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QUANTIFYING MINIMAL NON-COLLINEARITY AMONG
RANDOM POINTS

IOSIF PINELIS

ABSTRACT. Let ¢, i denote the largest angle in all the triangles with vertices
among the n points selected at random in a compact convex subset K of R4
with nonempty interior, where d > 2. It is shown that the distribution of the
random variable Ag(K) '5—,3 (7 — o, k)41, where A\g(K) is a certain positive
real number which depends only on the dimension d and the shape of K,
converges to the standard exponential distribution as n — oco. By using the
Steiner symmetrization, it is also shown that A\g(K) — which is referred to in
the paper as the elongation of K — attains its minimum if and only if K is a
ball B(®) in R9. Finally, the asymptotics of )\d(B(d)) for large d is determined.
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1. Summary and discussion

Let K be a bounded convex subset of R? with nonempty interior, for some natural
d> 2. Let P, P,,... be random points drawn independently and uniformly from
K. For each natural n, let T,, be the set of all subsets of the set {1,...,n} of
cardinality 3. For each ¢ = {i,j,k} € Ty, let X; denote the largest angle (with
possible angle values in the interval [0,7]) in the triangle P,P;P, with vertices
Pi, Pj, Pk. Let

o E|P P?
(1.1) Aa(K) = 3Pdm;
where
d/2
(1.2) Pd : 7 1)

T 2T ((d+ 1)/2)T(d + 1/2)

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 60C05, 60D05, 60F05; secondary 41A60,
52A22, 52A20, 52A38, 26B15, 28A75, 05C38, 62E20, 05C80.

Key words and phrases. Convex sets, random points, geometric probability theory, inte-
gral geometry, maximal angle, convergence in distribution, Steiner symmetrization, asymptotic
approximations.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1608.04455v3

2 IOSIF PINELIS

|PyPy| := ||P1 — Pz is the Euclidean distance between P; and P, and V is the
d-dimensional volume (that is, the Lebesgue measure on R?). Let
1. nK = X,
(1.3) i = max X,
the largest angle in all the triangles with vertices among the points P, ..., P,.

Theorem 1.1. The random variable (r.v.)

3
n
(1.4) Yo = Aa(K) 37 (7 = nr) "

converges as n — oo to an exponential r.v. in distribution:
P(Ypa>a)—e @
for each real a > 0, and hence uniformly in real a > 0.

This theorem will be proved in Section

In the particular case when d = 2 and K is a square in R?, a version of The-
orem [[LT] with an unspecified constant in place of \j(K) was presented on the
MathOverflow site [4].

Note that the constant Ag(K) is, naturally, invariant with respect to all transla-
tions, homotheties, and orthogonal transformations applied to the set K.

The conclusion of Theorem [[T] can be rewritten as follows:

Plonx >c) — (1 - exp{ — Xa(K) (7 — c)d_lg—f}> — 0

n—00

uniformly in ¢ € (0, 7). Since 1 —exp{—\g(K)(m —c)?~! g—f is increasing in Aq(K),

we see that, the greater the constant A\;(K), the greater the largest angle ¢, k
tends to be, in an asymptotic stochastic sense.

This provides a reason to refer to the constant Aq(K) as the elongation (coef-
ficient) of the convex set K. In particular, if the the convex set K is close to a
straight line segment, then the volume V4(K) will be relatively small and hence the
elongation A\;(K) will be large; accordingly, the largest angle ¢,, x will then tend
to be close to its maximum possible value, m. Another justification for using this
term, elongation, is provided by

Proposition 1.2. Take any natural d. The minimum of the elongation A\q(K) over
all bounded convex subsets K of R% with nonempty interior is attained only when
the closure of K is a closed ball in R of a positive radius.

Proposition [[.2 will be proved in Appendix [Al The proof is based on the Steiner
symmetrization; see e.g. [3]. In particular, we shall show that the Steiner sym-
metrization does not increase the elongation.

In view of the foregoing discussion, the following appears natural:

Conjecture. The largest angle @, i becomes stochastically smaller after any Steiner
symmetrization of K. That is, for any natural d, any natural n > 3, any convex
subset K of RY, any unit vector u in RY, and any c € (0, ), one has

P(ons.x > ¢) < P(pn,x > ),

where S,, denotes the Steiner symmetrization along the vector u.
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Of course, one may also define the relative elongation of K, by dividing the
elongation of K by that of the unit ball. Then Proposition can be restated as
follows: the relative elongation of K is never less than 1, and it equals 1 if and only
if the closure of K is a closed ball in R? of a positive radius.

The asymptotics (for d — o) of the elongation coefficient of balls in R? is
presented in

Proposition 1.3. Let B@ denote the unit ball in R:. Let Py, and Py be random
points drawn independently and uniformly from B®. Then

1 8 \¢ 2 \d
15)  EIRPf~— (=) and M(BD)~VE(—=) esdo oo
(15)  EIPR~ o (2 o(BO) ~ V(2
This proposition will be proved in Appendix
In particular, it follows from Proposition [[3 that the Ly norm |||PPs||a =
(E| P Py|4)'/¢ of the distance |P; Py| between the random points P; and P» in the
unit ball converges (as d — o) to g,i\/g = 1.539..., which is strictly less than
the diameter 2 of the unit ball. Mainly, this is a consequence of the fact that the
. . . . o 1
maximum of the function ¢ in (B.7) occurs at the point ¢, = —3.
Let Dlim denote the limit in distribution, for Dlim,_, Y, 2 ¥ to mean that

Y, — Y in distribution, where Y and the Y,,’s are real-valued r.v.’s. Next,
n—oo

D
let Dlimsup denote the limit superior in distribution, for Dlimsup,, ,. Y, < Y to
mean that limsup,, . P(Y, = y) < P(Y > y) for all real y. Similarly, one may
D D

let Dliminf, ,~ ¥, > Y mean that Dlimsup,,_, ., (—=Y,) < =Y or, equivalently,
Hminf, oo P(Y, > y) = P(Y > y) for all real y. Then Dlim,_,o Y, 2 Y if and

D D
only if Dlimsup,,_,., Y, < Y and Dliminf, ,. Y, > Y. In the case when the r.v.
Y is actually non-random, here one may simply write <, >, and = instead of

D D
the symbols <, >, and 2 (respectively). In these terms, one can now state the
following immediate corollary of Theorem [[.T] and Propositions and [[3]

Corollary 1.4.

(1.6)
Dlim Dlim (nS/(d_l)(w — Ynpw)) = 3—\/5 > Dlimsup Dlim (n3/(d_1)(7r — Pn,K4))
d—s00 N—00 n,B 2 = dooo N—00 Rd/ /o

where, for each natural d > 2, Ky is an arbitrary bounded convex subset of R% with
nonempty interior.

Note that the double-limit value/bound 32—‘/5 in ([L8) is non-random; therefore,
the symbol D is not overset there. Somewhat crudely but perhaps more trans-
parently, (L6) may be expressed in terms of an approximate equality ~ and an
“approximate inequality” <, as follows: for large d and very large n,

3v3/2 _

4 T — ~
P, B n3/(d—1) ~ Pn,Ka>

3v3/2

with non-random approximate value/bound 7 — —77-5.
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2. Proof of Theorem [1.7]

Without loss of generality (wlog), (i) the diameter of the set K (defined as
sup{||z—yl|: #, in K}) equals 1 and (ii) the point 0 € R? is in the interior of K, so
that By(r) C K for some real r > 0; here, as usual, B,(r) := {y € R%: ||z —y| < r}
for any = € R%.

Lemma 2.1. Take any ¢ € (0,1) and any x € K5, where
Ks:=(1-0)K:={(1-0)z: z€ K}.

Then B,(rd) C K.

Proof of Lemma[21l Take any y € B, (rd). Then

T y—
51075

because %5 € K, 5% € By(r) € K, and the set K is convex. Thus, indeed

y=xz+y—xz)=(1-9) €K,

B,(rd) C K. O
Take any

(2.1) e € (0,m/2).

Take any distinct points  and y in RY, and let

(2.2) = o -yl

Let Sc.z,y denote the set of all points z € R< such that the angle A,., at the vertex
z in the triangle zyz is > m —e. In view of the condition € € (0,7/2), one may note
that for any z € S..,, the angle A,., coincides with the largest angle (denoted
here by Ay, 1) in the triangle zyz. Let

Veidsz,y = Va(Sea,y)-
Lemma 2.2. One has

‘/s;d;z,y ~ Pd édsdila
where pg and £ are as in (L2) and 2.2]).

Here and in what follows, it is assumed by default that the limit relations are as

€ ] 0, unless specified otherwise. For any positive expressions &, and &5, we write
& ~ & if éal/éag — 1, &1 < &y if limsup(é”l/(o@g) < 00, and & << &y if éal/éag — 0.

Proof of Lemma[Z2 By homothety, wlog £ = 2. Note that the angle A,,, equals
m — ¢ if and only if the arc of the circle through the points x, z,y (in this order) is
such that the smaller one of the two adjacent angles between the line zy (through
the points z,y) and the line tangent to the mentioned arc at the point x equals €
(of course, the roles of z and y are interchangeable here). It follows that V...,
equals twice the volume of the body of revolution obtained by the rotation in R? of
the curvilinear triangle AEBC' DA about the line AC, where the coordinates of the
points A, B,C, D, F in some orthonormal basis of some two-dimensional subspace
of R? are as follows:

A = (cote,1), B =(csce,0), C = (cote,0),
D = (cote,n), E= ( CSC2E—’I72,’I7),
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0 < n < 1, the curve AEB is the arc of the circle centered at O = (0,0), and the
curvilinear triangle AEBCDA is the convex hull of the union of the arc AE'B and
the singleton set {C'}. This is illustrated in the picture here.

A

0

Note that |CD| = n and

1— 2
|DE| = g(n) :=v/csc?e —n? —cote = i ~ (1=
vV csc2e —n? + cote

So, letting B4—1 denote the volume of the unit ball in R?~!, we have

' d-1 Ba—1e®t ! 2\d—1 d_d—1
Veidiz,y = 2/ Ba-19(n)* " dn ~ 2= / (I =n")* " dn = pa29e’,
0 0

because

WEBME 1 JET(d)
2.3 == d - ldyp= X———
23) e =g W /0 (=)™ dn = or 19
Thus, Lemma 2.2] is proved. O

Lemma 2.3. For the conditional probability that Xy 2 3y > 7™ —¢€ given Py and P,
one has

(2.4) P(X{123) >7—¢|P1, P) <e® .

Proof of LemmalZ.3 The event Xy 33y > 7 — ¢ implies that
(2.5)  the distance from P to the line Py Py is < (|PyPs| A |P2Ps3|)sine < e,

since the diameter of the set K was assumed to equal 1; so, then the point Ps lies
in the intersection (say I) of K with (the convex hull of) the round cylinder of
radius e (with axis P; P»). The intersection of I with any line parallel to P P; is a
segment of length not exceeding the diameter of K, which is 1. So, V4(I) < 771,

and hence ([24) follows. O
Lemma 2.4. For anyt and s in T, such thatt # s and t Ns # (), one has
P(X;>7m—e,X,>m—¢) < e2dD),

uniformly over all such s and t.
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Proof of Lemma[27) Take any t and s in T}, such that ¢t # s and t N's # (. Then
the cardinality of tNs is either 2 or 1. So, wlog one of the following two cases holds:
(i) t ={1,2,3} and s = {1,2,4} or (ii) t = {1,2,3} and s = {1,4,5}. In case (i),
P(Xt >m— €,X5 >m— 5) = EI{X{1)273} >m— 5} P(X{1)274} >m— €|P1,P2,P3)
= EI{X{1)273} >m— 5} P(X{1)274} >m— €|P1,P2)
< EI{X{172)3} >m— 6} Edil
= E P(X{1)273} > T — E|P1, PQ)Edil S\ 62(d71),
by Lemma 23} here and elsewhere, I{-} is the indicator function. Similarly, in
case (ii),
P(Xt >m— E,XS >m— E) = EI{X{1)273} >m— 6} P(X{1)475} >m— E|P1,P2,P3)
= EI{X{1)273} > T — 6} P(X{1)475} > T — E|P1)
= EI{X{1)273} > — 6} E ( P(X{1)475} > — 6|P1,P4)|P1)
/<\ EI{X{11273} >m— E} Edil /<\ 52(d71).

Lemma 2.4] is now proved. O

Lemma 2.5. One has
(26) P(X{1)273} >m— 6) ~ /\d(K)é‘dil.

Proof of LemmalZ3 The event {X 233 > 7 — ¢} is the union of the events
{Ap,p,p, > —¢c}, {Ap,pp, > m—¢}, and {Ap,p,p, > ™ — €}, and these events
are pairwise disjoint, in view of (2.IJ). So,

(27) P(X{17213} >Tm = E) =3 P(AP1P3P2 >m— E).
By Lemma 2.1l with

§:=¢/r,
the event {{P, P>} C Ks} implies Bp, (¢) U Bp,(¢) € K. On the other hand, in
view of (Z.I), the event {Ap, p,p, > m — ¢} implies that the point on the line PP
that is the closest one to the Pj is between P; and P,. Hence, in view (23], the

event {Ap1 psp, > T —,{P, P2} C K(;} implies that Pj is in the convex hull of the
set Bp, (¢) U Bp,(¢) and thus in K. So, on the event {{Py, P} C K5},

Vearor, PPl 4oy
Va(K) Va(K)

P(Ap1p3p2 > 7T—€|P1,P2) =

by Lemma 22, whence

(2.8)
pd—1 .
P(Ap,p,p, > T —,{P1, P} C Ks) ~ pq V() E|PLP|"I{{P, P} C K5}
e (1 HE PP ~ pa S E| PPy
= pPd Vd(K) 1472 Pd Vd(K) 14725
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here are details concerning the scaling factor (1 —§)3? in the above display: for any
€ (0,1),

E|PP|1{{P,,P,} CtK} = //||:1:1

dVd(dxl) Vd(d:EQ)
|

Va(K) Va(K)
_ _ dVd(fdyl) Va(t dy2)
— [ ] e = el o) Tl
_ Va(dy1) Va(dy2)
= [ [ oy =l AL A i

Note next that P(P, ¢ K;) = 1 — (1 — §)? << 1. On the other hand, by
Lemma[23l P(Ap p,p, > m —¢|P1) < 7L So,

P(AP1P3P2 > T = 57P2 ¢ K&)

2.9 _ _
(2.9) =P(Ap,p,p, > — 6, Py ¢ K;) < e 'P(P, ¢ K5) << e?7%.
Now Lemma 2.8 immediately follows by ([27), (2.8), ([29)), and (TTI). O

To complete the proof of Theorem[I]] we shall use the key result of Galambos [2],
which is in turn based on a combinatorial graph sieve theorem due to Rényi [5].
For readers’ convenience, let us restate here the result of [2], as follows.

For each natural n, let T}, be a set of cardinality |T,,| — oo and let E,, be a set
of subsets of T;, of cardinality 2 such that

(2.10) |E,| << |T,)?.

In this setting, all limit relations are stated for n — oo.

For natural n and k and for « € {0,1}, let Hflak) denote the set of all subsets F'
of T, of cardinality |F| = k such that exactly « subsets of F of cardinality 2 belong
to E,,.

Take any real number a > 0, and let a sequence of real numbers ¢, = ¢,(a) be
such that the following conditions hold:

(2.11) S P =) —a
teTn
(2.12) sup |T,,|P(X: > ¢,) < oo;
n,teT,
(2.13) |E,| max P(X;>cn, Xs>cn) — 0;
{t,s}€E,

for each natural &

(2.14) 3 [P (?éigxt > cn) ~[IPx: > cn)} 0

FeH), teF
and for each natural k£ there is a real number dj such that for all F' € Hflll)C

(215) P (rtglxt > cn) < dpP(Xs = cn, Xy = cn) Fl\'{[ }P(Xt > ),
te s,T

where {s,r} is the only subset of F' of cardinality 2 that belongs to E,.
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Then
(2.16) P (maxXt < cn) — e

teT,
(The theorem in [2] was stated in terms of (sub)sequences rather than subsets, but
the formulation given above is easily seen to be equivalent to that in [2])

The four conditions (ZI0), @I3), ZI4), and (ZI5) specify a notion of weak
dependence of the r.v.’s X;. In particular, in the case when the X;’s are indepen-
dent, it is easy to see that none of these four conditions is needed to deduce (2.16))
already from (2I1) and 212]).

Now we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem [[L1l Indeed, let T;, and X,
be as described in the beginning of Section [l so that

(2.17) IT| = (g) ~ Z—T

and the r.v.’s X; are exchangeable. Next, let F,, be the set of subsets {¢,s} of T},
of cardinality 2 such that ¢t N s # 0.
Then |E,| < n®-n?, so that condition (2.I0) holds.

Take now indeed any real a > 0 and let

a >1/(d71)

(2.18) Cni=cpla) :=m—e,, where &, := (m
n|A\d

)

so that ¢, 1 m; from now on, all limit relations are stated for n — oo. Then condi-
tions (211 and (2I2) hold by Lemmal[2ZH Condition 2I3]) follows by Lemma [2.4]
and (ZI0). Condition ([2I4) is trivial here, because for each F € Hflol)c the fam-
ily of r.v.’s (Xi)ter is independent. Finally, condition (2I8) holds (with d = 1)
because for each F' € Hflll)C and s,7 as described in that condition, the family of
1.v.’s (Xt)ep\{s,r} is independent in itself and also independent of the random pair
Xs, Xr).

( Thus? the conclusion (ZI0) holds, with ¢, as in (2I8). In view of () and

m)’

_ ||
(<) = (B )

So, to finish the proof of Theorem [[T], it remains to recall (2.17). O

Appendix A. Proof of Proposition

As mentioned before, this proof is based on the Steiner symmetrization.

Let E4(K) denote E|P,P|?, where, as before, P, and P, are random points
drawn independently and uniformly from K. Let K denote the closure of K. Then
for any real 6 > 0 one has K C K C (1 + 6)K, whence

FE4(K) < E)(K) < Eg((1 +0)K) = (1+0)?FE4(K) Pre E4(K),
so that F4(K) = E4(K). Similarly, V4(K) = V4(K). So, wlog the bounded convex
set K is closed and hence compact, which will be assumed henceforth.
The Steiner symmetrization can be described as follows. Take any unit vector
u € R, For each x € RY, there are uniquely determined 6(z) = 6, () in R and
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H(x) = H,(z) in the orthogonal complement {u}* := {y € R%: (y,u) = 0} of the
singleton set {u} to R such that
(A1) x=0(x)u+ H(x).
For each y € {u}*, let
s(y) =skuly) ={aeR:au+ye K}.
Let then
V= Yru = {y € {u}t:s(y) #0}.

Clearly, for each y € {u}*, the set s(y) is a compact convex subset of R, and this
set is nonempty if y € %,,. So, for each y € %, there exist unique real numbers

a(y) = ax(y) and b(y) = bx (y) such that a(y) < b(y) and
s(y) = la(y), b(y)]-
Then the Steiner symmetrization, say S, K, of K along the unit vector u is the set
a(y) — by) b(y) — aly)
= AT A NP LA 2
S K U {au +y 5 « 5 }
YEYK u

It is well known and easy to see that S, K is a compact convex set, of the same
volume as K:

Va(SuK) = Va(K).
One may also note that that the compact convex set S, K is determined by the
conditions

a —-b b —a
Yo,ku =Yk and ss,ixu(y) = [ () . () b . (y)}
for all y € Yi 4.

Now we are ready to state

Lemma A.1. E4(S,K) < Eq(K). Moreover, E4(S,K) = Eq4(K) if and only if K
s a ball.

Proof of Lemma[Adl For the random points P; and P as before and j € {1,2},
in view of ([(AJ]) one can write

Pj :§ju+Qj, Where gj = G(PJ) and Qj = H(PJ)

Clearly, the random pairs (£1, Q1) and (€2, Q2) are independent copies of each other.
Also, conditionally on (Q1,Q2), the r.v.’s & and &, are independent, and for each
j € {1,2} the conditional distribution of ¢; given (Q1,Q2) is uniform over the
interval [A;, B;] = [a(Q;),b(Q;)].

Let now Pj, &, Qj, A;, B, be defined similarly to Pj, &, Q;, A;, B; (respec-
tively), but with S, K in place of K. Note that the random pairs (Q1,Q2) and
(Q1,Q2) are the same in distribution, and we may and will assume that they are
just equal to each other: (Q1,Q2) = (Q1,Q2). Then, given (Q1,Qs), for each
4 € {1,2} the conditional distribution of ¢; is the same as that of &; + #. So,
letting

ni=&—&, G=& &, C:=24th  Adh
we see that, given (@1, Q2), the conditional distribution of 7 is the same as that of
71+ C, whereas the conditional distribution of the real valued r.v. 7 given (Q1, Q2)
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is symmetric (about 0). So, introducing Z := |Q1Q2| = ||Q1 — Q2] and writing the
instance |P; P»|? = n? + Z?2 of the Pythagoras theorem, we have

(A.2) E4(K) =Egq2(|C|) and E4(S.K) = Egs2(0),
where
gt.2(c) = grzale) = 3((t+0)* + 22)¥? + L((—t+0)* + 22)¥2.

for real t, z,c. For each (¢,z,d) € R x (0,00) x [1,00), the function ¢; . = gi,».4 is
even and strictly convex on R, and hence strictly increasing on [0,00). In view of
(A2), this immediately yields the inequality E;(S,K) < Eq(K).

Moreover, it follows that the equality Eq4(S,K) = E4(K) is possible only if C = 0
almost surely. By the Fubini theorem, this implies that there is some y; € Y, such
that for almost all y € Y;, one has

(A.3) ay) +by) _ . aly) +by).

5 =Ty : 5 ;
the dependence of the functions a and b on the unit vector « (and on the set K) is
implicit here.

Let us now show that (AZ3) holds for all y € Y,,. Toward this end, note first
that the set Y, is the orthogonal projection of K onto {u}*, and so, Y,, is convex
and compact. Moreover, for any yo and y; in Y, and any ¢ € (0,1) one has
b(yj)u+y; € K for j € {1,2}, whence

[(1=1)b(yo) +tb(y1)|u+ (1 —t)yo +ty1 = (1 =) (b(y1)u+y1) +t(b(y2)u +y2) € K,

which yields (1 —%)b(yo) +tb(y1) € s((1 —t)yo+ty1), so that (1 —1)b(yo) +tb(y1) <
b((1 — t)yo + ty1). This shows that the function b is concave, on Y,, and hence
continuous on the interior intY;, of Y,,, by a well-known theorem (see e.g. [6, The-
orem 10.1]). Tt follows that (A3) holds for all y € int Y.

Next, take any y € Y,,. Take then z := b(y)u+y, so that x € K. By Lemma 2]
for all § € (0,1) one has int K 3 (1 —d)z = (1 —9)b(y)u+ (1 — )y, so that (1 —4)y
is in the orthogonal projection of int K onto {u}+ and hence in int Y,. It follows

that

a((1 = 8)y) +b((1 = d)y)

2
for all 6 € (0,1). By the compactness of K, there are real a, and b, and a sequence
(01,) in (0,1) converging to 0 such that b((1 — dp)y) — bs and a((1 — dp)y) — ax,
whence K 3 b((1—0m)y)u+(1—06m)y — biu+y. Therefore and because K is closed,
we have byu+y € K, and so, b, < b(y). On the other hand, by the concavity of b,
b((l _6m)y) > (1 - 5m)b(y) +5mb(0) - b(y)7 so that b, = lim,, b((l _6m)y) > b(y)
Thus, b(y) = bx = limy, b((1 — 0, )y) and, similarly, a(y) = lim,, a((1—d,,)y). Since
(1—0,m)y € int Y, and (A3]) was established for all y € int Yy, it follows that indeed
(A3)) holds for any y € Y,,.
This means that the set K is symmertic about the plane

M, = {z € R: (2,u) = 7.},

= Tu,

for any unit vector u € R?. By translation, wlog ﬂ?zl II., = {0}, where (e1,...,€q)
is (say) the standard basis of R?. Since K is symmertic about each of the “coor-
dinate” hyperplanes Il.,,...,Il.,, it is easy to see that K is centrally symmetric
about the origin.
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So, taking any unit vector v € RY, one has a(v) + b(v) = 0. It follows that
the hyperplane II, of symmetry of K must pass through the origin. Thus, K is
invariant with respect to the reflection in any hyperplane through the origin. On
the other hand, by the Cartan-Dieudonné theorem (see e.g. [I]), any orthogonal
transformation is the composition of reflections. We conclude that the compact
convex set K is invariant with respect to any orthogonal transformation; hence, K
is a ball.

To complete the proof of Lemma[A 1] it remains to note that, if K is a ball, then
obviously E4(S,K) = E4(K). O

Lemma A.2. Let B denote the unit ball in R?, and suppose that V4(K) = Va(B).
Then Ed(K) 2 Ed(B)

Proof of LemmalA. 4 Take any ¢ € (0,1). By a well-known result (see cf. [3, The-
orem 1.5]), there exist a natural m and unit vectors uy, ..., u,, in R? such that

(146)BD Ky :=Su, - Su, K2 (1—4)B.
So, in view of Lemma [A.T]

Ea(K) > By(Kp) > Ea((1 - 5)3)%
> B~ 0By 0B (L0 ),

Va((1+8)B)  (1+4)4
for any & € (0,1). Letting now § | 0, one immediately obtains Lemma [A2] O

Now it is easy to finish the proof of Proposition Indeed, by the scaling
properties of E4(K) = E|PyPy|? and V4(K), wlog V4(K) = V4(B), where B is the
unit ball in R, as in Lemma From that lemma and the definition () of
Aa(K), it follows immediately that A\g(K) > Aa(B).

Suppose now that Ag(K) = Ag(B). Then E4(K) = E4(B). On the other hand,
E4(K) > E4(SyK) by Lemma [AT] and E4(S,K) > E4(B) by Lemma [A.2] since
Vd(SuK) = Vd(K) = Vd(B) Thus, Ed(K) 2 Ed(SuK) 2 Ed(B) = Ed(K), whence
Eq4(SuK) = E4(K), so that, again by Lemma [AT] K is a ball. This completes the
proof of Proposition

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition [1.3]

The random pair (P, P») equals (R1U7, ReUs) in distribution, where Ry and Rs
are real-valued 1.v.’s each with density R > r — dr?~ {0 < r < 1}, Uy and Us are
random vectors each uniformly distributed on the unit sphere, and Ry, U, Ra, Us
are independent. So, letting T denote the cosine of the angle between the random
vectors Uy and Us, we see that the r.v.’s Ry, Ry, T are independent, and |P1P2|2
equals R? + R3 — 2R RyT in distribution. Moreover — because, by the spherical
symmetry, T is independent of (say) Uy — the density of T is R 3 ¢ — Cy (1 —
2)[d=3)/21{ -1 < t < 1}, where

__ I(d/2) d.
(B.1) Co= —Z=rra—175 "~ Vo

all the limit relations in this proof are of course for d — co. Hence,

(B.2) E|PLP|Y = Cyd?(Jaq1 + Ja2),
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where
1

0
Ja1 :—/ a(t) (1 =232 at, Jgs :=/ Wy(t) (1 —t2)d=3/2q¢,
0

/ drl/ dry rd ! d 1(r%+r§—2r1r2t)d/2.

For t > 0, the integrand in the integral expression for W,(¢) is no greater than
24/2 " and so, W4(t) < 2%/2. Therefore, for d > 3

(B.3) Jgg <292,

Let us now estimate Jg 1. Note that
(B.4) Jai1 < Jag < Ja11+2Ja1,2,
where

0
Jars = [ WayO - )9 ar

-1

1 1
Uaq(t /1 6dr1/1 6dr2 Td 1 d 1(T%—|—T%—2T1T2t)d/2,

1-6 1
Uyt /0 drl/o dry rd 1 d 1(r%+r§—2r1r2t)d/2,

0 325(1 = 1/\/d— 1.
For (r1,79,t) € (0,1 —8) x (0,1) x (=1,0), the integrand r{~ 1731 (r? 4 73 —

2r11r9t)4/? in U4.2(t) does not exceed

(1= 8 ((1=6)2+1—2(1-05)t)"*

< (1 _ 6)(171(1 _ t)d/22d/2 < 2d/2€7\/d71(1 _ t)d/Q,
and so, the latter expression is also an upper bound on W4 o(t). It follows that
(B.5) Jaj2 <2727 VI1Q,,
where

0
Qq ;:/ (1—8)¥2(1 —¢2)[@=3)/2 g,
—1

Letting v:=1—1r; and w := 1 — rg, we have
r2r3(r? + 13 — 2rirat) =2(1 — t) — 6(1 — t)(v + w) + O(v? + w?)
=2(1 - t)[1 - 3(v+w) + O(v* + w?)]
2(1 —t) exp{—3(v + w) + O(v* + w?)}
2(1 —t)exp{—(3+o0o(1))(v+w)}
for (rq,ra,t) € (1—6,1) x (1 —=46,1) x
Wy (t) ~2001/2(1 — g)ld= 1>/2(12 +12-2x1x1xt)?

([ @ (-6 ot 1/2)

(—1,0), whence
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and

Jura~2i2 Lo,
1,1 9 Qu
Comparing this with (B.F), we see that J4 12 << Jg1,1. Recalling now (B.4)), we

conclude that

(B.6) Jag ~ Jaaa~ pif2 2 RYE Qa-
The needed estimation of Qg is straightforward. Indeed,
0
d—3
(B.7) Qu = / (10 esp {2 b ar
. 2
where ¢(t) := 2In(1 — ) + In(1 4+ ¢). One has ¢'(t) = —15%; ¢"(t) = — 57 —

—(1—215)2 <O (1) =0 <= t=t,:=—3; exp{e(t,)} = ; and Y (t.) = —2L. So,
standard reasoning yields

@~ [ i(l—m?’“ exp {152 [wt) + e (1) ¢ — 1.?] J o

RSP S S PR
Hence, by (B.4),

Jd 1~ 2d/2

SV 33 ( )d/2 LS (64)d/2
9d% * " 4v/d d?/3d '
Comparing this with (B.3]), we see that Jg 2 << Jg4,1. Now (B.2)) and (B.I) yield

64\d/2 1, 8 \d
EIP Pyt~ Oy d? gy ~ Oy Y ~ L[
PRI ~ Cadan Od\/_d(27) \/5(3\/3) !

which proves the first asymptotic equivalence in ([H). The second asymptotic
equivalence there now follows immediately by (1)), (L2), the first equality in (23]
(with d — 1 replaced by d), and the asymptotic equivalence I'(a 4+ 1/2) ~ \/aT'(«)
as o — 00. g
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