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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR CRITICAL FACES ABOVE THE VANISHING
THRESHOLD

ZIFU WEI, TAKASHI OWADA, AND D.YOGESHWARAN

ABSTRACT. We investigate convergence of point processes associated with critical faces for a Cech
filtration built over a homogeneous Poisson point process in the d-dimensional flat torus. The
convergence of our point process is established in terms of the Mjy-topology, when the connecting
radius of a Cech complex decays to 0, so slowly that critical faces are even less likely to occur
than those in the regime of threshold for homological connectivity. We also obtain a series of limit
theorems for positive and negative critical faces, all of which are considerably analogous to those
for critical faces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main objective of this paper is to study geometric and topological configuration of point
processes associated to the spatial distribution of critical faces. We will introduce necessary notions
informally and outline our results. More rigorous definitions and statements are postponed to
Section 2.

Consider the d-dimensional flat torus T? = R%/Z? (with a periodic boundary), that is equipped
with the toroidal metric

dist(z,y) = min ||z —y + z||, =,y €T
2€7Z4

where || - || denotes the Euclidean norm. Given a finite point set X C R? the distance function
dy : R — [0,00), that will be examined in this paper, is defined by

(1.1) dy(z) = mindist(z,y), z € R<
yelX

Morse theory informs us that the homology of the sub-level set C(X,r) = {x € R? : dx(z) < 7}
changes at critical levels of the distance function. The distance function is not smooth, but it is of
min-type and so critical levels and critical points can be defined; see [10]. In particular, a critical
point of index k € {1,...,d} can be generated by a (k+ 1)-tuple ) C X. Such a critical point shall
be denoted by ¢()) and a critical value or level by p()); see Definition 2.2.

This connection with Morse theory has been exploited to study thresholds for vanishing of ho-
mology of C(P,,r) (see [4, 5, 8, 6, 3]), where P,, is a homogeneous Poisson point process with
intensity n in T¢. To better understand the behaviour of homology above the vanishing threshold,
we investigate point processes of the corresponding critical levels and points.
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We now introduce some notation to outline our results. Since we are working with the torus, we
do not consider sub-level sets for large levels and hence we focus only on (C(Py,7)),c[0,r,], Where
R, is a sequence of positive numbers tending to 0 slowly enough. Given such R,,, we are interested

in the stochastic features of the following point process induced by critical points and values:

(1.2) Mo = Z Sk (Vs Pn) O(c(3), nwap()d—an):
YCPn, |Y|=k+1

where § is the Dirac measure at (z1,72) € T¢ x (—o00,00], and s ,(V,Py) is an indicator

71,22)
function, requiring that ) forms a critical k-face, such that p()) < R,,. Furthermore, w, denotes
volume of the d-dimensional unit ball, and a,, is a properly defined centering sequence. Closely
related to the above point process is the statistics of total number of critical k-faces with large

critical values. Given u € R, let (r,(u)),>1 be a sequence of positive numbers defined by

1/d
an—l—U)/7 w1,
nwy

(1.3) rn(u) = <

Fixing u = ug and assuming r,(ug) — 0, r,(ug)/ R, — 0 as n — oo, we also study the behavior of

the statistics

(1.4) Gem=" Y. seaVPu) 1{p(Y) > ruluo)},

which counts the number of critical k-faces whose critical values are between r,(ug) and R,,. Note
that Gk, = Mk (T? X [ug, ).

In this paper, we put our focus on the dense regime i.e., nr, (u)?

— o0. Poisson process approxi-

mation for the process 7y, in the regime
(1.5) a, = logn + (k — 1) loglogn + const,

as well as Poisson convergence for Gy, ,, in (1.4), were established in Theorem 6.1 of [7] and Theorem
8.1 of [3], respectively. These results were crucial to describing the behaviour of homology at the
vanishing threshold.

We place ourselves above the Poisson regime (1.5), or equivalently, above the vanishing threshold.

More accurately, we are interested in the asymptotics of Gy, in the case that

(logn + (k—1)log logn)l/d

rn(u) =0, 7p(u) > oy

Equivalently, we consider the following centering term (a,) in (1.2):
(1.6) a, —logn — (k—1)loglogn — 0o, a, =o(n), n— cc.

Under this assumption, the process 7y, , converges to the null measure (i.e., the measure that assigns
zeros to all Borel measurable sets in T¢ x (—oo, <]), and G'.n converges to a degenerate zero random

variable ([8]). Our main results - Theorems 2.3 and 2.5 below - quantify the rate of convergence
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to the null measure and a zero random variable using appropriate notions. More specifically, we

identify a sequence by, ,, 1= nafl_le_“” — 0 to show that

(1.7) (b nP(m € ), n > 1)
and
(1.8) (bpnP(Grn €-),n>1)

tend to non-degenerate limits as n — oo, while identifying the limits themselves explicitly. Up to
a constant (dependent on k), the limit in (1.7) is supported on singletons with a product density
independent of k. The topology underlying the convergence of (1.7) is called Mg-topology, a
useful notion for dealing with convergence of probability measures defined on a complete and
separable metric space. In recent times, the notion of Mjg-topology has been used for the study
of geometrically and/or topologically rare events ([17, 12, 18]), as well as regular variation of
point processes and stochastic processes ([14, 15, 9, 21]). For further analyses, we recall that
critical faces can be divided into positive and negative critical faces (see [3]). Loosely speaking,
positive critical k-faces will create a (nontrivial) k-dimensional cycle in the kth homology group
of C(X,r), while negative critical k-faces terminate a (k — 1)-dimensional cycle. According to
Propositions 4.2 and 5.1 in [3], for each 1 < k < d — 2, the vanishing thresholds for critical k-faces,
positive critical k-faces, and negative critical (k + 1)-faces all coincide with one another (with high
probability). Extending this further, we can prove that even when the radius (ry,(u))y>1 satisfies
condition (1.6), the functionals of positive critical k-faces and negative critical (k + 1)-faces exhibit
asymptotic results similar to those for critical k-faces; see Corollary 2.6 for more details. The
Poisson convergence results for positive and negative critical faces in the regime (1.5) were used to
understand the vanishing threshold for homology in [3]. Similarly, with the equivalence between
positive (resp. negative) critical faces and birth (resp. death) times in persistence diagrams, our
results can be rephrased in terms of the birth and death times within the interval [r,(u), R,]. In
other words, we can quantify the distribution of 'noisy barcodes’ in the persistence diagram above
the homological connectivity regime.

As a final remark, we point out that in addition to these studies on the vanishing homology,
together with the related Poisson convergence, there have also been a number of attempts at
deducing other types of limit theorems, including the central limit theorems ([4, 5, 22]) and the
large deviation principle in [13], when the radius (r,(u)),>1 belongs to the sparse regime (i.e.,
nrp(u)? — 0) or critical regime (i.e., nr,(u)? — ¢ € (0,00)).

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. Section 2 gives a precise setup for the
processes 1y ,, and Gy, ,,. After that, the convergence results (1.7) and (1.8) will be formally described
in Theorems 2.3 and 2.5. Corollary 2.6 states the convergence results for positive and negative
critical faces. All the proofs are postponed to Section 3. The main machinery in our proof is given
by Theorems 4.1 and 6.1 of [7]; this will help us to show that under the Mjy-topology, the process

Mk,n can be approximated by some Poisson point process whose intensity measure tends to the null
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measure as n — 0o. We then rely upon the estimates in [3] to approximate the spatial distributions

of positive and negative critical faces by those of critical faces.
2. SETUP AND MAIN RESULTS

To better understand critical faces, it is important to define a Cech complex, which is one of the
most studied geometric complexes (see [11]).
Definition 2.1. Given a point set X = {x1,...,2,} € T? and > 0, the Cech complex C(X,7) is
defined as follows:

e The 0O-simplices are the points in X.
e For each m > 1, {w;y,...,2;,} C X forms an m-simplex if (/Lo B,(z;;) # 0, where
B,(x) := {y € T? : dist(x,y) < r} is the closed ball of radius r > 0 centered at .

Intrinsically, the Cech complex possesses inclusion property C(X,r) C C(X,r') for all r < ¢/
and thus induces a Cech filtration (é (X, r))r>0. To analyze the homology of a Cech filtration, the
authors in [4] employed an approach based on an extension of classical Morse theory (see [10]) to
the min-type distance function dy in (1.1). Then, for each k € {1,...,d}, the change in the kth
homology group of a Cech filtration can be characterized by the Morse critical point with index k
of d/\/.

Definition 2.2. A point ¢ € R? is said to be a (Morse) critical point of index k if there exists a
subset )V C X of k + 1 points such that

e the points in ) are in general position, i.e., ) spans a k-dimensional simplex in R¢, so that
there is a unique (k — 1)-dimensional sphere containing ).

e dx(c) =dist(c,y) for any y € ¥ and dx(c) < min ey dist(c, 2).

e ¢ € 0(X), where o(X) denotes an open geometric k-simplex in R? spanned by X.

Whenever such Y exists, we say that ) forms a critical k-face (or simplex) for which the critical
point is given by ¢ = ¢())). Moreover, denote by p()) its critical value, i.e., the radius of a ball
spanned by ) centered at ¢()). The 0-dimensional critical points are X itself and hence are not of
interest to us.

Recall that P, is a homogeneous Poisson point process with intensity n in the d-dimensional flat
torus T?. Let (a,)n>1 be a sequence satisfying (1.6), and (7, (u)),>1 be defined as in (1.3). As
mentioned in the Introduction, an extra caution is needed when the Cech filtration is defined on
the torus T¢. For example, if the radius r is large enough, the intersection of balls on the torus is
not contractible; hence, the Cech complex C(P,,r) will not be homotopy equivalent to the union
of balls U,cp, Br(p) (see the Nerve Lemma in Theorem 10.7 of [1]). Moreover, when 7 is large, the
notion of a critical point, as well as its critical value, is not always well-defined on the torus. To
overcome this issue, we follow the convention of the previous studies in [3, 6], and focus only on a
“bounded” filtration (C(Pnﬂ"))re[o, Rn)» Where R, satisfies
rn(u)

R,
for all u € R. Note that (2.1) implies a,/(nR%) — 0 as n — oc.

(2.1) R, — 0, =0, n— oo,
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Let k € {1,...,d—1} be a positive integer. For a (k+ 1)-point subset ) C P,,, which is in general
position, we define
(2.2) Sk (Y, Pr) := 1{Y forms a critical k-face} x 1{p(}) < R, },
where p()) is the critical value defined after Definition 2.2. Next, for u € R, we define
23) Ik (Vs P u) i= spn(Y, Po) I{p(Y) = n(u)}
= 1{Y forms a critical k-face} x 1{p(Y) € [rn(u), Ry}

Using (2.2), the point process of our interest can be formally defined as

(2'4) Mk = Z Sk,n(yv Pn) 5(0())), nwgp(Y)t—an)
YCPr, |V|=k+1

Notice that wgp(Y)? represents the volume of an open ball in R? with radius p())) centered at
c(Y). The process (2.4) is viewed as a random element in the space My,(Y) of point measures on
Y := T? x (o0, oc]. Defining

b = naﬁ_le_“”, n>1,

we consider the sequence of probability measures
(25) (b P € ), 0 > 1),

As described in the Introduction, the convergence of (2.5) has to be treated under the My-topology.

The formal definition of My-topology is given as follows. First, let By, denote an open ball
of radius r > 0 centered at the null measure () (in terms of the vague metric). Denote by M, =
Mo (M,(Y)) the space of Borel measures on M,(Y), the restriction of which to M, (Y)\ By, is finite
for all » > 0. Moreover, define Cy = Co(Mp(Y)) to be the space of continuous and bounded real-
valued functions on M, (Y) that vanish in the neighborhood of ). Given &,,& € M, we say that &,
converges to £ in the Mo-topology, denoted as &, — & in My, if it holds that [ My (Y) g(u)&n(dp) —
1) My (¥) g(p)&(dp) for all g € Cy. One may refer to [14] for more detailed discussion on My-topology.

Theorem 2.3. Let 1 < k <d—1. We have, as n — oo,

(2.6) b,;’;]P)(le,n S ) — Ak, in My,

where

(2.7) () = Dy / 1Sy € e " dedu,
Y

with Dy being a positive constant defined specifically at (3.1).
Observe that Dk_l)\k is a measure independent of k and concentrated on singletons. For technical
reasons, we are forced to skip the case k = d.
Example 2.4. We consider the centering term
(2.8) a, = logn + (k — 1) loglog n + log log log n.
It is then easy to calculate that by, ~ (loglog n)~! as n — oo, and by Theorem 2.3,
(2.9) (loglog n)P(ngrn € ) = A, in M.
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Note that (ay)n>1 in (2.8) satisfies condition (1.6), but its growth rate is close to the sequence (1.5)
of the Poisson regime (the difference is at most of order O(logloglogn)). As a consequence, the
probability distribution of 7, decays only logarithmically.

In contrast, if one takes a,, = 2logn, then much fewer number of critical k-faces will be counted
by the process (1 n)n>1. It then follows that by, ~ (2log n)kF~1n=! and

(2logn) """ VP, € ) = A, in M.

In this case, the probability distribution of ny , decays much faster than (2.9).

In parallel, we also study the asymptotics of the sequence (b, hPoG;i)nzl, where G, 5, is formally
defined as follows. For a fixed ug € R,

(2.10) Grn = Grnluo) = Y gra(Y, Pojuo),
YCPn, |Y|=k+1

which counts the number of critical points ¢()) € T¢ with index k, such that p()) € [rn(uo), Rp).

Let E := (0,00] and M, (E) be the space of Radon measures on E. Define C}-(E) to be the
collection of non-negative and continuous functions on E with compact support. Given &,,§ €
M, (E), we say that &, converges vaguely to &, denoted as &, — ¢ in My (E), if it holds that
fE g(x)&p(dx) — fE g(x)¢(dx) for all g € C';;(E)
Theorem 2.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, as n — oo,

by LP(Gp € -) > Dre ™08y, in My (E),

where ug is a fized real number as at (2.10) and Dy, is a positive constant defined at (3.1).
This implies that

by L P(Gy > 1) — Dye ™.

From the Morse-theoretic analyses on critical faces in [3], a critical k-face either generates a
(nontrivial) k-dimensional cycle in the kth homology group of a Cech filtration or terminates a
(k — 1)-dimensional cycle of the same complex. In the former case, we call such a critical k-face
a positive critical k-face, while the latter one is called a negative critical k-face. For example, a
negative critical 1-face is nothing but an edge in the minimal spanning tree on P, with weights
being the Euclidean distance. Now, we introduce a series of indicator functions analogous to (2.2)

and (2.3): for a (k + 1)-point subset Y C P, which is in general position,
s,:n(y,Pn) := 1{)Y forms a positive critical k-face} x 1{p(}) < R, },
Sp.n (Vs Pr) = 1{Y forms a negative critical k-face} x 1{p(Y) < R},
and, for u € R,
Gion Vs Puu) 1= s, (V. Po) L{p(Y) = rn(w)}.
Analogously to (2.4) and (2.10), we define the point processes,

(2.11) ?7]:5” = Z sin(y,’]?n) 5(c(y),nwdp(y)d—an) € MP(Y)7
YCPn, |YV|=k+1
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and for a fixed ug € R,

G = Gy (u0) = > gia s Pasuo).
VCPn, [V|=k+1
It was shown in Proposition 4.2 and 5.1 of [3] that if (a,) satisfies condition (1.5), then (G n)n>1,
(G;n)nzl, and (G, ,)n>1 exhibit the same phase transition in terms of the kth homological
connectivity. From this point of view, the results below claim that even under the assumption
(1.6), (G;n)nzl and (G}, ,)n>1 still satisfy the same limit theorem as Theorem 2.5. Moreover,
the processes (ﬂ;:fn)na and (771;+1,n)n21 also satisfy the same limit theorem as Theorem 2.3. For
the latter process, however, we can deduce the corresponding limit result only for the process with

a restricted state space, i.e.,
(212) n](g:-’lr?n = Z 3];4_1’”(3}7 PN) 5nwdp(y)d—an € Mp((—OO, OO])v
YCPn, |YV|=k+2

for which the locational coordinate ¢()’) has been removed from (2.11). We conjecture that the
same limit theorem holds even for the process (1, ,)n>1 as well. However, due to a technical
complication occurring in the application of a series of results in [3], we have decided not to pursue

this direction in the present work.

Corollary 2.6. Recall N\ as defined in (2.7).
(i) For 1 <k <d-—1, we have
(2.13) b,;;IP’(n,j:n €)= Ay, in My, n— oo
(i9) For 1 <k <d—2, we have

(2.14) by LP(n}

—r r .
+17)n €)= )\,(g), in Mgy, n— oo,

where )\,(;)(-) = Dy, [z 1{6, € -} e " du, is the restricted version of \y,.
(ti1) For 1 <k <d—1, we have
(2.15) bnP(G, €)= Dre ™61, in My(E), n— oo.
(iv) For 1 <k <d—2, we have
(2.16) b];i]P’( rin €°) Y Dre™ ™6y, in My (E), n— oo.
In particular, (2.15) and (2.16) imply that as n — oo,

bnP(Gyr,, > 1) = Dype™™,

bnP(Gryy, = 1) = Dyge ™0,

The proof of the limit theorem for (nljn)n21 is based on establishing asymptotic equivalence
with (9 n)n>1 by using estimates in [3]. For the case of k = 1, we need estimates from [19].
From this we can deduce convergence of (G;j ,)n>1 Vvia the continuous mapping theorem. We then

compare (G} )p>1 with (G Jn>1 again using estimates in [3]. Finally, by using the results for

)

(Gly1.n)n>1 at many choices of ugp’s, we can prove the limit theorem for (77,2;1r nn>1-

k+1n
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3. PROOFS

For the proof of Theorem 2.3, we need to recall that the Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance between

the laws of point processes 7; and 72 on Y is defined as

dxr (L(m), L(n2)) = sup [E[h(m)] — E[h(n2)]],

where L(n;) denotes a probability law of 7;, and the supremum is taken over all 1-Lipschitz functions
h : M,(Y) — R, with respect to the total variation distance on M,(Y). Recall also that the total

variation distance between two measures pq and po on Y is defined as
drv(p, p2) = sup |p1(A) — pa(A)].
ACY

In the previous section, we defined the notion of a critical point ¢()), as well as its critical value
p(Y), only when ) forms a critical face; see Definition 2.2. In this section, however, one needs to
extend these concepts, even when )) may not form a critical face. Specifically, let Y = {y1,...,yp+1}

be a subset of P,,, which is in general position () does not necessarily form a critical k-face). Let
EQ):={z€T":|lz=uyill = = Iz — yasall}
be the collection of equidistant points from ). Since ) is in general position, E()) forms a (d — k)-
dimensional affine plane, so that there exists a unique point ¢()) € E()) such that |[¢(Y) — 1] =
inf.cpy) |z — y1ll. Moreover, we define p(Y) := [|c(Y) — y1]|-
Before commencing the proof of Theorem 2.3, we define a finite and positive constant

3 | (k")d k+1 <Z> Q / e
. D, = —7 ‘ hi(0)V i 0)%~ d0,
( ) ‘ (k 1)'dw§ k Qde k J(Sk—1)k+1 k( ) smp( )

where Q; = ngl w; (w; is volume of the i-dimensional unit ball), S*~! is the (k — 1)-dimensional
unit sphere, and h;(0) := 1{c(0) € 0(0)} (recall that o(0) is an open geometric k-simplex in R?
spanned by 6). Further, Viimp(0) represents the volume of o ().

Throughout this section, denote by C* a generic positive constant, which is independent of n but

may vary between and within the lines.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 2.3.

Proof. The proof exploits the ideas in Theorem 4.1 of [7]. Recall that C}-(Y) is the collection of
non-negative and continuous functions on Y with compact support. Given Hy, Hy € C;Q(Y) and
£1,E9 > 0, define FH17H2751’€2 : MP(Y) — [0, 1] by

(3.2) FHl,H2,€1762(§) — (1 _ e‘(f(Hl)—61)+)(1 _ e_(f(H2)—E2)+)7
where (a)y+ = a if @ > 0 and 0 otherwise, and ¢{(Hy) = [, H, ) for £ = 1,2. Denote
X () 1= b;’;P(nkm -) and recall the definition of \; at (2.7). Accordmg to Theorem A.2 in [15],

(2.6) immediately follows if one can show that

)‘k,n(FHth,Elﬁz) — /\k(FH17H2,€1,€2)’ as n — 00,

for all Hy,Hy € C;Q(Y) and 1,9 > 0.
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Fix Hy, Ho and e1,e2 henceforth and write I’ = Fy, pg,¢,¢,.- Let (., be a Poisson point pro-
cess on Y with intensity measure by, Dre™ " dcdu for ¢ € T4 w € R. Then, writing g, (F) =
b;hE [F(nkn)], it suffices to demonstrate that as n — oo,

(3.3) bjo| E[F (1h.n)] — E[F(Crn)] | = 0,

(3.4) b nE[F (Crn)] = Ae(F).
We begin with proving (3.3). Since H; has compact support on Y, one can find uy € R such that
supp(H1) | supp(Ha) C Yo := T x [ug, o0,

where supp(Hy) denotes the support of Hy. Thus, we may assume without loss of generality that
Mk, 1S @ point process with state space restricted to Yy, i.e.,

(3.5) M = Z Gk (Vs Pri 10)0(e(1), nwsap(3)d—an) € Mp(Yo).
VCPa, |V|=k+1

Accordingly, (., can be viewed as a Poisson point process with mean measure
(Leb ® 14.,)(de, du) := by nDe “1{u > up} dedu, ¢ € T u € R.
Since 0 < F' < 1, it is elementary to see that
|F(p1) — F(p2)| < 2drv(pa, p2),  pa, p2 € My(Yo).
This implies that F'is 2-Lipschitz, and hence,

‘E[F(nk,n)] - E[F(gk,n)] ‘ < 2dKR(£(77k,n)7£(<k,n))'

Now, (3.3) will follow if we can prove that

(3.6) b;;dKR (/L(nkm),ﬁ(gkm)) — 0, asn — oo.
By virtue of Theorem 4.1 in [7] (see also equ. (6.5) therein), it suffices to show that as n — oo,
(3.7) b ndrv (B[ ()], Leb ® 7.0) — 0,
(38) b { Var(mi.n(Y0)) = Elnen(Yo)l} — 0,
and
—1, 2(k+1)

k,nn

T a2 B(x) N B(z
(3.9) (@+nwhﬂmﬂlmwﬂ{<>”<>#m
X B[ g (%, Pr + 0 u0) | E[gon (2, P + 025 u0)| dzdx — 0,

where B(x) denotes an open ball in R? with radius p(x) centered at c¢(x). We now prove these
equations in that order.

Proof of (3.7): According to Lemma 2.4 in [8],

(3.10) 1{Y forms a critical k-face} = hy(Y)1{B(Y) NP, = 0},

where hi(Y) = 1{c(Y) € o(Y)}. Substituting (3.10) into (2.3) with u = ug, one can write
(3.11) G (Vs Priug) = hi(V)L{BY) NPy =0} x L{p(Y) € [rn(uo), Rn]}-
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Appealing to the multivariate Mecke formula for Poisson point processes (see, e.g., Chapter 4 in
[16]) and using (3.11), we have, for every A C Y,

(3.12) - d
E[nen(A)] = (S /(W)k+1 1{(c(x), nwap(x)* — an) € A}E[gr (X, Pn 4 0x; ug)] dx
— nk+1 d —nwap(x) J
" k! /md)m 1{(e(ox), newap(x)" — az) € A}hi(x)1{p(x) < Ru}e x.

By a change of variable based on the Blaschke-Petkantschin-type formula provided in Lemma C.1
of 3],

Enen(A)] = =L / h1,(8) Vaimp (6) 1 d@
(3.13) ’ (k+1)! (Sk—1)k+1
| k+1 fin d dk—1 _—nwgp®
X n 1{(c, nwap” — an) € A} p™ e dpde,
T Jo
where

_ d\ Qq
Dy, = (k!)d=FH1 <k> P

Performing the change of variable by u = nwgp® — an,

Ry
nkH/ / 1{(c, nwap? — a,) € A}pdk_le_"wdpd dpde
Td Jo

bi.n k—1
= ﬁ’g . 1{u € (—an, nwsRe — an)} (1 + %) e “dedu.
It thus follows that
J !
(3.14) Elngn(A)] = Dkbkm/ 1{u € (—an,nwqRy — a,)} (1 + a_> e “dedu,
A n

where Dy, is defined in (3.1).
Since

(Leb ® 730,)(A) = bk,nDk/ e “dedu,
A
we have, as n — oo,

b];idTV (E[T/k,n(')]v Leb ® Tk,n) = b];i :ug ‘ E[T/k,n(A)] - (Leb & Tk,n)(A)‘
CYo

00 u \ k-1
ng/ <1+—> —1‘6_udu
ug

Qn

+ Dk/ 1{u ¢ (=@, nwgRe — an) e " du — 0.

0

The last convergence follows from the dominated convergence theorem and the assumption that
an/(MRL) — 0, n — oo.

Proof of (3.8): By a simple calculation,

Elmn¥o?] =E[( Y g Puiw)) ]

VCPn,|Y|=k+1
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k+1

=SB Y Y gk Paiuo)genV Paiuo) {IY N Y| = £}

(=0 YCPn, V'CPp,
VI=k+1 | =k+1

k+1

=: Z Iy,
/=0

One can compute Iy, explicitly using Palm theory for Poisson processes; see Section 8 in [3]. We
will now use some of the bounds therein. Since Ij41, = E[nrn(Yo)], it follows that

Var(nk,n(YO)) nkn Y0 Zlén [On []§+17n)-

Now, for the proof of (3.8), one needs to show that for every ¢ € {1,..., k},

(3.15) by iIo, — 0, n— o0,
and
(3.16) b (Tom — If41,,) = 0, 71— 00,

For the upper bound of (3.15), we use equ. (8.15) in [3], while replacing A := nwqré(ug) therein
with a,, + up; this yields that for every £ € {1,... k},

b/?,}qff,n < C*b;ﬁln(an I uO)k—le—(an-i-uo){E?+2—Z(an i uO)k—i—l—é
(3.17)

5o\ d—Fk B
N (E_E) (5z(an+uO))k £+1+(an_’_UO)k-i-l—ée—(h&(an-l—uo)},

where C; € (0,00) is some constant and

kE+2—1¢ log(a, + up)

1
3.18 = 220§y i=
1 1= (on + ) ‘ C1 an + g

Substituting (3.18) into (3.17), we obtain that

__d—k _
b;ifg,n < C’*{a;l/2 + C*(log an ) ta, 2270 4 a;l} —0, n— oo
For the proof of (3.16), we use equ. (8.17) in [3] and replace A := nwqrd (ug) therein with a, + u,
to obtain that
b o — T241,0) < C7b n{an + g~ le— (@t
« {Ed+2 a + uO)k+1 + (an + uO)k—i-le—Cwo(an—i-UO)}’

where gy := (a, + ug)~#+2/(@+2) It is then easy to show that

k1~ Crali =P/ (@)

bI;;(IO,n - II§+1,n) < C*{a;l +a } — 0, asn — oo.

Proof of (3.9): First fix x € (TY)**1. For any z € (T9)**! with B(x) N B(z) # 0, we have
le(x) — c(z)]| < p(x) + p(z) < 2Ry Thus,

1{B(x) N B(z) # 0} < 1{c(z) € Bag, (c(x))}.
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Applying this inequality, while proceeding as in (3.12) and (3.13),

b / 1{B(x) N B(z) # 0} Elgkn(2, Pp + 0z; uo)] dz
(k+ 1! Jepayers T
< Bean®? / 1{c(2) € Ban, (c(x)) () 1{p(2) € [ra (o), Ra] }e~ 4" dz
— (B! Jgapn " B
b—lnk—l—l Ry

_ _kn d—k+1 dk—1_—nwgp®
=D / hi:(0)Vsimp (0 d0/ dc/ p e "Wl dp
(k + 1)' P (Skfl)kﬁ»l ( ) P( ) BZRn(C(X)) r

n(u0)
= bjo 1 (2Rn) waE[nkn (Yo)],

where the last equality is due to (3.13) with A = Y. Because of (3.7), the last term above is further
bounded by C*bghRfL(Leb @ T,n)(Yo) = C*RE. Referring the obtained bound back to (3.9), one
can eventually bound (3.9) by
nk+1
C*R} ——

" (k+1)!

as desired.

/ E[gk,n (X, P, + 0x; uo)] dx = C* RIE[ng (Yo)] = o(RE) — 0, n — o0,
(’H‘d)k+1

We will proceed to show (3.4). Notice that one may express (i, = Zf.vzkl'” 5((;2.,[]1.), where Ny, is
a Poisson random variable with mean by, ,, Dye™" and (C;, U;) are i.i.d. random vectors on Y with
density e_(“_“‘))]l{u > up} dedu. Besides, Nj ,, can be taken to be independent of (C;, U;). With
this construction now available, we have

by nELF (Gin)] = b;’}lE[ﬁ <1 _ e—(ZZV:k{" HZ(CivUi)—Eg)+):|

~
Il
-

~
Il
—

=: A, + B,.
By an elementary calculation,
By, < by P(Nip > 2) < C*bpp = 0, 1 — oo,
By the independence of Ny, and (Cq,Uy),

A, = by nE[H ( e~ (He(CLU) =€)+ )]P(Nk,n — 1)

[\

:Dke—uo —by, p Dpe=v0 H 1—e (Hy(cu)—ep)+ )e—(u—uo)]l{u Z’LL(]}dCdu
Y= 1

— Dy, H <1 - e_(Hf(c’“)_€‘)+)e_“ dedu = A\ (F),

as required. ]
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.5.

Proof. By restricting the state space from Y to Yo = T% x [ug, 00|, we can establish Mg-convergence
analogous to Theorem 2.3. Namely, as n — oo,

blzjlp(nk,n S ) — A, in Mq.

Here, )y, is defined as in (3.5) due to the restriction of the state space, while the limiting measure
is written as

Ak() = Dk/ 1{0(c,u) € -fe " dedu.
Yo

Define a continuous map V : Mp(Yo) — N := {0,1,2,...} by V(§) = &£(Yo), where M,(Yy) is
equipped with vague topology, and N is equipped with the discrete topology. It then follows from
Theorem 2.5 in [14] that

Moo VE o o VL in Mo(My(N)), n — oo;
equivalently,
(3.19) b,;iIP(Gk,n €:) = Dre "0y, in Mo(M,(N)), n — oc.

For every x > 0, the indicator 1j, )(-) : N = {0,1} is bounded and continuous with respect to
the discrete topology. Moreover, it vanishes in the neighborhood of 0 (i.e., the origin of N). In
conclusion, 1, «)(+) € Co, and thus, (3.19) implies that for every x > 0,

b,;;]P’(ka > a:) — Dke_u051([$, OO)), n — oQ.

Now, Lemma 6.1 in [20] concludes the desired vague convergence in Theorem 2.5. O

3.3. Proof of Corollary 2.6.

Proof of (2.13). Part I: 2 <k <d-—1.
It suffices to show that as n — oo,

bjon | E[F ()] —E[F(n,)] | =0,

where F' is defined at (3.2) (subscripts are all omitted). Since U?:1 supp(Hy) C Yo = T? x [ug, 00
for some uy € R, we can reformulate n,fn as

(3.20) n,j;n = Z g,j;n(y,Pn; U0)0(e(y), nwgp()d—an) € Mp(Yo).
VCPn, [Y|=k+1

As 0 < F <1, we have that
Do ELF ()] = E[F(l,)] | < b P(kn # mi)-

By definition, 1y, = 77,:"” + Mg hence, gy, #+ 17,;"7” implies that G, = n,;n(Yo) > 1. Now, by
Markov’s inequality,

b P # 1) < 0 P(G, 2 1) < b EIGy .
By the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [3] (see the equation at page 744, line 3 therein),
(3.21) b, LE[G; ] < C*b; tn(a, + ug)F2e~(antw0) < 0¥l 0, as n — oo,

for which we have replaced “A” in [3] with a,, + ug. This completes the proof of Part I.
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Part II: k= 1.

Our proof uses ideas from Chapter 13 of [19]. As in Part I, 1, and nfn can be given in the form
of (3.5) and (3.20) for a fixed up € R. For r > 0, let G(P,,r) be a random geometric graph on
a Poisson point process P, with edges {z,y} for all pairs z,y € P, with [lz — y|| < r. Since n,
corresponds to the edges of the minimal spanning tree on P,,, G7,, > 1 implies that G(P, 2r,(uo))
is not connected, and thus, by arguing as in Part I we have that

P(n1,n # nfn) < ]P’(Gl_m > 1) <P(G(Pn,2rn(uo)) is not connected).
Hence, it suffices to demonstrate that
(3.22) bl_;LIP’(G(Pn, 2rp(up)) is not connected) — 0, n — oco.

Before continuing, we shall introduce a few required notions. Given a graph G with vertex set V,
a non-empty subset U C V is said to be a separating set for G if none of the vertices in V' \ U are
adjacent to U. Moreover, a pair of non-empty disjoint sets U C V, W C V is called a separating
pair for G, if (i) the subgraph of G induced by U is connected and the same holds for W, (i) none
of the elements in U are adjacent to any element in W, and (7i7) none of the elements of V' \ (UUW)
are adjacent to U U W. Using these notions and given K > 0, we define E,,(K) as the event that
there exists a separating set U for G(P,,, 2r,(ug)) with at least two elements, such that the diameter
of U is less than 2K, (up). Further, denote by F,,(K) the event that there exists a separating pair
(U, W) for G(P,,, 2r,(ug)), so that the diameters of U and W both exceed 2K, (up).

Now, one can upper bound (3.22) as

(3.23) biiP(G(Pn, 21 (up)) is not connected) < bl_;zIP’(An) + biiIP’(Bn),

where A,, is the event that there exists at least one isolated vertex in G(P,,2r,(up)), and B, is
the event for which there are no isolated vertices but G(P,,, 2r,(ug)) contains multiple connected
components (of size at least 2). Now Markov’s inequality and the Mecke formula for Poisson point
processes yield that

brAP(A,) < brin / B(Po(Bay, (ugy () = 0) dz = e~ 2"@ 410 50 a5 1 oo,
b Td

In order to handle the remaining term in (3.23), it is sufficient to prove the following results.
) There exists K > 0 such that

3.24) by P(Fu(K)) =0, n— oo,

25)
26)

(i

(

(77) For K as above, there exists K; € (0, K) such that
(3. (K1) =0, n— oo,
(3.

P (E
\P(E,(K)\ Ep(K1)) =0, n— oo

Indeed, if one can show (i) and (ii) above, it follows from the proof of Theorem 13.10 in [19] and
Lemma 13.1 therein that as n — oo,

by P(Br) < b1 P(En(K)) + by A P(Fu(K))
= by P(En(K1)) + b hP(En(K) \ En(K1)) + by P(FR(K)) — 0.
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Proof of (3.24): By the proof of Proposition 13.13 in [19], there exist constants € > 0, v > 0 such
that we have, for K > 0 and large enough n,

2
* —2d: _~vi —ie4(2rn (uo))%n % T —((26)4(an+ug) /wg—A")i
P(F,(K)) < C 'Z(an(uo)) ieVt . o€ (2rn(uo)) ch'z e~ ((22)%( 0)/wa=7)i,
1>K/e 1>K/e

for some ' > 0 with ie7* < ¢’ for all i. The last expression is further bounded by
C*n2a7—12e—2ded’1Kan/wd; thus,

bl_yll]P)(Fn(K)) < C*ne—(2ded’1K/wd—1)an < C*n2—2d€d*1K/wd'
If one chooses K > wy/(2¢)41, then (3.24) follows as desired.

Proof of (3.25): Having fixed K as above, we next show (3.25). It follows from equ. at page 297,
line -3 in [19] and the proof of Lemma 13.5 in [19] that there exists K € (0, K) such that

P (1)) < C oy (00)®) = [ P(Pu(Ba ) = 0) da
an + Ug

1-d ., 4
= C’*n< "y ) e 2 (antuo) < C’*na,ll_de_2 an,

Therefore, bl_yllIP’(En(Kl)) < Cral=de=(142%an 4 (0 as 1 — co.

Proof of (3.26): By equ. (13.43) in [19] and the last line of the proof of Lemma 13.16 therein, there
exists & > 0 such that

P(E,(K)\ Eq(K))) < C*n / P(Py(Bar, (ug) (%)) = 0)e~ T Frnlmo))? qp < Cpe2en=2"""ean
Td
This implies that as n — oo,
b AP(En(K) \ Ey(k1)) < Creman=2" Han/wa
O
Proof of (2.15). One can exploit the same proof strategy as in Theorem 2.5, with 7y, ,, replaced by

n,i:n and (2.6) replaced by (2.13).
O

Proof of (2.16). By Lemma 6.1 in [20] and (2.15), we only need to prove that for every = > 0,

b AP(Gryy, > 0) = PG, > 2)} =0, n— .

It thus suffices to show that as n — oo,
(3.27) b PGl > Giy,) =0,

(3.28) b,;jLIP’(G,;FLn > G;n) — 0.

We begin with proving (3.27). Let i, : Hk(UpePn Brn(uO)(p)) — H(T%) be a map induced by the
inclusion 7 : UpePn B, (uo)(P) = T¢, where Hy(-) represents the kth homology group. By the Nerve
Lemma (see, e.g., Theorem 10.7 of [1]), there exists an isomorphism f. : Hy(C(Py,ry(ug))) —
Hk(UpePn B, (uo)(P))- Now, we can define the map

Ji 1= ix 0 fut Hy(C(Pyyrn(ug))) — Hi(T?).
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Suppose that j, is surjective; that is, Im(j,) = Hy(T%). Then, all the positive critical k-faces will
be eventually terminated by a “matching” negative critical (k + 1)-face, which in turn means that
Gli_n < Glz—l—l n'

For 0 < r; < ry < oo and a subset J C P, with |V| = d+ 1, let A, »,(Y) be the closure of an
annulus By, (c())) \ By, (¢())), i.e., the closed annulus centered at the critical point ¢())). We then
define

Gd,n = Z gd,n(ya Pu; UO)]I{Arn(uo)Arn(uo)(y) §Z U Brn(uo)(p)}’

YCPn, D}|:d+1 PEPn

According to the proof of Lemma 5.7 in [2], as well as Lemma 5.9 therein, one can see that if
Gan = 0, then j, becomes surjective. Combining these observations, it now follows that

b P(G L, > Gryy ) S b P(Gap > 1) < b LE[Gap).
Finally, appealing to the last equation in the proof of Lemma 5.8 in [2],
by LE[Gan) < C*bl;iln(an + ) Lem(anFu0)(A+CY)  orgd—ke=Cran _y o p 5 o0,

as desired.

Next, we focus our attention to (3.28). To estimate the probability in (3.28), we need to refer to
the detailed discussion on the structure of critical k-faces, provided in Section 7 of [3]. Below, we
introduce some additional concepts and notation, which we try to keep as consistent as possible
with those in [3].

Suppose in the sequel that a (k + 1)-point subset ) of P, is in general position. Let II())) be
the unique linear k-plane centered at c¢())) containing ), and S*~! be the unit sphere in I1())
(centered at ¢()))). Denote by 8()) = {01()),...,0k11())} the spherical coordinates of ) in S*~1,
and define 6;(Y) := 0(Y) \ {6:;())}. Let

H) = min (@)
be the scaled distance via p()’), between the center ¢()’) and the nearest (k—1)-face of ). Moreover,
denote by YVouin such a nearest (k — 1)-face of Y from the center ¢()). Now, let :)Z-, i1=1,...,k be
the remaining (k — 1)-faces of ) except for Vinin. We then define

¢2(Y) := min p(Y)~ ! inf |’C(J>min) —Z|
zeIl(Vs)

)

1<i<k

which is the distance scaled by p(Y), between ¢(Vmin) and the nearest (k — 1)-face of Y (except for
Vmin)- Next, let
pQ) = p(V) + [c(Vumin) — cD)];
and
By ) (€(Pmin)) \ B,
(d—

where B(Y) is defined at (3.9). Let H( ) be the 1)-dimensional affine plane containing ¢(Vmin)
and orthogonal to the line through c(Y ) and ¢(Ymin). Given o > 0, define

(3.29) ={yeBY): inf |ly—=2=ap)}.
)

zell

Since II(Vmin) C II(Y), the set (3.29) contains points in B(Y) that are distant at least ap()) from
the plane IT(Vmin)-
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Before proceeding, we define
G,(;fr BL = Z Gir1.0 (Vs Prj uo)]l{)}mm is a positive critical k-face},
YCPn, |Y|=k+2

which is the number of negative critical (k + 1)-faces whose critical values are between r,(ug) and
R,,, so that Ynin forms a positive critical k-face. Because of equ. (7.11) in [3], it holds that

4
Gk—i—ln_ k—i—ln E: k—i—ln’

where GI,(CJ)rl above are defined respectively as
G,(:JZL” = Z Jrr 10V Priuo) L{$1(Y) > &1},
YCPn, |Y|=k+2
a? - P oup)l < <
k+1n Z ngm(y, ) uO) {¢1(y) S €, ¢2(y) >~ 52}7
YCPn, |V|=k+2
Golin=" > G Priue)1{61(¥) <er, (BO)\ By (V) NPy # 0},
YCPn, |V|=k+2
Glin= Y G Puiu)L{e1(Y) <1, 62(Y) > e2, Bo, (V) NP # 0},
YCPnr, |YI=k+2
with

2 log(an +uo)
Dk72 an + Ug

—4 2/3
;g9 = (log(an +uo)) 5 €3 —El/

€1 =

(Dg,2 is a positive constant introduced in the proof of Lemma 5.6 in [3]). Although ¢; and €3 above
are defined analogously to equ. (7.12) in [3], the definition of e5 is different from equ. (7.12) of [3].
Furthermore, define

Glin= Y g Puiu) e (V) < 1, p(Y) > ma(uo), p(Pmin) < Tnluo) }-
YCPn, |Y|=k+2
From the discussion in Part I of the proof of Proposition 7.1 in [3], it is known that G,(;J)rl , =0
for i =1,...,5 implies that Glg +’1+ ) < GJr In conclusion, one can see that
4
b (G];-i-l n > Gk n) < bk n]P(Z Gk—i—l n + Gl(c—i-l 7)7, > Gl—;n)
i=1
( - (4)
-1 -+ 7
< bk,nP<Gk+l n > G—I:n’ Z Gk+l n ) + bk nP<Z Gk—i—l,n > 1)
i=1
- (@)
Z Gk-‘rl n

From this analysis, it is enough to show that for every i € {1,...,5},

(3.30) b,;hE[G,(ﬁrln] — 0, asn— oo.
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The proof of (3.30) is highly related to Lemmas 7.9-7.13 in [3]. First, by replacing “A” in [3] with
an + ug, the proof of Lemma 7.9 in [3] ensures that

bnEICH

k+1, nl < C*bﬁn(an + Uo) e~ (antuo) < C*a,, V50, n— .

Subsequently, proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 7.10 in [3],

[Gl(f-i)-l ol < Ot n(an + uo)ke_(“”“‘)){ L fa(er & 62)}

V1—e? €12

€1€ e1(e €
SC*an{ 1€12 I 1(e1 + 2)}7

V1—¢? €12

where €12 := (log(an+up)) 2. Since ey — 0 and £1/e2 — 0 as n — oo, one can see that b nE[G
< C*(log an)_l — 0 as n — oo. Next, it follows from the proof of Lemma 7.11 in [3] that

3
[Gl(f-l)-l n

(2) ]
k+1,n
| < C*b,;,llagn(an + up)F e (@ntu0) < C*(log a,)¥2a; 2 = 0, n — .
Furthermore, by the proof of Lemma 7.12 in (3],

b,;,;E[G(‘*)

-1 _—d k _—(ar 1+C*
e ] <C*bk,n€0 e1nlan + up)e (an+uo)(1+Ce0)

where ¢ = (a, + 1) ~>/*. Thus, we have
by nE[GngZ1 ] < C*a2¥*(log ay)e " al 0, n— oo.
Finally, the proof of Lemma 7.13 in [3] concludes that as n — oo,

by LEIGY), 1< O hein(an + ug) e @) {2 (ay + ug) + o(e(an + uo)) }
< C’*b,;he‘i’n(an + ug) e (@ntuw0) < C*(log ay)?a;t — 0.
Now, (3.30) has been established. O

Proof of (2.14). Analogously to (2.12), we define the process (n,(f:r))nzl by dropping the locational
coordinate ¢()) from (2.11). Note that by continuous mapping theorem, the restricted process
(U;gt{r))nzl satisfies M convergence analogous to (2.13) with the limit measure )\,(:) defined at

(2.14). Define F = Fy, Hy.e, e, as in (3.2), for which the domain of F is restricted to M, ((—o0, oc]).
Then, to complete the proof, we need to show that

(3.31) bp LELF (] — E[F (S 7),)]| — 0.
Again the compact support of Hy on (—oo, 00| gives us ug € R such that
supp(Hy) |_Jsupp(Ha) C [up, oc].

From (2.15) and (2.16), we have b, ]P’(Gljn(uo) > 2) — 0 and b, n]P’(G/LH_1 L(ug) > 2) = 0 as
n — oco. Because of 0 < F' < 1, (3. 27) (3. 28) one can obtain (3.31) if we show that

(3.32) b B[ F(") — P )G, (u0) = Gy (u0) = 1}] =0, n— .
Fix § > 0. Again from (2.15) and (2.16), we can choose u; > ug so large that
im b L P(G; >1) < >1) <
7}1—{%0 by o P(Gy (u1) 2 1) <6, and hm bk nIE"(G/LH_1 (up) > 1) <.
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Define An = {Gkn(uo) G];+l,n(u0) = 17 G]:n(ul) =Gy

k+1,n(ul) = 0}; then, (3.32) follows if we
can show that

(3.33) lim by LE[[FmT) = PO, =0,

Observing that
2
[FOD) = Pl <23 1l (He) = 0y, (Ho)l,
=1
(3.33) is implied by

lim b, LE[ngh" (He) — 0, (HoLa,] =0,

for each £ =1, 2.
Fix ¢ € {1,2}. If A, holds, we may assume, without loss of generality, that H, is supported on

[ug, u1]. Moreover, under A,,, there exist random variables X,,, X/ € [ug, u1] such that n(+ r)(H 0) =

Hy(X,) and n,(ngl)n(Hg) = Hy(X]). Since Hy is uniformly continuous on [ug,u1], for every § > 0,

there exists dy > 0 such that |H(X,,) — Hy(X},)| < § whenever | X, — X},| < §. Applying the above
observations,

LE [0t (He) = ni D (o)l La, ] < 06 LP(AR) + CTb LP(4, 1 {] X — X)) > 80}

By (2.15),
lim sup by 'P(A,) <6 lim by ]P’(Gli'n(uo) > 1) = dDpe 0.

n—0o0 n—voo Fom

As § > 0 is arbitrary, it now remains to show that for any dg > 0,
. —1
nh_)rrgo bk’n]P’(An N {|Xn - X/ > 50}) =

Let &y > 0 be fixed. For the proof, let us partition [ug, u1) = Ui~ [vi, vit1) such that |vi41 —v;| < g
forall e € {1,...,m}. For 1 <i <m, set

Gl—:n(z) = Gzn(vl) - Gl—:n(vi"l‘l)? a‘nd Glz—l—l n( ) Gl;—l—l n( ) - Gl;—l—l,n(vi"l‘l)'
By construction, one can see that
A {|Xp X|>50}CU{G (i) # G (D}
i=1

Indeed, if | X,, — X,| > 0o under A,,, then X,, and X/, must fall into distinct subsets of the partition.
Since m is finite, it suffices to demonstrate that for all 1 < ¢ < m, as n — oo,

b’;iP(G—kﬁn(Z) 7& Glz-i-l,n(i)) — 0.

This is however a direct consequence of (3.27) and (3.28) by restricting the state space properly. [J
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