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Abstract

We study the asymptotic behavior of a size-marked point process of centers of large cells in
a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaic in dimension d > 2. The sizes of the cells
are measured by their inradius or their kth intrinsic volume (k > 2), for example. We prove
a Poisson limit theorem for this process in Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance and thereby
generalize a result in Chenavier and Hemsley (2016) in various directions. Our proof is based
on a general Poisson process approximation result that extends a theorem in Bobrowski,
Schulte and Yogeshwaran (2021).
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1 Introduction

Random mosaics are important objects in both theory and practice of modern probability. They
are used in a wide range of applications to model random spatial phenomena. Besides the Voronoi
mosaic (and its dual, the Delaunay mosaic), the hyperplane mosaic is an important model class.
In this article we study stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaics. These are random
mosaics where the generating process is a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process.

Different aspects of this mosaic have been investigated in the literature. For example, in [§]
it is shown that the shape of the zero cell (it is the cell containing the origin o € ]Rd) is with high
probability close to the shape of a ball if its kth intrinsic volume (for some k > 2) is large. This
result is the answer to the Kendall problem (formulated for the zero cell of a Poisson hyperplane
mosaic) and is adapted to the typical cell of the mosaic in [9]. In [3] cells with large (and small)
inradius and with center in a window are considered. For dimension d = 2 it is shown that the
limit distribution of the largest and smallest order statistics for the inradii converge to a Poisson
distribution when the size of the window goes to infinity.

In the present paper we considerably extend this result in various directions. We consider
marked point processes of centers of large (w.r.t. the inradius or an intrinsic volume, e.g. volume,
surface area) cells in a compact window in a stationary, isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaic,
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where the mark is a transformation of the cell size. We study the asymptotics of a scaling of
this process as the volume of the window tends to infinity. Using Stein’s method (via a coupling
of the marked process with a Palm version of itself), we prove convergence in the Kantorovich-
Rubinstein distance to a marked Poisson process. To this end, we give an extension of |2, Theorem
4.1]. In the proofs of our main Theorems 1 and 2 we face two kinds of obstacles. The first one
concerns long range dependencies and comes from the fact that two cells that are arbitrarily
far apart from each other can share joint facet hyperplanes. The second one deals with local
dependencies in the mosaic and concerns the sizes of the clusters in which large cells appear.
The typical cluster size heavily depends on the shape of large cells. For the size functions that
we consider (where all extremal bodies are balls) we use the answer to Kendall’s problem and
obtain clusters of size one.

Our article is structured as follows. In Section 2 we give precise definitions of the objects that
we study and present our main results. In Section 3 we prove two important auxiliary lemmas
that give a bound on the number of hyperplanes in a stationary, isotropic Poisson hyperplane
process that hit two disjoint balls. Moreover, we present a spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin for-
mula that generalizes [16, Theorem 7.3.2] and might be of independent interest. In Section 4 we
give an extension of [2 Theorem 6.1]. In Section 5 we give the proof of Theorem 1| (where we
consider the process of centers of cells with a large inradius). The remaining sections are devoted
to the proof of Theorem [2| (which is a generalization of the proof of Theorem [I|to the process of
centers of cells that are large with respect to a more general size function). In Section 6 we study
the distribution of a size functional of the typical cell in the Poisson hyperplane mosaic in more
detail. In Section 7 we construct stopping sets for large cells in the mosaic and demonstrate how
they can be used to derive a decorrelation inequality. Finally, we complete the proof of Theorem
2l in Section 8.

2 Preliminaries and Main Results

We use the notation from [9] and [2]. For a locally compact second countable Hausdorff (IcscH)
space (X,X) we write Nx for the space of all o-finite counting measures on X and Ny for
the space of all finite counting measures on X. We equip Nx and Nx with their corresponding
o-algebras Nx and Nx that are induced by the mappings w + w(B) for all B € X. These are
the Borel-o-algebras with respect to the Fell topologies on Nx and Ny, respectively. For z € X
let 6, € Nx be the Dirac measure in z, i.e. 0,(B) = 1g(z) for B € X. More generally, for
x=(x1,...,xm) € X" we write 0g = 0y + -+ Iy, -

The real Euclidean vector space R? is equipped with the standard scalar product (-,-) and
induced norm | - ||. We write x4 for the volume of the closed unit ball B¢ := {z ¢ R?: |z| <
1}, wg = drg for the surface area of the unit sphere S%1 := 9BY = {x € R? : |z| = 1} and
B(z,7):=z2+rB%={z e R?: |x—-z| <r} for the closed ball with radius r > 0 around z € R%. The
(-dimensional (¢ € {0,...,d}) Lebesgue measure on an ¢-dimensional affine subspace of R? is
denoted by Ay and oy, is the normalized Lebesgue measure on a k-dimensional (k € {0,...,d-1})
great subsphere of S%°1. Moreover, for a linear subspace L c R? we let Sp, := {ue L: |ul = 1}.

The lescH space (with the standard topology) of hyperplanes in R? is denoted by H. Every
element H ¢ H can by represented as H = H(u,r) = {z e R : (z,u) = 7} for some u ¢ S%!
and r € R. For H ¢ H and z e R\ H we write H ~ for the closed halfspace bounded by H that
contains z and we denote H™ := H, for the closed halfspace bounded by H (not passing through



the origin o € R?) that contains o.

In this article all random objects are defined on some fixed probability space (2, A,P) and n
is a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process in R?. This is a random element in the
space Np. As usual we write 7 for the simple (induced) counting measure and its support. The
distribution of 7 is invariant under rotations and translations and its intensity measure E7 is of
the form En = ypug4-1, where v > 0 is the intensity of n and p4-1 is the motion invariant measure
on H given by

pa1 (") :2/311—1 /Oool{H(u,r) eV drog . (du). (2.1)

The space K% of convex bodies (non-empty, compact, convex subsets of Rd) is endowed with
the Hausdorff metric. For K € K% we write Hg := {H e H: Hn K #+ @} and HX = {H e H :
Hn K = @}. The random number n(Hg) of hyperplanes passing through K follows a Poisson
distribution with parameter y®(K') with

K) =2 [S b, w) oo (du), (2.2)

where h(K,-) is the support function of K.

In this article we study point processes related to large cells in Poisson hyperplane mosaics.
Let w € N be a locally finite system of hyperplanes in R? in general position. This means that
every k-dimensional plane of R? is contained in at most d — k hyperplanes of w. The closures
of the connected components of the complement of Uge, H in R? are called cells of the mosaic
generateed by w. For a tuple H = (Hy,...,Hg1) of d+1 pairwise distinct hyperplanes in w let
B(H) be the closed inball of the unique simplex A(H) for which Hy,...,Hg.1 are the facet
hyperplanes. Moreover, let z(H) be the center and r(H) be the radius of B(H). Since w is
in general position, the inballs of the cells are unique and every inball is touched by precisely
d + 1 hyperplanes in w. For every cell this allows us to find unique (up to permutations) facet
hyperplanes Hi, ..., Hg,1 € w. We write

HewnHB(H)
It is easy to see that almost surely any d + 1 hyperplanes of n are in general position. The
resulting Poisson hyperplane mosaic is stationary and isotropic and has intensity

2
A o (dz)l f Ag(w)o® ! (du) (2.4)
(see [16}, Section 10.3]), where P c (S971)4*1 is the set of all (d+1)-tuples of unit vectors not lying
in a closed hemisphere and A;(u) is the d-dimensional volume of the convex hull of uy, ..., ug1.
For n > 1 and w € Ny we consider the point process
1
Cn[w] IR Z 1{(w - 5H) n HB(H) = @} 5(n‘1/dz(H),2yr(H)—logn)7 (25)
(d + 1) Hew(d+1)
where w(®*1 is the set of all (d + 1)-tuples of hyperplanes of w with pairwise distinct entries.
Hence, ¢, = (,[n] is a scaling of the process of inball centers of cells, marked by a transformation
of their radius.
Let ¢ be the Borel measure on R given by ¢((c,00)) = e for all ¢ € R. We compare the
process (, with a Poisson process v in the lescH space Y := R? x R restricted to W x (¢,00)



for some compact W c R%. We consider the Kantorovich-Rubinstein (KR) distance between the
distributions of two finite point processes ¢ and v that is given by

dkr((,v) = sup [ER(() - Eh(v)],
heLip(Y)

where Lip(Y) is the class of all measurable 1-Lipschitz functions & : Ny — R with respect to the
total variation between measures wy,ws on Y given by

drv(wy,we) = suplwi(A) —wa(A4)],

where the supremum is taken over all Borel sets A ¢ Y with wj(A),ws(A) < 0o. The KR distance
between two point processes &, dominates their total variation distance

dTV(§7 C) ‘= Sup |P(§ € A) - ]P)(C € A)|7
AeNy

where Ny is the standard o-algebra on the space of o-finite counting measures on Y (see [4]).

Theorem 1. Let ¢, = (,[n] be as above and let v be a Poisson process on RY x R with intensity
measure Y\ DN\g ® p. For all ¢ € R and all compact W c R there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

dxr (G n (W x (¢,00)),vn (W x (¢,0))) <Cn~% (logn)?*!

for n large enough, where 6* = 6*(d) € (0,1/d) is the solution of the fized point equation

1 _
§ =Lt , 5(1—1:2)% dx. (2.6)
w +

3+0

In the second part of this article we study point processes of centers of cells that are large
with respect to more general functions. Let ¥ : K - R be continuous (with respect to the
Hausdorff metric), homogeneous of degree k for some k > 0, not identically zero and increasing
under set inclusion. Such functions are called size functions in [9]. Additionally, we assume that
there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that Vy(K) < ¢oX(K)¥* for all K € K, where Vy(K) is the
volume of K. Note that > and & satisfy the sharp isoperimetric inequality

O(K)> (KR, KK, (2.7)

for some constant 7 > 0 (see [8, Section 3]). That this inequality is sharp means that there exists
some K € K% such that equality holds in . Every such body is called an eztremal body (for
given ¥ and ®). For example, for ¥ = V; we have 7 = 2&2 ¢ We assume that all extremal bodies
of ¥ are Euclidean balls. For instance, all intrinsic volumes Vi, (k € {2,...,d}) have this property
(V4 is the volume and 2V;_; is the surface area; see [16, Section 14.2]).

Let Z be the typical cell of the random mosaic generated by 7. It can be understood as a cell
picked uniformly at random from all cells centered in a large compact region and will be defined
rigorously in Section 6. Let F' denote the distribution function of ¥(Z) and set G :=1/(1 - F).
Since F' is continuous and strictly increasing on [’y’l/ k¥ 00) (see Lemma , G is well-defined
and invertible on ['y’l/ k¥ o0). By definition of G, we have

P(G(2(Z))>u)=u"", u>G 'y %), (2.8)



i.e. G(X(Z)) is Pareto(1)-distributed.
For n >1 and w € Ny we consider the point process
1

(d+ 1)' . Z(;i 1)1{(77 - 6H) n HB(H) = @} 5(n_1/d2(H),n_1G(E(C’(H,n))))' (29)
enlat

Enlw] =

Let &, = &,[n] and ¢ be the Borel measure on (0,00) given by ((a,b)) = a™* = b~! for
0<a<b<oo.

Theorem 2. Let &, = £,[n] be as above and let v be a Poisson process on R? x (0,00) with
intensity measure fy(d))\d ® . There is some b€ (0,0*) such that for all ¢ >0 and all compact
W c R? there exists a constant C >0 such that for all n large enough we have

dkr (6n N (W x (¢, 00)),v0 (W x (¢,00))) < Cn™".
Here, 6* = 0*(d) is the solution of the fixed point equation (2.6).

In the proof of Theorem [2] we combine probabilistic bounds used in the proof of Theorem [I]
with geometric estimates. Intuitively spoken, we exploit that the shape of a large typical cell in
m is with high probability close to the shape of a ball. This fact is known as Kendall’s conjecture
that was answered in a series of articles (see e.g. [8], [9]). This brings us in a position where we
can argue similarly to the proof of Theorem [I] The exponent —b on the right-hand side of the
bound in Theorem [2| depends on the considered size function ¥ and the stability function s (see
Section 6). Our proof method does not allow us to make b more explicit. We leave this as an
open problem.

Outlook. We believe that many of the techniques developed in this article might be of an
independent interest and be useful to establish further asymptotic results for (Poisson) hyper-
plane mosaics. One direction could be to consider score sums defined by Poisson hyperplanes
and to investigate whether a central limit theorem holds for score functions depending on the
cell sizes. This would generalize existing normal approximation results in [5]. Another line of
further research could be to establish Poisson process approximation for Poisson hyerplane mo-
saics defined in the hyperbolic space (see [6] and [I2] for recent results on Poisson and normal
approximation in this space).

3 Some Integral Geometry

3.1 Geometry of random hyperplanes

In the proofs of Theorem [I] and Theorem [2] we will need to control the number of hyperplanes
passing through two fixed balls. The following lemma gives the probability that a random hy-
perplane with uniformly distributed normal vector and in distance > 0 from some point z € R%
passes through a fixed ball.

Lemma 3. Let w,z € R and r, s >0. Then we have

min( T 1) _:
[Sd_ll{H(u,w,u)w)eHBw,S)}ad,l(du)=% [ P (1) da

wq max(ﬁ;l)



Proof. We use that the left-hand side only depends on w and z through w — z and write out the
definition of H (u,r). This gives

[ L (z) +7) € B )} 01 (du)
= [gd—l 1{H(u7 7’) € HB(wfz,s)} del(du)

= Ld—l 1{{w-z,u) e [r—s,7+s]}og-1(du).

Choosing S := S n (lin{w — z})* (where “lin” stands for the linear hull) in [I6, Lemma 6.5.1]
and substituting = = cos(t) in a second step, we find that the above is given by

Y- 1/[ sin?™2(t)1{cos(t) |w - z| € [r — 5,7 + 5]} dt 5q_o(dv)
- Y 1f (1-2%) 7 L{alw- 2] € [r - 5,7 + 5]} da,

which implies the assertion. ]

Fixing r > 0, |w - z| = r + s and letting s - oo in Lemma 3| shows that

- Jd 1/ (1- xz) > da. (3.1)

In the next remark we give a bound on the expected number of hyperplanes passing through
two disjoint balls. Note that in dimension d = 2, [3| Lemma 4.2] provides an upper bound on
this number and that [I4] gives the exact number using an explicit geometric construction that
does not seem to work in higher dimension.

Remark 4. Let w,z € R and 7,5 >0 with 7 + s < |w - z|. Then we find from the definition of
the measure g1 (see (2.1)) and Lemma 3| that

2 w—z
Ha— I(HB(z r) ﬁIHIB(w s)) = il / /H H ) dxdt
w2z
2 - _
< M f (1-22)% da. (3.2)
wq —

For a € (0,1) let L(a) := wd L j (1 22)5" dz and note that L(a) <1 by (3.1). From (3.2)) we
find for ar < s that

:ud—l(HB(z,T) n HB(w,S)) < 2L(a)5 (33)

Remark 5. Note that for d = 3 we instantly find from the equality in Remark 4] that

2rs

p2(Hp 2y NHp(w,s)) = r,s>0,7+s< w-z].

Jw =2

3.2 A spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin formula

The following lemma of spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin type is a generalization of [16, Theorem
7.3.2] to the situation where ¢ < d hyperplanes are fixed and the integration over the remaining
d + 1 — /¢ hyperplanes is carried out. To formulate the statement, we need to introduce some



notation. For vy, ..., vy € R% let Ve(v1,...,vp) denote the /-dimensional volume of the paralleliped
spanned by v1,...,v,. Moreover, we define for v1,...,ve 1 € R the number

1
Ag(v1,...,v01) = EVZ(Ul —Vgs1y- ooy Vg — Ups1)-

Hence, Ay(vy,...,v) is the ¢-dimensional volume of the convex hull of {vi,...,vp1}. In the
following we use the abbreviations wuy. := (ug,...,uy) and

H(u€+1:d+1a T) = (H(uf+17 (Z, u€+1> + T)) cee 7H(ud+17 (Z, Ud+1> + T))7

where z, £ and r are always clear from the context. Recall the definition of P from Section 2.
Given H € H with (unit) normal vector u, we write og for the (discrete) uniform distribution on
S = {-u,u}. The underlying hyperplane H will always be clear from the context.

Lemma 6. Let 1 </¢<d and f:H™ - [0,00) be a measurable function. We have

d d+1:2d+ld!f [ ]OO[ f H’H . ’
fHd+1 fdua=y HE Ix, Spy1 Jo (sa-1yar1-¢ S (Himruy) J(Huie, H(ugi1:d41,T))

y Ag(u:a+1)

1p (ur:ai1) Ma—e(d2) o T (dugs1.as1) dr of (due) gy (dHyy).
Vf(ulzf)

Proof. We use [16, Theorem 7.3.2] (note the missing factor 2¢*1 on the right-hand side of the
statement there) and obtain

fd,ll«gt}=2d+1d! [lédfooo‘/Pf(H(fu,,T))Ad(u)afllf%(du)deZ.

Hd+1

We now replace the integration over the inner ¢ unit vectors uq,...,uy by an integration over
their orthogonal complements and obtain for the above

d+1 | e
277°d! fG’(d,d—l)l />£< So >/Rd [) _/Sdﬂ% f(Z + G+ Tul:éyH(u€+l:d+17T))
=1 3
x Ag(urasn)1p(urai ) o1 (dugstaer ) dr dz o (duge) v, (AGhy), (3.4)

where z + G+ ruyy = (2 + Gy +ruy, ..., 2+ Gg +rug) and vy (¢ € {0,...,d}) is the unique
Haar measure on the Grassmannian G(d,q) of g-dimensional linear subspaces, normalized by
ve(G(d,q)) = 1 (see [16, Theorem 13.2.11]). For k € N and q € [k] we write by, = “=r=k

1--g
and b := by (%)6. Moreover, for L € G(d,q) we denote by G(L,d - 1) the space of all (d -1)-
dimensional linear subspaces containing L with invariant measure v/} | (see [I6, Section 13.2]).
Similarly, let A(d, q) be the affine Grassmannian of ¢-dimensional affine subspaces of R% equipped
with unique Haar measure f1,, normalized by u,({E € A(d,q) : En B # @}) = ka_, (see [16)
Theorem 13.2.12]). Note that A(d,d - 1) = H. For an affine subspace E ¢ A(d,q) we write
A(E,d-1) for the space of affine subspaces containing F with invariant measure ,uf_l. Using

Theorem [16, Theorem 7.2.5] we find that (3.4) is given by

d+1 311 oo
2 d'b./G(d,d—e) .[G(L7d—1)£ f>(< 5. fRd/o meHf(z+Gm+rum7H(ue+1:d+1,7))
-1

x vZ(“l:E)d_ZAd(Ulde)1P(U1;d+1)O'gf%_g(du€+1:d+1)d’r'dz Ué(dulzg)
x (v51)"(dG1)va—e(dL).



Now we use that R = Le L*, write 7; := (2 +2/,u;)+r with z € L and 2’ € L* fori = £+1,...,d+1

and find that the above is given by

d+1 311 oo
2 d'b[G(d,d—z) .[G(L,d—l)f f>e< 5. fLL[L/o _/:91“14f(Z+Gl:é+’I“U1:€7H(UE+1:d+1,T))
=1 2

x V(1) A g(ura ) 1p (wrae1 )05 ™ (dugsraen ) dr Ag_e(dz) Ae(dz") ol (duy.r)
x (v4-1)" (dG1:0)va-e(dL).

From [I6], (13.9)] we obtain for the above

2d+1d!5]A(d,d—£) fA(E,d-nf [;( 5. /E[O /SMH F(Hu +rure) Vo(ure) ™ Ag(urae )
=1 (3

x 1p(u1411)0 1 (dugsriger )drig_e(dz) ol (dure) (uh ) (AHy) pa_e(dE),

where Hy.y+ ruyg = (Hy +ruy,...,Hy+ rug, H(wgi1:.4+1, 7)) Using [16, Theorem 7.2.8] and [16]
Lemma 14.1.1], the last term is given by

2d+1d!f f foof f Hy,. oo Hy H(upegged,
e )L s o Jsere Jne vy f(H; 0 H(Upi1:441,T))
=1 7

5 Ag(ur:d+1)

Vo(ire) 1p (Ui:s1) Ade(d2) o7 (dugsr:as1 ) dr ob(dune) phy (A(Hy, ..., Hy)).

4 Poisson process approximation

In this section we give an extension of [2, Theorem 6.1] and use its notation. We begin with a brief
repetition of the setup. Let (X, X) and (Y,)) be locally compact second countable Hausdorff
(IcscH) spaces. Let g : X¥ x Nx — {0,1}, f : X¥ x Nx — Y be measurable functions that are
symmetric in the x coordinates and let F be the space of closed subsets of X equipped with the
Fell topology. We assume that S : X¥ x Nx — F is measurable and that f, g are localized to S,
i.e., for all w e Nx and for all S 5> S(x,w) we have that

g(x,w):g(x,wﬂS),
f(x,w) = f(x,wnS) if g(x,w)=1. (4.1)

Moreover, we assume for all x € X¥ that S(x,-) : Nx — F is a stopping set. A mapping S : Ny —
F is called stopping set if

{weNg:S(w)cS}={weNg:S(wnS)cS} (4.2)

for all compact S c H.
Define

1
§[w] = >, 9(x,w)0p(xwy, weNx,

* xew(®)

and let & = £[n], where 7 is a Poisson process on X with o-finite intensity measure K. Then we
obtain from the multivariate Mecke equation (see [10, Theorem 4.4]) that the intensity measure
L of ¢ is given by

L) = [ B+ 6 € bl + ) K¥ ()

8



Theorem 7. Let £ be the process defined above with f,g satisfying (4.1) and L(Y) < oco. Let
¢ be a Poisson process with finite intensity measure M. Further, suppose that we are given a
measurable mapping x — Sy from X* to F satisfying x ¢ Sx. For w € Nx let

J(x,w) = g(x,w)1{S(x,w) c Sx}.

Then
dxr (§,C) <drv(L,M) + E1 + By + E3 + Eq + Es + Eg
with
2
E = ] /Xk Eg(x,n+ 0x)1{S(x,1 + 0x) ¢ Sy }K*(dx),
& ] ~
Br= 157 Joo S BUOI 0 6) 15015, 2 03061+ 0BG+ 62)
x K*(dz)K*(dx),
2 -
Es = (k')2 Ak .[Xk El{(ﬁ +0x +5z) NSx NSy = Q}Q(Xﬂ?Jr 5x)
x E1{nn Sx n S, = @}§(z,n + 0,)K* (dz) KF (dx),
E,= (;!)2 /xk _[xk E1{(n+dx+06z) N Sx NSz # B}G(x,m+ x + 02)G(z, 1 + 0x + 0z)
x KF(dz)KF(dx),
Es = (;!)2 /xk _[xk E1{(n+dx + ) N Sx NSz = B}G(x,m + 0x + 05)G(z,m + Ix + Iz)
x E1{nn Sy n S, + o} K" (dz)K" (dx),
2 1
Eg=— —[ [ Eg(x,n+0x +6,)g(z,n + 0x + 65)
k! @g]g{zl:,...,k} (k= I|)! Ixr Jxk-11]
x KF(dz)K* (dx),
where for I = {i1,...,im} we set Xy = (Tiy,...,2;,,) and (X7,2) = (Tiyy - - Ti, s Z1k—m ) -

Remark 8. (a) By interchanging the roles of x and z in the term FE3 in Theorem 8, one sees
that E3 < Es.
(b) Note that

Ey+ E3< ﬁ /3-@ ka 1{Sy N S, *+ BYEG(x,n + 0x)Ej(z,n + 6,) K" (dz)K"(dx) =: Ej,
Eu+ Es < ﬁ ka ka 1{Sx NS, # BYEG(x, 1+ 6 + 6,)(2, 77 + 65 + 6, ) KF (dz) K* (dx)
=: Eé

This shows that Theorem [7|is a refinement of [2, Theorem 4.1], where dxr (¢, () is bounded by
dTv(L, M) + Fq + Eé + Eé + Eﬁ.

Proof of Theorem[7. We proceed along the same lines as in the proof of [2, Theorem 4.1]. First
assume that for all x € X¥ and w € Nx we have that S(x,w) c Sx. Then we have that § = g,
FE;=0and

g(x,w) =g(x,wnS%), [f(x,w)=f(x,wnSx) if g(x,w)=1.



Let 1’ be a Poisson process on X that is independent of 1 and has intensity measure K. For
fixed h € Lip(Y) we need to bound the difference Eh(¢) — Eh(§) which is by [2, (4.5)] given by

E(Q) - EhE) =1 [ [ (Balxnf + 5D esprsg [Poh(El))]
- Eg(X, n+ 5x)Df(x,77+6x) [Psh(f[’l’] + 5x] - 5f(x,n+6x)):|) Kk(dx)dsv (4'3)

where D, h(w) := h(w+9;)—h(w) and Ps is the Markov semigroup corresponding to the generator
L that is given by

Lh(w) = fX Dyh(w)M(dz) - fX Daoh(w - 6,)w(dz).
For x € X* and w € Nx we define
1
&lw]:= o Z {(w+0x) NSz Sx =B}9(2,w)0f(5.0)
" zew(k)

1
= y Z 1{(w + 6x) NSz N Sx = Q}g(sz n Sz)éf(z,wﬁSz)

" zew(k)

:% > 1{(w+0x) NS, N Sx =2}g(z,wN S5 N Sx +wn S, nSy)

* zew(k)

X 0 £ (2,wNSanSx-+wNSzNSE)

1 C
- Y H{(w+6x) NSz 1 Sx =0}g(2z,w N S5)0 (5 0nse)-

" zew(k)

It follows from [2, (2.9)] and the multivariate Mecke equation (see [10, Theorem 4.4] that
Eg(x, 77, + 5X)Df(x,n’+6x)[Psh(g[n])] -Eg(x, 77, + 5X)Df(x,n’+5x) [Psh(&x[nD)]]

2
< —eEg(x,n + 0x) Z 1{(n+dx)NS,nSx +3}g(z,n)

K zen(k)
< %e_s _[Xk Eg(x,n+ 0x)EL{(n+0x + 0,) N Sz N Sx + B}g(z,n + 5Z)Kk(dz)‘ (4.4)

By assumption (4.1), f(x,7+0x) and g(x,n+ 0x) depend only on nn Sx. Since 7 d n', we obtain
from the independence property of the Poisson process that

Eg(x,n + 5X)Df(x,n’+6x) [Psh(éx[n])] = Eg(x,n + 5x)Df(x,n+6x)[Psh(§x[77 NSy +n' nSx])].
(4.5)
Note that
C 1 C
Ex[nnSE+n nSy] = I Y {0 +6x) NSz Sx = @rg(2,1 0 55)0 p(mmnse)-
" ze(nnSg) (k)
Hence, we obtain that

1 C
dTV(E Z 9(2,1 + 0x)0 f(zm+6,)> Ex[n N Sk +771me])
' zen(k)

Yoo (' +0x)nSxn S, =2, nNSxnS, #B}g(z,nn Sy)
* ze(nnSg) (k)

1
< =

1
to > 1{(n+0x)nSxnS, =2, 1 NSNS, #}g(z,n+x)
'ZET](k)

1
o > U{(n+0x)nSxn S, +@}yg(z,n+0x). (4.6)
* zen(k)

10



As in [2], we define the point process

) 1
Ex = [0+ 0x] = g (3%, 1+ 0x)0 (i) = 47 Z(:k) 92,7+ 0x)0 1 (s 6)
zen

From [2 (2.9)], (4.6) and the Mecke equation we obtain that
|Eg(X, n+ 5X)Df(x,'r]+6x) [Psh(f[n + 6x] - 5f(x,'r]+6x))]
~Eg(x,1+ 0x) Dy (s pro) [Psh(Ex[n 0 S + 1" n Sk )]

1
SQe’sEg(x,n+6x)(—' Yo (' +0x)nSxN S, =2, NSNS, = B}g(z,nnSy)
" ze(nnSg) R

+% Z 1{(77+5x)05xr1Sz =g, U,ﬂsxﬂSz ¢®}9(Z777+5g:)
" zen(k)

1 A
D) 1{(n+5x)meﬂSz#@}g(z,n+6z)+§x(Y)).
" zen(k)

Using that nnSx and nn .Sy are independent point processes, we obtain from the Mecke equation
that the above is bounded by

2e7 (% ka E1{nnSxn Sy #@, (1" +0x +82) N Sx NS, = Bg(x,n +0x)

x g(z,n' +6,)K"(dz)
+%kaE1{n,nS"ﬁSZ @, (N+0x+0,)NSx NSy =3}g(x,n+0x + Iz)
x g(z,n + x + 6,) K" (dz)
+ % ka E1{(n +0x + 0z) N Sx N Sy # @}g(x, 1+ Ox + 0,)g(2,1 + Ox + 6,) KF (dz)
+ Bg(x, 1+ 0x)éx(Y)) (4.7)
Now we substitute and into and obtain with the triangle inequality

[EA(C) = EA(E)]
< (;!)2 ka [XkIEl{(n+5x+5Z)menSzi@}g(x,n+5X)E§(z,77+5Z)Kk(dz)Kk(dx)

2 ~
+—(k|)2 Ak \/};kEl{('r]"l‘éx"'éz)memsz=®}g(x777+6x)
x B1{n N Sx N Sy # @}§(2,n + 0,) K" (dz) K" (dx)
—2 ~ ~
* (k')2 Ak /};k El{(n+5x+5z) NSx NS, i@}Q(X,ﬁ+5x+5z)g(z,n+5x+5z)
x K (dz)K"(dx)
—2 ~ ~
+ E ka [xk E1{(n + 0x + 05) N Sx NSy = B}G(X,1 + 6x + 6,)§(z,1 + 6x + 3)

x E1{nn Sx n S, + 2} K*(dz)K" (dx)
2 1 f [ - 5
+ = —_ Eg(x,n+ 0x + 0,)g(z,n + 0x + d5)
k! @g[g{zl:,...,k} (k= |I])! Ix+ Sxk-inl
x KF(dz)K" (dx),

where the terms on the right-hand side are Es, Fs3, F4, E5 and Eg. The rest of the proof goes
along the lines of Step 2 in the proof of |2, Theorem 4.1]. O
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5 Proof of Theorem [

To prepare the proof of Theorem |1} we determine the intensity measure E¢, of (,. Let A € B¢
and y > 0. From [16, Theorem 4.1.1] we find that

EGu(A x (y,00)) =y DN\ (A)Qo({K € K 2yr(K) >y +logn}), (5.1)

where Qg is the distribution of the typical cell of a Poisson hyperplane distribution generated
from a stationary, isotropic Poisson hyperplane process of intensity 7. From [16, Theorem 10.4.6]
and using (2.4) we find that for all R >0,

Qo({K e K%: r(K)>R}) =e 2E, (5.2)
This gives for n large enough
EGu(A % (y,00)) =7 D Ag(A)e™. (5.3)

The following lemma gives upper bounds for the expected number of pairs of cells with
centers in some compact set W ¢ R? in the following two scenarios. In the first one the inradius
of both cells is larger than some R > 0. In the second scenario the distance of their centers is
larger than some D >0 and both inradii are in the interval (aR, R] for some a € (0,1).

Lemma 9. Let v >0, W c R? be compact and T ¢ {1,...,d+1}.
(a) For all R>0 we have

fH [me 1{z(H) e W} 1{z(H},G) ¢ W} 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} > R}
% o Vha-1(Hpm) HpH, @) ng_lll(dG) ,ugf%(dH)
. corg(W)2Re 'R, I=2,
e Adg(W)(diam(W) + R)4 e B 1 <1< d.

(b) Let D >0, R>0, ac(0,1) and let L(a) = wj—;lfi(l —xQ)%dx as in Remark. We have
l+a

me [}.W_m 1{z(H) e W} 1{r(H) +r(H;,G) < |2(H) - 2(H;,G)| < D}
x o e Blean Heun ) 1(r(H) € (aR, R, r(H1, G) € (af, R}
x gy (AG) pd S (AH)

¢ chlj\g(((t:[/ie_sz@—L(a))7 I=g,
B = R L Y

Here, Hy = (H;,,...,H;, ) for I ={i1,...,im} and the constants cy,ci,ca,c3 >0 depend on the
dimension d and on .

Proof. (a) By symmetry we can assume (at the cost of a factor 2) that r(H) > r(Hy,G). Using
the estimate p1q-1(Hpgy YU Hpw,.q)) > #a-1(Hpary) = 2r(H) gives that the left-hand side of
the statement is bounded by

2 fHM /Hd+1—m 1{z(H) e W} 1{2(H;,G) e W} 1{r(H) > R\ {r(H;,G) < r(H)}
x e 2 5 4G pgt (aH) (5.4)
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Now we consider the three cases I = @, |I| =1 and 2 < |I| < d separately. If |I| = 0 we obtain from
[16, Theorem 7.3.2] and (2.4)) that (5.4)) is given by

4((d + 1)1)2(~(D)2 o 2((d+ D)N2( D)2 (29R + 1 _

where we recall that 7(4 is the expected number of cells centered in a Borel set with Lebesgue
measure one in the mosaic generated by a Poisson hyperplane process with intensity ~.

Now let |I| = 1 and assume that I = {1}. Then we get from Lemma [f] (note that V;(u) =1
for all u € S%71) that is given by

r(H)
28421 / f f / f 1{z(H) e W}1{r(H) > R} ¢"2m(H)
Hd+1 SH{ 0 (S4-1Yd J(Hy-suy)nW
x Ag(urae1)1p(Uras1) A1 (dw) 0 (dug.gi1) ds oo(du )’ (AH). (5.5)

Note that since the measure o4_1 is isotropic and A, is rotation-invariant, we have for all u € -1

/(-qu)d Ag(u, tpae1)1p (U, tnarr) 0§ 1 (duggn) = /P Ag(urae) 041 (durae)

(d+1)1()
= T’
where the second equality holds by (2.4)). Since A((H; - su1) nW) < diam(W)4! for all Hy € H,
s>0 and u; € S9!, we find that (5.5)) is bounded by

(5.6)

4(d + D)1 Ddiam(W)+ fH L Hz(H) e WL {r(H) > Ryr(H)e "D 1yt (dH),

and the claim now follows after an application of [16, Theorem 7.3.2].
If 2 < |I| £ d we use that the triangle inequality gives

d(Gi,z(H)) <r(H;,G) + |2(H,G) - z(H)|, die{l,...,d+1}~1. (5.7)
This yields for the bound
2 [ 0 (Bl i)™ U (H) € W) 1 (H) > Ry i) (),
Since pg-1(Hp(,,)) = 2r for all z € R? and all ~ > 0, the above is given by
9d+2-|1] fH L (r(H) + diam(W) " VL (H) e W 1{r(H) > R}e ™" i1 (dH),

and the claim again follows after an application of [16, Theorem 7.3.2].

(b) For r(H) < Rand aR < r(Hj,G) we have ar(H) < r(Hj,G). Hence, we obtain from Re-
markthat pa-1(HprnynHpH, @) < 2L(a)r(H|, G). Consequently, by the inclsuion-exclusion
principle,

,ud—l(HB(H) u HB(HI,G)) > 2T(H) +2(1- L(a))T(H[, G).
Therefore, the left-hand side in the statement of part (b) of the lemma is bounded by
_ ~2yr(H)-2y(1-L(a))r(H;,G)
fHM fHd+1—m 1{z(H) e W} 1{|2(H) - 2(H;,G)| < D} e 1

x 1{r(H) € (aR, R],r(H},G) € (aR, R]} p 171 (d@) pd*1 (aH). (5.8)
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If I = @ we apply [16, Theorem 7.3.2] twice and find that (5.8)) is bounded by

ka((d+ DN (D)2, 2vaR(2-L(a))
D\g(W)e® @)l
y2+2(1 - L(a)) (W)

For |I| =1 we obtain from Lemma [6] and (5.6) for (5.8) the bound
20d+ 1)@
———D
V(1= L(a))

From here the assertion follows by [16, Theorem 7.3.2]
If 2 < |I| < d we find using (5.7) that (5.8) is bounded by

fH L U{z(H) e WYL{r(H) > aR} r(H)e 2"t (aH).

e 2yef(1-L(a)) Nd—l(HB(Z(H),R+D))d+1_|]|1{Z(H) e W)L {r(H)>aR} e "H)

Hd+1

x pdt 1 (dH).

The claim now follows from the fact that pg1(Hp(; ) = 2r for all z € R? and all 7 > 0 and from
[16, Theorem 7.3.2]. O

Proof of Theorem[1. Let ce R, W c R? be compact and let v be a Poisson process on R% x R
with intensity measure v(D\; ® ¢, where ¢ is given by ¢((y,00)) = e™¥ for all y € R. Since
by the intensity measures of (, N (W x (¢,0)) and v n (W x (¢, 00)) coincide, their total
variation is zero for n large enoguh. We apply Theorem [7] with

g(H,w) =1{n"Y2(H) e W}1{(w - 65) NHpmy = 2} 1{2yr(H) - logn > c},
f(H,w) = (n"Y2(H),2yr(H) -logn), weNg, Hew@,
and the (deterministic) stopping set S given by S(H,w) = Hpg) for H € H%! in general

position and all w € Ny. Letting Sg = Hp(g) gives g = g and, therefore, £y = 0. Moreover, since
9(G,w +0g) = 1 implies that w N Hpg) = @, we find that E3 = Ey = 0. This yields the bound

dikr (¢, N (W x (¢,00)),vn (W x (¢,0))) < Es + E5 + Fg (5.9)

with
9 2d+2
B 2
((d+1)1)?2

I 1
< 1{r(H) > ”;’f”} 1{r(@) > %} e (H) 217(@) b (4G L (dH),

fHM fHdH {om,e) N Hpr) nHpg) # 2}1{z(H) € Wy, 2(G) € W, }

2,72d+2
W Aﬂdﬂ A}Idﬂ P(T]QHB(H) OHB(G) * @)1{Z(H) € Wn, Z(G) € Wn}

% 1 {T(H) N ct logn} 1 {T(G) N mﬂ} e~ Va1 (HpH)UHB(G))
2y 27y

x 1{r(H) +7(G) < ||2(H) - 2(G)[} 1g*1(dG) pg 1 (AH),

IO

P 2,yd+1 ,Y|I| ) o . oG .
6= (d+ 1)!@212{;.d+1} (d+1—‘[|)' [}MH »[Hdﬂf\ll {Z( )6 ns Z( I, )E n}
<1 {T(H) S c+1ogn} 1 {T‘(HLG) > Cjﬂ} o~ a1 (Hp(y Wl pH,,6))
Y

< 1{r(H) +r(H;,G) < |2(H) - 2(H;,G) |} 151 7"(dG) pd* 1 (d H),
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where W, := n'/4W = {z e RY: x e n'/YWY} H; = (H,,,...,H;,,) for I = {i1,..., i }. Moreover,
we have used that 0(gr,, ., ¢) "Hp(r)up(H, ) = @ implies that r(H) +r(H;,G) < |2(H) -
z(Hr,G)| for I ¢{1,...,d+1}.

Next we consider the terms Fs, E5, Fg separately. In the following, ¢; > 0 (i € N) are positive
constants. Their exact values are not important for the argument.

The estimate of E5. Note that

d+1 d+1

1{5(H,G) HHB(H) mHB(G) * @} < Z 1{Hz € HB(G)} + Z I{Gz € HB(H)}
=1 =1

From symmetry in H and G we find that E5 is bounded by
4 2d+2
(d+1)\d!
< 1{r(G) > TUEL 2D 0@ i (46) i (),
gl

c+logt}

S Jogn MG ) LU € WG Wi 1 (D) > S8

where G = (G1,...,Gg:+1). Next we apply Lemma [6] with £ = 1 to the inner integral (note that
V1(v) =1 for all v € S 1) and obtain

9i+3,2d+2
dr ) [Hd+1 [HB(H) fGL [Sd 1y ﬁﬂogn [an(Gl ml)l{z( )€ Wnt
1 {T(H) > CJF;#} e ™A (ug.41)1p (Urasn)
x Ag-1(dw) ds 0§y (dunasr) o1 (dur) pg-1(dGr) pg 1 (AH).

Since Ag_1(Wy, 0 (G1 - 7v1)) < nt@D/ddiam (W )41, and pg-1(Hp(pry) = 2r(H) (see (2.1)),
the above is bounded by

47d+1qu)djan1(VV)d_1e_c
nt/dd!

[ () W1 {r(H) 8 ‘”lﬂ}e-?ﬂ”(m
Hd+1 2'}/
x g 1 (dH).

From [16, Theorem 7.3.2] we conclude that E5 is bounded by cin~Ylogn.
The estimate of F5. Given 0 >0 (to be specified later), we split E5 into the sum

2d+2

((d+ ((d+1))2 _/Hd+1 _[Hdﬂ H{z(H) e W} 1{2(G) e W, }
o= - 1)
(2+0)(c+logn) o

x H{max{r(H),r(G)} > r|2(H) - 2(G)| < (log n) D/}

2y
x ¢ a1 Epan U He@) 1 (r(H) +7(G) < |2(H) - 2(G) |} pZ1(dG) pdf (AH)  (5.10)
2 2d+2
DR s s BB 1Bl 2 2)1(=(H) € W) 1{=(G) € Wa)

1{T(H) S c+210gn}1{r(G) S c+210gn}
! (2+6)(c+logn)

« Lmax{r(H).7(G)} < FL{I=(H) - (G)] > (logn) @D/}

x e a1 Hpan He@) 1 (r(H) +7(G) < |2(H) - 2(G) |} p& 1 (AG) pd 1 (AH).  (5.11)
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Note that (5.10]) is bounded by

S foe He(ED €W 102(@) e Wi} {max{rm),r(a)} , 2 5)(267+ logn)}

% o VHd- 1(HB(H)UHB(G)) d+ HGE) ud+1(dH) (5.12)
o Lo o M) €W L{1(H) - 2(G)] < (logm) D)) o7 G )

1{(2+5)(c+logn) > H(G) > c+logn, (2+0)(c+1logn) > r(H) > c+logn}
2 2y 2y 27y
x {r(H) +7(G) < |2(H) - 2(G) |} 1’1 (dG) pg*1 (dH). (5.13)

From Lemma |§|( ) with I =@ and R := M we get for ) the bound c¢yn~%logn. By

part (b) of the same lemma with a := (2+§)~ 1 and D := (log n)(d+1)/d we conclude that (5.13) is
bounded by c3n -(1-L(z5)) (logn)%*!. Hence, letting 6* be the solution of the fixed point equation

) _ Wd-1
2446 wq 249

3+

§=1- L( (1 22)% dz, (5.14)

we find that (5.10) is bounded by ec3n™ (logn)**!.
Now we discuss (5.11)). If 7(G) <r(H), (3.2)) gives

s+r(H)

de 1 (7@ [ EmEen 9\ d=3 dwg1r(H)r(G)
pa-1(Hpay nHpag)) = f /” (1-2%) 2 deds< ,
o @ Bl wilz(H) - 2(G)|

(5.15)

where the inequality is obtained by bounding the integrand by 1. Hence, for max{r(H),r(G)} <
%;kwgn) and |z(H)-2z(G)| > (logn)@*1/4 we obtain from the inclusion-exclusion principle
the bound

ta-1(Hpery VHpg)) 2 2yr(H) + 297(G) - cs. (5.16)

This helps us as follows to bound (5.11]). Assuming that (G) < r(H) (at the cost of a factor
2), we use the bound P(nn HB(H) N HB(G) +J) < Vﬂd—l(HB(H) N HB(G)) together with (5.15]).

To bound the exponential function in the integrand of (5.11)) we use (5.16)). This gives for (5.11)
the bound

16wy 72d+3 c3 7’(}I)2
wd((c1l+ 1)!)?2 [Hdﬂ _[Hd+1 |2(H) - 2(G)| H{z(H) e Wy} 1{2(G) € Wy}
x 1 {T(H) > T(G) > 04_21#} —2"/7’(H) 29r(QG) d+1(dG) /Ld+1(dH) (5‘17)

From [16, Theorem 7.3.2] and ([5.2)) we obtain that the above is given by

16w 1’Y(d)7d+2 ] f _r(H)* ct+logny oy .(m)
H)eW, 1ir(H) > ——— v
newa(d+ Dle=es Juan Jw, [2(H) - 2| {Z( ) e Wa 1 {r(#) > 2y Je

x dz ,f’”(dH)
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We introduce spherical coordinates around z(H ) in the inner integration, let w := diam (W) and
obtain the bound

16OJd 1*}/(d)7d+2 do 2 C+10gn
n(d+1)'e cs /H;Id“ / t““r(H) 1{Z(H)€W} { (H) > 2 }

x e 2 H) g (A H)

16Wd_1’7(d)"}/d+2wd_l

e e i

c+ log n}
2y
x o 2D ().

From [16, Theorem 7.3.2] and (5.2) we conclude that (5.11) is bounded by ¢sn~%(logn)?.
The estimate of Fg. Analogously to Fs5, we split Fg into the sum

d+1

PR 1{z(H) e Wy} 1{2(H,G) e W),
(d+ 1)) pere = guny (d+ L= (1) Juanr Jmaan {2(H) e W} 1{z(H[,G) ¢ W,,}

1 {T(H) > < +2logn} 1 {T(HI, G)>° +210gn} o~ Va1 (Hp(en) Ul Bk ,,6))
v Y

(2+6)(c+logn)
2y ©
x 1{r(H) +r(H;,G) < |2(H) - 2(H1,G) |} us 11 (aG) pd L (aH) (5.18)

d+1 |I\

27
(d +1)! @elg{l,....d+1} m /Hd“ Aﬂd““” HAH) e Wal UAHL G) € Wal

< 1{r(m) > ”log”} 1{r(H.G) > ”log”} o a1 (Bl o) B, )
2y 2y

x H{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} >

r|2(H) - 2(H;, G)| < (logn)*}

x 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} < | z(H) - 2(H;, G)| > (logn)?}

(2+0)(c+logn)
2

< 1{r(H) + r(H1,G) < |2(H) - 2(Hy, @)} "y 1(AG) '} (4H). (5.19)
Argueing analogously to the bound of (5.10), we obtain that (5.18) is bounded by ¢5n™® logn.
Now we consider (5.19). Using (5.16]) we obtain that ([5.19) is bounded by

4,yd+1 c3 d+1 |I‘
[;Hdﬂ Apu I1] H{z(H) e Wy} 1{z(H,G) e Wy}

(d+1)! @g[g{lz: 41} (d+1 |1))!

x1{r(H)>r(HI,G)>“21ﬂ} 2 (H)-2yr(HLG) W (g Gy B Y (dH). (5.20)
Y

Now we distinguish the cases |I| =1 and 2 < |I| < d. For every summand in ([5.20) with |I| =1 we
obtain from Lemma [l with £ =1

r(H) c+logn
8 Lo o S fog Sy D e 0 > S5
7 Ha+l JH} C*‘°g" Sd-1yd J(Hy-su1)nWh {2(H) € W} (H) > 2
x e 27 (H)- 278Ad(u1 de1)1p (U1:g1) Azt (dw) 04 (duggey) ds o1 (dug )t (AH)
< (45 11Dt 1/ded+11{z(H)eWn}1{r(H)> }r(H)

x e 2 (H) del g /)y, (5.21)

c+logn

d-1

where w := diam(WW') and we have used the bound A\;_ 1((H1 - su1) N Wy) < diam(W)n 4
-. An application of [16, Theorem 7.3.2] gives that (| is bounded by cgn /¢ logn.

and
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For 2 < |I| < d we exploit the bound
d(Gj,0) <d(Gi,2(H;,G)) +d(2(H,G),0) <r(H) + diam(W,,), die{l,...,d+1} 1.

This yields for every summand in (5.21]) with 2 <|I| < d the bound
,Yd+1—|1 |

<10 /Hd+1 Md—1(HB(o,r(H)+diam(Wn)))d+1_|[|1{Z(H) eWn}

1
x 1 {T(H) > Czﬂ} e 2 (H) el (G H),
v

Using that pg-1(Hp(,,)) = 2r for r > 0 and letting w := diam(W') we obtain the bound

(2 )d+1—|I| w \d+1-]T] c+logn
oy o (0 ) 1 e fran > <)

x e~ H) d (dH).

By another application of [16, Theorem 7.3.2] we arrive at the bound ¢;n~"/%logn.

It remains to show that the solution 6* = 6*(d) of (5.14)) is less than or equal to 1/d for all
d > 2. For d = 2 this can be checked easily. Since 1 - L(ﬁlé) is decreasing in ¢, it suffices for d > 3

to show that 1 — L(Qd%) < %. To establish this, we first bound w:j;l. Since wy := I?(”d—d//;) for d € N,

T(n+3) = GU/T

4nn!

for n € N and using Stirling’s formula ([15])
V2 e 2D (o)™ < nl < /2mn /12 (n /o),

we find that wﬂ—;l < \/%. Using that z — (1 —xQ)% is for d > 3 decreasing on the interval [0, 1],
we thus obtain

[ — d=3
1—L(2_.1H5):w5_; 2;1(1‘“72)%(1“ V %Bdil(l_@j:ﬁ B

3d+1

Since 3(1% < % and 1 - (gjﬂ )2 < 3 for d e N, the above is bounded by
IVd-1 (ﬁ)d
5107 \ 3/

Since 9:? Vldo_;(\/?g)d <1 for d € N, we deduce that 6*(d) € (0,1/d).

We conclude that for n large enough
AR (G N (W x (¢,00)),v 00 (W x (¢,00))) < Cn™" (logn) ™!,
where 0* > 0 is the solution of the fixed point equation (5.14)) and the constant C' > 0 depends
ond, v, W and c. [
6 Asymptotic shape of the typical cell

For the proof of Theorem [2] we need the notion of the typical cell Z of the random mosaic
generated by 7. That is any random polytope with distribution Qg on K¢ given by

7 DQo(-) = 2(: )1{(n_5H)mHB(H):®}1{C(Han)_Z(H)6'}1{Z(H)E[Oal]d}' (6.1)
Hen d+1
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For an explicit integral representation of Qp we refer to [16, Theorem 10.4.6]. The following
lemma ensures that the distribution function F' of X(Z) is strictly increasing and continuous on
[y"/% 00). This implies that the function G :=
invertible on [y /%, 00).

ﬁ introduced in Section 2 is well-defined and
Lemma 10. Let Z be the typical cell in the random mosaic generated by a stationary Poisson
hyperplane process with intensity v > 0 and let % be a k-homogeneous size function. On the

~1/k

interval [y™/%, 00), the distribution Px,zy of X(Z) and the Lebesgue measure \1 are equivalent.

Proof. The proof follows the strategy of Section 9 in [8]. We first show that Py, z) is absolutely

continuous with respect to Ay on [y7* o0). For K € K¢ let D(K) be the diameter of K and

A(K) = D(—K)lk be the relative diameter, where ¢y is chosen such that A(K) > 1 for all K e K%
aX(K)Y

For a >0, h>0 and m € N let

Kan(m) = {K eK®: %(K) ea(1,1+h), A(K) € [m,m+1)}

and gq pn(m) :==P(X(Z) € Kgpn(m)). Fix £ > 0. Analogously to the argumentation before (41) in
[8] (with [8, Lemma 5] replaced by [0, Lemma 4.5]), we find some v € N such that

da,1(m) < c(m)md” exp(—(1- f@/4)7'd1/kfy).

1/k

From [9, Lemma 4.3] we obtain g, 1(m) < c2 exp(—csma*/") for some cz,c3 > 0. By [9, Lemma

4.8] we have for some ¢4 >0

P(S(2) ea(1,1+h)) = 3. qan(m) = csha™y( Y qai(m)+ Y gar(m)),

meN m<mg m>mg

where mg € N is chosen such that
csm > 2(1-k/4)T, m>my. (6.2)

Now we can argue analogously to the proof of Proposition 7.1 in [7] (where [7, (24)] is replaced

by (6.2)) to arrive that
P(2(Z) € a(1,1+h)) < c5(k)hexp(=(1 - k/2)ra/"~). (6.3)

As in [8, Section 9] we can now conclude from (6.3) that if a set M c [y/*, o0) is covered by
countably many intervals of total length £, then the Py (z)-measure of M is at most cge, where
¢ does not depend on e. This proves that Py () is absolutely continuous with respect to A1 on

[y,

).

Next we show that the Radon-Nikodym density of Py ) with respect to the Lebesgue mea-

sure \; is positive on [’y‘l/k, 00). From [9, Lemma 4.1] we obtain for a > A1k

d]P)E(Z)
=)y = 1
Dy (@)= lm ah

P(2(2) ea(l,1+h)) ¢ exp(=(1 + B)ra"y) > 0,

This gives that Pyz) and A; are equivalent measures on ['y‘l/ k o0). O

In order to measure the deviation of the shape of a convex body K from the shape of a
Euclidean ball, we use the deviation function

=T

R
Y(K) = mi
(K) mm{R+r

:rBd+chcRBd+z,r,R>0,zeRd} (6.4)
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from [9] and note that ¥(K) = 0 if and only if K is a Euclidean ball. Let ¥ be a size function
as defined in Section 2. By [9, Theorem], there exists a continuous function s : R* - R* with
s(e) >0 for all € >0 and s(0) = 0 and some constant ¢y > 0 (depending only on 7) such that

P(Y(Z)>e|S(Z) > u) < ey exp(-cos(e)u’ty), u>0, (6.5)

where ¢ > 0 depends only on 3, s,¢. In [9] the function s is called a stability function for ¥ and
0.

The distributions of the typical cell Z and the zero cell Zy (this is the (a.s. unique) cell
containing the origin o € R?) are linked via

P(2(Z) > u) <P(2(Z) > u), u>0, (6.6)

which is a direct consequence of [9, Lemma 3.1]. Nevertheless, the distributions of ¥(Z) and
Y(Zy) show the same asymptotic behavior on a logarithmic scale, i.e.

lim u % log P(2(Z) > u) = lim u /¥ log P(2(Zg) > u) = —77, (6.7)

where 7 is the constant from . This result is a direct consequence of [8, Theorem 2] and [9,
Lemma 4.1].

Next we determine the asymptotic behavior of G™'. Let y > 0 and note that the fact that F
has unbounded support implies that G_l(ny)_l/ k 00 as n — oo. Hence, we obtain from
and the definition of G that

logn

im —28" i G (ny) MF log(1 - F(G N (n log(ny) _
M, G gy T~ i ¢ Yny) M*log(1 - F(GY( ) s F(G )~

7v.  (6.8)

7 Stopping sets and decay of correlation

In the proof of Theorem [2] we need to control the circumradius of the typical cell Z. Following
[13, Section 6.3], for a € (0, %) and z € R we let K/(z),i € Z, be a finite collection of infinite
open cones with apex z, angular radius § and union R?. Let w € Ny be locally finite and let
R;(z,w) be the minimal > 0 such that there is u € S9! n K;(z) with H(u,(z,u) +7) € w if such
r >0 exists and set R;(z,w) := oo, otherwise.

For H € w(®b in general position let R(H,w) := (cos ) ' max jcs Ri(z(H),w n HEH)),
If (w=0m)nHpm) =2, then R(H,w) is an upper bound for the circumradius of C(H,w) and

we have
C(H,w)=C(H,wp(.(H),R(Hw)))- (7.1)
Next we determine the distribution of R(H,n). For all u > (cosa) !r(H) we obtain
P(R(H,n) >u) = [[P(Ri(z(H),n nHEH) > ycos )

i€
-1- (1 _ e—2'y(uCosoz—r(H))/|I\)|I|‘ (72)

In the proof of Theorem [2{ we will use the stopping set w = Hp((fr), r(H w)) for H € H4! in
general position. In the following lemma we prove that this is indeed a stopping set.
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. '(cos a)(cos 3¢/)

Figure 1: Here we have N (1) = {1,2,3}. Since n&i(n)Rj(z,w) = R3(z,w), we find that R3(z,w) = R} (z,w).
JeN(1

Lemma 11. For all H € H*' in general position the mapping S(H,-): Ny — F given by

S(H,w) = Hp((r),R(Hw)) (7.3)
15 a stopping set.

Proof. We need to verify ([£.2). Let H ¢ H*! be in general position, w € Ny and S c H be
compact. Assume that S(H,w) c S and let z := z(H ). Then we have

S(H7 w) = ]HIB(Z(H),(COSQ)‘1 max;ez inf{r>0: JueK,; (z)nS4-1: H(u,{z,u)+r)ew}) N S

= ]H[B(Z(H),(COS )~ max;ez inf{r>0: JueK;(2)nSe1: H(u,(z,u)+r)ewnS})
=S(H,wn?S).

Since S(H,w1) ¢ S(H,ws) for wy > wy, S(H,wn S) c S implies that S(H,w) c S. Hence, the
proof is complete. O

In the following we consider the events that two cells (whose circumradii are not too large)
are large with respect to X. We will prove that the correlation of these two events decays
when the distance of the centers of the two cells becomes large. This will be an important
step towards the proof of Theorem [2l For z € R, « € (0,5) and i € T let N(i) := {j eT:
K;(z) n K;(z) # @} be the set of indices j € Z for which the cone Kj;(z) intersects K;(z).
Let Ri(z,w) = min{R;(z,w) : j € N(i)} (see Figure 1). For H € H%*! in general position let
R'(H,w) = (cos3a) ™t max;es RI(2(H),w) .
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For r >0 let 7o i= —————. Let I ¢ {1,...,d+1}, H e H**', G ¢ H*'" Il such that H

= (cosa)(cos3a) "
and (Hj,G) are in general position and define

H(H, G, o) = Hp.(m)r(H)o) "V HBG(H,G) i (HLG)o )

Note that if mﬁ;{((;l(ﬁ ;&E{f&ﬁ')) is small enough, then for every i € Z we find some j € N (i) such

that

Rj(z(H),wnH(H,G,a)°) = Rj(2(H),w), weNp.
This implies that Rj(z(H),wnH(H,G,a)) < max;eyy Rj(2(H),w), i € Z, and, hence,

COS &

R (H,wnH(H,G,a)°) <

R(H,w) (7.4)

cos 3a

and the statement also holds if H is replaced by (H, G).
Fix o€ (0, %) and u > 0. For H € w(@*) define

r(H) }

(cos a)?

r(H) }

(cos av)(cos 3ar)

h(H,w) = 1{(w - 65r) nHp(zy = @} 1{Z(C(H,w)) > u} l{R(H,w) <
h'(H,w) = 1{(w - 65r) N Hp(a) = @) 1{Z(C(H,w)) > u} l{R’(H,w) <

Using (7.4]) together with the inequality X(C(H,w)) < X(C(H,wnH(H,G,«)°)), we obtain
h(H,w)<h'(H,wnH(H,G,x)°). (7.5)
In the next lemma we exploit (7.5)) to derive an approximative decorrelation inequality for h.

Lemma 12. Let I ¢ {1,...,d+1}, H e H**', G e H*' !l such that H and (H;,G) are in
If max(r(H),r(H;,G))
|z(H)-z(H;,G)|

general position. Let H € Hp(gynHp(q, gy and p € {0,0q}. is small enough,

we have
Eh(H,nm,c + 1) h((Hr, G),na,g + 1) < 2EW (H,ne ) BV ((H, G),nH,6)-
Proof. We apply (7.5) with w :=ng g + ¢ and obtain

Eh(H,nu,c + 1) h((Hp, G),na,G + 1t)
<N (H, 0 H(H, G, o)) B (Hy, G),np, ¢ 0V H(H, G, 0)). (7.6)
Note that h'(H,ng nH(H,G,a)°) is measurable with respect to n N Hp(.(m),,(m),) and that

W((H;,G),nm, ¢ NH(H,G,a)¢) is measurable with respect to n n HEGEH)r(H)a) Hence, by
independence of the processes n "Hp(.(m),r(H).) and N HEGEH).(H)a) (7.6) factorizes into

]Eh,(H, nNeg N H(H, G, a)c) Eh’(H[, G, NH;.G n H(H, G, Oz)c).

Thus it remains to show that Eh/(H,ngnH(H, G, a)¢) < v/2ER (H,ng) to conclude the proof.
Let p:=P(nnH(H,G,«) = @) = exp(—ypq-1 (H(H,G,a))). Since the processes nnH(H, G, «)
and nNH(H, G, «)¢ are independent, we obtain
EW(H,ng nH(H,G,a)) =p 'EX (H,ng nH(H,G,a))1{nnH(H,G,a) = 3}
=p BN (H,ng)1{nnH(H,G,a) = 3}
<p 'EL'(H,nm).

ax(r(H),r(H1,G))

. -1 . m.
Since p™ < V2 if = @)

is small enough, the proof of the lemma is complete. O
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8 Proof of Theorem 2

As a last intermediate result before the proof of Theorem [2] we show in the following lemma
how to bound the expected number of pairs of large cells whose centers are within a distance
less than or equal to some D > 0. The lemma will be used together with and Lemma |§| to
exclude local clustering of large cells. It can be understood as a counterpart to Lemma [I2] that
excludes asymptotic long-range dependencies.

Lemma 13. Let D >0, W c R? be compact, I ¢ {1,...,d+1}, a€(0,1), R>0 and y>0. We
have
o W) €W {I:(H) - 2(H1,G)| < D)
(d+1)! Juasr Jgasr-in ’
x P(nnHpmyusH,q) =9, 2(C(H,na.6)) >y, 2(C((H1,G),n.6)) > Y)
x {min{r(H),r(H;, @)} < aR}1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} < R} u5 1 1(dG) p&*} (dH)

1/k _
<222y @D (D & RN (W)P(2(2) > ,0(2) 2 %k—glfg)
TY + Za

where for I ={i1,...,im} we set Hy = (H;,,...,H;,) and 7 is the constant from (2.7)).

Proof. We assume that r(H,G) > r(H) (at the cost of a factor 2). By the triangle inequality,
|z(H)-z(H,G)| < Dand r(Hy,G) < Rimply that d(G;,z(H)) < D+Rforie{l,...,d+1}~1I.
Using that pg-1(Hp(.(a),p+r)) < 2(D+R) and that 2(C(H,nu,c)) < X(C(H,nmH)), we obtain
for the left-hand side in the statement of the lemma

2d+2—|[|(D +R)d+1_|[|’yd+1
(d+1)!

[ M) € WP 0 Hip ey =2, S(C(H nm) > )
x 1{r(H) < aR} & (dH).

Now we use that the conditions r(H) < aR and X(H,n) >y imply by the definition of ® (see
(2.2))) and the isoperimetric inequality (2.7) that

}2 ®(K) TN(K)YE

d
2(K) " 2r(K) K ek,

min{E: rBé+2zc K cRBY+ 2,1 R>0, ze¢R?

r

where r(K) is the inradius of K. Hence, for X(C(H,ng)) > y and r(H) < aR we have that

IWC(H,nm)) > ﬂ—;gzg, where ¥ is the deviation function given at (6.4). This yields the bound
2d+2—|[\(D + R)d+1—\[|,yd+1
1{z(H)eW
(d+1)! /Hd+1 {=(H) eW)

x P(nn My = 2, S(C(H,nm)) >y, 9(C(H, ) >

Tyl/k -2aR

d+1
Tyl/k 4+ 2aR) Ham1 (AH).

From here the assertion follows from the definition of the typical cell Z (see (6.1)). O

Proof of Theorem[2. Let W c R? be compact and ¢ > 0. Using (2.8) we find for all Borel sets
AcW,y>cand nec> G (v~ %) that

E&n (A % (y,00)) =y DAg(AP(n ' G(S(2)) > y) = v DAa(A)y ™, (8.1)
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where Z is the typical cell in m. Hence, for nc > G_l('y_l/ *) the intensity measure of the restricted
process &, N (W x (¢,00)) is given by YD Ay(- n W) @ ¥(-n (¢, 00)), where ¥((a,b)) =a™* —b7"
for 0 < a < b < o as defined in Section 2.

We apply Theorem [7] with

g(H,w) = 1{n 2 (H) e W}1{(w - 651) NHpmy = 1 {n'\G(Z(C(H,w))) > ¢},
f(H,W) = (n_l/dZ(H),’I’L_IG(E(C(H,LL))))), we NHa H e w(d+1)’

the stopping set S from (7.3)) and Sg = Hp(,(H),(cosa)-2r(#)), Where the value of a € (0, §) will
be specified later. Note that (4.1)) holds by (7.1]). Let v be a Poisson process on R% x (0, co) with
8(a)

intensity measure ’y(d))\d ® 1. Using Remark [8(a), we find

dKR(gn N (W X (C,OO)),I/ﬂ (W X (C,OO))) <E1+2Fy+ E4+ E5 + Eg

with
27d+1 y d+1
Ei= (d+1)! [Hd+1 Eg(H,nu){S(H nu) ¢ Su} pg’i (AH),
2 2d+2
Ey = m[ﬂd“ [Hd+1 {77(H G) NSy nSg+2}g(H,ng)Ei(G,ne)

x g1 (AG) g1 (AH),
2 2d+2
Ey= m/}}wl /Hdﬂ EX{nm,q)nSunSe *2}i(H,nu.6))9(G . ,6))

x 1{r(H) +r(G) < |2(H) - 2(G)|} pi'1 (AG) 1 (AH),
2 2d+2

Es = W/Hd“ fHd+1 EX{nm,g) nSa nSa =2}§(H 0w ,6)3(GnH.))

x B Spn S # 2)L{r(H) +1(G) < |2(H) - 2(G)|} u 1 (AG)ut (AH),
2’7d+1 d+1 |

(d+1)! @919{12 vl (d+ 1-|I))! fHd+1 fHCM i P9 CH e, 6))9(G.(m.6))

Eg =

x 1{r(H) +r(H;,G) < |2(H) - 2(H1,G) |} 1, " (G pdt L (aH),

where for I = {i1,...,im} we set Hr = (H;,,...,H;,,), (H,G) = (H;,,...,H;,,G) and write
g(H,w) = g(H,w)1{S(H,w) c S }. Now we bound E, Es, Ey, E5, Eg separately.

The estimate of E;. Since S(H,w) = S(H,w nHEH)) we find from independence of the
processes n N Hpgry and nn HEH) that B, is given by

2')/d+1

(d+1)!

o BOSCHL) ¢ Si0.n7™ GOS(CCH 1)) > )& 0D L{=(H) € W)
x g 1 (dH).

Note that S(H,n) ¢ Sy implies by the definition of the stopping set S (see (7.3))) that
max;es Ri(z(H),n nHEH)Y) > (cosa)'r(H). This yields that 9(C(H,ng)) > %;gﬁzg, where
is given in (6.4)). Hence, we obtain that F; is bounded from above by

Y DA(WP(n G(3(2)) > )P(9(2) > %\ nlG(2(2)) > c)
< cpexp {—COS(%)G_ (nc)l/kv}, (8.2)
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where Z is the typical cell with distribution given in and the inequality follows from
and (6.5)). Since 4G~ (ne)* ~ logn by and s(¢) > 0 for € > 0, E; is bounded by ¢;n for
some b > 0.

The estimate of Ea. We split the event {ng,c) N S N Sg # @} from the first indicator in
Es into {0,y NS N Sg # @} and {nn S nSg # @}. This allows us to bound Fy by

2 2d+2
Wfﬂdﬂ /Hdﬂ {0,y nSu nSg * 2}E§(H,na)EJ(G,ne)

x pgt 1 (AG) pit 1 (AH) (83)
2 2d+2

W Aﬁd+1 _/Hd+1 El{nm SH N SG # Q}Q(Hﬂ?H)Eg(G ng)

x pg 1 (AG) pg" i (dH). (8.4)

Analogously to the bound of Fs in the proof of Theorem [I] we find from Lemma [6] with ¢ = 1
(note that Vy(v) =1 for all v e S%1) that (8.3) is bounded by

2d+2 2d+2

Eqg(H Eg(G
(d+ DI(d+1) A}Idﬂ ‘/]HIB(H) ‘/‘S:Gi fsd 1)d f /nﬂ(G1 —su1) 9(H na)EG(G,ne)
x Ag(urar1)1p(urae1) a1 (dw) ds o (dug.gi1) oo(dur) pg-1(dG1) pg'1 (dH), (8.5)

where G := (GhH(uQv <U2, 'UJ) + S)’ sy H(ud+1> (ud+1>w> + S)) Since :UJd—l(HB(H)) = 2T(H) (See
(2.1])), we have

fH f 1{ue-}oo(du) pg-1(dGy) = 2r(H)og-1(+).
B(H)

Hence, (8.5)) is given by

2d+3 2d+2

—_— H)Eqg(H E
ey fHM fsd 1)d+1f /WMGI oy "D EGH )EG(G, 1)
x Ag(urar1)1p (Ursas)Aa-1 (dw) ds o3t (dugge )l 1 (AH).

Using that Ag_1 (W, 0 (G - sup)) < nt@D/ddiam (W41, we obtain by definition of the typical
cell Z the bound

e TPTG(S(2)) > <) [ r(H)EG(H i) e it (dH). (8.6)

Next we distinguish by the value of r(H). If »r(H) > loﬁ, the integral in (8.6) is by [16]
2 y

Theorem/ 7.3.2] of order n~t. If r(H) < 105 2 it is by (8.1]) of order logn. Hence, ({8.3)) is bounded
-1/d

by csn™/%logn.
To bound (8.4), we consider the first probability in the integrand and find by the Mecke
equation (see [I0, Theorem 4.1]) that for fixed H € H*!,

El{nnSupnSg+@}g(H,nu)<E ) 1{HeSynSa}j(H, nm)
Hen

=7 < EG(H,nm +6p) pra-1(dH). (8.7)

SuanSa
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Since g(H,w1) > g(H,ws) > g(H,ws) for wy c wy, we have g(H,ng) > §(H,ng + 0g) a.s.
Hence, (8.7)) is bounded by

Yia-1 (S N Se) Eg(H ,ngr).

cosa)4r T Wi— . .
From (j5.15)) we find that pg1 (S nSa) < A wdﬂz(éﬁl(g)“ 4L Similarly to the bound of Es in

the proof of Theorem we conclude that (8.4) (and hence also Ey) is bounded by ¢4n~?(logn)2.
The estimate of E4. Fix § >0 and let 7, = log" . We partition the integration area of E; into
the Borel sets

L ={(H,G) eH**?:r(H)vr(G) > (2 +0)rn},
L= {(H,G) e H**2: p(H) Ar(G) > 2 r(H) VI(G) < (2+6)rm,
|2(H) - 2(G)| < (logn)*},
Iy = {(H,G) e H***2 : r(H) A r(G) < %",T(H) vir(G) < (2+ 8)rn,
|2(H) - 2(G)| < (logn)?},
I ={(H,G) e B**?:r(H) vr(G) < (2+ 8)rn, | 2(H) - 2(G)]| > (log n)?},
where a v b= max(a,b) and a A b:= min(a, b) for a,b € R. This yields for E4 the bound
2,.}/2d+2
((d+1)1)2
v [ LEH).2(G) e Wl Lr(H) + 1(G) < |2(H) - 2(G) |y o e (ot o)

([ 1), 2(@) e Wyt Cran i) 22 a8 G))
1

< Wi (A(H, @)
v [ Ba(H.np16) 5(Gonm 6) w'(A(HLG))

+ [ El{nur.a) 0 Si 0 Se + 0)3(H.ni.6) 3(G.nae) 13 (A(H. G)) ).

From Lemma |§|( ) (with R := W) we find that the integral over I; is bounded by ¢4n~ logn.

By Lemma @(b) (with a:= (2+9)~ 1(2—L(4+126))’1/2 and D := (logn)?) we have that the integral

over I is bounded by 05n1’(2+5)“(2’L(“))(logn)2d To see that the exponent of n is negative,
observe that the fact that L(-) € (0,1) yields a >

1 +2 Tios- Since L is decreasing, this implies that

2+ 8)a(2- L(a)) = ——2D 5 STy s1.

\2- L(55)

The integral over I3 is by Lemma [13| (with the same choices of a, D and R as above) bounded
by

2d+2 -1 V2- L(4+125)77G_1(n0)1/k —logn
cen(logn) Pl n" G(3(2)) > ¢, 9(Z) >
/2= L(555)77G 1 (ne) /% +logn
\/2 - L(555)77G ™ (nc) Y% ~logn
\V2- L(ﬁ)T’yG‘l(nc)lﬂ€ +logn
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Since \/2 - L(35;) > 1 and G (ne)F ~ logn by (@ (1), it follows from and (6.5) that

the integral over I3 is bounded by ¢;n™? for some b > 0. We split the 1ntegral over I into

f 1{6(rr,.g) N Su N S * BYEG(H nm.c) (G na.c) ng' > (d(H, G)) (8.8)
v [ B0 S 0 Se = 0)i(H n.0) (G e) P (AHLG). - (89)

max(r(H),r(H;,G))
l=(H)- Z(leé;)H becomes

For (8.8)) we obtain from Lemma |12| with @ = 0 (where we use that
on I4 arbitrarily small for n large enough) the bound

[ 16160 S 0 S  @)Eg(H.nir) Eg(Gone) 1 (d(H, @),

From here we can proceed as in the bound of (8.3 and find that (8.8) is bounded by cgn~/4logn.

Now we discuss (8.9). First notice that is by (8.7) (with g(H,nm.¢) §(G,nm,c) instead
of g(H,ng)) bounded by

f / E§(H,nu.c +0m) §(G.na.g + 1) pa-1 (AH) p3* 1 (d(H, G)).
Iy JSynSa
Here we use Lemma [12] with y := 7 and obtain the bound
2y [ har(Sr 0 S6)Eg(H i) Bg(G.ne) 1 (A(H. G)). (8.10)
Now we invoke the bound pg-1(Sg N Sg) < 4<C0i}3ﬁ;;§?lr((g)wd L from - Introducing

spherical coordinates, we find analogously to the bound of (8.4) that is bounded by
-1/d 2
con” " *(logn)~.

The estimate of Es. We partition the integration area of Es into the same sets as for FEjy.
This gives the bound

2,)/2d+2
((d+1)")2

’ f] Hz(H),2(G) e W) 1{r(H) + 7(G) < |2(H) - 2(G)||} e Wa-+ (Foanine)

([ 1) 2(G) e Wy et GountFae) 332 (d(HL G)

< W3 (A(H, G))
f Ej(H, ) §(G.nme) ity (d(H, G))
v [ B0 Su 0 Se + @)EG(H ni) §(Gone) 13 (A(H. G))),

The integrals over I, I3 and I3 can be bounded as the analogous terms in the estimate of Ej.
For the integral over I4 we note that P(nnSg nSa # @) < vpg-1(Se N Se) and can thus argue

as for (8.10)).

The estimate of Eg. Analogously to the bounds of F4 and Es, we split the integration area
of Eg into the sets I1, I, I3 and I, (with G replaced by (Hy, G)). As above, we apply Lemma [9)

and Lemma [13|to bound the integrals over I, Is and I5. For the integral over I, we use Lemma

max(r(H),r(H;,G)) (2+0) logn

and find for n large enough (by which we mean that T2CH)==(H,,C)| is small

= 27(logn)?
enough to apply Lemma [12] E ) the bound

d+1 d+1-|1]

by me fH o Bg(H ne) (R (H ) <r(H)o}

(d+1)! oelg{l,....d+1}
x Bg((Hr, @), ne,.¢) R (Hp, G),n) <r(Hp, @)} 17 N(AG) pdt i (dH),  (8.11)
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where we recall the notation r, := for » > 0 and a € (0,%) from Section 7. By

(cosa)?cosSa)
homogeneity of ¥ and monotonicity under set inclusion, 3(C(H,n)) > G~'(nc) implies that
S(BY R'(H,n)* > G'(ne). Since r(H)q > R'(H,n) and 7 = 25(B%)~Y/*, this yields that
r(H) > T((Cosa)(gos‘ga))l/k G~ Y(ny)*. We apply the same argument to the terms with (Hj, G)

instead of H and assume (at the cost of a factor 2) that r(H) > r(H,G). Thus we arrive for

(8.11]) at the bound

d+1 d+1 1)

87 [HIdH ‘[Hd-ﬁ—l 1] {Z(H) €Wy }1{Z(H[7G) eW, }

-----

k
« 1{7’(H) N T‘(H] G) > T((COS Oé)(COS 30&))1/ Gfl(nc)l/k}672'yr(H)72'yr(H1,G)
2 y 5

p @) gt (aH). (8.12)

From we have that 77G ™! (nc)* ~ logn as n — oo for all ¢ > 0. Hence, we can bound (8.12))
analogously to ([5.20)). If a > 0 is small enough, we find that (8.12) (and hence Eg) is bounded
by c11n7? for some b > 0. This finishes the proof of Theorem O
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