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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 [6]
it is shown that the shape of the zero cell (it is the cell containing the origin o € R%) 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 [7]. In [4] 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 cube of volume ¢ 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 t - oo. 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 |3, 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 simultaneously hit two disjoint balls. Moreover, we present a spherical Blaschke-
Petkantschin formula that generalizes [12, Theorem 7.3.2] and might be of independent interest.
In Section 4 we give an extension of |3, Theorem 6.1]. Section 5 is devoted to the proofs of
Theorem [I] (where we consider the process of centers of cells that are large w.r.t. their inradius)
and Theorem [2l which is a generalization of the proof of Theorem [l to the process of centers of
cells that are large w.r.t. a more general size function.

2 Preliminaries and Main Results

We use the notation from [7] and [3]. For a locally compact second countable Hausdorff (lcscH)
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.

The real Euclidean vector space R? is equipped with the standard scalar product (-,-) and
induced norm || - |. We write sy for the volume of the closed unit ball BY := {z e R?: |z| <
1}, wy = drg for the surface area of the unit sphere S9! := 9B? = {z ¢ R? : |z| = 1} and
B(z,r):=2z+rB%= {2z eR%: |x—z| <7} 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,

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) = r} for some u ¢ S%!
and 7 € R. For H e 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 En is of
the form En = v4_1, where v > 0 is the intensity of n and pg_1 is the motion invariant measure



on H given by

pa () =2fsd_1 /OOO]I{H(u,r) e Vdr oy (du). (2.1)

We write oy for the Dirac measure in H € H and abbreviate oy, .. m,.) = 0m, + -+ 0H,,-

The space K? of convex bodies (non-empty, compact, convex subsets of ]Rd) is endowed with
the Hausdorff metric. For K € K% we write Hy = {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

B(K) =2 fS b, u) o (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.
The closures of the connected components of the complement of Uge, H in R? form a stationary,
isotropic mosaic m with intensity

NO (51)1 [ Aa(wyoit (du) (2.3)
(see [12, Section 10.3]), where P c (S41)4*! is the set of all (d + 1)-tuples of unit vectors
not lying in a closed hemsphere and Ay(w) is the d-dimensional volume of the convex hull of
Ul,...,Ugs1. For a tuple H = (Hy,...,Hgy1) of d+ 1 hyperplanes in general position (i.e. with
linearly independent normal vectors and not all passing through one point) 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). It is easy to see that almost
surely any d + 1 hyperplanes of 7 are in general position; implying that the inballs of the cells
of m are unique. Moreover, almost surely every inball is touched by precisely d + 1 hyperplanes
of n. For every cell C' in m this allows us to find unique (up to permutations) Hy,..., Hg1 €7
such that for H := (Hy,...,Hg.1) we have that

C=C(H,n)=AH)n [\ Hpy. (2.4)
HennHB(H)

For ¢ > 1 and w € N we consider the point process

1
@y, 2 M= 0m) 0B = O} 0 v o) ayr ey tog) (2.5)
' Hew(d+l

Glw] =

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 in m, marked by a transfor-
mation of their radius.

Let ¢ be the Borel measure on R, given by ¢((c,00)) = e for all ¢ > 0. We compare the
process (; with a Poisson process v in the lescH space Y := R? x (0, 00) 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(C,v) = e [EA(C) - ER(v)],
eLip



where Lip(Y) is the class of all measurable 1-Lipschitz functions 4 : Ny - R with respect to the
total variation between measures wi,ws on Y given by

dry(wi,ws) = sup |wi (A) —wa(A)],

where the supremum is taken over all Borel sets A ¢ Y with w;(A),ws(A) < co. The KR distance
between two point processes £, ( dominates their total variation distance

dTV(gv 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 [5]).

Theorem 1. Let ¢; = ([n] be as above and let v be a Poisson process on R x (0,00) with
intensity measure ’y(d) A ® . There is some b > 0 such that for all ¢ >0 and all compact W c R,

dir (G n (W x (¢,00)),vn (W x (¢,00))) =O(t?) ast— co.

In the second part of this article we study point processes of centers of cells in m 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 |7]. Additionally, we assume that
there is a constant ¢y > 0 such that Vy(K) < ¢oX(K)¥* for all K € K¢, where Vy4(K) is the
volume of K. Note that > and & satisfy the sharp isoperimetric inequality

O(K)>m(K)YE, K ek, (2.6)

for some constant 7 > 0 (see |6, Section 3]). That this inequality is sharp means that there exists
some K € K% such that equality holds in ([26)). Every such body is called an extremal body (for
given ¥ and ®). For example, for ¥ = V; we have 7 = 2“511/ ¢ We assume that all extremal bodies
of 3 are Euclidean balls. For instance, all intrinsic volumes Vj, (k € {2,...,d}) have this property
(Vg is the volume and 2V;_ is the surface area; see [12, Section 14.2]).

Let Z be the typical cell of m. It can be understood as a cell picked uniformly at random
from all cells in centered a large compact region and will be defined rigorously in Section 5.
There is a function h : R - R with }r}?% — 77 as t - oo such that P((ho X)(Z) > ) is
Pareto(1)-distributed (this is shown in Lemma [I1] below), i.e.,

P(f(Z)>u)=u"", u>0, (2.7)
with f:=hoX.
For ¢t >0 and w € N we consider the point process
1
&lw]: > W -0m) nHpmy = B} 01, (a1 f (o)) (2.8)

S (d+1)! Hepli)

where we abbreviate f(H,w) := f(C(H,w)) for w e Ny.
Let & = &[n] and ¥ be the Borel measure on (0,00) given by ¥ ((a,b)) = a™! —b7! 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 ’y(d))\d ® 1. There is some b >0 such that for all ¢ >0 and all compact W c R?,

dir (& n (W x (¢,00)),vn (W x (¢,00))) = O(t?) ast— co.



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. [6], [7]). This brings us in a position where we
can argue similarly to the proof of Theorem [

3 Facts from Probability and Integral Geometry

3.1 Geometry of random hyperplanes

In the proofs of Theorem [Il and Theorem [2] we will need to control the number of hyperplanes
passing simultaneously through two fixed balls. The following lemma gives the probability that
a random hyperplane with uniformly distributed normal vector and in distance r > 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(%,l) .
/Sdilll{H(u,(z,u) +7) € Hpgw.o ) 04-1(du) = Wa-1 f o= gy

wq  Jmax(;E=sr ~1)

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

Jo MH () +7) € By oaa(dw) = [ T{H () € Hpg s g} 001 (du)

= /Sd A{{w-z,u) e[r—s,7+s]}oga(du).
Choosing S := S n (lin{w — z})* (where “lin” stands for the linear hull) in [12, Lemma 6.5.1]
and substituting = = cos(t) in a second step, we find that the above is given by

Wa-1 // sind"2(£)1 {cos(t) |w - z| € [r = 5,7 + 5]} dt 7g_o(dv)

- W1 f (1-22)F 1w - 2| € [r - 5,7+ 5]} da,
which implies the assertlon. O

The next lemma is a corollary of Lemma [3] and gives a bound on the expected number of
hyperplanes passing through two disjoint balls. Note that in dimension d = 2, |4, Lemma 4.2]
provides an upper bound on this number and [11] gives the exact number using an explicit
geometric construction that does not seem to work in higher dimension.

Lemma 4. For w,z e R and r,s >0 with r + s < |w - z|| we find that

4min(r, s)wq- TossT d=3
pa-1(Hpzry NHpw,s)) < %fo" "(1-2%)7 da.

Proof. Assume that r < s. From (2.1]) and Lemma [3] we obtain that

2w Py d-3
Hd- I(HB(zr)nHB(w s)) d-1 [ fll H(1—1'2) 2 dadt

[w==]

_ 2wd—l [r [ qujtzu (1 —x2)%dw+ /II;ZZ (1 —x2)%dx dt
wg Jo 0 0

< 2ra- {/"wz (1 —x2)%dx+ f el (1 —:Ez)d%gd:n}.
wq 0 0




Since 0 < (1 - :E2)d_53 for z € [0,1), the claim follows. O

Remark 5. Note that for d = 3 we instantly find from the second line of the proof that

2rs

/Ld—l(HB(z,r) mHB(’w,S)) = H r,s>0,r+s< Hw - Z”

—7
w - z||

3.2 A spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin formula

The following lemma of spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin type is a generalisation of [12, 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 linear subspaces L1,..., L satisfying

k
Zdlm L;=m<d,
i=1
we define the subspace determinant [L1,. .., L] following |12, Section 14.1]. Choose an orthonor-

mal base in each L; (the empty set if dim L; = 0) and let [L1,...,Lx] be the m-dimensional
volume of the paralleliped spanned by the union of these bases (1, by definition, if dim L; = 0

for i = 1,...,k). In the following we write u* for the (d — 1)-dimensional linear subspace or-
thogonal to u € S%! and use the abbreviations vy = (v1,...,v¢), w = (Ui, uqe1) and
H(u,T) = (H(uwps1,(z,upe1) +7)5 .., H(uge1, (2, uge1) + 7)), where z, £ and r are always clear

from the context and recall the definitions of Ay and P from Section 2.

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

Hd+1 Jdnacy He JHExxHE Jo o J(§d-1)d+ 1=t J(Hy—roy)n-n(Ho-rvp) J(He, H(u, 7))
x [v10] " Ag(vre, u)Lp(vre, w) Ag-e(d2)og 1™ (dw) dr of (dvre) pf_y (AHyg).

Proof. We use [12, Theorem 7.3.2] (note the missing factor 2¢*1 on the right-hand side of the
statement there) and obtain

Fdudtl = 2414 /Rd /Ooo/Pf(H(u,T))Ad(u)UZH(du)drdz.

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 *
247! fG(d,d—l)Z /Gixme; /Rdfo fsd+1ilf(z+G1 +101,. .., 2+ G+ 1o, H(u, 7))
x Ag(vi,w)Lp(vig, w)od 17 (du) dr dz of (dvre) v | (AGhy), (3.1)

where v, (¢ € {0,...,d}) is the unique Haar measure on the Grassmannian G(d,q) of ¢-
dimensional linear subspaces, normalized by v,(G(d,q)) =1 (see [12, Theorem 13.2.11]). For

— £+1
k e N and ¢ € [k] we write by, = 2L % and § = ba(d-¢) (M) . Moreover, for L €

w1+ Wgq ba1

G(d,q) we denote by G(L,d — 1) the space of all (d — 1)-dimensional linear subspaces con-
taining L with invariant measure vY | (see [12, Section 13.2]). Similarly, let A(d,q) be the



affine Grassmannian of ¢-dimensional affine subspaces of R% equipped with unique Haar mea-
sure fi4, normalized by u,({E € A(d,q) : En B? # @}) = k4, (see [12, Theorem 13.2.12]).
Note that A(d,d — 1) = H. For an affine subspace F € A(d,q) we write A(E,d - 1) for the
space of affine subspaces containing F with invariant measure ,ug_l. Furthermore, we abbreviate
(z + G + rvry) == (2 + Gy + 101, ..., 2 + Gy + rvg). Using Theorem [12, Theorem 7.2.5] we find

that (B.1) is given by

v [ f [T G+ rove. H (w7 [vf )
G(d,d-t) JG(L,d-1)t JGixxGE JRE JO Sd+1%f(z+ e+ roses H(u, 7)) v
x Ag(v1:0, w)Lp(v1g, )03 (du) dr dz of (dory) (vE ) (dG 1) va—e(dL).

Now we use that R? = L@ L*, write 7; := (z+2',u;)+7 with z € L and 2" € L* for i = £+1,...,d+1
and find that the above is given by

d+1 37 ° L 9f
2 d!b‘/G(d,dff) L(L,dfl)l Lix-~xGé‘ ﬁlﬁﬁ Ldﬂ—é f(Z+G1:£+TUI:£7H(U77'))[U1:Z]

x Ag(v1:p, w)Lp (v, w)o 34 (dw) dr Ag_g(dz) Aey1(d2") ot (dvre) (vF 1) (AG1e)vg_e(dL).

From [12, (13.9)] we obtain for the above

2‘“1!_/ / f f/oof it H it
@b A(dd-6) JA(E,d-1)¢ JH <t} JE Jo sd+Hf( v Hevrue H(u, 7))
x [t ] Ag(vie, w) L p(vig, w)o g1 (dw) dr Ag—e(dz) of (dviee) (1) (AH 1) pta—e(AE).

Using [12, Theorem 7.2.8] and [12, Lemma 14.1.1], the last term is given by

2d+1!ff /m/ f Hy,... HpH L
d He JHEx-xHE JO Gd+1-¢ (H17Tv1)ﬂ---ﬁ(Hg—er)f( 1, He, H(u, 7)) [vg,]
x Ag(v1.0, w)Lp (v, w) Ag_g (d2)o P14 (dw) dr ot (dvry) py  (A(Hy, . .., Hy)).

3.3 Stopping sets

In the proof of Theorem [2] we need to control the circumradius of the typical cell Z. To do so,
we follow [10, Section 6.3]. For z € R? let K;(z), i € I, be a finite collection of infinite open cones
with apex z, angular radius 7/12 and union R?. For i € I let L;(z) be the open cone with apex
z and angular radius 7/6 that is concentric to K;(z). Let w € Ny and R;(z,w) be the minimal
r > 0 such that there is u € S% n L;(2) with H(u,(z,u) +r) € w if such 7 > 0 exists and set
R;(z,w) := oo, otherwise.

For H ¢ H*! in general position let R(H,w) := 2maxi<j<; Ri(z(H),w nHPH)) Note that

C(H,w) =C(H,wp(z(H),R(Hw))- (3.2)
We obtain
P(R(H,n) >u)
<P(Ri(z(H),n nHEE)Y > /2 1<i<I) <1 (1-e 7 EHNOY 5, (3.3)

We need the following notion of a stopping set. Let F (equipped with the usual o-algebra)
denote the system of all closed subsets of R%. By [2, Proposition A.1], a measurable map S :



Ny — F is a stopping set if and only if S(w) = S(wnHg(,)) for all w € Ny and if the following
implication holds for all u, € Ny

¢ =pnHs) = S(p) =S(n). (3.4)
Intuitively, S is a stopping set if S(w) is determined by wg(, for all w € Ny.

Lemma 7. For all H ¢ H*! in general position the map S(H,-) : Ny — F given by
S(H,w) = B(2(H), R(H,w)) (3.5)
1S a stopping set.

Proof. We fix H € H**! in general position and show that S(H,-) is a stopping set. Since
Ri(z,w1) > Ri(2,w2) for wy ¢ wy, we have that S(H,w) ¢ S(H,w NnHg(g ). For the reverse
inclusion note that

Ri(z,w):=inf{r>0: Jue ST nL;i(2): H(u,(zu)+r) cw}
=inf{r>0: JueS¥ nLi(z): H(u,(z,u)+7)cwn Hpe:r) )
=inf{r>0: Jue ST nLi(z): H(u,(z,u)+7) cwn HB(z min(r,Ri (2,0))) }
>inf{r>0: JueS¥ nLi(z): H(u,(z,u)+7)cwn Hp (2 ri(20)) )

= Ri(2,wnHp(z R, (20)))-
To verify (B.4)), let ¢ = pnHgg,,)- We immediately obtain that
Ri(z,w) < Ri(z,wnHg(m.)) = Ri(2,), i€l
For the reverse inequality note that analogously to above it holds that

Ri(z,w) >inf{r>0: Jue S nLi(z): H(u,(z,u)+7) cw NHEB (2 min(r, R (2,0))) )
=inf{r>0: Jue ST nLi(2): H(u,{zu)+7r)ecw NHB(,Ri(20)) )
= Ri(z,wnHp( R, (z))) = Ri(z,¢).

This shows that S(H,-) is indeed a stopping set for all H ¢ H*! in general position.

4 Poisson process approximation

In this section we give an extension of [3, Theorem 6.1] and use its notation. We begin with a
brief repetion 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 € Nx and for all S 2 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 (see Section 3.3).



Define

1
g[w] = H 2 g(wi)éf(x,w)y w € Nx,

* xew(k)

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 |8, Theorem 4.4]) that the intensity measure
L of ¢ is given by

L) = [ I (6 n+ 60 € Jglen + 5) KH ().

Theorem 8. Let & be the process defined above with f,g satisfying 1)) and L(Y) < co. Let
¢ be a Poisson process with finite intensity measure M. Further, suppose that we are given a
measurable mapping x — Sy from XF to F satisfying x c Sx. For w e Nx let

9(x,w) = g(x,w){S(x,w) € S}
Then
dxr(§,¢) <dry(L,M) + E1 + E5 + Es+ Eg + E5 + Eg
with

2
B =2 [ Eglen + 50 1{S (e n +52) ¢ S K (4x),

E, = (k:2')2 /Xk [Xk EL{(n+ 0x +0,) N Sx N Sy # @}§(x,1 + 0% )EG(z, 1 + 6,) K" (dz) K" (dx),
2 ~
Es= 2 /Xk ka E1{(n+dx+9,)NSx NS, =3}3(x,n+ Ix)
x E1{nn Sx n S, # @}§(z,n + 0,) K" (dz) KF (dx),
By = (/j)z /Xk ka EL{(1)+ 6x + 05) 1 Sx 1 Sy # B}5(x, 77 + O + 65)5(2,7 + O + 65)
x K¥(dz)KF (dx),
B - (/j)z L LB+ 6+ 0) 080 S0 = 2150k, + b + 6203 + 8+ 5,)
x E1{nn Sy n S, + o} K"(dz)K"(dx),
2 1 ~ ~ k-|1| k
Fo == [ BaGe b 8,03z + b + 6, K V()K" (dx),
k! @g]g{zl:,...,k} (k= |I])! Ixk Sxk-inl
where for I ={iy,... iy} we set X7 = (xiy,..., %, ) and (X7,2) = (Tiyy .oy Tipyy 215+ Zkom) -

Remark 9. Note that

2
Byt By < [ [ 180 S # BYEGx, 1+ 6B (2,1 + 0,)KF (d2)K* (dx) = B3,

2

E4+E5SW

/Xk fx 1{Sx N S, # BYEG(x, 7+ O + 02)5 (2,77 + 0x + 8,) K" (dz) K" (dx) = E}.

This shows that Theorem[8 is a refinement of [3, Theorem 4.1], where dgr(&,() is bounded by
drv(L,M) + E; + E} + E5 + Eg.



Proof of Theorem[8. We proceed along the same lines as in the proof of [3, Theorem 4.1]. First
assume that for all X¥ and w € Nx we have that S(x,w) c Sx. Then we have that § =g, E; =0
and

gxw) =g(x,wnSx), [flxw)=f(xwnS) if gxw)=1

Let 1’ be a Poisson process on X that is independent of  and has intensity measure K. For
fixed h € Lip(Y) we need to bound the difference Eh(() — Eh(£) which is by [3, (4.5)] given by

ER(Q) -Eh(©) == [ [ (BoGxn’ + 6D spas [PH(EDD)
- Eg(x, n+ 5X)Df(x,n+6x) [Psh(é[n + 5x] - 5f(x,7]+6x))]) Kk(dx)dsv (4'2)

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(dx) - fX Dyh(w - 6, )w(dx).
For x € X* and w € Nx we define

1
éx[w]:zy 2 ﬂ{((“‘}"'5x)ﬁszmsx:Q}.g(z7(“‘})5]”(z,cAJ)

* zew(®)

1
:E Z ]l{(W+5x)ﬂSzﬂSxZQ}g(Z,WOSZ)(Sf(Z’meZ)

" zew(®)

1
= H 2 ﬂ{(w + 5X) n SZ n SX = Q}Q(LW n SZ n SX twn SZ n Sf()éf(z,meanx+wnSan§)

* zew(®)

1 C
=2 Y, L{(w+6x) NSNSy =}g(z,w NS5 )05 0nse)-

" zew(®)

It follows from [3, (2.9)] and the multivariate Mecke equation (see |8, Theorem 4.4] that

[Eg(x,n" + ) D gy 60 [P (§[1]) ] = Eg (3, 7" + 0x) D g g 45,0) [ Psh(Ex[1]) ]

< 3e_SIEg(x,n' +0x) >, 1{(n+06x)nS,n S +@}g(z,1m)

" k! o
g %e‘s fX Eg(x,n + 0x)EL{(n + 6x + 8,) 0 S, N Sx + @}g(z, 1 + 6,)KF (dz). (4.3)

By assumption (@1, f(x,n+0x) and g(x,n+ dx) depend only on nn Sx. Since n d n’, we obtain
from the independence property of the Poisson process that

Eg(X, 77’ + 5X)Df(x,n’+6x) [Psh(gxl:'r/])] = Eg(X, n+ 5X)Df(x,n-%—éx) [Psh(gx [77 n S)C; + 77, n SX])]
(4.4)

Note that

c 1 c
fx[Tlr‘Sx“?/ﬂSx] = ) Z ]l{(n,+5x) |f]Sanx :Q}g(z777nsx)5f(z,nr15§)-
* ze(nnSg) (k)
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Hence, we obtain that

1 C
drv (E Y. 9(2,n +0x)0p(5p460) Ex[n N S + 1 ﬂSX])
* zen(k)
< Y, {1 +6)nSxnS,=2,nnSxnS, *2}g(z,nnSy)
* ze(nnSL) (k)

+% Z ﬂ{(ﬁ+5x)ﬁSXDSz:g, U,ﬁsxﬂsz:t@}g(zﬂ7+5x)
* zen(k)

+% Z L{(n+dx) nSx NSz # @}g(z,n +6x). (4.5)
* zen(k)

==

As in [3], we define the point process

A 1
& 1= €0+ 0] =9+ 0)8peaes) = 77 2 9020+ )0 (s
* zen(k)

From [3, (2.9)], (435) and the Mecke equation we obtain that

|Eg(x, n+ 6X)Df(x,17+6x) [Psh(f[n + 5x] - 6f(x,17+6x))]
- Eg(X, n+ 5X)Df(x,n+5x) [Psh(fxl:’l’] n Sf( + 77, n SX])]'

1

<2 °Eg(x,n+0x)| 7 >, L' +dx)nSxnS, =3, nnSxnS, *o}g(z,nnSy)
" ze(nnSg) R

+l Z 1{(n+0x) NSNS, =2, 77/memSz +@}g(z,n +6z)

Ko

+% Z ]l{(77+5x)nsxﬂsz¢®}g(z777+5x)+éx(y))'

* zen(k)

Using that nn Sx and nn S are independent point processes, we obtain from the Mecke equation
that the above is bounded by
1

2e” (E Ak E{1{nnSxnS, # @, (77’ +0x +05) N Sx NSz =Bhg(x,n +5x)g(z,77’ +5Z)}Kk(dz)

" % LB 080 Sy %8, (+ 8+ 82) 0181 Sy = BYg(5,1+ 8+ )9 (21 + 6+ 65)

x K¥(dz)
+ % ka E{ﬂ{(ﬁ +0x + 5z) NSxNS, # @}g(x,n +0x + 5Z)g(z777 + 0y + 5Z)} Kk(dz)
+ Eg(x,n + 5x)éx(Y)) . (46)
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Now we substitute (£3)) and (A6]) into [@2]) and obtain with the triangle inequality

[ER(¢) - BA(O)
- # Lo [ U+ 0+ 8) 018018, # 2)3(x,m + )G (2,7 -+ )K" (d2)K* (dx)

2 ~
CDE L [ LG+ 6+ 02) n S S, = 2}3(x, 1+ 6)
x E1{nnSxn S, + 3}j(z,n + 6,) K*(dz)K" (dx)
’ (zj)2 fx fx E1{(1+ 6x + 05) N Sy N Sy # BYG(X, 7 + Oy + 6,) (2,7 + O + 6,) KF (dz) K* (dx)

2

NOIE

L [ B+ 6+ 62) 01808y = 2)506m+ 8+ 8,)3(2m + 65+ 6,)

x E1{nn Sxn S, + o} K" (dz)K" (dx)

: 1 f / g g k|1 k
H (k=1 Eg(x,n—i_6X+6z)g(z7n+6x+6z)K (dZ)K (dx)7
Kl QEIQ{ZL-..,IC} (k - |I|)' xk Jxk-II|

where the terms on the right-hand side are Esy, Fs3, E4, E5 and Eg. The rest of the proof goes
along the lines of Step 2 in the proof of [3, Theorem 4.1]. O

5 Proofs of Theorem [I] and Theorem

In this section we give the proofs of Theorem [Il and Theorem [2l In the following, ¢; >0 (i € N)
are positive constants. Their exact values are not important for the argument. For a function
F:K%> R, H ¢ H*! in general position and w € Ny we abbreviate

F(H,w):=F(C(H,w)).

To prepare the proof of Theorem [T, we calculate the intensity measure E¢; of ¢;. Let A e B?
and y > 0. From the multivariate Mecke equation (see [&, Theorem 4.4]), (Z2]) and [12, Theorem
7.3.2] we find that

d+1

E¢:(A x (y,00)) = S / ]l{t_l/dz(H) € A}1{2vyr(H) -logt > y}e—QW(H)ng(dH)
(d+1)! Jmar
2,7 d+1 oo .
- (d-|)- 1 A/dA /7;+2logt /I; e 2'Y Ad(u)agf%(du)drdz7 t Z 1 (51)
Y

d
We recall from (Z3)) that (@ := % p»Ag(u)od™l(du) is the intensity of the random mosaic
m generated by 7. Hence,

EC(Ax (y,00)) =7 DAg(A)e™, AeB y>0. (5.2)

By Lemma M we find some C' € (0,1) (depending on the dimension d) such that for all
3s>7>5>0and w,z € R? with |w - z| > + s,

Ndfl(HB(z,r) U HB(w,s)) > 2r + 2C's. (5.3)

The following lemma gives a bound for the expected number of pairs of cells with a large

inradius for which at least one cell has an extremely large inradius (larger than 312°$t) or the

cells are relatively close to each other (closer than t%).

12



Lemma 10. Let ¢ >0, C be the constant from (&3] and let I c {1,...,d}. Then we have
Lo Lo ME(ED € W 1((H G) e Wiy e e (oo sy )
]l{r(H) > }]l{r(HI,G) >

x 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} > 3logt

c+logt c+logt

} H(0H 1000 +96) NHpary NHpw, ¢) = 2}

or |2(H) - 2(H;, )| <3}y N(dG) pdtH(dH) (5.4)

=0 (f? logt) ast — oo,
where Hy:= (Hy,...,H).

Proof. We apply Lemma [0 to the inner integral and note that (5Hm+1:d+1 +dg) N Hpgy N
Hpm,,¢) = @ implies that |[2(H) - 2(H,G)| > r(H) + r(H;,G). This gives for (5.4) the
bound

f f /T(H)f f 1{z(H) € W;}
€
‘1 Hd+1 Xiel Hl ctlogt (Sd—l)d+1—\1\ Nier (Hi—sv;)nWy o t

logt
« e‘W-1<HB<H>UHB<wvs>>n{ (H) > 2250 [0y 17 Bu(w) (o)
2y

x Mgy (dw) o3 - |(dU\I\+1d+1)d80’1 (dvy, ) H (dAH) (5.5)
r(H)
+cC 1A{d+1/61Hl ﬁﬂogt ‘/(‘Sd-1)d+1fm /;(Z(H)J%)]l{Z(H)GWt}

c+logt

o~ B B0 {T(H) > }]l{z(H) —wl > r(H) + s} ok ] Aa(v) 1 p(v)
* Ny (dw) o) '<dvm+1d+1>dsal (doryn)p'} (D). (5.6)
Since Ag_1|(Nier (Hi = sv;) n W) < czt Y for t>0 large enough, (5.5) is by (5.2)) bounded by
eyt fH L T(HD)I{z(H) e W31 {T(H) > %’ft}e‘%“mugf}(dﬂ)
= O(td_Tm_2 logt) ast— oo.
From (53)) we find that (5:6]) is bounded by
cats /H L r(H)1{z(H) e W31 {T(H) > %;’gt} e 2 ) vl (A H )
=0 (t_% logt) as t — oo,
where the last identity is justified by (5.2)). O

Proof of Theorem [ Let v be the Poisson process from the statement of Theorem [ let ¢ > 0
and W c RY be compact. Note that the intesity measures of ¢;n (W x (¢, 00)) and vn (W x (¢, o))
coincide, implying that their total variation is zero. We apply Theorem [ with the choices

9(H,w) = 1{t™/"2(H) e WHI{(w - 8ur) 0 Hipar) = @} 1{2yr (H) = logt > ¢},
F(H,w) = (tY"2(H),2vyr(H) -logt), weNg, Hew®,
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and the stopping set S given by S(H,w) := Sg := B(H) for H € H**! in general position and
all w € Ny. Since S(H,w) = Sg we find that E; = 0. Moreover, since (w+ 0gr) N Sg = @ if
J(G,w+dg +0g) =1, we have that E3 = E4 = 0. This yields the bound

dKR((t N (W X (C, OO)),I/ N (W X (C,OO))) <FEs+ E5+ Eg (57)

with

2 2d+2
Es = W[&Hdﬂ [HI‘“l {(5H+5G)OHB(H)OHB(G) ¢®}]I{Z(H) GWt, Z(G) EWt}

x ]l {T(H) > C+21$gt} ]]. {T(G) > C+21$gt} 72’)/7‘(H) f2’y7‘(G) d+1(dG) /,LdJrl(dH)

2 2d+2
Q7 e o PO ) By = 1) € W L(A(G) € W)

x 1 {r(H) > < +210gt} 1 {T(G) L +210gt} e~ a1 Hpcmn Uls)
v v

x 1{(6p +dc) nHpzry nHpg) = 2} p&1 (AG) 1 (AH),

Es =

oo 2 _ 1{z(H) e W} 1{z(H/,G) e W,
6_(d+1)!®glg{1...d+l} (d+1—|I|)! Ad+1£{d+l—\[‘ {Z( )E t} {Z( I, )E t}
e {ra) > S8 £, ) > SLIOBNY v om0
gl

x L{(0m 10,1 +0c) "Hprry "Hpw,,q) = 2} p i MAG) pdtt (aH),

where Wy :=tW = {z e R: t 'z e W} and Hy:= (Hy,... Hip)-
We consider the terms Fs, Es5, Eg separately. From symmetry in H and G we find that Es
is bounded by

P> c+logt c+logt
1{z(H) e Wy, 2(G) e Wy} 1ir(H 1{r(GQ) > ——=
(d+ 1)ld! fHdﬂ fIHIB(H) f {2(H) € Wi, 2(G) € Wi} {r( )> 2 } {7"( ) > 2 }
x ¢~2r(H) ,~29m(G) uil(d(Gz, oo Gait)) pae 1(dG1)ud+1(dH),

where G = (Gq,...,G4+1). Next we apply Lemma [6] with £ = 1 to the two inner integrals (note
that [v] =1 for all v e S91) and find that the above is given by

2d+3 2d+2

c+logt
1{z(H) e Wt 1ir(H
(d+1)| »[]I‘]Id+1 ‘[]HIB(H) / [Sd 1)d /;+logt ‘/‘;Vtﬁ(Gl 7‘7.}1) {Z( )E t} {T( ) }

x e 2 H) =205 A (v) 1 p(v) Mgy (dw) ds 0% (dvager) o1 (dvy) pa- 1(dG1)ud+1(dH).

Since Ag_1 (W; N (G1 —7rv1)) < diam(W)41¢d=1/d the above is bounded by
_ c+logt) _o,
ot [ s (B YU (=CH) € Wi 1 {r(H) > S22 D il (58)

From ([21) we have that g1 (Hpgy) = 2r(H). Hence, we find from [12, Theorem 7.3.2] that
(58) is bounded by

ot [ f [ e Ao (du) drdz = O( logt) ast- oo (59)
t

14



Since P(?] N HB(H) N HB(G) F @) < ’Y,Ud_l(HB(H) n HB(G)), E5 is bounded by

2d+3
((Z-FW‘[IHW” [HIdH Md— 1(HB(H)OHB(G))]I{Z(H) EWt}]l{Z(G) GWt}

x 1 {T(H) > C+1Ogt}]l {T(G) S L logt} e a1 Hpcm Utpe)
2y 2y

3logt

x {max{r(H),r(G)} > or |2(H) - 2(G)| < t3i}

x ]l{(‘sH +da) mIHIB(H) n HB(G) @}Md+1(dG) ,udﬂ(dH) (5.10)
2 2d+3
W fHdﬂ fHdﬂ a1 (Hpery nHpe))1{z(H) € W, } 1{2(G) € W}
1 {r(H) S c+10gt}ﬂ{r(G) N c+logt} o=t (Hp(ery Ul )

2y 2y

3logt

< U {max{r(H),r(G)} < =22 |2(H) - 2(G)| > t3}

x 1{(dr + ) NHpgry N HB(G) 2} pdtHAG) pdtH(dH). (5.11)

From Lemmal[I0lwe have that (5.10) is of order O (f% log t) as t — oo with the constant C' € (0,1)

from (&.3)).
By Lemma [l we have for max{r(H),r(G)} < % and |z(H) - 2(G)] > #34 that

4wy s min(r(H),r(G))(r(H) +r(G))
wilz(H) - 2(G)|

_c
ta-1(Hpy WHpg)) < < crt ™24 (log t)? (5.12)

for t > 0 large enough. By symmetry in H and G we can assume w.l.o.g. that r(H) > r(G) and
bound (B.IT]) for ¢ > 0 large enough by

r(H)?
c8 ‘/]I‘.]IdJrl [}{dﬂ HZ(H) _ Z(G)H ]l{Z(H) € Wt}]l{z(G) € Wt}
x 1 {T(H) >r(G) > crost +21;)gt} e~ 2y (H)-2yr(G)
x 1{(6p + dc) nHp(ery nHpg) = 2} i1 (AG) p 1 (dH). (5.13)

We apply [12, Theorem 7.3.2] to the inner integral in (5.I3) and introduce spherical coordinates
in the integration over z(G'). This gives the bound

T(H) tl/d
ot [ fo [ eyt s e Wit {r(am) SO e o
Hd+1 Hogt r+s 2’}/

x dxds ud”(dH)
=0tV (logt)?) ast— oo.
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Analogously to E5, we bound Eg by the sum

d+1

T 1{z(H) e Wi} 1{z(H;,G) ¢ W,
(d+ 1)!%&{;7%1} (d+1-|1))! /Hd+1 /Hdﬂ_m {2(H) e Wi} 1{2(H[,G) € Wi}

x 1 {r(H) S logt} 1 {T(Hh G)> 08 logt} ¢ a1 (Hpan Ham,.c)
2y 2y

« 1 {max{r(H),r(H;,G)} > 31°gt or [2(H) - =(H;,G)| < t5)
x 1{(0#1, 100 +0G) VHip(ery 0 HB(HI & =2} ugy (AG) g (dH) (5.14)
2,7d+1

1]
~
(d+ D! oere(i.ae) (d+1-11))! /Hd+1 A—HdJrHI\ L=(H) e Wi 1{=(Hr, G) € Wi

‘1 {T(H) 5 ¢ +21°gt} 1 {T(H,, G)>

3logt
2

c+logt

} e~ Va1 (Hp)VHpm; ¢))

x 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} < 2(H) - 2(H7, G)| > t2a)}

X L{(OHy 0101 *+06) 0 Hpary 0B, ) = 2 gy " (AG) pd ] (AHD). (5.15)

From Lemma [I0 we have that (5.14) is of order O (f% logt) as t — oo.
We apply Lemmal[Gwith £ = d+1-|I| to the integrals over the hyperplanes Hy. 7, G1.q.1-|7| in

(5I5) and use that by Lemma [ we have for max{r(H),r(G)} < 31205t and ||z(H)-2(G)| > t3d
that pg1(Hpay UHpg)) = 0 as t — oo (see (5:12)). This gives that (5.15) is bounded by

r(H)
o Z fHdH / Xier H [Hogt f(Sdfl)dH_lIl ‘/nieI(Hi—S’Ui)ﬂWt H{Z(H) ¢ Wt}

oelg{l,...,d+1}

‘1 {r(H) > %} 2T H)-295 [, 11T A (0, 0" )1 p (0, 0')
i

x Ay (dw) o1 (do') ds ol (dv) udt] (A H) (5.16)
for ¢ > 0 large enough. Since Ag_j7(Nier(H; = svi) N Wy) < cutd_Tm, (5I6]) is bounded by

il c+logt — O~
SR YA /d+1r(H)]l{z(H)GWt}]l{T(H)>2—g}€ ) i (dH)
@ele{l,...,d+1} H v

= Ot Ylogt) ast— co. (5.17)
This shows for b < min{1/d,C/2} that
dir (¢ 0 (W x (¢,00)),v0 (W x (¢,00))) =O0(t™") as t - oo.
[l

In the proof of Theorem [2] we need the notion of the typical cell Z of m that is any random
polytope with distribution given by
1

P(Ze)=—zE ¥ 1{C(H,n) - z(H) € }1{z(H) € [0,1]%}. (5.18)
’Y Hen(d“)
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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

I(K) ::min{g;r :rBl+zc K cRBY+ 2,1, R>0, ze]Rd} (5.19)
r

from [7] 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 [7, Theorem], for all § > 0 there exists some a(d) > 0 such that

P(9(Z) > 6| S(Z) > u) < exp(—a(§)u’*), u>o0. (5.20)

The distributions of the typical cell Z and the zero cell Zj (this is the (a.s. unique) cell in m
containing the origin o € Rd) are linked via

P(2(Z) 2u) <P(X(Zp) 2u), u>0, (5.21)
which is a direct consequence of |7, Lemma 3.1]. From [6, Theorem 2] we find that
Jin;lo w10 P(S(Zo) > u) = 77
Combining this result with (5.2I) and |7, Lemma 4.1] gives
lim uw R logP(2(Z) > u) = —77. (5.22)

Lemma 11. Let 3 be a size function as defined in Section 2. There exists a strictly increasing
function h: R - R with h(u) — oo as u — oo such that P((hoX)(Z) > -) is Pareto(1)-distributed.
For such h we have that

logu
W —>T7Y aS U —> 0. (523)
Proof. We first show that the distribution function of ¥(Z) is continuous. For given u1, ..., ug €

5S4 we define the tuple H(r) := (H(uy,7),..., H(ugs1,7)), r 2 0. From [12, Theorem 7.3.2] we
have that

P((2) =)
2d+1 d+1
- B [ [T S CHE) ) = ) e Ba(w) dr ot (du), y>0.

v (d+1)
Since X(C(H(7), e (r))) = rkE(C(H(l),nH(l))) P-a.s. for w € P and r > 0, the inner integral
is equal to zero. Hence, we obtain that P(X(Z) = y) = 0 for all y € R. This implies that
the distribution function of X(Z) is continuous. Hence, there is a strictly increasing function
h : R - R such that P((hoX)(Z) > -) is Pareto(1)-distributed. From (5:22)) we find that the
distribution function of 3(Z) has unbounded support. This implies that h(u) - oo as u — oco.

or (5.23) we consider

logu
h—l(u)l/k

= h N w) M log P(S(Z) 2 b (u) (logp(h °X(Z) 2 u) )1

logu

Since P((ho X)(Z) > -) is regularly varying with index 1, the term in brackets goes to —1 as
u — oo. Since with h also h™! is unbounded and increasing, we obtain (5.23) from ([5.22). O
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From (27) we find that the intensity measure E&; of & is given by
E&(Ax (y,00)) =ty DNa(AP(E £(Z2) > y) =+ DNa(A)y™!, >0, 4eB? y>0,  (5.24)

where Z is the typical cell in m with distribution given in (5.18)). This shows that E, = (9D \;@1),
where v is defined in Section 2.
For the proof of Theorem 2] we need to strengthen (B.3)) in the following way. By Lemma @l
we find some n > 2 and some D > E (depending on the dimension d) such that for all s > 0,
3ns

rels, 2] and all z,w e R? with |z -w| >r+s,

Ndfl(HB(z,r) U HB(w,s)) >2r+2Ds. (5.25)

Let 3 := min{a(57)/2, D/2}, where a(5-—) is the constant from (5.20).
We prepare the proof of Theorem [2] with the following two lemmas. The first one is an
analogue to Lemma, [T0l

Lemma 12. Let ¢ >0, D be the constant from ([5.25) and I c {1,...,d}. There is some b >0
such that

Lo fon M) € W L2 (H. G) € Wy v o )
X ]l{(éHqu:dJrl + 6G) ﬁIHIB(H) N HB(H] G) = Q}P(t_lf(Hﬂ?G) >C, t_lf((HfaG)7nH) > C)

« 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} > 31°gt or |2(H) - 2(H;,G)| < t77} 371 4@) pdt1 (dH)

=0(t™") ast— oo.

Proof. We apply Lemma [0 to the inner integral and note that (5Hm+1:d+1 +dg) N Hpgy N
Hp(m, ) = @ implies that |2(H) - 2(H;,G)| > r(H) + r(H,G). This yields for the left-
hand side the bound

3logt o (H
1{z(H) e W} 1{r(H yr(H)
C13 [HI‘“l »[><161Hl/ /Sd 1yd+1-]1] AlEI(Hz —svi)n W {Z( )E t} {7‘( ) }

[U1 \1\] Ad(v)ﬂp(v)/\d m(dw) O'd 1 -l ‘(dv‘l‘+1 d+1)d80'1 (dwy. |I|),ud+1(dH) (5.26)

310gt
H) e W i1 {r(H
+C13 fHd” szeIH / /Sd 1yd+1-1] AzeI(H —sv)NB(=(H),t8/4) { ( )e t} {7’( ) }
x e M FeanBew )Pt f(H ng) > ¢, 7' f((H1, G),nm) > ¢)1{]| 2(H) - w| 27"(H) +s}
x [vi] 7 Aa(0)Lp(0)Ag 1y (dw) ajfi-‘”<dvm+l ar1) ds o) (dvy)pgt (AH), (5.27)
whereG = (H(U\I\+1,<U|I|+1a w)+5),..., H(vgs1,(vas1, w)+s)). Since )‘d \I\(ﬂzeI(H sv;)NWy) <

01475 , we find from (0.24)) that the first term (5.26]) is of order O(t e “2) as t > co.
In (|5:ZZ|) we distinguish the cases s < mle)iogt and s> & ;%Ogt. Using (5.25]) we find that
(527)) is bounded by

r -1 =2yr(H)
C13 ‘/HdJrl L IHL /‘M fsd—l)dJrl—\I\ é(z(H) tB/d) ]l{Z(H) € Wt}]P(t f(H777) > C)e
x e P [ty 17 Ag(0) 1p(0) A gy (dw) oy ) (dvygge) ds o (doy)pd L (AH)  (5.28)

(n-1)logt 1) logt

TAS 310gt
o Lo S s sty oo o, HECH) € W Lir(H) < 5555
xe Pt f(Gyn) > o)[vy, ] 'A4(v)1p(v)
x Agjr(dw) o5 (v 1a01) ds o} (dvg ) gt (AH), (5.29)
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where the first term (5.28)) is of order O(t#~P(=D/") a5 t — oo.
For the second term (5.29) we use that the conditions r(G) < ("%)}fgt and t 1 f(G,n) > c
imply by (26 that
®(C(G.m) | y7h~!(te)*n
2r(G) — (n-1)logt ’

min{E 1B+ 2c C(G,n) c RB%+ 2,1 R>0, zeBd}z
T

which converges by Lemma [[Tto ~ as t — co. Hence, we have that J(C(G,n)) 2 m fort>0

large enough, where ¥(K) is the deviation function from (G.19]). This yields for (5:29]) the bound
3logt
13 A—Hdﬂ [xde f /Sd 1)d+1-|1| /B(Z(H) t8/d) { (H) € Wt}]l{r(H) S }

% 6—275P(19(C(G 77)) Z — t_lf(G 17) > C) [Ul.‘l‘]_lAd(U)ﬂP(U)

x Ay (dw) o317 ‘(dv|f|+1d+1>ds ol (dvyy gt (dH).

We write out the first integral using [12, Theorem 7.3.2] and obtain for the above

3logt

2y -1
t G
cu [Vt [ f le H(uz, ui,z)+r)t f [Sd 1yd+1-|1| ﬁ(z(H) tB/d) ( f( 7?7) g C)

xP(C(Gm) 25— | 71 F(Gon) > €) e [vg 117 Aa(w) Aa(v)Lp(v)

x Ag—|r(dw) ad 1 | (dv|1|+1 d+1)dso*1 (doy. ‘I‘)ad“(du)drdz (5.30)

Using that for all Borel sets A c §971,

L 1-1 d+1-|1|
/I; »[Xzel H (u;,(ug,z)+r)* »[(Sd 1yd+1-1| ]l{v € A}[Ul:m] Ad(u)Ad(v)Udil (dvmﬂzdﬂ)

X 0 |(dU1 |I|)0d 1(du)
- ¢15 fA  Aa(w)oi (du),
and the definition of the typical cell Z in (5.I8), (530) is given by

et (log P(0(Z) > an_ - 5(2) > 7 (1) £(2) > o)

By (5:20) the above is of order O(tﬁ_“(ﬁ)”) as t — oo for all € > 0. O

Lemma 13. Let ¢> 0. For each € >0 we have that
fH U{z(H) e Wiy TP f(H oy a HECI D)) 5 )

310gt

x 1{r(H) < YL{[z(H)| > t°/"} 3t (dAH) (5.31)

=0(t°) ast— oo.

Proof. Since in the probability in the integrand of (5.31]) a cell in the mosaic w.r.t. the process
nnHB (0,3r(H)) ig considered, we cannot directly apply (5:22)) with the size functional . Instead,
the idea of the proof is to define an appropriate size functional X; in a first step. To do so, we
let for K € K% with circumcenter z(K), circumradius 7(K) and ¢ > 0

ey B 0O )
Bt(K)"B( B~ 310ty =) "))
Kt1= m H;(K)’ t>0.
HeHE AHB(K)
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The set K; can be considered as the original body K with a “tail” in direction —z(K)/|z(K)]|.
For ||z(H)| > t?/¢ and r(H) < %Vgt we have that

HB(H) N HB(0,37‘(H)) c HB(H) N HBt(K).
This gives
C(H,wnHPESH)Y c O(H,wnHPESH)Y, - O(H, w);, weNy. (5.32)

Define ¥ : K¢ - R by %4(K) := X(K;), K € K% and recall from Section 2 that f = ho X. Using
(532) and the definition of the typical cell Z from (5.20), we bound (5.31]) by

artP(24(2) > h™t (te)).

Note that X, is continuous, not identically zero, homogeneous of degree k and increasing under
set inclusion and, hence, is a size functional in the sense of [7]. For s > 0 it follows from (5.22))
(applied to the size functional ¥;) that

limsup A~ (te) ¥ log P(S4(2) > k™' (tc)) < -7,

t—o00

where 7, := min{®(K): K e K¢, £,(K) = 1}. It follows from continuity of ® and ¥ that 7, - 7
as s — oo. Since Z; ¢ Z a.s. for s < t, we obtain that

P(2(Z2) > b7 (te)) < P(24(Z) > b7 (te)), s<t.

Hence, for every € >0 we that P(3;(Z) > h™(tc)) < t*~! for ¢ > 0 large enough. This shows that
(B3T)) is of order O(t°) as t — oo. O

Proof of Theorem[2. By (5.24]), the total variation of the intensity measures of & n (W x (¢, 00))
and v N (W x (¢,00)) is given by

A DNy (W) sup (Pt f(Z) > y) -y| = 0.
y>c

We apply Theorem [8 with

g(H,w) = 1{t V(H) e WL {(w - 0m) nHpm) = 2}1{t" f(H,n) > ¢},
f(H,W) = (t_l/dZ(H)7t_lf(Haw))v w € N]HI, H e w(d+l),

the stopping set S from [B.5]) and S(H) := B(z(H),3r(H)). Note that (&Il holds by ([B3.2).
This gives

dKR(&t ﬂ(WX (C,OO)),VF'\ (WX (C,OO))) < E1 +E2+E3+E4+E5 +E6
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with

Ey

Es =

Es=

E,4

Es

Eg =

(d+1)! oele{lo dr1} (d+1-1]I)!

2,7d+1

") /Hd+1 E1{nnHpm) = o}1{z(H) e W}1{t"" f(H.n) > c}

x 1{R(H,n) > 3r(H)} ug*{ (AH),
2 2d+2
W A{dﬂ [HI‘“l E1{(n+0m + dc) nHS(H) QHS(G) + @}
x 1{n nHpa) = @} 1{z(H) e W31{t"' f(H,n) > }1{R(H,n) < 3r(H))
xE1{nnHp(g) = 2}1{z(G) e W1{t " f(G,n) > c}1{R(G,n) < 3r(H)}
x ug 1 (dG) pgt i (dH),
2d+2
((fl+ g /Hd+1 me E1{(n+0m +dc) nHgm) nHg ) = 2}
% 1 " Hpry = @) 1{=(H) e WIL{t" f(H,n) > cYL{R(H, 1) < 3r(H)}
X E]]_{T] ﬂHs(H) OHS(G) ¥ @}]].{T] OHB(G) = @}]].{Z(G) € Wt}]l{tilf(G,T]) > C}
x 1{R(G,n) <3r(H)} g1 (dG) pis (dH),
2d+2
m A—Hdﬂ [HW“ Eﬂ{(?]+ 5H +5g) mHS(H) mHS(G) * @}
x 1{ng NHpz) = 2}1{z(H) e W}1{t"" f(H,ne) > c}I{R(H,ne) < 3r(H)}
x I{ng nHpq) = 2}1{2(G) € WALt f(Gynm) > 1{R(G, ) < 3r(G)}
x ug" 1 (dG) pg i (dH),
2d+2
((fl“‘w /Hd+1 fHd+1 E1{(n+0m +dc) NHsm) NHsa) = o}
x I{ng nHpmy = 2} 1{z(H) e Wi} 1{t V¥ (H,ng) > ¢}1{R(H,ng) < 3r(H)}
x I{ng nHpg) = 2}1{2(G) € WALt f(Gyng) > 1{R(G, ) < 3r(G)}
x P(n 0 Hg gy n He(g) # 2)ug 1 (dG) pg 1 (AH),

d+1 d+1-|I
[I—]Idﬂ fHdJrHI\ El{nen Hpm) = o}1{z(H) € Wi}

2y Y
x 1{t"' f(H,ng) > c}I{R(H ng) < 3r(H)}1{nm,,,... "Hpm,,c) = 2}
Xjﬂ{Z(IIIa(;) eI@Q}ﬂ{tilf((lflﬁ(;)7nfﬂ”+1dq) > C}
x H{R((H1, G),nH p,1.0.,) < 3r(Hp, G)} s 7 N(dG) p3 (dH),

where Wt = tWZ{:L'ERdi t l’EW} and H[ = (Hl,...,Hm).

We consider the terms Ey, Ey, F3, Ey, Es, Eg separately. Since R(H,w) = R(H,w nHB(H))
and f(H,w) = f(H,wnHPH)) we find from independence of the processes 7 n Hp(gy and

nnH? (H) that B, is given by

2y
(d+1)!

Since R(H,n) > 3r(H) implies that max;e; R;(z(H),n n HEWH)) > 3/27(H), the diameter of
C(H,n) is bounded from below by 5/2r(H). By definition of 1, this yields that 9(C'(H,n)) >

- [ BORCEL ) > 3r(ED, 7 f () > 1 {=(H) € Wey 70 it} ().

1/9. Hence, we obtain that E; is bounded from above by

FDPELF(Z) > OPW(Z2) > 1)9 |71 f(Z) > ¢), (5.33)
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where Z is the typical cell with distribution given in (5.20). By (27) and (5.20), (&33) is of
order O(t~*(1/9)+¢) as ¢ - oo for each e > 0.
We bound FE> by
2 2d+2 1
W /HM /Hdﬂ {H € Hg(gy nHg ) YP(¢ f(H,m) > )P f(G,n) > )
x 1{z(H) e W1{2(GQ) e Wy} 2" H) =27 |4+l (qq) 3+ (dH) (5.34)
2 2d+2
W /HM /Hdﬂ P(nnHgy nHy) # @, t f(H,n) > )Pt f(G,n) > c)
x 1{z(H) e W1{2(G) e Wy} 2" H) =2 | dl (@) 3+ (dH). (5.35)

Analogously to the bound of Es in the proof of Theorem [I we find that (5.34]) is of order
O(t™Y%1ogt) as t - co. To bound (5.35)), we consider the first probability in the integrand and
find by the Mecke equation (see [& Theorem 4.1]) that

P(nnHg gy N HS(G)yflf(Gﬂ?) >c)<E ) 1{HeHg)n HS(G)}]I{flf(Gm) > c}
HEn(d+1)

- [ P(t £(Gunn) > ) s (AH). (5.36)
HsmynHs(a)
Note that C(G,ng) c C(G,n) P-a.s. for all H € H. Hence, (0.35)) is bounded by

Yia-1(Hs(ery nHga))P(E f(G,n) > ¢).

r r(G))%wq_ ..
From Lemma [ we find that pg1(Hggy nHg(q)) < S(N(dﬁ)&{()iz)()c)‘ﬁ L. Similarly to the bound

of (5.II)) in the proof of Theorem [ this shows that Fs is of order O(t™/%(logt)?) as t - co.
Note that by symmetry in x and y, E3 is bounded by (5.35]).
We write E4 as the sum

% Lo [ 1G € By 0 Hig(o) ML{=(HD) € Wi 1{=(G) € Wi
x ¢ Hat Woan s @)p(¢! f(H,ng) > ¢, R(H,ng) <3r(H), t' f(G,nu) > )
x 1{(6x + da) nHpzr) nHpg) = 2} pi1(dG) pi 1 (AH) (5.37)
% fHd+1 fHdH 1{z(H) e W}1{2(G) e Wy} e -1 (Hean Hae)
x E1{n nHg(pry nHg(g) + @} 1{t "' f(H,nc) > ¢, R(H,ng) <3r(H), t ' f(G,nm) > c}
x 1{(6p +6c) NHp(rry nHp(qy = @ ud1(dG) pd { (AH). (5.38)
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The first term (5.37)) is bounded by the sum

2,Y2d+2
[ fo HEED S WILA(G) € Wi G

x ]P)(tilf(H777G) > ¢, R(Hﬂ?G) < 3T(H)7 tilf(G7nH) > C)
x1{(dg + 0c) N HB(H) N HB(G) =g}

3logt
B or 1:(G) - 2(H)| <79} 821 (AG) i} (AH) (5.39)

x I{max{r(H),r(G)} > 5
Y

2,Y2d+2
+ W [1—]16“1 [HIdH ]l{Gl € HS(H) ﬁHS(G)}]l{Z(H) € Wt}ﬂ{Z(G) € Wt}

x ¢ s Enan Bn@)p (7 f(H,ne) > ¢, R(H, 1) < 3r(H), t ' {(G.nm) > c)
3logt
2y

x 13" (AG) pg 1 (AH). (5.40)
By Lemma 2} (5.39) is of order O(t™%) as t = oo for some b > 0. To bound (5.40), note that by
definition of the stopping set S, the relation C(H,w) c C(H,w nHSH:16)) and independence
of the processes n N Hggy and 7N H3(H) | we find that
P(t"'f(H,ne) > ¢, R(H,ng) <3r(H), t ' f(G,n#) > c)

<P(t"'f(H ng) > ¢, R(H,ng) < 3r(H), t ' f(G, g nHSF1)) > ¢)

<Pt f(H,ng) > ¢, t7 (G nHY ) > ¢)

<Pt f(H,ng) > )P f(G g nHIEH)Y S o). (5.41)

x1{(0n +dc) nHpm) nHp(g) = 2} 1{max{r(H),r(G)} < 2(G) = 2(H)| > 1714

Hence, by Lemma [6l with £ = 1 (applied to the inner integral of (5.40])), we obtain for (B.40]) the
bound

” 1{z(H) € W, e Ha-1 (Hp)VHp(w,s))
s ‘[Hd-ﬂ ‘/]}‘HS(H) ‘[GYJl- ‘A ‘[(Sd_l)d ‘[I/Vtﬂ(Glfsvl) {Z( ) t}e

x Pt f(H ) > )Pt f(Gnm nHD) > o)1{||2(H) - w| > r(H) + s}
3logt

x 1{max{r(H),s} < w = z(H)| > P74 A4(v) 1 p(v)

x Ag_1 (dw)od | (dva.ge) ds oy (dvr) pger (dGy ) pd (A H), (5.42)
where G := (G, H(va, (vo,w) +8),..., H(vgs1,(Vgs1,w) + s)). By Lemma [l we have for |z(H) -
w| > t9/4 and max{r(H),s} < % that

pa-1(Hpery NHp,s)) < ciot P (log t)2.

Hence, using that Ag(W; n (Hy - svp)) < czot%l and that
d _1(dG1) =6r(H)o4-1(A
S Sy 1001 (AG) = 6r(FDra 1 (4)
for all Borel sets A c S, ([5:42) is bounded by

ot~ 14 /Hd+1 fHd+1 r(H)1{z(H) e W;}1{z(G) € Wt}e_hr(H)6_27T(G)]P’(t_lf(H,77(;) > ¢)
3logt

2y
x gt (AG) 't (AH). (5.43)

< Pt (G nHIUD) > o)1 {max{r(H), r(G)} < |2(G) - 2(H)| > 9/}
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From Lemma [I3] we obtain that (5.43)) is of order O(t**/%) as t — oo for each & > 0.
Argueing analogously to (5.36]), we bound (5.38]) by the sum

2d+2
((Z +1)1)2 [HIdA [Hd 1 1{z(H) e Wi }1{2(G) € W }e M- 1Ep ) UHs@)

Xp(t f(HynG) > ¢, R(HanG) < 3T(H)7 t f(G777H) >C)
X ]l{((SH + (5(,:) OHB(H) N HB(G) = @}

A max(r(H),r(G)} > 208 or [2(G) - =(H)| <9/ (1G) (4 (5.44)

2 2d+3 —
TR Janes S POF(an) 0 L)) L{(H) € WY {=(G) € Wi s o o)

xP(t f(H’nG) > ¢, R(Hv'r/G) S3T(H)’t f(G’nH) >C)

310 t
x 1{(8m + ) N Hp(ary 0 Hp(g) = @} 1 {max{r(H),r(G)} < -2

N2(G) - 2(H)| > 71}
x 3" (dG) pg* | (dH). (5.45)

By Lemma 2, (544) is of order O(t™°) as t - oo for some b > 0. By Lemma H we have for
r(G) <r(H) < %Vgt and |z(H) - z2(G)| > t/¢ that pa-1(Hpey N Hpg)) < c19t 4 (log t)2.
Using (5:41]) we obtain for (5.45]) the bound

oot P14 (log t)? /Hd+1 fHd+1 e 2 H) 2@ (2 (H) € W1 {2(G) € Wy}

<Pt f(H,ng) > o)B(t™ f(G, e nHIF)) > ¢)
3logt

x 1{(6p + ) NHp(zry nHp(qy = @} {max{r(H),r(G)} < 2(G) - z(H) | > tP1%y

x ug 1 (AG) pig’ (AH). (5.46)
From Lemma [[3] we find that (5.486)) is for all € > 0 of order O(t7%/%) as t — co.
Note that Ej5 is bounded by (5.45]). Analogously to E4, we bound Fg by the sum

2,7d+1 ,yd+1—\l\

<Pt f(H,n) > ¢, R(H,ne) < 3r(H),t™ f((H1,G), NHyj1.00) > ©)
x e i Coan He O U (0m;,., 0., + 06) "Hpa) 0 Bp,.c) = 2}

3logt

[HIdH ‘[Hd+1—|1| 1{z(H) e W }1{2(H,G) ¢ W} }

or |2(H) - 2(Hr, G)| <t/ 1571 (dG) pd (dH)
(5.47)

x 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} >

2,7d+1 ,yd+1—\l\

+ e —
xP(t™' f(H,n) > ¢, R(H,ne) < 3r(H),t™ f((H1,G), NHyj1.00) > ©)
% e—w(z-l(JHIB(H)u]HIB(Hpc))]1{(5Hm+1d+1 +0g) N Hpay "HpH,,¢) = a}

3logt

[Hdﬂ [Hdﬂ—lll 1{z(H) e W }1{z(H,G) €« W}}

N2(H) - 2(Hp, G)| > 714157 (dG) pdti (dHD),
(5.48)

x 1{max{r(H),r(H;,G)} <

where Hj := (Hy, ..., H|z). From Lemma [[2] we have that (5.47)) is of order O(t™®) as t - oo.
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To bound ((.48)), we apply Lemma [6] with £ = d + 1 - |I| to the integrals over the hyperplanes
Hy,...,H;,Gy,...,Ggy1-1 and use that by Lemma [] we have for max{r(H),r(H;,G)} < %Vgt
and ||z(H) - z(H, G)| > t°/? that pa-1(Hpay nHp, ) = 0 as t — co. This gives for (5.48)
for ¢ > 0 large enough the bound

1{z(H) ¢ W,
s @EIE{l Ld+1} /Hd+1 fxm H} ﬁ“"gt /Sd 1yd+1-l11t /ﬁm(H —sv; )Wy {z(H) e W}
xP(t" f(H ng) > ¢, R(H 1) <3r(H), ' f(H1,G),npr) > e)e 7 H)I20

1
OB Je(H) ] > 1)

x {[|2(H) ~w| > r(H) + s}1{max{r(H),s} <
x [0 ] Ag(v, ') L p (9) Mg (dw) o4 1 (do") dso—""(dv)ud”(dH). (5.49)

Since Ag_(r(Nier (H; = sv;) N Wy) < 624t 7 and using (5.410), (5:49)) is bounded by

_l _ 0,3r -2vr
cs Y, tTd /Hdﬂﬂ{z(H)eWt}]P’(t LF(H,p nHPE3T(H))Y 5 o)e=20r(H)

@glg{1,....d+1}

3logt
x {r(H) < Y| 2(H)| > 71y ut | (AH)
0@tV ast— oo, (5.50)
where the last equality is justified by Lemma [I3] O
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