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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 ∈ 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 [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 t 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→∞. 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 1 (where we consider the process of centers of cells that are large w.r.t. their inradius)

and Theorem 2 which is a generalization of the proof of Theorem 1 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 σ-finite counting measures on X and N̂X for the

space of all finite counting measures on X. We equip NX and N̂X with their corresponding σ-

algebras NX and N̂X that are induced by the mappings ω ↦ ω(B) for all B ∈ X . These are the

Borel-σ-algebras with respect to the Fell topologies on NX and N̂X, respectively.

The real Euclidean vector space R
d is equipped with the standard scalar product ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩ and

induced norm ∥ ⋅ ∥. We write κd for the volume of the closed unit ball Bd ∶= {x ∈ Rd ∶ ∥x∥ ≤
1}, ωd = dκd for the surface area of the unit sphere Sd−1 ∶= ∂Bd = {x ∈ Rd ∶ ∥x∥ = 1} and

B(z, r) ∶= z + rBd = {x ∈ Rd ∶ ∥x− z∥ ≤ r} for the closed ball with radius r > 0 around z ∈ Rd. The

ℓ-dimensional (ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , d}) Lebesgue measure on an ℓ-dimensional affine subspace of R
d is

denoted by λℓ and σk is the normalized Lebesgue measure on a k-dimensional (k ∈ {0, . . . , d−1})
great subsphere of Sd−1.

The lcscH space (with the standard topology) of hyperplanes in R
d is denoted by H. Every

element H ∈ H can by represented as H = H(u, r) = {x ∈ Rd ∶ ⟨x,u⟩ = r} for some u ∈ Sd−1

and r ∈ R. For H ∈ H and z ∈ Rd ∖H we write H−z for the closed halfspace bounded by H that

contains z and we denote H− ∶=H−o for the closed halfspace bounded by H (not passing through

the origin o ∈ Rd) that contains o.

In this article all random objects are defined on some fixed probability space (Ω,A,P) and η

is a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process in R
d. This is a random element in the

space NH. As usual we write η for the simple (induced) counting measure and its support. The

distribution of η is invariant under rotations and translations and its intensity measure Eη is of

the form Eη = γd−1, where γ > 0 is the intensity of η and µd−1 is the motion invariant measure
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on H given by

µd−1(⋅) = 2∫
Sd−1
∫
∞

0
1{H(u, r) ∈ ⋅}dr σd−1(du). (2.1)

We write δH for the Dirac measure in H ∈ H and abbreviate δ(H1,...,Hm) ∶= δH1
+⋯+ δHm .

The space Kd of convex bodies (non-empty, compact, convex subsets of Rd) is endowed with

the Hausdorff metric. For K ∈ Kd we write HK ∶= {H ∈ H ∶ H ∩K ≠ ∅} and H
K ∶= {H ∈ H ∶

H ∩K = ∅}. The random number η(HK) of hyperplanes passing through K follows a Poisson

distribution with parameter γΦ(K) with

Φ(K) ∶= 2∫
Sd−1

h(K,u)σd−1(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 ⋃H∈η H in R
d form a stationary,

isotropic mosaic m with intensity

γ(d) ∶= (2γ)
d

d + 1
∫

P
∆d(u)σd+1

d−1(du) (2.3)

(see [12, Section 10.3]), where P ⊂ (Sd−1)d+1 is the set of all (d + 1)-tuples of unit vectors

not lying in a closed hemsphere and ∆d(u) is the d-dimensional volume of the convex hull of

u1, . . . , ud+1. For a tuple H = (H1, . . . ,Hd+1) 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 ∆(H) for which H1, . . . ,Hd+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 η 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 η. For every cell C in m this allows us to find unique (up to permutations) H1, . . . ,Hd+1 ∈ η
such that for H ∶= (H1, . . . ,Hd+1) we have that

C = C(H, η) ∶=∆(H) ∩ ⋂
H∈η∩HB(H)

H−z(H). (2.4)

For t ≥ 1 and ω ∈NH we consider the point process

ζt[ω] = 1

(d + 1)! ∑
H∈ω(d+1)

1{(ω − δH) ∩HB(H) = ∅} δ(t−1/dz(H),2γr(H)−log t), (2.5)

where ω(d+1) is the set of all (d + 1)-tuples of hyperplanes of ω with pairwise distinct entries.

Hence, ζt ≡ ζt[η] is a scaling of the process of inball centers of cells in m, marked by a transfor-

mation of their radius.

Let ϕ be the Borel measure on R+ given by ϕ((c,∞)) = e−c for all c > 0. We compare the

process ζt with a Poisson process ν in the lcscH space Y ∶= Rd × (0,∞) restricted to W × (c,∞)
for some compact W ⊂ Rd. We consider the Kantorovich-Rubinstein (KR) distance between the

distributions of two finite point processes ζ and ν that is given by

dKR(ζ, ν) ∶= sup
h∈Lip(Y)

∣Eh(ζ) − Eh(ν)∣,
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where Lip(Y) is the class of all measurable 1-Lipschitz functions h ∶ N̂Y → R with respect to the

total variation between measures ω1, ω2 on Y given by

dTV(ω1, ω2) ∶= sup ∣ω1(A) − ω2(A)∣,
where the supremum is taken over all Borel sets A ⊂ Y with ω1(A), ω2(A) <∞. The KR distance

between two point processes ξ, ζ dominates their total variation distance

dTV(ξ, ζ) ∶= sup
A∈NY

∣P(ξ ∈ A) − P(ζ ∈ A)∣,
where NY is the standard σ-algebra on the space of σ-finite counting measures on Y (see [5]).

Theorem 1. Let ζt ≡ ζt[η] be as above and let ν be a Poisson process on R
d × (0,∞) with

intensity measure γ(d)λd⊗ϕ. There is some b > 0 such that for all c > 0 and all compact W ⊂ Rd,

dKR(ζt ∩ (W × (c,∞)), ν ∩ (W × (c,∞))) = O(t−b) as t→∞.

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 Σ ∶ Kd
→ 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 c0 > 0 such that Vd(K) ≤ c0Σ(K)d/k for all K ∈ Kd, where Vd(K) is the

volume of K. Note that Σ and Φ satisfy the sharp isoperimetric inequality

Φ(K) ≥ τΣ(K)1/k, K ∈ Kd, (2.6)

for some constant τ > 0 (see [6, Section 3]). That this inequality is sharp means that there exists

some K ∈ Kd such that equality holds in (2.6). Every such body is called an extremal body (for

given Σ and Φ). For example, for Σ = Vd we have τ = 2κ
1/d
d

. We assume that all extremal bodies

of Σ are Euclidean balls. For instance, all intrinsic volumes Vk (k ∈ {2, . . . , d}) have this property

(Vd is the volume and 2Vd−1 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 log u

h−1(u)1/k
→ τγ as t →∞ such that P((h ○ Σ)(Z) > ⋅) is

Pareto(1)-distributed (this is shown in Lemma 11 below), i.e.,

P(f(Z) > u) = u−1, u > 0, (2.7)

with f ∶= h ○Σ.

For t > 0 and ω ∈NH we consider the point process

ξt[ω] ∶= 1

(d + 1)! ∑
H∈η(d+1)

1{(η − δH) ∩HB(H) = ∅} δ(t−1/dz(H),t−1f(H,η)), (2.8)

where we abbreviate f(H, ω) ∶= f(C(H, ω)) for ω ∈NH.

Let ξt ≡ ξt[η] and ψ be the Borel measure on (0,∞) given by ψ((a, b)) = a−1 − b−1 for

0 < a < b <∞.

Theorem 2. Let ξt ≡ ξt[η] be as above and let ν be a Poisson process on R
d×(0,∞) with intensity

measure γ(d)λd ⊗ψ. There is some b > 0 such that for all c > 0 and all compact W ⊂ Rd,

dKR(ξt ∩ (W × (c,∞)), ν ∩ (W × (c,∞))) = O(t−b) as t→∞.

4



In the proof of Theorem 2 we combine probabilistic bounds used in the proof of Theorem 1

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 1.

3 Facts from Probability and Integral Geometry

3.1 Geometry of random hyperplanes

In the proofs of Theorem 1 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 ∈ Rd passes through a fixed ball.

Lemma 3. Let w,z ∈ Rd and r, s > 0. Then we have

∫
Sd−1

1{H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ HB(w,s)}σd−1(du) = ωd−1

ωd
∫

min( r+s
∥w−z∥

,1)

max( r−s
∥w−z∥

,−1)
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx.

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

∫
Sd−1

1{H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ HB(w,s)}σd−1(du) = ∫
Sd−1

1{H(u, r) ∈ HB(w−z,s)}σd−1(du)
= ∫

Sd−1
1{⟨w − z,u⟩ ∈ [r − s, r + s]}σd−1(du).

Choosing S ∶= Sd−1 ∩ (lin{w − z})⊥ (where “lin” stands for the linear hull) in [12, Lemma 6.5.1]

and substituting x = cos(t) in a second step, we find that the above is given by

ωd−1

ωd
∫

S
∫

π

0
sind−2(t)1{cos(t)∥w − z∥ ∈ [r − s, r + s]}dt σd−2(dv)

= ωd−1

ωd
∫

1

−1
(1 − x2)d−3

2 1{x∥w − z∥ ∈ [r − s, r + s]}dx,

which implies the assertion.

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 ∈ Rd and r, s > 0 with r + s ≤ ∥w − z∥ we find that

µd−1(HB(z,r) ∩HB(w,s)) < 4min(r, s)ωd−1

ωd
∫

r+s
∥w−z∥

0
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx.

Proof. Assume that r ≤ s. From (2.1) and Lemma 3 we obtain that

µd−1(HB(z,r) ∩HB(w,s)) = 2ωd−1

ωd
∫

r

0
∫

t+s
∥w−z∥

t−s
∥w−z∥

(1 − x2)d−3
2 dxdt

= 2ωd−1

ωd
∫

r

0
{∫

t+s
∥w−z∥

0
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx + ∫
s−t
∥w−z∥

0
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx} dt

≤ 2rωd−1

ωd

{∫
r+s
∥w−z∥

0
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx + ∫
s

∥w−z∥

0
(1 − x2)d−3

2 dx} .
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Since 0 < (1 − x2)d−3
2 for x ∈ [0,1), the claim follows.

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

µd−1(HB(z,r) ∩HB(w,s)) = 2rs

∥w − z∥ , r, s > 0, r + s ≤ ∥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 ℓ ≤ d hyperplanes are fixed and the integration over the remaining

d + 1 − ℓ hyperplanes is carried out. To formulate the statement, we need to introduce some

notation. For linear subspaces L1, . . . ,Lk satisfying

k

∑
i=1

dim Li =∶m ≤ d,

we define the subspace determinant [L1, . . . ,Lk] following [12, Section 14.1]. Choose an orthonor-

mal base in each Li (the empty set if dim Li = 0) and let [L1, . . . ,Lk] be the m-dimensional

volume of the paralleliped spanned by the union of these bases (1, by definition, if dim Li = 0

for i = 1, . . . , k). In the following we write u⊥ for the (d − 1)-dimensional linear subspace or-

thogonal to u ∈ Sd−1 and use the abbreviations v1∶ℓ ∶= (v1, . . . , vℓ), u ∶= (uℓ+1, . . . , ud+1) and

H(u,τ) ∶= (H(uℓ+1, ⟨z,uℓ+1⟩ + r), . . . ,H(ud+1, ⟨z,ud+1⟩ + r)), where z, ℓ and r are always clear

from the context and recall the definitions of ∆d and P from Section 2.

Lemma 6. Let 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d and f ∶ Hd+1
→ [0,∞) be a measurable function. We have

∫
Hd+1

fdµd+1
d−1 = 2d+1d!∫

Hℓ
∫

H⊥
1
×⋯×H⊥

ℓ

∫
∞

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−ℓ

∫
(H1−rv1)∩⋅⋅⋅∩(Hℓ−rvℓ)

f(H1∶ℓ,H(u,τ))
× [v⊥1∶ℓ]−1∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)λd−ℓ(dz)σd+1−ℓ

d−1 (du)dr σℓ
1(dv1∶ℓ)µℓ

d−1(dH1∶ℓ).
Proof. We use [12, Theorem 7.3.2] (note the missing factor 2d+1 on the right-hand side of the

statement there) and obtain

∫
Hd+1

f dµd+1
d−1 = 2d+1d!∫

Rd
∫
∞

0
∫

P
f(H(u,τ))∆d(u)σd+1

d−1(du)dr dz.

We now replace the integration over the inner ℓ unit vectors u1, . . . , uℓ by an integration over

their orthogonal complements and obtain for the above

2d+1d!∫
G(d,d−1)ℓ

∫
G⊥1×⋯×G⊥

ℓ

∫
Rd
∫
∞

0
∫

Sd+1−ℓ
f(z +G1 + rv1, . . . , z +Gℓ + rvℓ,H(u,τ))

× ∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)σd+1−ℓ
d−1 (du)dr dz σℓ

1(dv1∶ℓ)νℓ
d−1(dG1∶ℓ), (3.1)

where νq (q ∈ {0, . . . , d}) is the unique Haar measure on the Grassmannian G(d, q) of q-

dimensional linear subspaces, normalized by νq(G(d, q)) = 1 (see [12, Theorem 13.2.11]). For

k ∈ N and q ∈ [k] we write bkq ∶= ωk−q+1⋯ωk

ω1⋯ωq
and b ∶= bd(d−ℓ) ( b(d−ℓ)1

bd1
)ℓ+1

. Moreover, for L ∈
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 νL
d−1 (see [12, Section 13.2]). Similarly, let A(d, q) be the
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affine Grassmannian of q-dimensional affine subspaces of Rd equipped with unique Haar mea-

sure µq, normalized by µq({E ∈ A(d, q) ∶ E ∩ Bd ≠ ∅}) = κd−q (see [12, 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 E with invariant measure µE
d−1. Furthermore, we abbreviate

(z +G1∶ℓ + rv1∶ℓ) ∶= (z +G1 + rv1, . . . , z +Gℓ + rvℓ). Using Theorem [12, Theorem 7.2.5] we find

that (3.1) is given by

2d+1d!b∫
G(d,d−ℓ)

∫
G(L,d−1)ℓ

∫
G⊥

1
×⋯×G⊥

ℓ

∫
Rd
∫
∞

0
∫

Sd+1−ℓ
f(z +G1∶ℓ + rv1∶ℓ,H(u,τ))[v⊥1∶ℓ]ℓ

×∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)σd+1−ℓ
d−1 (du)dr dz σℓ

1(dv1∶ℓ)(νL
d−1)ℓ(dG1∶ℓ)νd−ℓ(dL).

Now we use that Rd = L⊕L⊥, write τi ∶= ⟨z+z′, ui⟩+r with z ∈ L and z′ ∈ L⊥ for i = ℓ+1, . . . , d+1

and find that the above is given by

2d+1d!b∫
G(d,d−ℓ)

∫
G(L,d−1)ℓ

∫
G⊥

1
×⋯×G⊥

ℓ

∫
L⊥
∫

L
∫
∞

0
∫

Sd+1−ℓ
f(z +G1∶ℓ + rv1∶ℓ,H(u,τ))[v⊥1∶ℓ]ℓ

×∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)σd+1−ℓ
d−1 (du)dr λd−ℓ(dz)λℓ+1(dz′)σℓ

1(dv1∶ℓ) (νL
d−1)ℓ(dG1∶ℓ)νd−ℓ(dL).

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

2d+1d!b∫
A(d,d−ℓ)

∫
A(E,d−1)ℓ

∫
H⊥

1
×⋯×H⊥

ℓ

∫
E
∫
∞

0
∫

Sd+1−ℓ
f(H1 + ru1, . . . ,Hℓ + ruℓ,H(u,τ))

× [v⊥1∶ℓ]ℓ∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)σd+1−ℓ
d−1 (du)dr λd−ℓ(dz)σℓ

1(dv1∶ℓ) (µE
d−1)ℓ(dH1∶ℓ)µd−ℓ(dE).

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

2d+1d!∫
Hℓ
∫

H⊥
1
×⋯×H⊥

ℓ

∫
∞

0
∫

Sd+1−ℓ
∫
(H1−rv1)∩⋅⋅⋅∩(Hℓ−rvℓ)

f(H1, . . . ,Hℓ,H(u,τ))[v⊥1∶ℓ]−1

×∆d(v1∶ℓ,u)1P (v1∶ℓ,u)λd−ℓ(dz)σd+1−ℓ
d−1 (du)dr σℓ

1(dv1∶ℓ)µℓ
d−1(d(H1, . . . ,Hℓ)).

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 ∈ Rd let Ki(z), i ∈ I, be a finite collection of infinite open cones

with apex z, angular radius π/12 and union R
d. For i ∈ I let Li(z) be the open cone with apex

z and angular radius π/6 that is concentric to Ki(z). Let ω ∈ NH and Ri(z,ω) be the minimal

r > 0 such that there is u ∈ Sd−1
∩ Li(z) with H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω if such r > 0 exists and set

Ri(z,ω) ∶=∞, otherwise.

For H ∈ Hd+1 in general position let R(H, ω) ∶= 2max1≤i≤I Ri(z(H), ω ∩HB(H)). Note that

C(H, ω) = C(H, ωB(z(H),R(H,ω)). (3.2)

We obtain

P(R(H, η) > u)
≤ P(Ri(z(H), η ∩HB(H)) > u/2, 1 ≤ i ≤ I) ≤ 1 − (1 − e−γ(u−r(H))/6)I , u > 0. (3.3)

We need the following notion of a stopping set. Let F (equipped with the usual σ-algebra)

denote the system of all closed subsets of R
d. By [2, Proposition A.1], a measurable map S ∶
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NH → F is a stopping set if and only if S(ω) = S(ω ∩HS(ω)) for all ω ∈NH and if the following

implication holds for all µ,ϕ ∈NH:

ϕ = µ ∩HS(ϕ)Ô⇒ S(ϕ) = S(µ). (3.4)

Intuitively, S is a stopping set if S(ω) is determined by ωS(ω) for all ω ∈NH.

Lemma 7. For all H ∈ Hd+1 in general position the map S(H, ⋅) ∶NH → F given by

S(H, ω) ∶= B(z(H),R(H, ω)) (3.5)

is a stopping set.

Proof. We fix H ∈ Hd+1 in general position and show that S(H, ⋅) is a stopping set. Since

Ri(z,ω1) ≥ Ri(z,ω2) for ω1 ⊂ ω2, we have that S(H, ω) ⊂ S(H, ω ∩HS(H,ω)). For the reverse

inclusion note that

Ri(z,ω) ∶ = inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω}

= inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω ∩HB(z,r)}

= inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω ∩HB(z,min(r,Ri(z,ω)))}

≥ inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω ∩HB(z,Ri(z,ω))}

= Ri(z,ω ∩HB(z,Ri(z,ω))).
To verify (3.4), let ϕ = µ ∩HS(H,ϕ). We immediately obtain that

Ri(z,ω) ≤ Ri(z,ω ∩HS(H,ω)) = Ri(z,ϕ), i ∈ I.
For the reverse inequality note that analogously to above it holds that

Ri(z,ω) ≥ inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω ∩HB(z,min(r,Ri(z,ϕ)))}

= inf{r > 0 ∶ ∃u ∈ Sd−1
∩Li(z) ∶ H(u, ⟨z,u⟩ + r) ∈ ω ∩HB(z,Ri(z,ϕ))}

= Ri(z,ω ∩HB(z,Ri(z,ϕ))) = Ri(z,ϕ).
This shows that S(H, ⋅) is indeed a stopping set for all H ∈ Hd+1 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,Y) be locally compact second countable Hausdorff

(lcscH) spaces. Let g ∶ Xk ×NX → {0,1}, f ∶ Xk ×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 ∶ Xk ×NX → F is measurable and that f, g are localized to S,

i.e., for all ω ∈NX and for all S ⊇ S(x, ω) we have that

g(x, ω) = g(x, ω ∩ S),
f(x, ω) = f(x, ω ∩ S) if g(x, ω) = 1. (4.1)

Moreover, we assume for all x ∈ Xk that S(x, ⋅) ∶NX → F is a stopping set (see Section 3.3).

8



Define

ξ[ω] ∶= 1

k!
∑

x∈ω(k)
g(x, ω)δf(x,ω), ω ∈NX,

and let ξ ≡ ξ[η], where η is a Poisson process on X with σ-finite intensity measure K. Then we

obtain from the multivariate Mecke equation (see [8, Theorem 4.4]) that the intensity measure

L of ξ is given by

L(⋅) = 1

k! ∫Xk
E1{f(x, η + δx) ∈ ⋅}g(x, η + δx)Kk(x).

Theorem 8. Let ξ be the process defined above with f, g satisfying (4.1) and L(Y) < ∞. Let

ζ be a Poisson process with finite intensity measure M. Further, suppose that we are given a

measurable mapping x → Sx from X
k to F satisfying x ⊂ Sx. For ω ∈NX let

g̃(x, ω) ∶= g(x, ω)1{S(x, ω) ⊂ Sx}.
Then

dKR(ξ, ζ) ≤ dTV(L,M) +E1 +E2 +E3 +E4 +E5 +E6

with

E1 = 2

k!
∫
Xk

Eg(x, η + δx)1{S(x, η + δx) ⊄ Sx}Kk(dx),
E2 = 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(x, η + δx)Eg̃(z, η + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx),
E3 = 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g̃(x, η + δx)
× E1{η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(z, η + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx),

E4 = 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)
×Kk(dz)Kk(dx),

E5 = 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)
× E1{η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}Kk(dz)Kk(dx),

E6 = 2

k!
∑

∅⊊I⊊{1,...,k}

1

(k − ∣I ∣)! ∫Xk
∫
Xk−∣I∣

Eg̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)Kk−∣I ∣(dz)Kk(dx),
where for I = {i1, . . . , im} we set xI = (xi1

, . . . , xim) and (xI ,z) = (xi1
, . . . , xim , z1, . . . , zk−m).

Remark 9. Note that

E2 +E3 ≤ 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk
1{Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}Eg̃(x, η + δx)Eg̃(z, η + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx) =∶ E′2,

E4 +E5 ≤ 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk
1{Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}Eg̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx) =∶ E′3.

This shows that Theorem 8 is a refinement of [3, Theorem 4.1], where dKR(ξ, ζ) is bounded by

dT V (L,M) +E1 +E
′
2 +E

′
3 +E6.
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Proof of Theorem 8. We proceed along the same lines as in the proof of [3, Theorem 4.1]. First

assume that for all Xk and ω ∈NX we have that S(x, ω) ⊂ Sx. Then we have that g̃ = g, E1 = 0

and

g(x, ω) = g(x, ω ∩ Sx), f(x, ω) = f(x, ω ∩ Sx) if g(x, ω) = 1.

Let η′ be a Poisson process on X that is independent of η and has intensity measure K. For

fixed h ∈ Lip(Y) we need to bound the difference Eh(ζ) − Eh(ξ) which is by [3, (4.5)] given by

Eh(ζ) − Eh(ξ) = 1

k! ∫
∞

0
∫
Xk
(Eg(x, η′ + δx)Df(x,η′+δx)[Psh(ξ[η])]

− Eg(x, η + δx)Df(x,η+δx)[Psh(ξ[η + δx] − δf(x,η+δx))])Kk(dx)ds, (4.2)

where Dxh(ω) ∶= h(ω+δx)−h(ω) and Ps is the Markov semigroup corresponding to the generator

L that is given by

Lh(ω) ∶= ∫
X

Dxh(ω)M(dx) − ∫
X

Dxh(ω − δx)ω(dx).
For x ∈ Xk and ω ∈NX we define

ξx[ω] ∶ = 1

k!
∑

z∈ω(k)
1{(ω + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx = ∅}g(z, ω)δf(z,ω)

= 1

k!
∑

z∈ω(k)
1{(ω + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx = ∅}g(z, ω ∩ Sz)δf(z,ω∩Sz)

= 1

k!
∑

z∈ω(k)
1{(ω + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx = ∅}g(z, ω ∩ Sz ∩ Sx + ω ∩ Sz ∩ S

c
x)δf(z,ω∩Sz∩Sx+ω∩Sz∩Sc

x)

= 1

k!
∑

z∈ω(k)
1{(ω + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx = ∅}g(z, ω ∩ Sc

x)δf(z,ω∩Sc
x)
.

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

∣Eg(x, η′ + δx)Df(x,η′+δx)[Psh(ξ[η])] − Eg(x, η′ + δx)Df(x,η′+δx)[Psh(ξx[η])]∣
≤ 2

k!
e−s

Eg(x, η′ + δx) ∑
z∈η(k)

1{(η + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx ≠ ∅}g(z, η)
≤ 2

k!
e−s∫

Xk
Eg(x, η + δx)E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx ≠ ∅}g(z, η + δz)Kk(dz). (4.3)

By assumption (4.1), f(x, η + δx) and g(x, η + δx) depend only on η ∩Sx. Since η
d= η′, we obtain

from the independence property of the Poisson process that

Eg(x, η′ + δx)Df(x,η′+δx)[Psh(ξx[η])] = Eg(x, η + δx)Df(x,η+δx)[Psh(ξx[η ∩ Sc
x + η

′
∩ Sx])].

(4.4)

Note that

ξx[η ∩ Sc
x + η

′
∩ Sx] = 1

k!
∑

z∈(η∩Sc
x
)(k)

1{(η′ + δx) ∩ Sz ∩ Sx = ∅}g(z, η ∩ Sc
x)δf(z,η∩Sc

x
).
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Hence, we obtain that

dTV

⎛
⎝

1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
g(z, η + δx)δf(z,η+δx), ξx[η ∩ Sc

x + η
′
∩ Sx]⎞⎠

≤ 1

k!
∑

z∈(η∩Sc
x
)(k)

1{(η′ + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅, η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η ∩ Sc
x)

+
1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
1{(η + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅, η′ ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η + δx)

+
1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
1{(η + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η + δx). (4.5)

As in [3], we define the point process

ξ̂x ∶= ξ[η + δx] − g(x, η + δx)δf(x,η+δx) −
1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
g(z, η + δx)δf(z,η+δx).

From [3, (2.9)], (4.5) and the Mecke equation we obtain that

∣Eg(x, η + δx)Df(x,η+δx)[Psh(ξ[η + δx] − δf(x,η+δx))]
− Eg(x, η + δx)Df(x,η+δx)[Psh(ξx[η ∩ Sc

x + η
′
∩ Sx])]∣

≤ 2e−s
Eg(x, η + δx)⎛⎜⎝

1

k!
∑

z∈(η∩Sc
x)
(k)

1{(η′ + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅, η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η ∩ Sc
x)

+
1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
1{(η + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅, η′ ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η + δx)

+
1

k!
∑

z∈η(k)
1{(η + δx) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(z, η + δx) + ξ̂x(Y)⎞⎠ .

Using that η∩Sx and η∩Sc
x are independent point processes, we obtain from the Mecke equation

that the above is bounded by

2e−s ( 1

k!
∫
Xk

E{1{η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅, (η′ + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g(x, η + δx)g(z, η′ + δz)}Kk(dz)
+

1

k!
∫
Xk

E{1{η′ ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅, (η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g(x, η + δx + δz)g(z, η + δx + δz)}
× Kk(dz)

+
1

k!
∫
Xk

E{1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g(x, η + δx + δz)g(z, η + δx + δz)}Kk(dz)
+ Eg(x, η + δx)ξ̂x(Y)) . (4.6)
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Now we substitute (4.3) and (4.6) into (4.2) and obtain with the triangle inequality

∣Eh(ζ) − Eh(ξ)∣
≤ 2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(x, η + δx)Eg̃(z, η + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx)
+

2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g̃(x, η + δx)
× E1{η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(z, η + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx)

+
2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}g̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)Kk(dz)Kk(dx)
+

2

(k!)2 ∫Xk
∫
Xk

E1{(η + δx + δz) ∩ Sx ∩ Sz = ∅}g̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)
× E1{η ∩ Sx ∩ Sz ≠ ∅}Kk(dz)Kk(dx)

+
2

k!
∑

∅⊊I⊊{1,...,k}

1

(k − ∣I ∣)! ∫Xk
∫
Xk−∣I∣

Eg̃(x, η + δx + δz)g̃(z, η + δx + δz)Kk−∣I ∣(dz)Kk(dx),
where the terms on the right-hand side are E2, E3,E4,E5 and E6. The rest of the proof goes

along the lines of Step 2 in the proof of [3, Theorem 4.1].

5 Proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2

In this section we give the proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2. In the following, ci > 0 (i ∈ N)
are positive constants. Their exact values are not important for the argument. For a function

F ∶ Kd
→ R, H ∈ Hd+1 in general position and ω ∈NH we abbreviate

F (H, ω) ∶= F (C(H, ω)).
To prepare the proof of Theorem 1, we calculate the intensity measure Eζt of ζt. Let A ∈ Bd

and y > 0. From the multivariate Mecke equation (see [8, Theorem 4.4]), (2.2) and [12, Theorem

7.3.2] we find that

Eζt(A × (y,∞)) = γd+1

(d + 1)! ∫Hd+1
1{t−1/dz(H) ∈ A}1{2γr(H) − log t > y}e−2γr(H)µd+1

d−1(dH)
= (2γ)d+1

d + 1
∫

t1/dA
∫
∞

y+log t

2γ

∫
P
e−2γr∆d(u)σd+1

d−1(du)drdz, t ≥ 1. (5.1)

We recall from (2.3) that γ(d) ∶= (2γ)d

d+1 ∫P ∆d(u)σd+1
d−1(du) is the intensity of the random mosaic

m generated by η. Hence,

Eζt(A × (y,∞)) = γ(d)λd(A)e−y , A ∈ Bd, y > 0. (5.2)

By Lemma 4 we find some C ∈ (0,1) (depending on the dimension d) such that for all

3s ≥ r ≥ s > 0 and w,z ∈ Rd with ∥w − z∥ ≥ r + s,
µd−1(HB(z,r) ∪HB(w,s)) ≥ 2r + 2Cs. (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 3 log t
2γ

) or the

cells are relatively close to each other (closer than t
C
2d ).
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Lemma 10. Let c > 0, C be the constant from (5.3) and let I ⊂ {1, . . . , d}. Then we have

∫
Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))

× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(HI ,G) > c + log t

2γ
}1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}
× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∣z(H) − z(HI ,G)∣ ≤ t C

2d }µd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.4)

= O (t−C
2 log t) as t →∞,

where HI ∶= (H1, . . . ,H∣I ∣).
Proof. We apply Lemma 6 to the inner integral and note that (δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩ HB(H) ∩

HB(HI ,G) = ∅ implies that ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ ≥ r(H) + r(HI ,G). This gives for (5.4) the

bound

c1∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r(H)

c+log t

2γ

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩Wt

1{z(H) ∈Wt}
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(w,s))1{r(H) > 3 log t

2γ
}[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.5)

+ c1∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r(H)

c+log t

2γ

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
B(z(H),t

C
2d )

1{z(H) ∈Wt}
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(w,s))1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{∥z(H) −w∥ ≥ r(H) + s}[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.6)

Since λd−∣I ∣(⋂i∈I(Hi − svi) ∩Wt) ≤ c2t
d−∣I∣

d for t > 0 large enough, (5.5) is by (5.2) bounded by

c3t
d−∣I∣

d ∫
Hd+1

r(H)1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > 3 log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)µd+1

d−1(dH)
= O(t d−∣I∣

d
−2 log t) as t→∞.

From (5.3) we find that (5.6) is bounded by

c4t
C
2 ∫

Hd+1
r(H)1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)µd+1

d−1(dH)
= O (t−C

2 log t) as t→∞,

where the last identity is justified by (5.2).

Proof of Theorem 1. Let ν be the Poisson process from the statement of Theorem 1, let c > 0

and W ⊂ Rd be compact. Note that the intesity measures of ζt∩(W ×(c,∞)) and ν∩(W ×(c,∞))
coincide, implying that their total variation is zero. We apply Theorem 8 with the choices

g(H, ω) = 1{t−1/dz(H) ∈W}1{(ω − δH) ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{2γr(H) − log t > c},
f(H, ω) = (t−1/dz(H),2γr(H) − log t), ω ∈NH, H ∈ ω(d+1),
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and the stopping set S given by S(H, ω) ∶= SH ∶= B(H) for H ∈ Hd+1 in general position and

all ω ∈ NH. Since S(H, ω) = SH we find that E1 = 0. Moreover, since (ω + δH) ∩ SG = ∅ if

g̃(G, ω + δH + δG) = 1, we have that E3 = E4 = 0. This yields the bound

dKR(ζt ∩ (W × (c,∞)), ν ∩ (W × (c,∞))) ≤ E2 +E5 +E6 (5.7)

with

E2 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) ≠ ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt, z(G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H) e−2γr(G) µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

E5 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

P(η ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) ≠ ∅)1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH),
E6 = 2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γ ∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(HI ,G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))

× 1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1
+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}µd+1−∣I ∣

d−1
(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH),
where Wt ∶= tW = {x ∈ Rd ∶ t−1x ∈W} and HI ∶= (H1, . . . ,H∣I ∣).

We consider the terms E2,E5,E6 separately. From symmetry in H and G we find that E2

is bounded by

4γ2d+2

(d + 1)!d!
∫
Hd+1
∫
HB(H)

∫
Hd
1{z(H) ∈Wt, z(G) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(G) > c + log t

2γ
}

× e−2γr(H) e−2γr(G) µd
d−1(d(G2, . . . ,Gd+1))µd−1(dG1)µd+1

d−1(dH),
where G = (G1, . . . ,Gd+1). Next we apply Lemma 6 with ℓ = 1 to the two inner integrals (note

that [v⊥] = 1 for all v ∈ Sd−1) and find that the above is given by

2d+3γ2d+2

(d + 1)! ∫Hd+1
∫
HB(H)

∫
G⊥1
∫
(Sd−1)d

∫
∞

c+log t

2γ

∫
Wt∩(G1−rv1)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}

× e−2γr(H)e−2γs∆d(v)1P (v)λd−1(dw)dsσd
d−1(dv2∶d+1)σ1(dv1)µd−1(dG1)µd+1

d−1(dH).
Since λd−1(Wt ∩ (G1 − rv1)) ≤ diam(W )d−1t(d−1)/d, the above is bounded by

c5t
−1/d ∫

Hd+1
µd−1(HB(H))1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H) µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.8)

From (2.1) we have that µd−1(HB(H)) = 2r(H). Hence, we find from [12, Theorem 7.3.2] that

(5.8) is bounded by

c6t
−1/d∫

Wt
∫
∞

c+log t

2γ

∫
P
re−2γr∆d(u)σd+1

d−1(du)drdz = O(t−1/d log t) as t→∞. (5.9)
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Since P(η ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) ≠ ∅) ≤ γµd−1(HB(H) ∩HB(G)), E5 is bounded by

2γ2d+3

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

µd−1(HB(H) ∩HB(G))1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× 1{max{r(H), r(G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∥z(H) − z(G)∥ ≤ t C

2d }
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.10)

+
2γ2d+3

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

µd−1(HB(H) ∩HB(G))1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× 1{max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(H) − z(G)∥ > t C

2d }
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.11)

From Lemma 10 we have that (5.10) is of orderO (t−C
2 log t) as t →∞ with the constant C ∈ (0,1)

from (5.3).

By Lemma 4 we have for max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t
2γ

and ∥z(H) − z(G)∥ > t C
2d that

µd−1(HB(H) ∪HB(G)) < 4ωd−1 min(r(H), r(G))(r(H) + r(G))
ωd∥z(H) − z(G)∥ ≤ c7t

− C
2d (log t)2 (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 (5.11) for t > 0 large enough by

c8 ∫
Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

r(H)2
∥z(H) − z(G)∥1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}

× 1{r(H) ≥ r(G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)−2γr(G)

× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.13)

We apply [12, Theorem 7.3.2] to the inner integral in (5.13) and introduce spherical coordinates

in the integration over z(G). This gives the bound

c9t∫
Hd+1
∫

r(H)

c+log t

2γ

∫
t1/d

r+s
r(H)2xd−2

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)−2γs

× dxdsµd+1
d−1(dH)

= O(t−1/d(log t)2) as t →∞.
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Analogously to E5, we bound E6 by the sum

2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γ ∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(HI ,G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))

× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ ≤ t C

2d }
× 1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}µd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.14)

+
2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γ ∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
}1{r(HI ,G) > c + log t

2γ
} e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))

× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ > t C

2d }
× 1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}µd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.15)

From Lemma 10 we have that (5.14) is of order O (t−C
2 log t) as t→∞.

We apply Lemma 6 with ℓ = d+1− ∣I ∣ to the integrals over the hyperplanes H1∶∣I ∣,G1∶d+1−∣I ∣ in

(5.15) and use that by Lemma 4 we have for max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t
2γ

and ∥z(H)−z(G)∥ > t C
2d

that µd−1(HB(H) ∪HB(G))→ 0 as t→∞ (see (5.12)). This gives that (5.15) is bounded by

c10 ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r(H)

c+log t

2γ

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩Wt

1{z(H) ∈Wt}
× 1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)−2γs[v⊥]−1∆d(v,v′)1P (v,v′)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv′)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.16)

for t > 0 large enough. Since λd−∣I ∣(⋂i∈I(Hi − svi) ∩Wt) ≤ c11t
d−∣I∣

d , (5.16) is bounded by

c12 ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

t−
∣I∣
d ∫

Hd+1
r(H)1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > c + log t

2γ
} e−2γr(H)µd+1

d−1(dH)
= O(t−1/d log t) as t →∞. (5.17)

This shows for b <min{1/d,C/2} that

dKR(ζt ∩ (W × (c,∞)), ν ∩ (W × (c,∞))) = O(t−b) as t→∞.

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

P(Z ∈ ⋅) = 1

γ(d)
E ∑

H∈η(d+1)

1{C(H, η) − z(H) ∈ ⋅}1{z(H) ∈ [0,1]d}. (5.18)
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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

ϑ(K) ∶=min{R − r
R + r

∶ rBd
+ z ⊂K ⊂ RBd

+ z, r,R > 0, z ∈ Rd} (5.19)

from [7] and note that ϑ(K) = 0 if and only if K is a Euclidean ball. Let Σ be a size function as

defined in Section 2. By [7, Theorem], for all δ > 0 there exists some a(δ) > 0 such that

P(ϑ(Z) ≥ δ ∣ Σ(Z) > u) ≤ exp(−a(δ)u1/k), u > 0. (5.20)

The distributions of the typical cell Z and the zero cell Z0 (this is the (a.s. unique) cell in m

containing the origin o ∈ Rd) are linked via

P(Σ(Z) ≥ u) ≤ P(Σ(Z0) ≥ u), u > 0, (5.21)

which is a direct consequence of [7, Lemma 3.1]. From [6, Theorem 2] we find that

lim
u→∞

u−1/k logP(Σ(Z0) ≥ u) = −τγ.
Combining this result with (5.21) and [7, Lemma 4.1] gives

lim
u→∞

u−1/k logP(Σ(Z) ≥ u) = −τγ. (5.22)

Lemma 11. Let Σ be a size function as defined in Section 2. There exists a strictly increasing

function h ∶ R → R with h(u) →∞ as u →∞ such that P((h○Σ)(Z) > ⋅) is Pareto(1)-distributed.

For such h we have that

logu

h−1(u)1/k → τγ as u→∞. (5.23)

Proof. We first show that the distribution function of Σ(Z) is continuous. For given u1, . . . , ud+1 ∈
Sd−1 we define the tuple H(r) ∶= (H(u1, r), . . . ,H(ud+1, r)), r ≥ 0. From [12, Theorem 7.3.2] we

have that

P(Σ(Z) = y)
= 2d+1γd+1

γ(d)(d + 1)E∫P
∫
∞

0
1{Σ(C(H(r), ηH(r))) = y}e−2γr∆d(u)dr σd+1

d−1(du), y ≥ 0.

Since Σ(C(H(r), ηH(r))) = rkΣ(C(H(1), ηH(1))) P-a.s. for u ∈ P and r > 0, the inner integral

is equal to zero. Hence, we obtain that P(Σ(Z) = y) = 0 for all y ∈ R. This implies that

the distribution function of Σ(Z) is continuous. Hence, there is a strictly increasing function

h ∶ R → R such that P((h ○ Σ)(Z) > ⋅) is Pareto(1)-distributed. From (5.22) we find that the

distribution function of Σ(Z) has unbounded support. This implies that h(u) →∞ as u→∞.

For (5.23) we consider

logu

h−1(u)1/k = h−1(u)−1/k logP(Σ(Z) ≥ h−1(u)( logP(h ○Σ(Z) ≥ u)
logu

)−1

.

Since P((h ○ Σ)(Z) > ⋅) is regularly varying with index 1, the term in brackets goes to −1 as

u→∞. Since with h also h−1 is unbounded and increasing, we obtain (5.23) from (5.22).
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From (2.7) we find that the intensity measure Eξt of ξt is given by

Eξt(A × (y,∞)) = tγ(d)λd(A)P(t−1f(Z) > y) = γ(d)λd(A)y−1, t > 0, A ∈ Bd, y > 0, (5.24)

where Z is the typical cell in m with distribution given in (5.18). This shows that Eξt = γ(d)λd⊗ψ,

where ψ is defined in Section 2.

For the proof of Theorem 2 we need to strengthen (5.3) in the following way. By Lemma 4

we find some n ≥ 2 and some D > 1
n

(depending on the dimension d) such that for all s > 0,

r ∈ [s, 3ns
n−1
] and all z,w ∈ Rd with ∥z −w∥ ≥ r + s,

µd−1(HB(z,r) ∪HB(w,s)) ≥ 2r + 2Ds. (5.25)

Let β ∶=min{a( 1
2n−1
)/2,D/2}, where a( 1

2n−1
) 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 10.

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

such that

∫
Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))

× 1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1
+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, t−1f((HI ,G), ηH) > c)

× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∣z(H) − z(HI ,G)∣ ≤ tβ/d}µd+1−∣I ∣

d−1
(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH)
= O(t−b) as t→∞.

Proof. We apply Lemma 6 to the inner integral and note that (δH∣I∣+1∶d+1
+ δG) ∩ HB(H) ∩

HB(HI ,G) = ∅ implies that ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ ≥ r(H) + r(HI ,G). This yields for the left-

hand side the bound

c13 ∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩Wt

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) > 3 log t

2γ
}e−2γr(H)

× [v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.26)

+ c13 ∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩B(z(H),tβ/d)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
}

× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(w,s))P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, t−1f((HI ,G), ηH) > c)1{∥z(H) −w∥ ≥ r(H) + s}
× [v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣

d−1
(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1

d−1(dH), (5.27)

where G ∶= (H(v∣I ∣+1, ⟨v∣I ∣+1,w⟩+s), . . . ,H(vd+1, ⟨vd+1,w⟩+s)). Since λd−∣I ∣(⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩Wt) ≤
c14t

d−∣I∣
d , we find from (5.24) that the first term (5.26) is of order O(t d−∣I∣

d
−2) as t→∞.

In (5.27) we distinguish the cases s ≤ (n−1) log t

2nγ
and s > (n−1) log t

2nγ
. Using (5.25) we find that

(5.27) is bounded by

c13∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r

(n−1) log t

2nγ

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
B(z(H),tβ/d)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}P(t−1f(H, η) > c)e−2γr(H)

× e−2γDs[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.28)

+ c13∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
r∧
(n−1) log t

2nγ

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
B(z(H),tβ/d)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
}

× e−2γs
P(t−1f(G, η) > c)[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH), (5.29)
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where the first term (5.28) is of order O(tβ−D(n−1)/n) as t →∞.

For the second term (5.29) we use that the conditions r(G) < (n−1) log t

2nγ
and t−1f(G, η) > c

imply by (2.6) that

min{R
r
∶ rBd

+ z ⊂ C(G, η) ⊂ RBd
+ z, r,R > 0, z ∈ Bd} ≥ Φ(C(G, η))

2r(G) ≥ γτh−1(tc)1/kn
(n − 1) log t

,

which converges by Lemma 11 to n
n−1

as t→∞. Hence, we have that ϑ(C(G, η)) ≥ 1
2n−1

for t > 0

large enough, where ϑ(K) is the deviation function from (5.19). This yields for (5.29) the bound

c13 ∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
∞

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
B(z(H),tβ/d)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
}

× e−2γs
P(ϑ(C(G, η)) ≥ 1

2n − 1
, t−1f(G, η) > c) [v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)µd+1
d−1(dH).

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

c14∫
Wt
∫

3 log t

2γ

0
∫

P
∫
⨉i∈I H(ui,⟨ui,z⟩+r)⊥

∫
∞

0
∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

∫
B(z(H),tβ/d)

P(t−1f(G, η) > c)
× P(ϑ(C(G, η)) ≥ 1

2n − 1
∣ t−1f(G, η) > c)e−2γs[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(u)∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)σd+1
d−1(du)drdz. (5.30)

Using that for all Borel sets A ⊂ Sd−1,

∫
P
∫
⨉i∈I H(ui,⟨ui,z⟩+r)⊥

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣

1{v ∈ A}[v⊥1∶∣I ∣]−1∆d(u)∆d(v)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv∣I ∣+1∶d+1)
× σ

∣I ∣
1 (dv1∶∣I ∣)σd+1

d−1(du)
= c15 ∫

A∩P
∆d(u)σd+1

d−1(du),
and the definition of the typical cell Z in (5.18), (5.30) is given by

c16t
1+β(log t)P(ϑ(Z) ≥ 1

2n − 1
∣ Σ(Z) > h−1(tc))P(t−1f(Z) > c).

By (5.20) the above is of order O(tβ−a( 1
2n−1

)+ε) as t→∞ for all ε > 0.

Lemma 13. Let c > 0. For each ε > 0 we have that

∫
Hd+1

1{z(H) ∈Wt}e−2γr(H)
P(t−1f(H, η ∩HB(o,3r(H))) > c)

× 1{r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
}1{∥z(H)∥ > tβ/d}µd+1

d−1(dH) (5.31)

= O(tε) as t→∞.

Proof. Since in the probability in the integrand of (5.31) a cell in the mosaic w.r.t. the process

η∩HB(o,3r(H)) is considered, we cannot directly apply (5.22) with the size functional Σ. Instead,

the idea of the proof is to define an appropriate size functional Σt in a first step. To do so, we

let for K ∈ Kd with circumcenter z(K), circumradius r(K) and t > 0

Bt(K) ∶ = B (z(K) − 2γtβ/dr(K)
3 log(t)

z(K)
∥z(K)∥ ,3r(K)) ,

Kt ∶ = ⋂
H∈HK∩HBt(K)

H−z(K), t > 0.
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The set Kt can be considered as the original body K with a “tail” in direction −z(K)/∥z(K)∥.
For ∥z(H)∥ > tβ/d and r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
we have that

HB(H) ∩H
B(o,3r(H)) ⊂ HB(H) ∩H

Bt(K).

This gives

C(H, ω ∩HB(o,3r(H))) ⊂ C(H, ω ∩HB(o,3r(H)))t = C(H, ω)t, ω ∈NH. (5.32)

Define Σt ∶ K
d
→ R by Σt(K) ∶= Σ(Kt), K ∈ Kd and recall from Section 2 that f = h ○Σ. Using

(5.32) and the definition of the typical cell Z from (5.20), we bound (5.31) by

c17tP(Σt(Z) > h−1(tc)).
Note that Σt 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 Σs) that

lim sup
t→∞

h−1(tc)−1/k logP(Σs(Z) > h−1(tc)) ≤ −τsλ,

where τs ∶= min{Φ(K) ∶ K ∈ Kd, Σs(K) = 1}. It follows from continuity of Φ and Σ that τs → τ

as s→∞. Since Zt ⊂ Zs a.s. for s ≤ t, we obtain that

P(Σt(Z) > h−1(tc)) ≤ P(Σs(Z) > h−1(tc)), s ≤ t.
Hence, for every ε > 0 we that P(Σt(Z) > h−1(tc)) ≤ tε−1 for t > 0 large enough. This shows that

(5.31) is of order O(tε) as t→∞.

Proof of Theorem 2. By (5.24), the total variation of the intensity measures of ξt ∩ (W × (c,∞))
and ν ∩ (W × (c,∞)) is given by

γ(d)λd(W ) sup
y≥c
∣tP(t−1f(Z) > y) − y∣ = 0.

We apply Theorem 8 with

g(H, ω) = 1{t−1/dz(H) ∈W}1{(ω − δH) ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{t−1f(H, η) > c},
f(H, ω) = (t−1/dz(H), t−1f(H, ω)), ω ∈NH, H ∈ ω(d+1),

the stopping set S from (3.5) and S(H) ∶= B(z(H),3r(H)). Note that (4.1) holds by (3.2).

This gives

dKR(ξt ∩ (W × (c,∞)), ν ∩ (W × (c,∞))) ≤ E1 +E2 +E3 +E4 +E5 +E6
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with

E1 = 2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∫Hd+1
E1{η ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(H, η) > c}
× 1{R(H, η) > 3r(H)}µd+1

d−1(dH),
E2 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

E1{(η + δH + δG) ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅}
× 1{η ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(H, η) > c}1{R(H, η) ≤ 3r(H)}
×E1{η ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{z(G) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(G, η) > c}1{R(G, η) ≤ 3r(H)}
× µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

E3 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

E1{(η + δH + δG) ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) = ∅}
× 1{η ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(H, η) > c}1{R(H, η) ≤ 3r(H)}
×E1{η ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅}1{η ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{z(G) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(G, η) > c}
× 1{R(G, η) ≤ 3r(H)}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

E4 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

E1{(η + δH + δG) ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅}
× 1{ηG ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(H, ηG) > c}1{R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H)}
× 1{ηH ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{z(G) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(G, ηH) > c}1{R(G, ηH) ≤ 3r(G)}
× µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

E5 = 2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

E1{(η + δH + δG) ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) = ∅}
× 1{ηG ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(H, ηG) > c}1{R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H)}
× 1{ηH ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{z(G) ∈Wt}1{t−1f(G, ηH) > c}1{R(G, ηH) ≤ 3r(G)}
× P(η ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅)µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

E6 = 2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γd+1−∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

E1{ηG ∩HB(H) = ∅}1{z(H) ∈Wt}
× 1{t−1f(H, ηG) > c}1{R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H)}1{ηH∣I∣+1∶d+1

∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}
× 1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}1{t−1f((HI ,G), ηH∣I∣+1∶d+1

) > c}
× 1{R((HI ,G), ηH∣I∣+1∶d+1

) ≤ 3r(HI ,G)}µd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH),

where Wt ∶= tW = {x ∈ Rd ∶ t−1x ∈W} and HI ∶= (H1, . . . ,H∣I ∣).
We consider the terms E1,E2,E3,E4,E5,E6 separately. Since R(H, ω) = R(H, ω ∩HB(H))

and f(H, ω) = f(H, ω ∩ HB(H)), we find from independence of the processes η ∩HB(H) and

η ∩HB(H) that E1 is given by

2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∫Hd+1
P(R(H, η) > 3r(H), t−1f(H, η) > c)1{z(H) ∈Wt}e−2γr(H) µd+1

d−1(dH).
Since R(H, η) > 3r(H) implies that maxi∈I Ri(z(H), η ∩HB(H)) > 3/2r(H), the diameter of

C(H, η) is bounded from below by 5/2r(H). By definition of ϑ, this yields that ϑ(C(H, η)) >
1/9. Hence, we obtain that E1 is bounded from above by

γ(d)tP(t−1f(Z) > c)P(ϑ(Z) > 1/9 ∣ t−1f(Z) > c), (5.33)
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where Z is the typical cell with distribution given in (5.20). By (2.7) and (5.20), (5.33) is of

order O(t−a(1/9)+ε) as t →∞ for each ε > 0.

We bound E2 by

2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{H1 ∈ HS(H) ∩HS(G)}P(t−1f(H, η) > c)P(t−1f(G, η) > c)
× 1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−2γr(H)e−2γr(G) µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.34)

+
2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

P(η ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅, t−1f(H, η) > c)P(t−1f(G, η) > c)
× 1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−2γr(H)e−2γr(G) µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.35)

Analogously to the bound of E2 in the proof of Theorem 1, we find that (5.34) is of order

O(t−1/d log t) as t →∞. To bound (5.35), we consider the first probability in the integrand and

find by the Mecke equation (see [8, Theorem 4.1]) that

P(η ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G), t
−1f(G, η) > c) ≤ E ∑

H∈η(d+1)

1{H ∈ HS(H) ∩HS(G)}1{t−1f(G, η) > c}
= γ ∫

HS(H)∩HS(G)

P(t−1f(G, ηH) > c)µd−1(dH). (5.36)

Note that C(G, ηH) ⊂ C(G, η) P-a.s. for all H ∈ H. Hence, (5.35) is bounded by

γµd−1(HS(H) ∩HS(G))P(t−1f(G, η) > c).
From Lemma 4 we find that µd−1(HS(H) ∩HS(G)) ≤ 8(r(H)∨r(G))2ωd−1

ωd∥z(H)−z(G)∥ . Similarly to the bound

of (5.11) in the proof of Theorem 1, this shows that E2 is of order O(t−1/d(log t)2) as t→∞.

Note that by symmetry in x and y, E3 is bounded by (5.35).

We write E4 as the sum

2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{G1 ∈ HS(H) ∩HS(G)}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.37)

+
2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× E1{η ∩HS(H) ∩HS(G) ≠ ∅}1{t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c}
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.38)
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The first term (5.37) is bounded by the sum

2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}
× 1{max{r(H), r(G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ ≤ tβ/d}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.39)

+
2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{G1 ∈ HS(H) ∩HS(G)}1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ > tβ/d}

× µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.40)

By Lemma 12, (5.39) is of order O(t−b) as t →∞ for some b > 0. To bound (5.40), note that by

definition of the stopping set S, the relation C(H, ω) ⊂ C(H, ω ∩HS(H,ηG)) and independence

of the processes η ∩HS(H) and η ∩HS(H), we find that

P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
≤ P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H,ηG)) > c)
≤ P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H)) > c)
≤ P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c)P(t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H)) > c). (5.41)

Hence, by Lemma 6 with ℓ = 1 (applied to the inner integral of (5.40)), we obtain for (5.40) the

bound

c18 ∫
Hd+1
∫
HS(H)

∫
G⊥

1

∫
∞

0
∫
(Sd−1)d

∫
Wt∩(G1−sv1)

1{z(H) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(w,s))

× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c)P(t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H)) > c)1{∥z(H) −w∥ ≥ r(H) + s}
× 1{max{r(H), s} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥w − z(H)∥ > tβ/d}∆d(v)1P (v)

× λd−1(dw)σd
d−1(dv2∶d+1)dsσ1(dv1)µd−1(dG1)µd+1

d−1(dH), (5.42)

where G ∶= (G1,H(v2, ⟨v2,w⟩+ s), . . . ,H(vd+1, ⟨vd+1,w⟩+ s)). By Lemma 4 we have for ∥z(H)−
w∥ ≥ tβ/d and max{r(H), s} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
that

µd−1(HB(H) ∩HB(w,s)) ≤ c19t
−β/d(log t)2.

Hence, using that λd(Wt ∩ (H1 − sv1)) ≤ c20t
d−1

d and that

∫
HS(H)

∫
A∩H⊥

1

σ1(dv1)µd−1(dG1) = 6r(H)σd−1(A)

for all Borel sets A ⊂ Sd−1, (5.42) is bounded by

c21t
−1/d ∫

Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

r(H)1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−2γr(H)e−2γr(G)
P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c)

× P(t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H)) > c)1{max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ > tβ/d}

× µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.43)
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From Lemma 13 we obtain that (5.43) is of order O(tε−1/d) as t→∞ for each ε > 0.

Argueing analogously to (5.36), we bound (5.38) by the sum

2γ2d+2

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}
× 1{max{r(H), r(G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ ≤ tβ/d}µd+1

d−1(dG)µd+1
d−1(dH) (5.44)

+
2γ2d+3

((d + 1)!)2 ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

µ(HB(H) ∩HB(G))1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(G))

× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f(G, ηH) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ > tβ/d}

× µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.45)

By Lemma 12, (5.44) is of order O(t−b) as t→∞ for some b > 0. By Lemma 4 we have for

r(G) ≤ r(H) ≤ 3 log t
2γ

and ∥z(H) − z(G)∥ > tβ/d that µd−1(HB(H) ∩ HB(G)) ≤ c19t
−β/d(log t)2.

Using (5.41) we obtain for (5.45) the bound

c22t
−β/d(log t)2 ∫

Hd+1
∫
Hd+1

e−2γr(H)e−2γr(G)
1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(G) ∈Wt}

× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c)P(t−1f(G, ηH ∩HS(H)) > c)
× 1{(δH + δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(G) = ∅}1{max{r(H), r(G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(G) − z(H)∥ > tβ/d}

× µd+1
d−1(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH). (5.46)

From Lemma 13 we find that (5.46) is for all ε > 0 of order O(tε−β/d) as t→∞.

Note that E5 is bounded by (5.45). Analogously to E4, we bound E6 by the sum

2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γd+1−∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}
× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c,R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f((HI ,G), ηH∣I ∣+1∶d+1

) > c)
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}
× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} > 3 log t

2γ
or ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ ≤ tβ/d}µd+1−∣I ∣

d−1
(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH)
(5.47)

+
2γd+1

(d + 1)! ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

γd+1−∣I ∣

(d + 1 − ∣I ∣)! ∫Hd+1
∫
Hd+1−∣I∣

1{z(H) ∈Wt}1{z(HI ,G) ∈Wt}
× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c,R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f((HI ,G), ηH∣I ∣+1∶d+1

) > c)
× e−γµd−1(HB(H)∪HB(HI ,G))1{(δH∣I∣+1∶d+1

+ δG) ∩HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G) = ∅}
× 1{max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(H) − z(HI ,G)∥ > tβ/d}µd+1−∣I ∣

d−1
(dG)µd+1

d−1(dH),
(5.48)

where HI ∶= (H1, . . . ,H∣I ∣). From Lemma 12 we have that (5.47) is of order O(t−b) as t→∞.
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To bound (5.48), we apply Lemma 6 with ℓ = d+ 1− ∣I ∣ to the integrals over the hyperplanes

H1, . . . ,HI ,G1, . . . ,Gd+1−I and use that by Lemma 4 we have for max{r(H), r(HI ,G)} ≤ 3 log t
2γ

and ∥z(H)− z(HI ,G)∥ > tβ/d that µd−1(HB(H) ∩HB(HI ,G))→ 0 as t→∞. This gives for (5.48)

for t > 0 large enough the bound

c23 ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

∫
Hd+1
∫
⨉i∈I H⊥

i

∫
∞

c+log t

2γ

∫
(Sd−1)d+1−∣I∣l

∫
⋂i∈I(Hi−svi)∩Wt

1{z(H) ∈Wt}
× P(t−1f(H, ηG) > c, R(H, ηG) ≤ 3r(H), t−1f((HI ,G), ηH) > c)e−2γr(H)−2γs

× 1{∥z(H) −w∥ ≥ r(H) + s}1{max{r(H), s} ≤ 3 log t

2γ
, ∥z(H) −w∥ > tβ/d}

× [v⊥]−1∆d(v,v′)1P (v)λd−∣I ∣(dw)σd+1−∣I ∣
d−1

(dv′)dsσ∣I ∣1 (dv)µd+1
d−1(dH). (5.49)

Since λd−∣I ∣(⋂i∈I(Hi − svi) ∩Wt) ≤ c24t
d−∣I∣

d and using (5.41), (5.49) is bounded by

c25 ∑
∅⊊I⊊{1,...,d+1}

t−
∣I∣
d ∫

Hd+1
1{z(H) ∈Wt}P(t−1f(H, η ∩HB(o,3r(H))) > c)e−2γr(H)

× 1{r(H) ≤ 3 log t

2γ
}1{∥z(H)∥ > tβ/d}µd+1

d−1(dH)
= O(tε−1/d) as t→∞, (5.50)

where the last equality is justified by Lemma 13.
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