with w,, = z,, 2, . .. 2, IS UNi-
formly distributed inG. In his remarkable paper, Veech not only shows that suchesegu
generators exist but gives also explicit constructions.
Fix an integerb > 1, and let all real numbera, 0 < « < 1, be represented by their
(unique) expansions to the basahat isae = 0.a1azas3 . . ., where thedigits a; are integers with
0 <a; <bfori>1,andalsa;; < b— 1 forinfinitely manyi. Let.J = [3;, 32) be a subinterval
of [0,1). If ais b-normal (for a definition seé [15]), there exist infinitely nyaintegersg > 2
such thaty, € J, wherea, = 0.a4aq+1 - ... Veech arranges these integers in increasing order,
forming a sequencéy,,). Now let (r,,) be the sequence of differences, thatis= ¢; — 1,
ro =¢qs —q, - - ., then Veech proves

Theorem 2 (Veech, [19]) The sequencér,,) is a uniformly distributed sequence generator if
ais b-normal and ifJ C [0, 1] is an interval of length at least/b.

As an example we mentidbhampernowne’s numbebtained by concatenating the decimal
representations of the natural numbers, that is

a = 0.123456789101112. . ..

This number is normal in basé®. Now, let(q,,) be the sequence of successive occurences of a
5ina (suchthatyy = 5,q =21, ...),thenry = ¢ — 1 =4,179 = q2 — ¢1 = 16, ... defines a
udsg; se€ [16] for more involved constructions of normal hars.

3 Proof of Theorem[I

The proof of Theorerfl1 is based on two lemmas which requirdiaddl definitions. Through-
out this section all topological spaces are considered teelbend countable. Given two ho-
mogenous spaces andY with corresponding Borel measurgg andpy, we define the prod-
uct spaceX x Y and the product measupg; x py in the usual way. The direct products of the
open sets ofX andY form a basis of the product topology. Moreover, (for produmt second
countable spaces) the productlgebra is the Boret-algebra of the product topology, on which
the product measure is induced by

(px x py)(B) = (px x py)(Bx x By) = px(Bx)py (By),
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for every basis elemerit = Bx x By.
The first lemma shows how to bijectively map elements of aagegroduct of homogenous
spaces to a related compact group.

Lemmal. LetG be a compact topological group, I1& C G be a proper closed subgroup and
let X = G/H be the space of cosets. Then there exists a bimeasuralgetild magl" : G —
X x H. Moreover, the Haar measugeon G admits the decompositidh(u) = px X pm.

Sketch of proof We follow [3] in the definition of the mafi’. Letw : G — X be the map that
assignsy € G to the coset containing. To choose coset representatives,det X — G be
a measurable inverse af(sor¢(z) = x). The existence of under our assumptions follows
from [1, Theorem 1]. Defin€ : G — X x H by

T(g) = (7(9), (¢7(9)) ' 9)-
This map is shown to be bimeasurable and bijective with seer
Tz, h) = ¢(x)h.

Let u, px andpy be invariant measures @, X and H normalized so that each space has total
mass 1. Then it follows from the definition of invariant me&suand the product decomposition
defined byl thatT' (1) = px x pm; seel[3, Lemma 4.1]. O

The bijective mag’ is not necessarily continuous and thus it seems in gendfialitito see
directly that it preserves the uniform distribution of asence inX x H which is mapped to
G. However, the mafi’ can be used to obtain a sequencéithat satisfies the assumptions of
the Theorem of Veech as shown in the following lemma. Theesfee need one final definition.

Consider two sequencés,,, ) and(y,,) in the homogenous spac&sandY". We construct a
sequencéu,,) in X x Y by combining the sequencégr,,,, ey')) and((ex, ym)), With ex, ey
being the neutral elementsnandY’, in such a way that its firgt?> elements are just all possible
pairs of(x;, y;) with 1 < i < kandl < j < k. Specifically, we define,,, by taking the unique
integerk > 1 with (k — 1)2 < m < k%, and settingu,,, = (xp, ;) if m = (k — 1)% +2i — 1,
andu,, = (x;,y;) if m = (k — 1)? 4 2i. Thus, the first terms of the sequer(eg,) are

(1,91)s (T2, 1), (x1,92), (T2, y2), (23, Y1), (T1,3), (T3, y2), (¥2,¥3), (x3,Y3), - .-

The sequencéu,,) is called theconvolutionof the sequencefz,,, ey )) and((ex, ym)), and
is denoted by(z,,) * (y.); see also[15].

Remark 1. It can be shown that this construction preserves unifornridigion. That is, the
sequencéu,,) = (x;) * (y;) is uniformly distributed in the homogenous spacex Y if (z;) is
udin X and(y;) isudinY.

Lemma 2. Let H be a proper closed subgroup 6f, which is not contained in any other proper
closed subgroup ofs, with X = G/H. Let(x,,) and (h,,) be ud inX resp. H, and let
(um) = (x;) * (h;) be asequence iX x H. Then the sequen¢d—!(u,,)) is not contained in
any proper closed subgroup 6f.



Proof. Our goal is to show that for every proper closed subgrou ¢iiere exists an element
um, such thatl' ! (u,, ) is not contained in this subgroup.

First, choose an arbitrary element, = (x;, h;). If T~(u,,) is contained inH, we know
thato(z;) is in H and, therefore, since¢g(x;) = z;, we get thate; = eH € X with e being the
neutral element. The left cosej#l of the compact subgroufl partition G and are in bijection
(via left multiplication) with each other, thus having thense measure. Hence, for every coset
gH in X we can choose an open sétC X with px(A) > 0 that does not containH; this is
especially true fog = e. Since(z,,) is ud in X, Nli_r)nool/N SN 1u(zm) = px(U), holds

for all open subset& of X and therefore also fod. Sincepx(A) > 0, there exists an element
Ty = Z in A. By modifying u,, to (Z, h;) we obtain an element that is not mapped4and
exists because of the definition of convolution.

Second, we fix an arbitrary proper closed subgréupith H ¢ F' and choose again an
arbitrary element,,, = (z;,h;). If T (uy) = ¢(z;)h; is in F, we know thatg(x) is in
th‘1 (which is a right coset of"). Let H' := H N F. This is a closed subgroup &f such
that the natural map. : H — H/H' is continuous and open. For the cosel’ in H/H'
we can again choose an open setiiH’ with positive measure that does not contaijf’
and whosex preimageB is open inH with pg(B) > 0. Since(h,,) is ud in H, we know
thatNli_r)nool/N SN 1y(hm) = pu(U), holds for all open subsefs of H and therefore also

for B. ThisNensures the existence of an e[erﬂe,gt: h € B, sinceB has positive measure.
Taking thish we obtain the element = (z;, h) which exists again because of the definition of
convolution. However, for this element we know tiat! (u) = ¢(z;)h is notin F. O

To turn to our particular case we follow|[3] and Bt= O(n) with H = O(n — 1) ={T" €
O(n) : T'e; = e1}. Coset representatives far(n — 1) in O(n) can be specified by saying
wheree; goes. Thus, the coset space is identified with= S*~! = O(n)/O(n — 1). Then
7(T') = T'ey. Let I denote the identity matrix and the transpose aof. The map

W):{z if 2= e,

I—2vt/e, ifx+#er, withv=—x+eq,c=0,

is a measurable inverse afthat is continuous except at (there is no continuous choice of
coset representatives). By [17, Lemma 5] the subgi@@p — 1) is not contained in any other
proper subgroup aD(n). Thus, given ud sequencesSi—! andO(n — 1), we apply Theorerf]2
to the sequenc&—!(u,,) and obtain a uniformly distributed sequenc&imm); see also Remark
[2. As for the base cas®(2), it suffices to pick uniformly distributed angles, form the interval
[0, 27) together with ud elements, from the se{ —1,1}. Then

( cos(dm)  sin(¢m) >

—tmsin(dp)  tm cos(dm)

yields a uniformly distributed sequencelni(2).



4 Application to the Grassmannian

In this section, we show a potential application of our udisege inO(n). In the first paragraph
we apply Theorer]l to obtain a ud sequence on the Grassmamaiaifold G(n, k). In the
second paragraph, we apply this sequence to a concreteated/e refer to the books of
Schneider([20] and Schneider & Weil[21] for more details onvex and integral geometry.

Ud sequence on the Grassmannian. It is well-known that the Grassmannian manifold
G(n,k) = O(n)/O(n — k) x O(k) is a homogenous space on which the orthogonal group
acts transitively. The natural operation@tn) on G(n, k) is given by(I', L) — I'L, which is
simply the image ofL underI". To get a topology ofi7(n, k) the surjective (but not injective)
function

Br: O(n) — G(n,k), I'—TLy,

is introduced, in whiclLy, is an arbitrary, but fixed element 6f(n, k). ThenG(n, k) is endowed
with the finest topology for whicl,, is continuous. Thus, the preimaggl(A) of every open
setA C G(n,k) is open. Moreover, as noted in Sectldn 2, there is a unique heasure
p = pr onG(n, k), normalized by, (G(n, k)) = 1. Letting u be the measure o®(n), py, is
theimage measuref p under the mapping,, which means

pk(A) = p({T € O(n) : TLy € A}) = u(B; ' (A)).
This naturally leads to a concrete version of the corolldryreorenil; see alsbl[5, Remark 3].
Corallary*. Let(z,,) be udinO(n). Then(y,,) := (Bk(xm)) isud inG(n, k).

Proof. Note that ifu; (0A) = 0, thenu (93, ' (A)) = 0. Moreover, we observe that

1 & 1 &
¥ 22 Lalom) — () = ¢ 3 Ly ) — 54D

Since(z,,) is ud inO(n) the right hand side converges to 0iggoes toco for all open sets in
O(n) whose boundary has measure 0. It follows from the contimfity;. that the preimage of
every open setl in G(n, k) is open inO(n) and thugy,,) isud inG(n, k). O

Finally, to prepare for the next paragraph, we introdubie:, k) as the space of ak-
dimensional affine subspaces®f, the affine Grassmannigron which there exists a unique
motion invariant, normalized Haar measwewith v ({E € A(n,k) | ENB™ # 0}) = by,
with b,,_;, being the volume of thén — k)-dimensional unit balB"—*.

Integral-geometric formulas. Let £ C R"™ be aconvex bodythat is a compact, convex set,
and letlg, 14, ..., V,, denote its intrinsic volumes, which are geometric funaisron the space,
K™, of all compact bodies iiR™. This space can be made into a metric space using the Hausdorf
metric. Thevolume V;,, the surface area2V,, 1, and theEuler characteristic 1, = x, are
often of special interest. The intrinsic volumes can be attarized by their properties, namely



that they are additive, motion invariant, and continuouseill importance is underlined by
Hadwiger’s Characterization Theoremvhich states that any additive, motion invariant, and
continuous function o/C" is a linear combination of the intrinsic volumes; se€ [9,.10]

The famousCrofton formulaprovides integral representations for the intrinsic vadsnof a
convex body. In the following, when integrating with resptecthe Lebesgue measurelR we
simply write dy. For our example, we use a special case of the classicalo@rbtirmula:

Vi oK) = - / (K N E) dy ®)
EcA(n,k)

for0 <k <n—1,wherek € K" is a convex body iiR", x (I N E) is the Euler characteristic
of the intersection, and ,, = (Z)bk{;—”_k Using [21, Theorem 13.2.12], we can rewr[té (3) and
obtain

Vi () = con - / / KN+ ) dy dyu, @)
LeG(n,k) JyeL+

in which L+ € G(n,n — k) denotes the (unique) orthogonal complement.af G(n, k) and
L + y denotes a translate df. Now we observe that the inner integral is simply the—
k)-dimensional volume of the orthogonal projection /6fonto L+, denoted asC|L*-. The
projection C| L+ is convex and varies continuously wifh Moreover, the volume functional
is continuous oriC"* and hence also its restriction to the subset consistingl girajections
K|L+* for L € G(n, k). Thus, settingf(L) = vol(K|L*) and using our ud sequen¢g,,) on
G(n, k), we get vial(R)

1 N
| 3 Jlom) - / o S @ | =0 (5)

Remark 2. It would, of course, be interesting to have a quantified wersif the convergence. In
this context, we refer to the recent paper [6], in which thiestion is answered for the special
case of integrating ove(3,2) and looking at solid tubes instead of convex bodies. However
extending these results to general integrals aWén, k) poses intricate geometrical problems.

5 Implementation and numerical results

This section contains all details needed to implement astcbte sequence. We describe how to
generate ud points on the sphere, outline our constructidrslow numerical results.

Ud sequenceson the sphere.  Distributing points on a hypersphere is a well studied mobl
We refer to the classical paper of Pommerenke [18] for a coctsvpn of an infinite sequence
and to Grabner, Klinger, Tichy[7] for a quantitative anadysf various constructions and their
use in numerical integration. To make our construction oetec we recall Hlawka’s appendix
[13] to obtain a ud sequence on the sphere given a ud sequefitd]i’; see [4] for different
constructions of ud sequences[in1]”. First, letn = 2k and let(«a,,) be a ud sequence in



[0, 1]2%. We write itsm-th element as a row vectp; (aum, ), q1(cm), - - -, pr(am), g (aum)) and
use the Box-Muller transforni [2], to obtain a vectgi, 7, .. ., &k, mx) € R?F with

& =/ —logpi(am) cos 2mq;(any), mi =/ —logpi(auy,) sin 27q; ().

In a next step, this vector is normalized to

¢(am) = <§_17m7"'7§_k777_k>7

ror ror

with r? = &2 +nf + ... + & + n2, yielding a point on the sphef# 1, such that the sequence
(®(avy)) is uniformly distributed o™~ . Concerning odd dimensions, we can simply ofqit
in the above construction and obtain a ud sequenc&of in a similar fashion.

Constructing a sequence.  Applying our theorem, it is enough to know how to obtain uni-
formly distributed sequences &', i = 1,...,n, to obtain a ud sequence @(n). Having
sequencesr,,) onS"~! and(y,,) in O(n — 1), we immediately obtain a sequence(n) in

3 steps:

(1) Form the convolutioriu,,) = (x,,) * (ym) INS" ™1 x O(n — 1).
(2) Map (u,,) viaT~! to O(n).

(3) Use Champernowne’s number as a uniformly distributepisece generator to modify
the sequenc® ! (u,,).

Using the subgroup algorithm to generate a random elemeng:in is anO(n?) algorithm; for
details se€[]3, 22]. (Note thatis just the size of the matrices and is independent of the eumb
of generated points!) Our quasi-random approach requirexdditional matrix multiplication
in the last of the above steps and thus the complexity of @arihm isO(n?). However, since

n is in general fixed and rather small this does not make anyfisignt difference in practice.

Remark 3. From a practical point of view it is interesting to note thaetmapg(z) is almost
continuous in our particular case. One can therefore safehyjt the third of the above steps and
still obtain a quasi-random sequence with good uniformritigtion properties as long as the
convolution of the two sequences is ud in the product spaseRemarkll.

Numerical results To test our ud sequencésg,,) we approximate different Crofton formulas
via (B). More precisely, for a given-dimensional convex bodiZ, and a fixedl < k < n we
evaluate the functiorf (L) = vol(K|L1), L € G(n, k), N-times and compute its mean

N 1 a
In,k = N E J(Um)-
m=1

We implemented three different versions of this approxiomatFirst, we computed random el-
ements orG(n, k), then we approximated the integral with our sequencesviallp the above
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three steps and finally we computed quasi-random elemeotscieg to Remarkl2. We tested
the three different implementations on various multi-disienal convex polytopes and sum-
marize our results for the first two algorithms in Table 1, [€8® and Figuré]l. We note that
the third implementation behaves always similar to the oamadpproximation. To generate the
guasi-random elements we usantambled Halton sequengese [4| 8] for definitions and good
choices of parameters. Our test polytopes are as followR3Jnve use the unit cube (3-cube),
the standard simplex (3-simplex) and Kirkman’s icosahedi¢-icosahedron). The last poly-
tope is given as the convex hull of

(£9, +6, £6), (£12, +4,0), (0, £12, +8), (+6, 0, £12),

see [14] for more information about this interesting popgo InR*, we used again the unit
cube (4-cube) and the standard simplex (4-simplex). Furtbee, we construced two random
polytopes by sampling 50 random points ®hresp.S? and taking their convex hulls.

polytope algo | #ver N =10 100 1000
3-simplex r 4 (0.547,1.262) (0.592,1.127) (0.598, 1.107)
qr 4 (0.614,1.140) (0.596,1.134) (0.597,1.109)
3-cube r 8 (1.551,1.450) (1.508,1.516) (1.519, 1.508)
qr 8 (1.473,1.590) (1.532,1.523) (1.513,1.506)
K-icosahedron| r 20 | (445.05,25.45) (454.89,24.89) (454.29,24.97)
qr 20 | (459.92,24.82) (455.20,24.92) (456.00, 25.01)
r-polytope r 50 (2.760, 1.937) (2.798, 1.910) (2.785, 1.918)
qr 50 (2.801,1.938) (2.768, 1.921) (2.790, 1.921)
r 150 | (3.009, 1.982) (3.018, 1.977) (3.020, 1.975)
qr 150 | (3.018,1.975) (3.022, 1.975) (3.020, 1.974)

Table 1: Comparison of random and quasi-random approximatidi®n The values in brackets show
I, resp.I%,.

To explain the values we obtain, we recall the intrinsic wods of the unit cube iR3. The
surface area, which - V5, of the 3-cube is 6. By{3) - V2(3-cube = 4fLeG(3’1) f(L) duy.
Thus, we expect our algorithms to convergelts. Similarly, the integrated mean curvature,
obtained asr - V1, of the 3-cube iSw, and thus we again expect a valueldf. Similar consid-
erations allow to check the other values as well. In paricuiote that the random polytopes
approximate the corresponding spheres as the number afeseicreases. Since the surface
area ofS? is 47 we expectl?{\f1 to approximater = 3.14... from below, which can indeed be
seen from our results.
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polytope | algo | #wver | N =10 100 1000 10000

4-simplex | r 5 1.168 1.092 1.127 1.131
qr 5 1.195 1.140 1.112 1.124
4-cube r 16 1.657 1.682 1.676 1.672

qr 16 1.732 1.665 1.664 1.665
r-polytope| r 50 1.826 1.826 1.818 1.820
qr 50 1.799 1820 1.822 1.818

Table 2: Comparison of random and quasi-random approximatidtinThe values shoWif@).

460

24.6f

24.4 L I I I I N
0 500 100C 1500 2000 2500 3000 200 400 600 800 1000

Figure 1. Comparison of random (red) and quasi-random (green) appation oflé\fl andlé\f2 for the
K-icosahedron. The dashed lines indicate a deviation flratrue value of-0.5%.

6 Concluding remarks

We conclude with several related questions for future itmgasons. How can the convergence
to the uniform distribution be quantified in our particul@ttsng? And more generally, is there
a suitable concept of discrepancy in compact, non-abebpoldgical groups as it exists for se-
quenes if0, 1) or onS™~!, which is amenable to a precise analysis. What are the darpgrer
and lower bounds for the speed of convergence? We recalthihahain problem in this context
is that the maf is in general not continuous. Concerning non-continuotegiands, which
appear in many integral geometric formulas, it is interggtio ask which general concept of
variation can be used to prove Koksma-Hlawka type resulb®tmd the integration error when
approximating such integrals? And from a practical pointiefv, which sequences outperform
others significantly?
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