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Abstract

We study some asymptotic properties of cylinder processes in the plane defined as union sets
of dilated straight lines (appearing as mutually overlapping infinitely long strips) derived from
a stationary independently marked point process on the real line, where the marks describe
thickness and orientation of individual cylinders. Such cylinder processes form an important
class of (in general non-stationary) planar random sets. We observe the cylinder process in an
unboundedly growing domain 9K when ¢ — oo, where the set K is compact and star-shaped
w.r.t. the origin o being an inner point of K. Provided the unmarked point process satisfies
a Brillinger-type mixing condition and the thickness of the typical cylinder has a finite second
moment we prove a (weak) law of large numbers as well as a formula of the asymptotic variance
for the area of the cylinder process in oK. Due to the long-range dependencies of the cylinder
process, this variance increases proportionally to o°.

1 Introduction and Preliminaries

Cylinder processes in R? defined as coutable union of dilated affine subspaces RF | k=1,...,d—1,
are basic random set models in stochastic geometry, see e.g. [19], [25], [23], [20]. They have
numerous applications (mostly for d = 2,3) among others in material sciences to model materials
consisting of long thick fibres, see e.g. [24]. Until now, so far as we know, asymptotic properties
of cylinder processes in expanding domains were exclusively studied under Poisson assumptions,
see [11],[12]. In this paper, our focus is put on planar cylinder processes which are derived from
stationary independently marked point processes on R'. Under comparatively strong conditions
on the higher-order cumulant measures of the unmarked (ground) point process we are able to
prove first, a mean-square limit of the relative part of the area of an expanding star-shaped window
covered by the union of cylinders, and second, we derive an explicit formula for the asymptotic
variance of this area. The latter is an important first step in proving asymptotic normality of
the covered area that will be carried out in a later paper. Our main results, Theorems 1 and 2,
in Section 2 generalize some of the results obtained in [12] (in particular Theorem 2 in [12]) for
stationary Poisson cylinder processes even under general dimensional assumptions.

Throughout in this paper, all random elements are defined on a common probability space [Q2, F, P]
and by E resp. Var, we denote the expectation resp. variance w.r.t. P. Next we describe a
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cylinder process in R? in terms of its generating stationary, independently marked point process
on R!. For doing this, let (®g, Rg) be the generic random vector taking value in the mark space
[0, 7] x [0, 00) that describes the orientation ®g and the cross-section (or base) Zg := [— Ry, Ro] of the
typical cylinder. In addition, we assume that Ry ~ F and ®y ~ G are independent, i.e. P(Ry <
r,®y < ¢) = F(r)G(p). Now we introduce a stationary independently marked point process
as locally finite, simple counting measure \I/II?’G = > icz 0[P, (@:,r,)) defined on the Borel sets of
R! x [0, 7] x [0, 00) , whose finite-dimensional distributions are shift-invariant in the first component,
see e.g. [5], [7 or [23]. The stationary unmarked (or ground) point process ¥ = » ., dp, ~ P
with finite and positive intensity A = EW¥([0,1]) > 0 is assumed to be independent of the i.i.d.
sequence {(®;,R;) : i € Z := {0,£1,£2,...}} of mark vectors. Each triplet [P}, (®;, R;)],7 € Z,
determines a random cylinder g(P;, ®;) @ b(o, R;), where b(o,r) is the circle in R? with radius
r > 0 and centre in the origin o and @ stands for pointwise addition (Minkowski sum) of subsets
of R2. Here, g(p,p) := {(x,y) € R? : z cosp + y sinp = p} denotes the unique line with signed
distance p € R! from o and an angle ¢ € [0, ) measured anti-clockwise between the normal vector
v(p) = (cos ¢,sin )T on the line with direction in the half plane not containing o and the z-axis.
The intensity measure Apc((-) x [0, ¢] x[0,7]) := E¥E ((-) x[0,¢] x[0,7]) of UL , can be expressed
forany r>0and 0 < ¢ < as 7 7

AF,G((') X [0, (,D] X [O,T’]) = E\I’() P(q)() < QD,RO < T‘) = )\| : |1 G((,D) F(T‘) with A > 0,

where | - |, denotes the Lebesgue measure on R*. Now we are in a position to define the main
subject of this paper.

Definition 1. A cylinder process = = EII;G in the Euclidean plane R? derived from the stationary
independently marked point process \I/ﬁG is defined by random union set

ro = (g9(P, @) @b(o,Ry)) (1.1)
iE€EZ

[1]

which in general is neither closed nor stationary.

For more details and a general survey on cylinder processes we refer to [25], see also the monographs
[19], 20]. The aim of this paper consists first, in proving the L?—convergence of the ratio |= N
0K|2/|0K |2 to a deterministic limit as ¢ — oo and second, in proving the existence and determining
the explicit shape of the asymptotic variance
Var(|Z N oK
i Yar(En okl

0—00 03

= 05(K,F,Q), (1.2)

for some fixed compact star-shaped set K C R? containing the origin o as inner point. The limit
0% (K, F,G) is positive and finite (if E|Zg|> = 4ER3 < oo) and depends on the shape of K, the
first and second moment of F' and the distribution function G which is assumed to be continuous
(not necessarily absolutely continuous). A purely discrete distribution function G yields different
expressions for 0%([( ,F,G) even if ¥ ~ P =11, is a stationary Poisson point process with intensity
A > 0, see [II],[12]. A distribution function G without jumps implies that P(®¢ = ®1) = 0 if the
angles @, 1 ~ G are independent.

Note that the order o of the growth of Var(|Z N oK|3) is much faster that the growth of the area
|oK |2 = 0?| K|y which reveals a typical feature of long-range dependencies within the random set

@)



We recall the fact that the probability space [, F,P] on which the marked point process ¥,, is
defined can be chosen in such a way that the mapping (z,w) — 1z, (z) € {0,1} for (z,w) € R?xQ
is measurable w.r.t. the product o-field B(R?) ® F, see Appendix in [I0]. This enables us to apply
Fubini’s theorem to the random field of indicator variables {1=z(z),z € R?} and implies that the
kth-order mixed moment function

k
p(Ek)(:nl,...,:nk) = E(ng(x])) =P(z, €Z5,...,2, €8), z1,...,7; € R? (1.3)
j=1

are B(R?*)—measurable for any k € N:= {1,2,...}.
The distribution of a random closed set = is determined by its Choquet functional

TE(X) = P(EﬁX 75 @) for X € Ko, (1.4)

where Ky denotes the family of non-empty compact sets in R?. In particular, the kth order moment

functions p(Ekc) of the 0 — 1-random field £(z) := 1=c(x) can be expressed by (3] and (L4) for any
k>1:

k
P, o) = B([[ &) =P({ar,.oan} NE=0) = 1= T=({o,.... a}).
j=1

Lemma 1. For any X € Kq, we have
T=(X) =1-Gp[1 = P((-) € [-Ro, Ro] ® (v(P0o), X))], (1.5)

where (v(®0), X) = U,ex (v(®o),2) with scalar product (-,-) in R?* and Gplw(-)] denotes the
probability generating functional (short: pgf) of W ~ P defined for Borel-measurable functions
w: RN —[0,1] by

Gplw())] == E< H w(PZ-)), where / (1 —w(x))dr < co. (1.6)
iU P})>0 R
Corollary 1. For X = {x1,..., 2} with pairwise distinct points x1 ...,z € R? we get
k
T=e({or, . ax}) = G |1 = P(() € [ J(=Ro, Ro] + (v(@0), 2:))) . (1.7)
i=1

Example 1. For a stationary Poisson process W ~ Il with intensity X > 0, we have G, [w(-)] =
exp{A [pi (w(z) — 1)da} implying that

To(X) = 1= exp{ =X | P((glp®0) @ b(0, R)) 1 X £0) dp}
=1- eXP{ — AE|[—Ro, Ro] & <U(¢0)7X>‘1}

=1 —exp{ - )\/000 /07r H—r,r] &) (v(go),X}‘ldG(gp)dF(r)}.



In the special case X = {z1,...,z} such that x; = (x(l),x§2))T and (v(p),z;) = 2V cos v+

:1:2(-2) sin ¢ for i =1,...,k, it follows from Corollary [ that

T=({z1,...,xp}) =1— exp{ )\E| U —Ro, Ro] + E )cos(<I>o —i—a:l(?) sin (I)O)‘l }

=1- exp /\/ / | U —r, 7] ) cos <,0+:17( sin <p)|1dG(<,p)dF(r)}.

Proof (Lemma(ll). To prove formula (2]), we need the orthogonal matrix

o) = (222 ~n9), as

sin ¢ cos ¢

which represents an anti-clockwise rotation by the angle ¢ € [0,7) so that O(—p)v(p) = (1,0)T
and O(p)(1,0)T = v(yp) since it holds O(—p) = OT(p) = O~ 1(¢). Using the pgf (L) and the
independence assumption in the definition of (I.I]), we obtain

T=(X)=1-PENX=0)=1-P( (] {(g(R®)&b(o,R))NX =0})
W ({P;})>0

=1 E( H 1{(9(Pi7‘I>i)éBb(o,Ri))nX:@}>
U ({P;})>0

1 /E( [T (P ) @ b0, R) N X = 0]¥ =) |P(¥ € dp)
N i ({pi})>0

=1 J] @-P(gpi.®)@bl0,R))NX =0))P(¥ € dy))
N @v({pi})>0
=1- | JI (1=P(pi€[~Ro Rol @ (v(®0), X)))P(¥ € dup), (19)

N #Y({pi})>0

where N denotes the set of locally finite simple counting measures on the Borel-o—algebra B(R?).
The last step leading to (L9 is seen as follows:

{ (90, 20) @ b(o, Ro)) N X #0} = {pu(®o) € (— g(0,D0) & b(o, Ro)) & X }
- {pO(—(I)O)v(CI)o) € (9(0,0) @ b(o, Ry)) & o<-¢o)x}
- {p(l,O)T € (9(0,0) @ b(o, Ry)) & 0(—<1>0)X}
—{p € [~Ro, Ro] @ (v(®9), X) }.

Obviously, (L9) coincides with (IL5]). Hence, the proof of Lemma 1 is complete. O



2 Factorial moment expansion of E|= N oK |, and Var|=N oK

The proof of our asymptotic results relies on an expansion of the pgf (L8) (resp. its logarithm) in
terms of the factorial moment (resp. cumulant) measures, see Chapter 5.5 in [5] or [4]. To begin
with, let us fix K C R? to be a compact, star-shaped set containing the origin o as an inner point.
Further, let o > 1 be a scaling factor tending to infinity implying that oK 1 R? as o — co. The
second-order mixed moment functions (L3]) fulfill the relation

pg)(l’l,xz) - p(gl)(xl)l)(al)(ﬂfz) = p(52c-)(x17$2) _p(glc)(xl)p(glc) (m2). (2.1)

By applying Fubini’s theorem we get, together with (L)), that

B0 0l =B [ 12(0) Luc(o)ds = / p)e = ¢ [ T=({oshs
K

RZ

=0 / (1=Gp[1=P((-) € [-Ro, Ro] + o(v(®o), z) )] )dz. (2.2)

K

For the variance, we get from (L3)), (L7) and (2I]) that

Var ]_ N gK]g / / (21, 22) p(}c) (ml)p(Elc) (azg))da:ldajg.
oK oK

Together with (IL7]), we obtain to the following lemma.

2)

2(1) cosp +x;

Lemma 2. With the above notation and (v(p),x;) = x sin fori=1,2, we have

Var \HﬂgK\g // Gp 1-P ) U([ Ro, Ro] + <(q)0)=37i>))]
oK oK

_HGp [1-P((-) € [~Ro, Ro] + (v (<I>0),a:,~>)]>dx1dx2. (2.3)
Formula (2Z3]) can be generalized to higher-order cumulants Cumk(|E N oK |2) for any k > 3,

where the kth-order cumulant Cumg(X) of a random variable X can be expressed by its moments
EX,...,EXF as follows:

: 1)t £ 4K SN T EXN
_ i — Ll AP
Cumy () = Y- e-nr Y [ease—ny G s [TEEE
=1 K1U--UK, j=1 =1 k14-+ko=k j=1
={1,...k} ki>1,5=1,...0
where the first inner sum runs over all decompositions of {1, ..., k} into ¢ disjoint non-empty subsets

K1, ..., K, and #K; denotes the number of elements of K;,i =1,...,7¢.

Combining the latter representation and the formula



k
EZNoK|i =E / Hl:(az,)d(azl,...,xk) = / p(Ek)(xl,...,xk)d(xl,...,a;k) for k> 2,
(eK)* =1 K)k

with the kth-order mized cumulant function of the random field {1=(x),r € R?}

k
c(Ek)(azl,..., Z 516—1) Z Hp(E ) x; i€ Ky) for keN,
=1 K1U-UK, j=1
={1,...k}
which satisfy the identity C(Ek) (z1,...,25) = (=1)F C(Ekc) (x1,...,zk) for kK > 2, we arrive at

Cumy(|ENoKlp) = (~1)F / By, ap)d(e, . ) for B2, (24)

(e K)*
where
A k
p(EC)(azl, . ,a:k) =1- TE({xl, e ,xk}) = Gp [1 — P(() S U([—RO, R()] + <’U((I>0),(L'Z>))] .
i=1
In order to treat the moments and cumulants of |E N g K |2, the following relations are useful. Let
ai,az, ... be real numbers in [0, 1]. Then we have
n n (_1)k—1 #
1—H(1—ai)zz x Z aj, - ... a; forn>1. (2.5)
i=1 k=1 1<y i <n

Moreover, for any odd number m < n (provided n > 2), the so called Bonferroni inequalities (see
e.g. [§) hold:

m—+1 (_1)k—1 # m _ #
> o > <1—H1—al < > iy (2.6)
k=1 ’ 1<it,....ix<n i=1 k! 1<i1,...,ix<n

Definition 2. To simplify the notation, we define for k > 2 (not necessarily pairwise distinct)
points 1, ...,1, € R? and Zg = [~ Ry, Ro| the functions

k k
W, ()= P(p€ | JEo + (0(®@0),2:))) and wf, (1) :=P(pe [)(Eo+(v(@0),2:)).

i=1 i=1

For k=1 we put w (p) = wi(p) := we(p). Obviously, wy, ,,(p) = wa, (p) + way (p) — wh 4, () -

As a consequence of (Z.2)) and (Z8) and the definition of the factorial moment measures a(¥)(-) of
U ~ P, we get the following series expansion

E‘EﬂQK’2:/K(l—GP[l—wx(-)])dngz/K(l—GP[l—wa(’)])dm

oo

(d(p1,- .. p))dz, (2.7)

k
h— R



provided that the infinite sum on the right hand side converges. From (2.6]) we obtain immediately
the estimates

1= Gp[l — we() N d(prs- -5 pr))

k=1

> mi/mnng p] (pl:---ypm)) (28)

for any m > 1. It is easily seen that the right hand side of (2.7)) is convergent if and only if

m—r00

. me pi) ™ (A(pr, ., p)) ———> 0. 29)

One way to show (Z3) consists of expressing a™ (-) by factorial cumulant measures v*)(-),k =
1,...,m where y)(B) = oY (B) = X |B|; and for k > 2,

(X121 Bs) Z > H’y (Xick, By).- (2.10)

(=1 K1U---UKy j=1
={1,....k}

The representation ([ZI0) follows by inverting the defining formula for v*)(-) which is as follows:

k J4
’7( Z Z 1 E—l) Z Ha(#Kj)(XieKjBi)-

/=1 KiU--UK, j=1
:{177k}

The latter formula is based on the general relationship between mixed moments and mixed cumu-
lants, see [I8] or [22]. Note that v*) is a locally finite, signed measure on [R¥, B(R¥)].

Due to the stationarity of ¥ ~ P we can implicitely define the kth- order reduced cumulant measure

77(12() as the unique signed measure on [RF~1, B(R*~1)] satisfying

A0 (b By) = A /B 28 (<o (B; — p))dp
1

for all bounded sets By, ..., B € B(R').

The total variation measure \’yy;)i\() is defined by \’yg;)i\() = (’yﬁié)*’( )+ (’yf,lzzl) (-), where the
measures (75121) (-) and (752)_() are given by the Jordan decomposition of the signed mea-
sure 77(,]2[() = (77(,]2[) () — (77{]21)_() The total variation of 77(,]2[() on [RFL BRF 1] is de-

fined by H’Y,(,]zleTv = \’yﬁl;)il(Rk_l). Furthermore, if 7"

red

(1) possesses a Lebesgue density 07(]21()
on RF—1 (called kth-order reduced cumulant density), we define the canonical Lgsnorm Hcf«gz”q =
( kafl \ci’Zd( )\qu) Y4 for & > 2 and the modified L;-norm Hcrequ le (kaf2 lcﬁiz(xvp)’qu)l/qdp

for k > 3, where 1 < ¢ < co. Formally we may put H%edHTV =1 and ||c£2i\|q =1



Definition 3. A stationary point process W ~ P on [R', B(RY)] with intensity A = E¥([0,1]) > 0
satisfying EVF([0,1]) < oo for all k > 2, is called Brillinger-mizing if H’Y,(]ZEIHTV < oo for all
k>2. U ~ P is said to be strongly Brillinger-mixing ( strongly L,— Brillinger-mizing, resp.
strongly Ly— Brillinger-mizing for some q > 1) if there are constants b > 0 and a > b=! such that

||%12d\|TV <abFk! (if crlzd(-) exists such that ||cr2ed||1 < oo and ||crlzd||q < ag (by)F k! for k > 2 with
constants aq, by > 0 resp. Hc qu <a; (b*)k k! for k > 3 with constants a;,b; >0).

Remark. For formal reason we put H’Yrid”TV := 1 so that a > b~! makes H’yﬁiziHTv =1<ab.

Further, note that the existence and integrability of Cf«eil(') imply that ||C£2ezi||1 = ||7£21||TV and

lelebll = llelenlls = IvEhllry for all k> 3.

Remark. In general, the Brillinger-mixing condition is formulated for stationary point processes
on R? d > 1. This condition expresses some kind of weak correlatedness (or asymptotic uncorrelat-
edness) of the numbers of points lying in bounded sets having a large (or unboundedly increasing)
distance of each other. This type of weak dependence does not necessarily imply ergodicity, see [15],
but allows to prove central limit theorems for various stochastic models related with point processes,
e.g. in stochastic geometry, statistical physics for d > 1 or in queueing theory for d = 1, see e.g.
[9]. In [I3] 16] the relations between (strong) Brillinger-mixing and classical mixing conditions are
studied. Strong Brillinger-mixing requires exponential moments of the number of points in bounded
sets. For any dimension d > 1, examples of such point processes are determinental point processes,
see [14], [3], Poisson cluster processes if the number of daughter points has an exponential moment
and certain Cox processes as well as Gibbsian processes under suitable restrictions, see [21]. For
d = 1, renewal processes with an exponentially decaying interrenewal density, see [9], among them
the Erlang process and the Macchi process, see [5] (p. 144), are strongly Brillinger-mixing.

Lemma 3. If the stationary point process W ~ P is strongly Brillinger-mizing with b < % and

ERy < oo, then

Zm,/ ngxpj WA, o) < T (ep{aABEoh) 1), (211)

which immediately implies 2.9). If ¥ ~ P is strongly L,—Brillinger-mizing for some q¢ > 1
1
such that by < %(E|EO|)5_1

1 1
aq (E|Zo|)a " and bg (E|Zo])' "7, respectively.

, then the estimate (2ZI1)) remains valid with a and b replaced by

Proof. Using the representation (ZI0]), we obtain

/H'ng p] d(p177pm))

ijl

m 14
=3 3 [ I walon @i € K5)

L l=1 K1U-- UK j=1_ i i€K;
={1,..m} R



(2.12)

! V4 m1 V4
Ll 5 gt
+ i=1
1
where

/ng:v pi)y(d(p1, .-, k) A/ng p1) / ngm (pi + PO Yeep(A(p2, -, k) dpy
RE = 1 RE—1 1=2

for k =1,...,m. The equality (ZI2]) is justified by the invariance of ’y(k)(xleB,-) against permu-
tations of the bounded sets By, ..., By, € B(R') for each k € N. We proceed with

|f(R)| < A/Rl Wz (P1) /Rk1 (A2, - - pr)) dpr = AE[Zol1 |75yl < a AE[Zo|1 bF L.
Here, we have used Fubini’s theorem combined with w,,(p) <1 for p € R! and = € R? so that
/ Wer(p)dp = / P(p €=+ g(v(@o),az>)dp = / P(p € Eo)dp =E|Z|: .
R! R! R!

Hence, together with the combinatorial relations

m—1 m—1 m—1
S <£—1> and Z<€_1> 2
kit tko=m =1
ki>1,i=1....0
we arrive at
m l m
1 | f(ki) | (a AE|Eo)1)" (m —1 m om—1 (a AE[Zq}1)*
_ < - 7 < _
17 H L > (1) SV max —y
=1 k‘1+~~~+k‘e=m’l=1 /=1
ki>1i=1...,0
1 - m
§§(exp{a)\E\:0\1}—l) (2b)™. (2.13)

By combining (ZI2]) and ([ZI3]) with b < 1/2 the relation (ZII]) follows immediately. Under the
strong L,—Brillinger-mixing condition we may rewrite f(k) for k > 2 as follows:

k
2 a0 B [ TT2 ket 01+ 20 Ehlps 00 A2 )
REk—1 =2
where Z; = [—R;, R;] and (Rg, ®2), ..., (R, Py) are i.i.d. random vectors with same distribution

(Ro D). Applylng Holder’s 1nequahty for ¢ > 1 and p = ¢/(¢ — 1), Lyapunov’s inequality
1
E[ O\P < (E|= 0])@ = (E|Z0|)" @ and the condition Hcrequ < agb¥ k!, we obtain that

4Rt _ 1 _ -1 4 |
£ (B)] < Allcsenllg BIE1h HEMl < Mcedlla (BIZol) 7 < Nag (BIZ0]1)7 (by (BIZ]1)' o) k.
=2

By repeating the foregoing steps with the latter bound the proof of Lemma 3 is finished. O



Lemma 4. Let U ~ P be a stationary point process on R satisfying mCLLEQSkSmH'}’y;zl”TV < oo for
some fixed m > 2. If ERy < co and ®g ~ G has a continuous distribution function G then, for

m > 2 not necessarily distinct point x1,...,x, € R?\ {o},
m m
1T wee; (03) "™ (@A(p1, ... . pm)) —= A H/ngj (p)dp = (AE|Zo|1)™. (2.14)
Em =1 i=lg

Proof (Lemmal]). We use the representation (ZI0) for £ = m to rewrite the difference of left-hand
and right-hand side of ([2.I4)) as follows:

m—1 Vi
Z Z H / H Wow, (pi)yFE (d(p; 1 i € Kj)).

/=1 K1U---UK, j=1 K. iEKj
—{L..om} R

Hence, the limit (2.14)) is shown if and only if the finite sum in the latter line disappears as o — oo
and this in turn follows by showing that, for £k =2,...,m,
k k
/ngmi(pi)v(k)(d(m, pr)) = A/ngl(m) [T wee, (0 + p1) 7o) dp2, . 1)) dpy —0.
pk =1 Rk i=2

In view of 0 < wyy, (pi +p1) < 1 for i =3,... kit is sufficient to prove

/P(pl € Zo + 0o(v(®o),z1)) P(p1 € Zo + 0(v(Po), x2) — p2) dps \’Yy;)ﬂ(d(m, —spk)) —— 0.

0—00
RE—1 R1

Since the total variation measure ]77(12\() is bounded on R*~! and the inner integral over R' is less
than or equal to E|Zy|;, we have only to verify that the inner integral disappears as ¢ — oo . For
this purpose, we rewrite its integrand as expectation E 1iz, 1 o(u(@,),01)} (P1) 1{Z0+0(0(®2),02)—p2} (P1) 5
where Z; = [—R;, R;] and ®; for ¢ = 1,2 have the same distribution as Zy = [— Ry, Rp] and @,
respectively, and Ry, Ro, ®1, o are independent of each other. By Fubini’s theorem and the shift-
invariance of the Lebesgue measure, we arrive at

/P(pl € Zo+ o(v(Po),z1) ) P(p1 € Zo + 0(v(Po), z2) — p2 ) dp1
Rl

= / E 1z 1 o0(®1).21)} (P1) L{Z) 1 o(0(@2) 22) —po} (P1) dP1

R
= E|Z1 N (Z2 — p2 + o((v(®2), x2) — (v(®1),21))) |, —= 0.
0—00
The limit in the last line can verified as follows: We fix two points x; = ||z;||(cos(a;), sin(a;)) €
R? i = 1,2, and two points v(p;) = (cos(¢;),sin(w;)), i = 1,2, on the unit circle line. It is easily
seen that the equation (v(p1),z1) = (v(p2),x2), i.e. ||z1| cos(p1 — a1) = ||z2|| cos(p2 — ag) holds

for at most a finite number of pairs 1,9y € [0,7]. Hence, for two independent random angles
&1, Py with common atomless distribution function G(-) we have

P((v(®1),21) # (0(Py),22)) =1 for any two points x1, 29 € R? with ||z + ||z2] > 0.
U
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From Lemma [l and (2.8]) we obtain the behaviour of the expectation of |2 N o K|2 as 0 — o0.

Corollary 2. Let ¥ ~ P be a Brillinger-mizing point process R'. If ERy < oo and ®¢ ~ G has a
continuous distribution function G then

E|[EN oKy > (—1)k1 - i
oK o 2o AEIRl)" =1 - ep{-ABE)}.
k=1 ’

Proof (Corollary 2)). An application of (2I4) for z; = -+ = z,, = z # o to the inequality (28]
yields

(D (AE[Eoh )"

lim (1-Gp[l —wee(-)]) = Y (AE[Zo|)™

< for any m >1. (2.15)

00 | |
o— pt k! m!
Combining this with ([2.7)) leads to
E[ZEN oKz 1 / o~ (DT AVE[o[1)
= 1—Gp[l —wy()])d
0K |2 &) (1 Crl—weOl)de o 2 Kl

% k=1

which immediately gives the assertion of Corollary Bl O

3 Main Results

The first result can be considered as a planar mean-square ergodic theorem which implies a weak
law of large numbers for Z N oK in the Euclidean plane R2.

Theorem 1. Assume that the stationary point process ¥ ~ P on R is Brillinger-mizing. Further
suppose that ERy < oo and ®y ~ G has a continuous distribution function G. Then

=0okh = i _ ; = .
E<W — (1 - eXp{_)\E | —0 |1}) A 0 with oo = [_R07R0] X (31)

Our second result provides the exact asymptotic behavior of the variance of the area of the cylinder
process (1.1) that is contained in a star-shaped set oK which is growing unboundedly in all direc-
tions. For this purpose, in comparison with Theorem 1, we need a strengthening and quantification
of the classical Brillinger-mixing condition.

Theorem 2. Assume that the stationary point process W ~ P on R! is either strongly Brillinger-
1
mizing with b < 1/2 or strongly Lq,— Brillinger-mizing with (E]Eo\l)l_E by < 1/2 and strongly
1
Ly — Brillinger-mizing with (E|Zo|1)" by < 1/2 for some q > 1, where Z¢ := [~Ro, Ro|. Further
suppose that ER% < 00 and Py ~ G has a continuous distribution function G. Then

11



. Var(|[ENn oK) _2AE|E 2) 1y ~GLK = 12 ~GK
Jim g — A= (B|Z )2 /RN PN 2B 20} 65 ), (32)
where

™ Ti(ptm/2)
T
ClG’K ::/(E\g(p,CI)o)ﬂKh)zdp and CQG’K ::/ / ]Kﬂ(K—l—sv(cpiE)\gdsdG(cp).
R! 0 0

Remark. In the special case K = b(o,1), one can show that C’IG’K = ? and C’2G’K = g are
independent of the distribution function G. If ®( is uniformly distributed on [0, 7], then we get

1
ol = p/ / | 9(p, )0K|1d90) dp ,

21 oo

CGK_—//|Km (K +so(p ))|2dsd%0——/|Kﬁ (K+2)l> |ny _%//Iljx—dzll'

The latter double integral is known as second-order chord power integral of K, see e.g. [12], p. 327,
and [23], Chapt. 7, for integral geometric background.

The following two lemmas are essential for the calculation of the right-hand side of ([B2). Inter-
estingly, the assumptions to prove these lemmas are rather mild in comparison with the Brillinger-
mixing-type conditions in the Theorems 1 and 2.

Lemma 5. Let ¥ ~ P be a second-order stationary point process on R satisfying H’Y,EZHTV < 00.
Further, suppose that ERy < oo and ®¢ ~ G with a not necessarily continuous distribution function
G. Then

0 Wowxy (pl) W ogo (p2) 7(2) (d(p17p2)) dzy dxo (33)
/],

2

S A(B|Z ) iidaR>/(E\g<p,<1>o>mf<rl>2dp

0— 00
R?

12



Lemma 6. Assume that ER% < o0 and Py ~ G with a not necessarily continuous distribution
function G. Then

x Tr(pEF)
T
/// 9%19902 dpdxldx2—>2E]H0]1/ / ]Kﬂ(K—i—sv(cpj:E))]gdsdG(cp)
K K R! 0

with T () = max{r > 0:rv(¢) € K ® (—K)}. Obviously, it holds rx () = rix (¢ £ 7).

Remark. Note that in Theorem 1 and 2 the interval = := [~Rg, Ro] with ER} < oo can be
replaced by a finite union of random closed intervals =y C R! satisfying inf =y < 0 < supZg and
E|Eo|’f < oo for k =1 or k = 2, respectively. This restriction is based on the definition of a process
of cylinders with non-convex bases, see e.g. [24]. In Lemma 5 and 6 the cross section (or base)
Zo of the typical cylinder can be chosen as random compact set satisfying 0 < E|Zp|; < oo or
E|=0|? < oo, respectively.

4 Proofs of the Main Results

Proof (Theorem [Il). The expectation on the left-hand side of ([BI) can be expressed as follows:

Var(|=2 N pK]|2) <E|EOQK|2

2
— [ 1 —exp{—AE|=¢|1 )> .
oK XD ( {-AE|Zo)1}

In view of Corollary B it remains to prove that =% Var(|2 N goK|y) — 0. Using Lemma 2 and
0—00

the notation introduced in Section 2 we get

2
4Var(‘\—ﬂgK‘2 // Gp :B1 . ] —HGp[l—wxi(-)]>da:1da}2
=1

oK oK

// Gp Wop 0ns ()] — Gp[1 —wye, ()] Gp|[1 —ngz(-)]) dzydas .

Thus, we just have to show that the integrand disappears as ¢ — oo for distinct points x1,z9 €
K \ {o}, that is,
Gp [1 - w;’m,gﬂcz(')] — Gp [1 - wgm(')] Gp [1 - ngz(’)] g_>—oo> 0. (4'1)

We make use of the finite expansion (2.8]) of the pgf Gp [1 — Wy

(-)] with remainder term, where
Wy can be replaced by any Borel-measurable function w : R+ [0,1

| . For brevity, we put

—_

3

k
. 1

Sim(w) = 3 (~DM(w) with To(w) i= 1 and Tiw) = 5 [ [Lw)ado,...m0)
0 RE j=1

e
i
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for 1 <k <m e N. Hence, 28] reads as | Gp[1 —w(-)] — Sm(w) | < Tpn(w) which leads us to the
following estimate

|G (L= 05y 0, ()] = G [1 =g, )] G [1 = Wy ()] = (S (W3ey g22) = Sin(ry) Son(wars) )|

< ‘ Gpll— w0 ()] = Sp(w?

0%1,072 021,072

| Gp[1 = w0e, ()] = Sin(age,) | G [1 — 1, ()]

+ | Gr 1= wara()] = S(wpes) | Snlwges)
< T ( QZCl ng) + Tm(wgml) + Tm(w9$2) + Tm(mel) Tm(w9$2) for m 2 2. (42)

Here, we have additionally used that Gp[1 — w(-)] <1 and |Sy,(w)| < Gp[1 —w(-)] + Tn(w).
We are now in a position to apply the limit (2I2]) under the assumptions of Lemma[dl This yields
fori=1,2and m e N

1
ME|Zg|1)™ — AE_O LBl AE|Z,]1)™
Tm(ngl) R ( |’I71,'| ) and S U)Q;p Z | | =€ AE[So[1 + 01 ( |77'L'| )
! = !
for some 6, € [—1,1] in accordance with |e™* — Y} 01 k!) < % for any m € Nand = > 0.

Next, we have to find the limit of 15, (W, o, )

Wy, (p) — WY, ,,(p) and taking into account that the factorial moment measure o™ is invariant
under permutation of its m components, we may write

as ¢ — oo. Using the relation wy, ,,(p) = wz, (p) +

Tm(wg$179$2) = m| /H Wory p] +w9$2(pj) gml,g:cg(pj)) (m )(d(ply- .. 7pm))

RrRm J= 1
1 [ .
= / T (woer (2)) + wous(p7) @™ (d(p1, - -, pn) (4.3)
.Rm Jj=1
1 < /m m .
+ m! Z <g> ngxhgxz(pi) H (Woz, (Pj) + Weas (P5)) o (d(pr,. . pm)).
T =1 pm =1 j=b+1

There is at least one term wh), ... (pi) = P(pi € (2o + o(v(Po), 1)) N (Zo + o(v(Po), 2))) in each
summand of the last line which will be integrated over R* w.r.t. dp; so that after expressing o™
by cumulant measures, see (ZI0), the expectation E|Zg N (Zg + o (v(Pg), x2 — 1))|1 emerges and
disappears as ¢ — oo if ©1 # x5. Thus , the last line disappears completely as ¢ — oo, whereas
the line (3] converges to the limit (2 AE|=Zg|1)™/m! as 0 — oo by applying the limit (2I3]) once

more. Therefore, we obtain for any m € N that Tp, (wgy, ) —— (2AE|Zg|1)™/m! and
0—00

m—1

2AE‘~0‘1 —2\E|E (QAE‘EO‘l)m

S (W ga2) T R
k=0

for some 6y € [—1,1].

The latter limit combined with above limits of Sy, (w,,,) for i = 1,2 leads to

_ (2AE[Sol)™ |, AE[Sol)™  (AE[E[)™"
QILIEO Sm(w;'xl,gxg) - Sm(mel) Sm(w9m2) é m] + m' + (m')2
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For any given ¢ € (0, 1] we find some m(e) such that w < e for all m > m(e).

Thus, the right-hand side of the last inequality does not exceed 2e + £2 for sufficiently large m .
The same bound can be obtained for the limit (as ¢ — o0) of the four summands in line (£2)).

Finally, after summarizing all e—bounds of the above limiting terms we arrive at

H‘ Gp[1—wY ()] = Gp[l = Wy ()] Gp[1 = Wy ()] ( <2(2e+2) < 6e.

0300 071,072

This implies (1)) completing the proof of Theorem 1. O

Proof (Lemmaf)). By the stationarity of ¥ ~ P we may write v (d(py,p2)) = A 77(»21((1192 —p1)dp

which gives

Q///ng(pl)wgy(pz)dwdyv(”(d(m,pz)) = M///ng(m)w@y(pﬁpl)dx dyvﬁié(dpz)dpl

R2 K K R2 K K

To determine the limit of the right hand side as ¢ — oo, we rewrite the probabilities w,,(p1) =
P(pi € {---}) and wyy(p2 +p1) = P(p2+p1 € {---}) by means of the expectation (as integral over
the product of probability measures) over the corresponding indicator function 1y...;. We fix Z; = &;
(compact sets in R') and ®; = ¢; (angles in [0,7]) for i = 1,2 and omit the expectation which
stands in front of all other integrals due to Fubini’s theorem. The intensity A will be suppressed.
Further, we write x = (21, 22) and y = (y1,y2). Thus, we only treat the integral

2
Q///1§1+g(x1Cosgol—i-xgsingol)(pl)lgg—i-g(ylCosg02+yzsin<p2)(p2 +p1)d(xlax2) d(ylayQ)’YT(»eZl(dpQ)dpl

R2 K K

=0 1K($17 $2)1K(y17 y2)1§1+g(x1 cos p1+w2 siner) (p1)1§2+g(y1 cos w2+y2 sin 2) (p2 + pl)
R2 R2 R2

X d($17x2)d(y17y2)75«2[(dp2) dpl = JQ(K7 5179017627(102)' (44)

Now, we substitute (z1,29)7 = O(w1)(ur,u2)”, (y1,y2)T = O(p2)(v1,v2)" , where O(p1) and
O(y2) are defined by (L8]). Then x; = wuj cosp; — ugsinpy, xe = ujsing; + ugcosp; and y; =
V1 COS (g — Vo SiN g, Yo = vy SiN o + v cos pa. Hence, since O(p;)™! = O(—;) for i = 1,2, the
integral J,(K, &1, 1,82, p2) in (@) takes on the form

Q///10(—¢1)K(u1,U2)10(—¢2)K(U1,02)1§1+gu1(p1)1§2+gv1(p2 + p1) d(u1, uz) d(vr, v2)
R2 R2 R2
(2) dps) d
X fyred( p2) P1
= Q///10(—¢1)K(u17Uz)lo(—wz)K(’Ul’02)1§1+g(u1—v1)(111)152(pz + p1) d(u1, uz) (v, v2)
R2 R2 R2
(2) dps) d
X /}/red( p2) pl N
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It is easy to see that the invariance properties of the one-dimensional Hausdorff measure on R?
(also denoted by |- |1) yield

/10(—¢1)K(U17U2)du2 = | g(u1,0) NO(=p1) K |1 = [O(p1)g(u1,0) N K |1 = | g(u1, 1) N K |1
R

and likewise le 10(—go) i (V1,v2) dva = | g(v1,2) N K |1.

Therefore, the integral J,(K, &1, ¢1, &2, 2) is equal to

9/// 19(u, 1) N K1 19(v,02) 0 K1 Le, 1 o) (1) e (2 + p1) dudon2y(dps) dpy
RZ ]Rl ]Rl
= Q/// lg(w + v, 1) N K1 |g(v, 02) N K |1 g 40w(P1) 1ey (P2 + p1) dw dvfygi(dpz) dp;

R2 Rl R1
- /// lg(w/o +v,1) N K1 |9(0,02) N K| ey 10 (p1) 1ey (p2 + p1) dw dvy P (dps) dpy
R2 R! R
0—00 /// v,01) N K1 |g(v, 02) N K1 1_g,1p, (w )lﬁz—pz(Pl)deU%(,izl(dpz) dpy
R? R! R
= |§1|1|§2|17§2(R1) / Lio(on, 1) (01,5 (V) 19(0, 01) 0V K1 Lo, 1) (0,100 (V) [9(0, 02) 0 K[y do,
R1

where the interval [((¢;, K),7r(¢i, K)] = {v € R : g(v, ;) N K # (} coincides with the orthogonal
projection of O(—¢;)K on the v-axis for i = 1,2. To justify the above limit we have used that
lg(w/o+v,p1)NK|; < diam(K) so that Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem can be applied.
Furthermore, it is easily seen that

. 2
| To(K &1, 01, €2, 02) | < diam(K) Ko [&]y |21 Infenllr - (4.5)
Hence, the limit of @3], i.e. limit of AEJ,(K,Z;, Py, =, $2) as 0 — oo, exists and can be
expressed by using the independence assumptions as follows:
2
A (B[Z0] )7 ) (RY) /(El[z@o,K),r(%,K)](v) l9(v, ®o) N K1) do.
RI

Note that the indicator function 1jy(a, i), (@,, K)](') can be omitted since the range of integration
w.r.t. v is well-defined. O

Proof (Lemma [6). With the abbreviation Zy = [—Ry, Roy] we obtain that

_Q/// gxgy dpdxda;—g///Ppeuoﬂ (Zo + o{v(®o), y —x>))dpda:dy

K K R! K K R!
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=g/1K@ @) 1K N (K — )2 BIEo N (S0 + 0 (0(@0), ) [ dy

21 oo

_ //IK@ W) K O (K = 50())]s B[S0 N (B0 + 05 c0s(®o — 1))y 5 ds dif

where we have substituted y = sv(¢)) with v(¥) = (cos 1, sin¥)? and with
ri(Y) = max{s > 0:sv(¢) € K& (—K)} (= rg(y £ ) due to symmetry reasons)

271 i (V)

=0 / / IKN(K —sv())|2E|Z0N (Eo + 05 cos(Py—))|1 sdsdyp
0 0
2 — Do T (P+Po)

_oE / / K 0 (K — 50t + 8))2 B Zo N (S0 + 05 cos(w))|s s ds de,
—dq 0

where we have used the independence of &5 and R

o2 rr (P+DPo)
:QE/ / K O (K — s0(0 + ®0))2 B S N (S0 + 05 cos())y s ds dab,

0 0
where we have used fE@o(' f7r o () due to v(Y) = v(y + 2m)
7 Tk (Y+Po)
2B [ [ IK0(K +s0(0+ 8)REIS0n G0+ s cos())h sdsdy,
0 0
where we have used v(¢) + m) = —v(¢)) and the shift-invariance of | - |; as well as

the motion-invariance of | - |2 .

By definition of 7x (1)) we have s > ri(¢) iff sv(¢) ¢ K ® (—K) iff KN (K + sv(y)) = (. Thus,

ri (Y+Po) -

the inner integral f in the above double integral can be replaced by fooo showing that

i )

7,(K) :2QE//|KH(K+SU(¢+<I>0))|2 E|Z) N (S0 + 05 cos(h))]1 s ds du

0 0
-1

—1)d

— 2Q/E/ |K N (K + swv(arccos(y) + ®o))|2 E|Z0 N (Zg + 0sy)|1 sds \(/%
1 -y

by substituting y = cos(¢) € [—1,1] so that ¢ = arccos(y) , (arccos(y))’ = T
-y

17



1 0o

= ZQ/E/ |K N (K + sv(arccos(y) + ®o))|2 E[Z0 N (Eo + 05y)|1
21000

sdsdy

i

odzsds

oo s

= 2E// |K N (K + sv(arccos(z) +®0)2 EIZ0N (20 +02)1
0 —s

52 _ 22

by substituting z = sy € [—s, s] so that y = z/s and changing the order of integration.

Interchanging again the integration over z and s, we can proceed with the abbreviation
z
h(s,z, ®o) := sv(arccos (=) + ®g) = (zcos Pg — V/'s? — 22 sin Py, zsin Py + /52 — 22 cos Dy) ,
S

where 0 < ||h(s, 2z, Pp)|| = s < rg := max{rg () : 0 < p < 7} < diam(K), leading to

TK
_ _ sdsodz
J,(K) = 2E//|K N (K + h(s,z,P0))|2 E[E0 N (S0 + 02)1 ﬁ
R |2]
T dsd
_ _ sdsdau
- 2E/ / [K 0 (K + h(s,u/0,o))|2 B[S0 N (B0 + u))) ———=
R Jul/o T

by substituting u = ¢ z so that z = u/p

00—

TK
—>2E//|K0(K+sv(<1>0+7r/2))|2 E[Zo N (o + )|y ds du.
R! O

In the last line, we could apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem since

2

T kg
sds 1 dt
K 0K + his,u/o,®0)ls —moe < [Kly s | % < |K|pdiam(K).  (4.6)
u{g V8% = (u/o)? 2 / Vi

Further, we have used the continuity of the function z — h(s, z, ), arccos(0) = /2 and h(s, 0, ¢
sv(p+m/2) = s (—sing, cos )T (= —sv(p—n/2)) and the relation [5, |[ZoN(Eo+u)|; du = |Zy
4R(2) combined with a multiple application of Fubini’s theorem. Finally, we arrive at

) =
2 _
1=

T TK(SDi%)

— s
I8 = [ [ [0 sm)dpdeidrs —— 285 [ [ |K0(E+s0(02])) 450G )
K K R! 0 0

O
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Proof (Theorem [2)). In view of Lemma 2] and Definition 2 we can state the equality

073 Var (|2 1 o) // (G~ ey s (V] = Gp[1 — e, ()] G [1 — 2, ()] )dradirs.

Instead to use the factorial moment expansion of the pgf’s Gp[l — Wy, ), GP[1 — Wes, | and
Gp[l — wys,) as in 7)) and (2Z]), we first rewrite the integrand of the right-hand side of the
foregoing equality as follows:

4 (GP [1 - ngl,gxg(')] - GP[l - le’l(')]GP [1 - ngz(')]) = GP[l - wgm(’)] Gp [1 - ngz(’)]
X 0 ( exp { log Gp[l —wy, ()] = log Gp[l — wpe, (-)] — log Gp[1 — wpe, ()] } - 1) . (4.7)

In order to evaluate the exponent in line ([@7) we use an expansion of log Gp[1 —w(-)] in terms of
the factorial cumulant measures ¥*) of U ~ P, see (ZI0), which is as follows:

(3] k k
— — ) (k)
log Gp 1 -y /R e P @) see B pas, (48)
k=1 Jj=1
provided the sum in (@8] is convergent. In what follows we will show that

gli_}nolog// ‘ log Gp[l = why, gy ()] =108 Gp[l — weg, (-)] —10g Gp[l — wee, ()] | dzidas < 0o, (4.9)

Before proving this, we note that the relation (ZI5]) implies that

m—1 k = |k = | \ym
1) (NE|Z ANE|=
§ CFOBEh)* (OB

i - — exp{-AE|Zo1} (4.10)

for some 6 € [—1,1] uniformly for all z # o. Furthermore, it is rapidly seen that the limit (4.))
(which has been proved under the assumptions of Theorem 1) holds if and only if

tim (108 Gp[l = w5, 42, ()] — 108 Gp[1 — wga, ()] — log Gpll — wges ()] ) =0

0— 00

for distinct points z1, 29 € K \{0o}. Finally, the latter limit combined with (£9]) proves the equality
Qli_)ﬂ;() Q// exp log Gp[l =Wy, 4ry ()] —10g Gp[l — wye, ()] —log Gp[l — ngz(-)]} — 1) dz1dzs
= lim o0 / / 108 G p[1 =y, 42, ()] ~ 108 Gp[l = wge, ()] = 0g Gl = w0, ()] A1z

The equality of both limits results from the inequality |e* — 1 — z| < % emax(2.0) and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem.
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Combining the latter equality with the (47), (£9), (£I0) and the integral representation of
03 Var(\E N oK \2) at the very beginning of the proof of Theorem 2 we can state the relation

0— 00 00—

lim ¢o~* Var(|Z N oK|2) = e P EEoh 1im // log Gp[l — Wgy, gy (*)] (4.11)

—10g Gp[l = wye, ()] ~ 10g Gp[l = wye, ()] ) dardas.
By using the expansion (L§]) the double integral on the right-hand side of (ZII]) takes the form
o n(o)
1) (K
/ / 108 Gp[1 — S, ()] ~ 108 Gp[1 — e ()] —~og Gp[1 — g ()] )y = 3 EH T ().

|
—t n:

where T(g)(K ) for n € N is defined by

T(K) : Z//@(ngm p;) ngsc p;) ngy pg> “(d(p1,. .. pn)) dedy. (4.12)
dp) =

K Rn

Since ~1)( Adp and Wy, (D) — Wer(P) — Wey(p) = —wWh 4, (D), We get

=\ ///gwwy Jdpdz dy = A Jy(K) —— 2AE[Z)? C5F
K K R!
where the limit is just the assertion of Lemma [l The above proof of Lemma [@ reveals that
\Tl(g)(K)\ < AJ,(K) < 2XAE|Z|? |K|adiam(K). In the next step we derive a uniform bound of
T 2(9)(K ) as well as its the limit as ¢ — oo . For doing this, we rewrite
2 2

H Wz, oy pj H Wox pj H wa(pj) = wgm(pl)wgy(p2) + wa(pl)ng(p2) - ng,gy(pl)ng,gy(p2)
j=1 j=1

- wg'm,gy(pl) (wa(pQ) + wa(pQ) )
and by regarding the symmetry in x,y and p1, p2 we get

Tég)(K):Q///(ﬁ Woa,gy(Pj) — f[lwgsc(pj ngy ;) > (d(p1,p2)) drdy
~ s

K K R2 -

= 9/// (zng(Pl)wgy(Pz) - (’ng,gy(pz) +2w9x(p2))wgz,gy(m)>’Y(2)(d(p1,p2))dxdy

K K R2?

— 2, / / / g (p1) Wy (p2)y® (d(p1, po)) dedy + TO(K), (4.13)
K K R2
where

1TO(K) | <3x0 / / / / W, (91) wae (02 + p1) VY (dp) dpy da dy

K K R!R!

=3X\p ///w?x@y(pl) Ehﬁi;‘ (0 + 0 (v(®o), z) — p1) dprdady. (4.14)
K K R!
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Clearly, we have oo > |’y7,ed (RY) > E"yﬁi;‘(Eo + 0 (v(®0),z) — p1) — 0 for = # o. Together
0—00
with the arguments used in the proof of Lemma [6] among them the uniform estimate J,(K) <

2E|Z|? | K|z diam(K), it follows that T;(g)(K) —— 0. Finally, Lemma [fl and ([£I3]) show that
0—00

@)
57 (K
L) Zo )2 Yey(R") / (Elg(p,®0) N K [1)*dp = A(E|Zq 1)1 y(RY) CFFF .

Rl

—— A (E]
0—00

In addition, we can derive a uniform bound of TQ(Q) (K). From (4.I4]) and the above bound of Tl(g) (K)
we get that |73 (K)| < 3[|7\2)llzv [T} (K)| < 6 K[> diam(K) |[/\2) |7 B[Zo[? . Hence, we see
from (43 and [@I2) that, for two independent pairs (Z;, ®;),i = 1,2, with the same disribution
as (Zp, Po), the following estimate holds:

T3 (K)| < 20 p(K By, @1, 50, 82)| + T (K) < 8 X K]y diam(K) BIZof? [ye)lrv -

Obviously, the limit (3.2]) coincides with limy o ( —Tl(g) (K) + %Tz(g)(K ).
Theorem 2 is accomplished if we show that

Thus, the proof of

(o)
lim 7@ (K) =0 and supM

0—00 0>1 n.

< CK for n >3 such that ZC,IL{ < o00.
n>3

(4.15)

This means we have to find suitable upper bounds of the integrals ([@I2]) for each n > 3 which
are uniform w.r.t. g and disappear as ¢ — oo. Using the reduced factorial cumulant measures
T(’ec)l defined ,Pn)) = )\’yr(,zc)l((dpi —pj 11 # j))dp; for any

j =1,...,n, the boundedness of the total variation measure |7, 4|(-) on R"~! and obvious relations

(in differential notation) by 7™ (d(py,. ..

n—1 k
- Z Z H Wz (Piy)

k=11<i1<-<ip<n (=1

n n
H wQ:c pz + wgy pz H wQ:c pz H wa (pz)
i=1 i=1

n - n

- H Woz,oy(Pi) H (wor (ps) + wey(p))

=1 = =1 ]:k—i—l

H Wy (p))

(wgm (pl) + Woy (pz))

—-

@
Il
A

IN

n
gw oy pk H wQI p] +wa(pJ))
j:
J#k

we obtain the following estimates

[ [Tt
5 (1) [ [ [ Tvet

k=1 K K Rn

ngsc pz ngy pz ) d(pla v 7pn)) dw dy‘

H Woy(Pj) Y

d(pl,...,pn))dxdy'
j=k+1

21



-1 k

@) Wox Wea (P i Woy(pj
< T (K) = AZ( )IZ!R 0 wer (p1) /H i +p1) I woulpj +p1)

k=1 f R—1 =2 j=k+1

3

X h/ﬁ:c)i‘ (d(p27 cee 7pn)) dpl dx dy (416)

'/// ﬁ (Woa (i) + woy(pi)) —H gx,gy(pi))v(")(d(pl,...,pn))dxdy'

=1 =1

K
< An ///ngx oy pl / H W oz p] +P1) +wgy(p] +p1 ) h/red‘ p27---7pn))dpl dl’dy
K K Rl Rn—1 J=2

=
3

STT(L,%)(K) 1:)\71 ( _1>///ngxgyp1 / Hme p2+p1 H Wey pj—l_pl

K K Rl Rr—1 =2 j=k+1

% |7\ (A(pas - pw)) dpy dady. (4.17)

Obviously, we have ]T,(LQ)(K )| < Tr(fl) (K) + T,(L?Q) (K) for n > 3. Let us first, rewrite the integral
terms in ([@I6]). For this purpose we introduce the abbreviaton

k n
Igzl ///@ng p1) /ngx(pi+pl) I weu(w; + 1) 7 (s, -, pn)) dpy da dy

K K Rl Rn—1 =2 J=k+1

fork=2,...,n—1.

As in ([@4) we substitute z = O(®1)u and y = O(P,)w with O(:) as defined in (LJ]). Since
O~ Y(p) = O(—¢p) and det(O(y)) = 1 it follows that u = O(=®1) x, w = O(—=®,,) y and (v(®;),z) =
(V(P;),0(P1)u) = (v(P; — P1),u) for i = 1,...,k and (v(P)),y) = (V(P; — ®,),w) for j =
k+1,...,n. Note that (v(®1),2) = u; and (v(®,,),y) = wy for u = (u1,uz)” and w = (wy,w2)7,
respectively.

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 3 we introduce independent copies (Ry, ®1), ..., (R,, ®,) of the
random vector (Ry, ®g) and independent copies =, ..., =, of the random intervall =y = [— Ry, Ry .
Then the product w,,(p) Hsz Wer (pi + p1) H?:k-i—l Woy(p;j + 1) can be expressed as expectation

k

E( E1+0(®1,2) H = +olo(®:),2) (Pi +P1) H 1=, 1 o(o(@;).y) (P +p1))
1=2 j=k+1

which together with the above transformations of x,y € R? and Fubini’s theorem allows us to write
I T(LQ;(K ) in the form
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n—1

k
E/// / ( E1+our (p1) H Ei40(v(P; — >(Pz'+p1) 1~3+g<v(c1>3 n)w)(pj+p1)
R2 R2 R Rn—1 i=2 bt

x 1z, (pn +p1 — le)) 7| (d(p2s - - - pa)) dpr 1o(—ay)k (W) Lo(—a, )k (w) d(u1, uz) d(wi, ws)

k
= E/// / Y <1E1+Q(u1—w1)(pl - le) 1_1_’_9( (Bi—B1),u)—owr (pl. +p1 — le)
R2 R2 Rl Rn—1 =2
n—1
x Lz, 1 o(u(®; @) w)—oui (P + D1 — own) 1=, (pn +p1 — @w1)> 7™ @A(pas - -, pa)) dpr
j=k+1

X 1o(—a, )k (u) Lo— <1>n) i (w) d(ur, u2) d(wr, wo)
_E/// / Hluﬁ_g (0(@i=@1);u)—own (i +p1) H 1~J+Q 0(®;—Pn)w)— le(pj + p1)
R2 R2 Rl Rn—1 j=k+1

X 1z, 4o (ui—wy) (P1) 12, (Pn + D1 ) \%EZ;\ (d(p2,---,pn)) dp1 Lo—a, )k (4) Lo(—a,) Kk (w) d(ur, uz) d(wr, w2)
n—1

:E/ / / / <H1:Z+ oo @i—1) Crrun ) —oun (P 1) [ 12000000 000w (05 + 1)
R2 R2 R1 Rn—1 i=2 j=k+1

X1z, 4021 () 12, (0n +2)) 10 (@2, 20)) dp Lo oy (21 + 01, 22)) Lo(a, e (w) d(z1, 22) d(wr, ws)

n—1

k
- <H B+l 0) (a1 wn,gz2))—qun (i TP1) 12,4 o(w(@;—®n)w)—ous (Pj + P1)
RZ RZ ]Rl Rn71 =2 j=k+1
(4.18)

< 1z, (o0 + 1)) P2, o) 12,42, (1) dpy

ya
X 1o<_¢1)K<<§ +wi, 22)) Lok (w1, ws)) d(21, 22) d(wr, ws)

Replacing the two products of indicator functions in ([@I8]) by 1 leads to the following bound of
IT(LQ;(K) provided that |7£:;‘(R"_1) < o0o:

I?}l <E/// / 1 24, (21) 12, —p, pl)‘%ed‘ (p2,---.pn))dp1

R2 R2 Rl Rn—1

VA
X 1o<_¢1>K<<51 +wy, 22)) d(21, 22) Lo_a, i (w1, w2)) d(wr, ws)
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:E/// / <1_51+p1(Z1)1:n—pn 1)) |7£Zgz|(d(p2,---,pn))dp1
Rl R! RI Rn—1

\g( +wi, @) N K|y |g(wy, ) N K|dzdw;

< diam(K / 9w, N Ko [ [ 12,0 1) 12,0, or)d1dp R
Rl R!

= diam(K) | K| E[Z1]1 EIZa|1 |1\ (R"™) = diam(K) [K]> (B[Zol)? W llrv . (4.19)

Here, we have used arguments which have already been applied to prove ([d.3]). On the other hand,
the product of the indicator functions in the first line of (4I8]) disappears as ¢ — oo P-almost
surely and for almost all (wy,ws), (21,22),p1, (P2, ..., pn) € R" wr.t. the corresponding product
measure. Therefore, again by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem,

lim I@(K):o for k=2,....n,n>3. (4.20)

0—00 .k

Next, we derive a further bound of Iff,i(K ) that depends more on the mean thickness E\:oll of the

typical cylinder. For this, we need the Radon-Nikodym density | cg,zzl(pg, ooy Dn) | of | 77, . d( )| w.r.t.
to Lebesgue measure on R"~!. Hence, by using Fubini’s theorem, we replace the integral (ZI9)
over R"~! by two iterated integrals. The first integral over (ps,...,p,—1) € R"~2 can be estimated
by Holder’s inequality as follows :

k n—1
H i+ (0(P;—P1),(21+0w1,022)) —ow1 —p1 (pi) H 1:J+Q( (Pj—Pp),w)— le—Pl(pj)
Rn—2 =2 j=k+1

‘C p27"'7pn—17pn)‘d(p27"'7pn—1) <

k n—1 q—1

</H i+(v(P;—P1) (21+gw1,gzz))—gw1—p1(pi) 1~]+g( (<I>j—<I>n),w)—gw1—p1(pj)d(p27---ypn—l)) !
Rn—2 =2 j=k+1

(] el i) o) D)’ (H|~|)q lefen (2l (4:21)

Rn—1

for any ¢ > 1, where Hcmd( Pn)llq coincides with the term in front of the equal sign in (E21]).
Combining the estimates (ZI6) and @ZI) with |g(p, p) N K|; < diam(K) for (p,p) € R x [0, 7],
J1 l9(p, @) N K|1dp = |K|s, switching the order of integration and finally applying Lyapunov’s
inequality we arrive at
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19 <8 [ [ [ [(TLER)™ 160600 1m0 (1) 12, in)
R! RI RIR! =2
!g( +w1,(1>1) ﬂK’l ]g(wl, )ﬂK\ldzldwl
n—1 g—1
< dian() (KR B([]12) [ [ [ 16l 1oz (1) 12, (p0) A1l
=2 R! R! R!
i (n) _ ”(Q*l)_i_g
= diam(K) | K2 / 1 (o) dp (EfZoly) ™ Fa.

Rl
Applying the same arguments as above, the estimate (£20]) reveals that (£20) remains true if,

instead of H’YredHTV < 00, the Lj—norm Hcdeq = f Hcfzzl(-,p)qup is finite for some ¢ > 1 and
n > 3. Hence, we have

T, (5 AZ( > K) < Adiam(K) |K]5 (2" —2) (E|Zo|s) e el

1
Together with the strong L7-Brillinger mixing condition with b} (E|Z0]1)" 7 < 1/2 we get

(o)

T (K (g—1) A El= diam(K) | K
3 n,l(' )g/\a;;(E|Eo|1)§diam(K)|K|2E (265 (BIEs}) T )" < o (B’ de (1 )J 2
n>3 n: n>3 1-— 2b(’; (E’:o‘l) q

Next, we derive two different bounds for the sum T,E?Z) (K) defined in (£IT). For this purpose, in

analogy to I ff,i(K ), we need uniform bounds of

k n
7190 = | Tlvwtwi+m) TT wals+0) hlae...o).

Rn—1 1=2 j:k+1
It is easily seen that
( ) - (n)
0 n —1
Jnyk H i+o(v(®:),x)—p1 (pl) H 15j+9<v(q)j)7y>—101 (pj) h/red‘d(pz’ woey Pn— 1 < h/red Rn )
Rn—1 =2 j:k+1

and, for any ¢ > 1 such that HCT,Zqu < 00,

Jr(f])g / Hl Hito(v(®;), pl H 1_J+Q v(®;),y (pj)cq(nz()j(p%"'7pn—1)d(p27"'7pn—1)
R7—1 1=2 j=k+1
. — =L n 7 n— 1—
<E[JIE7 ([ e o) don e pa)) < BN -
=2
Rn—1
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The foregoing estimates show that

lim J(g)()—O for k=2,...,n,n>3. (4.22)

0—00 n,k

Further, from the definition of Tffg (K), see (AI7), and the integral J,(K) introduced and estimated
in the proof of Lemma 6 with the uniform upper bound 2 diam(K) | K |2 E|Z0|?, we see that

T,E?Q)(K)g)\n <n_1>///gwwgy p1)dp; derdy max sup J( )( )

<k<n pERl

—An2" "t J (K J@ ) < A n2ndi K|y B|Z,2 J
n o );gggﬂ;;ﬂg nk(P) < An2" diam(K) | K]y !o\lzglggn;;g .k

Under the assumption that ¥ ~ P is either strongly Brillinger-mixing with b < 1/2 or strongly
1
L,-Brillinger-mixing with b, (E|Zol1)' ¥ < 1/2 we obtain the inequalities

(e) - .
T,>(K) 124 no1 _ 2XabE|Z 2 diam(K) | K|,
E — <2XabE|Z|] diam(K) | K2 E n (20b) < 1-20)2
n>3 n>3
and
n—1

1K) s o
ZT < 2Xag by B[S} diam(K) [K|2 Y n(2bg (BIZoh) )

n>3 ’ n>3
_ 2)ag by E|=o|3 diam(K )|K|2
- —_ _1.2
(120, (E[Zoh)" q)

Finally, summarizing the above-proved relations (£20), [£.22)) and the convergence of the series
> >3 Tégl( K)/n! for i = 1,2 shows the validity of (£I5)) which in turn implies ([@9]). Thus, the
proof of Theorem 2 is complete. O

Remark. Strong Brillinger-mixing with b < 1/2 is a rather restrictive condition for the one-
dimensional point process ¥ ~ P. Equivalently formulated, the power series o7 , 21 |y (R"~1)]
is analytic in the interior of the disk b(0,2) in the complex plane. For example, the condition
has been used for statistical analysis of point processes in [6]. The Gauss-Poisson process, see [5],
Poisson cluster processes with a finite number of non-vanishing cumulant measures, see [II 2], and
certain Neyman-Scott processes satisfy this condition. In the case that ¥ ~ P is strongly L,—
resp. strongly Lj—Brillinger-mixing for some ¢ > 1 with b, > 0 resp. b; > 0 we can choose E|Z|
sufficiently small to fulfill the assumptions of Theorem 2 which greatly expands its applicability.

In a separate paper we will study the asymptotic normality of p~3/2 ( 2N oK|s —E|ZN oK |2) as
0 — oo. To achieve this goal we have to find the conditions which allow to verify that

032 Cumy (|2 N o K|y) — 0 for any k>3, (4.23)
0—00
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where with the notation and the formulas of Chapter 2 we can use the following representation of
the kth-order cumulant Cumg (|2 N o K|9):

k l
C D CI (S Y / [1Ge[1=P(() e [ Eo+ (w(®o),z:)))] d(z1, ..., 2%)-
S sk

From the latter formula it is easily seen that (£23)) is equivalent to

R gV BT
o/ ;: 1 Z k’1!"'k‘g!1_ll / IIGP[l_ngl,---,gxkj(')] d(@1,... ;) o 0
=1 j=1 % =
K

k1+-+ko=k ks
ki>1i=1...0 7

for any k£ > 3. A modification of a recursive proving technique developed in Chapter 2 of [11] to
treat the analogous problem for Poisson cylinder processes could be useful.
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