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HYPERUNIFORMITY OF RANDOM MEASURES ON EUCLIDEAN
AND HYPERBOLIC SPACES

MICHAEL BJORKLUND AND MATTIAS BYLEHN

ABSTRACT. We investigate lower asymptotic bounds of number variances for invariant
locally square-integrable random measures on Euclidean and real hyperbolic spaces. In
the Euclidean case we show that there are subsequences of radii for which the number
variance grows at least as fast as the volume of the boundary of Euclidean balls, gener-
alizing a classical result of Beck. With regards to real hyperbolic spaces we prove that
random measures are never geometrically hyperuniform and if the random measure ad-
mits non-trivial complementary series diffraction, then it is hyperfluctuating. Moreover,
we define spectral hyperuniformity and stealth of random measures on real hyperbolic
spaces in terms of vanishing of the complementary series diffraction and sub-Poissonian
decay of the principal series diffraction around the Harish-Chandra Z-function.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the field of statistical mechanics for low-temperature states of matter, the notion of
hyperuniformity, or superhomogeneity, as introduced by Stillinger and Torquato in the
seminal paper [21] in 2003, quantifies long-range order of an invariant point process in
terms of the degree of suppression of large-scale density fluctuations. Equivalently, hy-
peruniformity is characterized by the suppression of small frequencies in the diffraction
picture. Hyperuniformity and the associated number variances of invariant point processes
have been studied extensively in Euclidean spaces, examples including invariant random
lattice shifts, i.i.d. perturbations of such, certain determinantal point processes, most
mathematical quasicrystals and more. See [20] for an extensive survey and [§] for details
on mathematical quasicrystals.

In this article we investigate lower asymptotic bounds of number variances, i.e. the vari-
ance of the measure of asymptotically large balls, for invariant locally square-integrable
random measures on Euclidean and real hyperbolic spaces. We prove for general invariant
locally square-integrable random measures on Euclidean space that there are unbounded
sequences of centered Euclidean balls such that the number variance grows at least as fast
as the volume of the boundary of the balls, extending a Theorem of Beck in the case of a
locally finite point set [5, Theorem 2A]. Our methods are Fourier theoretic and utilizes the
diffraction measure of a random measure, generalizing the notion of the structure factor
of a point process.

As for random measures on real hyperbolic space, we investigate contending notions of
hyperuniformity. This is also done in terms of the diffraction measure associated to such
a random measure, which for hyperbolic spaces (and more generally, commutative spaces)
is defined using the available spherical transform, generalising the Hankel transform in
Euclidean space. We show that, contrary to the Euclidean setting, the large-scale number
variance of a random measure on real hyperbolic space grows at least as fast as the
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volume of large metric balls along some unbounded sequence of metric balls. Nevertheless,
we are able to define a notion of spectral hyperuniformity on the principal part of the
relevant frequency domain that is distinctly different from measuring large-scale density
fluctuations. Instead, our definition favours the property of having suppressed ”small
scale” frequency fluctuations to characterize hyperuniformity.

1.1. Random measures

Let X denote the space R™ with the action of translations or real hyperbolic space H"
with the action of orientation-preserving isometries. By a random measure on X we mean
a probability measure p on the cone .#, (X) of positive locally finite measures on X,
which can be thought of as the law of a .Z, (X)-valued random variable. One usually
studies such random measures in terms of linear statistics Sf : .#4+(X) — C associated
to bounded measurable functions f : X — C with bounded support, given by

Sf(p) = /X f(z)dp(z)

Given an invariant locally square-integrable random measure p on X, we denote by NV, :
R>0 — R>q the number variance with respect to p,

NV, (r) = Var,(Sxs,) = / p(Br) =, Volx (B,)[*du(p) (1.1)
M1 (X)

where B, = B;(0) is the metric ball of radius » > 0 centered at a fixed reference point

o € X and ¢, > 0 is the intensity of 4, i.e. the mean measure of a unit volume Borel set.

More generally, one can consider variances of the form Var(Sy,p) for r > 0, where B C X

is any bounded Borel set with positive measure and rB is the r-neighbourhood of B with

respect to the metric on X. We will in this paper only consider metric balls B,.

1.2. Number variances and diffraction measures in R"

A uniform upper bound on the number variance of a random measure p on R” is obtained
from an application of the mean ergodic theorem, yielding

imsup ———=-3

Fr o Volgn (Br)?
We provide a general lower bound of the number variance for maximizing sequences of
radii, extending a celebrated result of Beck [5, Theorem 2A].

=0.

Theorem 1.1. Let p be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on R™.
Then

N
lim sup Vu(R)

———>0. 1.2
R—+oo Voln,_1(0BR) (1.2)

Remark 1.2. The question of whether there is a uniform lower bound on this quotient
for a given random measure p is in general unclear. In Subsections [5.2] and [5.3] however,
we show that the randomly shifted standard lattice in R® satisfies

NV,.,5 (R)

liminf ————= =0. 1.
A Vol (o)~ -
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The proof of Theorem relies on a spectral formulation of the number variances. More
precisely, the diffraction measure 7, of an invariant locally square-integrable random mea-
sure y is the unique positive Radon measure on R" satisfying

Covu(Sf1,Sf2) = | FUOL(EdE)

for all bounded measurable functions fi, fo on R™ with bounded support, where fdenotes
the Fourier transform of f. In particular, one computes the number variance to be

d
NV, (r) = (21)" /J (rli])? ﬁg‘(n),

where J,, /5 denotes a Bessel function of the first kind. Classical asymptotic expansions of
such Bessel functions allow for a proof of Theorem [T.1]

1.3. Hyperuniformity and stealth in R"

An invariant locally square-integrable random measure y on R" is geometrically hyperuni-
form if

NV,.(R)

lzl%rgigg Vol (Br)

The volume term in the denominator coincides with the variance of the invariant Poisson

point process on R™ with unit intensity, and one can interpret a hyperuniform random

measure 4 as having ”sub-Poissonian mass fluctuations”. If the above upper limit is

infinite, the random measure is hyperfluctuating. In [8], the first author and Hartnick

prove that a random measure p is geometrically hyperuniform if and only if it is spectrally
hyperuniform, meaning that

=0.

Nu(B:(0
S ACX())
o2 Vol (B-(0))
The denominator here can be interpreted as the diffraction measure of the invariant Poisson
point process in R™ with unit intensity.

=0.

A particularly rigid class of hyperuniform invariant random measures p are stealthy ran-
dom measures, meaning random measures for which the diffraction measure 7),, vanishes
in a neighbourhood of the origin in R"™. Examples include invariant random shifts of lat-
tices, and in upcoming work with A. Fish we will provide new families of stealthy random
measures and point processes on R".

1.4. Number variances and diffraction measures for real hyperbolic spaces

For n-dimensional real hyperbolic space H" = SO°(1,n)/SO(n), we consider locally square-
integrable random measures p that are invariant under the action of the orientation-
preserving isometry group SO°(1,n) in analogy with isotropic (i.e. translation and rotation
invariant) random measures on R".

On H", there is a well-behaved generalization of the Fourier transform, the spherical
transform, available for bi-SO(n)-invariant functions ¢ : SO°(1,n) — C. It is given by

20N = / o)™ (g)dg
SO°(1,n)
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where dg denotes a fixed Haar measure and w/(\n) are SO(n)-spherical functions for SO°(1,n),
that is, the bi-SO(n)-invariant functions on SO°(1,n) given by

1

" Q%F n . . d(g.0,0) nos
wg\ )(g) = \/7?F(”(;1)) sinh(d(g.0, 0))? /0 (cosh(d(g.0,0)) — cosh(s)) 2 cos(As)ds,

where d denotes the hyperbolic metric. With respect to the spherical transform, the
diffraction measure of an invariant locally square-integrable random measure p is a pair
of measures defined by the equation

00 n-1
Covy(Se1.Se2) = [ BWENEPN + [ 7 NN,

We refer to the measures ﬁl(tp) on (0,400) and ﬁl(f) on [0, "T_l) as the principal- and
complementary diffraction measure respectively. We leave out A = 0 corresponding to the
Harish-Chandra Z-function wg from the support of the principal diffraction measure for
reasons that will become clear from our results. The existence and uniqueness of such
diffraction measures can be seen as part of important work by Krein, Gelfand-Vilenkin
and later by Bopp in [9, Part II, Theorem 3].

Remark 1.3. Diffraction measures can more generally be defined for random measures on
a large class of commutative spaces X = G /K with K compact, which includes higher rank
symmetric spaces, regular trees, Bruhat-Tits buildings and products of such. These are
positive measures on the K-spherical unitary dual GK of the pair (G, K). We investigate
the general framework and prove the existence and uniqueness of diffraction measures in
an upcoming article.

In terms of the diffraction measure, the number variance can be written as

m : on( [T (), 2 T 2 (e
7 1 k) ( /0 w2 (a,) PP (A) + /0 Wi (@) Pdnld (V)

In this picture, it is crucial to understand the asymptotic behaviour of the spherical
functions in order to understand the asymptotics of the number variance.

n

NV, (r) =

Also, the asymptotics of the number variance of a random measure p depends significantly
on whether the complementary diffraction measure is trivial or not.

A first naive definition of geometric hyperuniformity of a random measure p on H" is to
require that

NV, (R)
lim sup ————"—
R—+o0 Volun (BR)
However, since SO°(1,n) is non-amenable then Vol(0Br) =< Volgn(Br) as R — +oo,
so it is a priori unclear whether this definition admits examples or not. We prove that
no random measures on H" are geometrically hyperuniform in the following hyperbolic
analogue of Theorem

=0.

Theorem 1.4. Let p be a locally square-integrable invariant random measure on H".

Then
NV,(R)
limsup ——"— > 0. 1.4
Fr o Volgn (Bp) 4

Moreover,



(1) if ﬁﬁc)({o}) > 0, then

. NV.(R)
liminf ———2Y g 1.
A ol (Br) (1.5)

(2) ifﬁ&c)([(S”T_l, 2=1)) > 0 for some § € (0,1), then

- NV, (R)
1 f———F . 1.
R Vot (B0~ -

For the special case of a randomly shifted lattice orbit in H", Theorem implies that
there is a sequence of radii such that the number variance grows at least as fast as the
hyperbolic volume of large metric balls. Moreover, when the complementary diffraction
measure is non-trivial, the random measure is hyperfluctuating in analogy with the Eu-
clidean terminology.

There are related works to the above result: In [12, Theorem 2], Hill and Parnovski derive
explicit asymptotics of the number variance for randomly shifted lattice orbits in H".
Theorem implies that the error term in their result is sharp. In |16, Theorem 2], Magyar
provides a positive lower bound on the L°°-norm of the discrepancy of infinite point sets
over balls in H" that is proportional to the volume of the ball. For number variances (the
L?-norm of the discrepancy), we expect that there are examples of translation bounded
point processes u in H™ for which

. NV.(R)
lminf —— "
A ol (Br)

1.5. Hyperuniformity in real hyperbolic space

In light of Theorem there is no canonical ” geometric” definition of hyperuniformity of
a random measure p on H". We instead formulate a notion of spectral hyperuniformity in
terms of the diffraction measure of p that is distinctly different from the geometric one.

Definition 1.5. An invariant locally square-integrable random measure on H" is spectrally
hyperuniform if 77’\(;) =0 and

~(p)
lim sup M =0.

e—07F g
The denominator € is asymptotic to the diffraction measure of the interval (0, ] for the
unit intensity invariant Poisson point process as ¢ — 07, so this definition of hyperuni-
formity is in that way consistent with spectral hyperuniformity on R”. It is worth noting
that, with respect to this definition, it is no longer the case that all invariant randomly
shifted lattice orbits are spectrally hyperuniform as there are lattices that admit comple-
mentary spectrum, even co-compact ones, see for example [13, Section 1.2, Eq.B]. With
this notion of hyperuniformity in mind, we define what it means for a random measure to
be stealthy.

Definition 1.6. An invariant locally square-integrable random measure on H" is stealthy
if ﬁff) = 0 and there is a A\, > 0 such that ﬁﬁp)((O, o)) = 0.

Stealthy random measures are spectrally hyperuniform. In [13, Section 1.2, Eq.B], Jenni
constructs a lattice I' < SLa(R) = SO°(1, 2) that does not admit complementary spectrum
nor principal spectrum around A = 0 in the sense that the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of
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the Laplace operator on I'\H? is strictly larger than 1/4. The eigenvalue 1/4 corresponds
to A = 0, so the resulting invariant random lattice orbit of I in H? is stealthy, and in
particular spectrally hyperuniform.

The lack of other examples of spectrally hyperuniform point processes and random mea-
sures in H" is however quite severe. In an upcoming article we will prove that determi-
nantal point processes in H" (and more generally in any commutative space associated
with a non-amenable Gelfand pair) are not spectrally hyperuniform, in contrast to the
Euclidean case where determinantal point processes associated to kernels which define
orthogonal projections in L?(R") are always hyperuniform. Here we show that locally
square-integrable i.i.d. perturbations of an invariant random lattice orbit in H"™ are not
hyperuniform. We note the apparent contrast to the setting in R™, where i.i.d. pertur-
bations of an invariant random lattice are always locally square-integrable and always
preserves hyperuniformity, see [1, Appendix B] and Proposition The following Propo-
sition is proved in Section

Proposition 1.7. Let T' < SO°(1,n) be a lattice and dv(g) = [(g)dg for some positive
measurable bi-SO(n)-invariant function B with [ B(g)dg =1 such that

B(g) < Ce~An—1te)d(g.00)

for all g € G and some C > 0,e > 0. Then the invariant random lattice orbit of I' in H"
with independent v-distributed perturbations is locally square-integrable and not spectrally
hyperuniform.

Remark 1.8 (Heat kernel hyperuniformity in Euclidean and hyperbolic spaces). In future
work, we will prove that spectral hyperuniformity is equivalent to what we refer to as heat
kernel hyperuniformity. Denote the heat kernel by h-(x), 7 > 0, the fundamental solution
of the heat operator 0, — A in the respective geometries. In R™, we define y to be heat
kernel hyperuniform if
limsup 72 Var,(Sh,) =0,
T—+00
and similarly in H", if
. 3 (n-1)?
limsup 72e¢ 2 " Var,(Sh,) =0.
T—+00
One perk of this formulation is that the smoothness of A, allows us to extend the notion
of hyperuniformity to invariant random distributions on these spaces as well, for which we
expect that one can construct hyperuniform and stealthy examples. Moreover, by uniform
estimates of the heat kernel due to Anker and Ostellari in [3], one should be able to
formulate heat kernel hyperunifomity for a large class of non-compact symmetric spaces.
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2. RANDOM MEASURES ON HOMOGENEOUS SPACES

We introduce invariant locally square-integrable random measures and their autocorrela-
tion measures. The constructions work for a large family of proper homogeneous metric
spaces, but we will only apply them to Fuclidean and hyperbolic spaces in the subsequent
sections.

In Subsection we set up the metric spaces over which we will consider random mea-
sures. We proceed by defining invariant locally square-integrable random measures, related
objects and provide examples in Subsection In Subsection we define the autocor-
relation measure of an invariant locally square-integrable random measure and compute
it for the examples given in the previous subsection.

2.1. Homogeneous metric spaces

Let (X,d) be a proper non-compact metric space and fix a point 0 € X. Suppose that
there is a closed and unimodular subgroup G of the isometry group Isom(X,d) whose
action on X is transitive. The action of g € G on = € X will be denoted by g.z. If we
denote the G-stabilizer of the point o by K then the orbit map 7 : G — X, g — g.0,
descends to a bijection G/K — X. We will assume that K is compact.

We will frequently make use of the fact that there is a Borel measurable section ¢ : X — G
of the orbit map 7, that is, a Borel measurable map such that ¢(z).0 = x for all x € X and
such that ¢(B) C G is pre-compact for every bounded Borel set B C X, see [15, Lemma
1.1]. One shows that such a section satisfies the ¢(g.0) € gK for all g € G. For Euclidean
and real hyperbolic spaces, we will construct continuous sections.

Fix a Haar measure mg on G and define a positive G-invariant measure myx on X as the
push-forward of m¢g along 7. Explicitly,

mx(B) =ma({g € G:g.0€ B}) (2.1)
for all bounded Borel sets B C X. Since the orbit map 7 : G — X is proper, mx defines a
positive Radon measure on X. Also, since the Haar measure mg is unique up to scaling,

then the measure myx is unique up to scaling. We will moreover denote by my the unique
Haar probability measure on K.



On the level of functions, if M is a measurable space we denote by .Z°°(M) the vector
space of bounded measurable complex valued functions on M. With regards to the proper
metric space X, we denote by Z5°,(X) C .£*°(X) the subspace of functions which vanish
outside of a bounded set, or equivalently, vanish outside a compact subset. The Borel
section ¢ then establishes a bijection between f € £°°;(X) and right- K-invariant functions
o € Looy(G) by f(x) = ¢pf(s(x)) for all z € X. The vector space Z°;(G) defines an
involutive algebra over the complex numbers under the convolution operation

@MM@=L%M*WWMWW,¢W€$%@%

and the involution ¢*(g) = ¢(g71). If 9 € £2,(G) are right-K-invariant then ¢*
is left- K-invariant, and one checks that ¢* % ¢ is bi-K-invariant, so that the subspace
L20(G, K) € £5°,(G) of bi-K-invariant functions defines an involutive subalgebra. We
can moreover identify .4 (G, K) with the subspace 4%, (X)5 C £ (X) of left-K-
invariant functions on X using the section ¢ as mentioned. We say that a function on X
is radial if it is left- K-invariant. More generally, if v, are Radon measures on G with v
finite, their convolution is given by

(vxm)( / / xq(gh)dv(g)dn(h)
for Borel sets Q C G.

2.2. Random measures

Let .4 (X) denote the set of positive locally finite Borel measures on X, endowed with the
smallest o-algebra such that for every f € £°°,(X), the linear statistic Sf : M (X) = C
given by

S1(p /f Jip(z), peMs(X)

is measurable. Then ., (X) is a Polish space when endowed with the vague topology with
respect to the subspace C.(X) C Z55,(X) of compactly supported continuous complex
valued functions on X. By a random measure on X we will mean a probability measure
pwon A+ (X). We say that p is a point process if it is supported on the subspace

M (X) = {p € M1 (X) : supp(p) is locally ﬁnite}
of measures with locally finite support. A point process is simple if it is supported on
MFS(X) = {55 = "6, € M (X):EC X is locally ﬁnite}
TEE
of locally finite measures with unit masses. The action of G on X lifts to an action of G
on .#+(X) by push-forward and leaves the mentioned subspaces invariant. Moreover, an

additional lifting by push-forward yields an action of G on the space of random measures
on X. A random measure y on X is

e invariant if g,pu = p for all g € G.
e locally k-integrable, k € N, if for every bounded Borel set B C X,

/ p(B)*dpu(p) < +oc.
My (X)

In terms of linear statistics, Sxp € L*(.#(X), i) for all bounded Borel B C X.
Note that a locally k-integrable random measure u is locally k’-integrable for every
1<K <k



We will from now on assume that all random measures are invariant and locally square-
integrable, and we will simply refer to them as random measures, if not stated otherwise.

By local square-integrability, the linear statistics Sf, f € £°;(X), have a well-defined
w-expectation

E,(Sf) = /ﬁ o)

H-covariance,

Covp(Sfr, S f2) = Eu(Sfi — Eu(Sf2))(Sa — En(S12))

= E,(SHSFR) ~ Eu(SH)ESF).

and p-variance

Var, (Sf) = Covu(Sf,Sf) = Eu(ISf = Eu(SPP) = Eu(ISFP) — [Eu(SS)I*.
By invariance of j, the linear functional f — E,(Sf) on £%;(X) is G-invariant, and since

myx is the only G-invariant positive Radon measure on X up to scaling there is a unique
scalar ¢, > 0, the intensity of j1, such that

E.(Sf) = vumx(f)-

The p-variance of Sf can thus be written as

Var,(Sf) = Eu(|Sf1%) = cilmx ().
In the case that f = xp, is the indicator function of the metric ball B, centered at o € X,
we arrive at the number variance.

Definition 2.1. Let p be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on X.
The number variance of p is the function NV, : R>g — R>¢ given by

NV, (r) = Var,(Sxa,) .

Example 2.1 (Invariant Poisson point processes). The mx-Poisson point process is the
random measure p on X satisfying

(1) for every bounded Borel set B C X, the linear statistic Sxp is Poisson distributed
with intensity mx (B). In other words, for every non-negative integer j,

w({p e (x) pt8) = i) =AY

(2) for every finite collection By, ..., By of disjoint bounded Borel sets in X, the linear
statistics SxB,, ..., SxBy are p-independent.

One shows that the two conditions above ensure the existence and uniqueness of p up
to equivalence and that p defines a locally square-integrable simple point process [14,
Theorem 3.6 + Prop. 3.2]. Moreover, since mx is G-invariant, p is invariant. We will
write ppoi for the mx-Poisson point process and Varpy; for the associated variance.

Example 2.2 (Random lattice orbits). Let I' < G be a lattice, i.e. a discrete subgroup
such that there is a (necessarily unique) G-invariant probability measure mq,p on G/T.
Since I' is a subgroup it is also uniformly discrete in G in the sense that there is a
(symmetric) open neighbourhood U C G of the identity such that |[I' N gU| < 1 for
all ¢ € G. In particular, if ) C G is compact then a standard covering argument for )
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using left translates of U yields

sup [¢g'N Q| =sup |[I'NgQ| < +o0.
geG geq

We let ', = Stabr(o) = I' N K be the stabilizer of o € X under the action of I', which is
finite since I is discrete and K compact. The map G/T' — .Z 5(X) sending a coset gT’

to the measure
1
Ogr.o = Z Ogy.0 = m Z Ogy.0
L€ /T, ol yer

induces a simple point process pur on X as the pushforward of mg/r via said map, in other
words

/ U(p)dur(p) = / W (8,1.0)dme o (T)
My (X) G/T

for all ¥ € £°°(.#,(X)). This point process will be invariant as m¢ p is a G-invariant
measure and it is locally k-integrable for every k € N as

/ p(B)*dur(p) = / lgT.oN B|kdmg/p(gf) <sup |gT.oN BI* < 400
M (X) G/T 2e

by uniform discreteness of I'. We say that ur is a random lattice orbit in X. In the case
that X = G is a proper metric group then we say that ur is a random lattice.

The description of the probability measure mg/r can be made explicit. A subset Fy C G
is a (left) fundamental domain for I' if it is measurable and

G= U Frvy.
~vel
If FT is pre-compact then we say that I is cocompact. It follows from uniform discreteness
of I' that Q@ N Fry = @ for all but finitely many + € I" whenever Q C G is compact. Given
a fundamental domain Fr of I' in G we define the covolume of T" to be
covol(I') = mq(FT) .
The G-invariant probability measure on G/I" is then given by

mer = COVOl(F)il(ﬂT)*mG|FF ,

where mp : G — G/T is the canonical quotient map. The above definitions can be shown
to be independent of the choice of fundamental domain.

Next we construct new invariant point processes by applying random i.i.d. perturbations
to each point in the lattice orbit.

Example 2.3 (Random perturbed lattice orbits). Let I' < G be a lattice and let v €
Prob(G) a probability measure.

Consider the space Z = G of T'-indexed sequences z = (24)er in G, endowed with the
product topology. The group I' acts on Z by right translation, v.(z/)yer = (24/4)yer and
it also acts on G canonically from the right by g + gy~! for each v € I'. The action of
G x T on G x Z given by (g,7).(z,h) = (ghy~',7.2) for gh € G,y € and z € Z is
well-defined and continuous, and we let Y = (G x Z)/I" be the space of I'-orbits. Explicitly,
each y € Y is of the form

y=(g,2)T ={(97,7.2) € GxG" :yeT}

10



for some g € G, z € G''. On Y we define a G-invariant positive probability measure my
by

my(F) = [ ([ Pllg. 90" () dmeyr(ar)
G/T \JZ
for all F' € £*°(Y), where v®l' is the product probability measure on Z.

To construct a v-perturbed random I'-orbit in X we first define a v-perturbed random
[-orbit in G by considering the measures

‘5(97Z)F = Z 597% :

vel

Lemma 2.2. Let I' < G be a lattice and v € Prob(G). Then
(1) 6g,)r is locally finite mar ® VO _almost everywhere.

(2) If v is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure mg, then d(g,2)r 1S
simple mgr ® VOl _almost everywhere.

Proof. For (1), let Q C G be compact. We want to show that
y®r<{z € Z : vz € @ for infinitely many v € F}) =0.
By the Borel-Cantelli Lemma, it suffices to show that

ZV®F({Z €Z:vyzy € Q}) = Zl/('yle) < +o0,

vyel’ yel’
which follows from a standard covering argument by picking I'-injective open sets Uy, ..., Uy C
G that cover () and using that v is a probability measure.

For (2) it is enough to show that the event viz,, = 722, is a null set in Z with respect
to vl for all 1 # vo. Explicitly, if we set By, 4, = {z € Z : 7124, = 722,} then we
aim to show that v®7(B,, ,,) = 0 for 71 # 2 in T'. Since T is countable it will follow by
o-subadditivity that

I/®F<{Z € Z 1 Y12y, = Y224, for somey; # 72}) < Z v (B, 4,) = 0.
NF72

Using that v®T is a product measure, we get
V®F(Bv1,72) =(re V)({(Zl,@) EGXG:imau = 72Z2})
= (y®1/)({(z1,’yglvlzl) €EGxG:z € G}) .
By Fubini’s Theorem,

V(B ) = /G v({r5 " dv(zn)

so if v is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure mg then v({y, 'y121}) =
0 for all 21 € G and v*1'(B,, »,) = 0. [ |

We now assume that v € Prob(G) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar
measure mg. By Lemma the invariant random measure fr, obtained as the push-
forward of my via the map (g, 2)I' = §(,.)r is an invariant simple point process on G,

11



explicitly given by

[ﬂ+(G)W(q)dﬁr,u(q) = /G - ( /Z W(5(g7z)p)dV®F(z)>de Jr(gT)

for all U € Z*°(#+(G)). In order to construct a locally finite simple v-perturbed random
I'-orbit in X we consider the measures

Pg,2)r = Tr*(s(g,z)l—‘ = Z 5g'yzv.oa
~el

where m : G — X is the orbit map g — g.0. The following Proposition provides conditions
for when these measures are almost everywhere locally finite and simple with respect to
mg/p ® V®F.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that v € Prob(G) is right-K -invariant and absolutely contin-
uous with respect to the Haar measure mg. Moreover, assume that mg(K) = 0. Then the
measures p(y v are locally finite and simple mgr ® VOl _almost everywhere.

Under these assumptions we get an invariant simple point process in X as the push-forward
of uir , along the map #, (G) 3 ¢ — mq € M+ (X).

Definition 2.4 (Random perturbed lattice orbit). Let I' < G be a lattice and v € Prob(G)
a right- K-invariant probability measure absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar
measure mq. The v-perturbed I'-orbit in X = G/K is the simple point process ur, given

by

/ﬂ+(x)\y(p)dur,u(p) = /G - ( /Z \P(p(g,z)p)dyéer(z))de/F(gr)
for all U € £ (A (X)).

Remark 2.5. If K is compact and open in G, for example when X is the homogeneous
p-regular tree and G = PGLy(Q,), K = PGL2(Z,), then mg(K) > 0. In this case there
are lattices I' and probability measures v absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar
measure on G for which the associated random perturbed lattice orbit is not a simple
point process.

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Similarly to the proof of item (2) in Lemma it is enough to
show that v®1'(B,, ,,) = 0, where

By 4 = {z € Z :712y,.0= 'ygzw.o} = {z € Z 22y, € 'ylz%K} .
Using that v®T is a product measure, we get
VO (Byy ) = (v ® V)({(Zl,ZQ) €EGXG vz € 71Z1K})
= (V®I/><{(21,72_1’)/121k) eGxG:21€G, ke K}> )
By Fubini’s Theorem,

V®F<B%ﬁ2) = /GV(*yQ_l'ylle)du(zl).

Now, if v is absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure mq then v(v, 171 21 K)
vanishes for all 2; € G if and only if mg(K) =0, so v®(B,, ,) = 0. [

12



Next we address local square-integrability of ur,, which in the general setting requires
the following conditions on either I' or v.

Lemma 2.6. Let I' < G be a lattice with fundamental domain Fr and v be a right-K -
invariant probability measure on G. If I' is cocompact or the support supp(v) of v is
compact then the random perturbed lattice orbit ur, on X is locally square-integrable.

Proof. Let B C R" be a bounded Borel set. Then by definition of ur ,,

B (90 = [ (20 [ xnlome, o(ann, o @) ) imerio).

Y1,72€l

Note how
1 -1 .
v(v g Q) ify1=97%=2v
XB (97127 -0) X B(gY227,-0)dVET (2) = L L .
/z " " vyl Qv(vy 'aTIQ)  if v #£ e

where Q = 771(B) = ¢(B)K is measurable and pre-compact. Splitting into these two
cases we have that

Bur, (S50 = [ (3 v6707@))dmarD)

~vel

+ / ( > vl Qg 19‘1Q))dma/r(gF) :
G/T i3
The first term can be computed using Fubini and the G-invariance of mgr as

S _ me(Q)
/G (X)) dma(an) = (8 < e

~yel'
We postpone the details of this computation to Example

For the second term, it suffices to show that

Ir, = /G/F (ZV(’V’lg’lQ))Qdmc/r(gF) < 400, (2.2)

yel’
First, if I' is cocompact with fundamental domain Fr then we use Fubini to write

It = oty 22 [ (], xetmbonalamba)ime(a) (i)

If we let Q' = Fo F>1Q, then @’ is measurable and pre-compact in G and xq(g7h) < xq'(vh)
forall g € Fr,h € G,y €T, so

COV;(I‘) /F x@(g11h1)xq(9y2h2)dma(g) < xqr(v1hi)xqr (v2he) - (2.3)

Thus the expression in Equation is bounded by

o< Y [ [ xetumxg eivmin() = (3 vi7'Q))

Y172 yel

which is finite by the same argument as in the proof of item (1) in Lemma

Secondly, if supp(v) is compact and we let Q” = Q supp(v)~!, then Q" is measurable and
pre-compact in G and by the same argument as for Equation we have

/G /G xQ(971h1)xq(gy2h2)dv(hy)dv(ha) < xqr(971)xq7 (972) -

13



This bound along with a standard computation yields

1
Ir, < / xQ"(971)Xxq (972)dma(g
covol(T) FZ @ (971)xgr (912)dma(g)
_ 1 I —1 "
= covol(T Z / X" (971)xq" (9)dma(g) covol Z ma(Q"y; NQ").

Since Q" is pre—compact, the latter series is a sum over ﬁmtely many v € I' and hence
finite. |

We will give more examples of perturbations v for which random perturbed lattice orbits
on real hyperbolic spaces are locally square-integrable in section

2.3. Autocorrelation measures

The autocorrelation measure of a random measure is a signed Radon measure on G that
uniquely determines the p-covariance of linear statistics,

Cov,(Sf1,5f2) = ///[ (X)p(fl)lmdu(ﬁ) —cmx(fmx(f2),  fi,f2 € La(X) .
+

The definition is the following.

Definition 2.7 (Autocorrelation measures). Let b € £5°,(X) be a positive function with
mx(b) = 1. The autocorrelation measure of an invariant locally square-integrable random
measure 4 on X is the bi- K-invariant signed Radon measure 7, on G defined by

() / / / y))b(z)dp(x )dp(y))du(p)—LZ/Gso(g)dmc(g)-
for all ¢ € ciﬂb"rfd(G).

The truncation function b € Z5°,(X) is necessary for the definition as the bivariante
functions (z,y) — ¢(s(z) " *s(y)) do not have bounded support. However, the definition
does not depend on the choice of b by the following Lemma.

Lemma 2.8. The autocorrelation measure 1, of an invariant locally square-integrable
random measure p satisfies

Nu(™ % o) = Cov,(S(pos),S(og))

for all right-K -invariant o, € 50 (G). In particular, the definition of n, is independent
of the choice of b € £5,(X).

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that mg(¢) = mag(y) = 0, so that mag(¢* ) =
ma(¥)mea(e) = 0. Then it suffices to show that

oo = [ ([ ] IR ).

Given this identity, the subspace of functions of the form ¥* % ¢ are enough to uniquely
determine 1), so 77, will be independent of the choice of b.

First, we write

(4" % o) (s(a / D @) p(hs () dma(h)



and using Fubini, we get that

miw oo = [ [ ([ [ TG @) du)ima )

Since hs(x).0 = h.x = ¢(h.x).o for all z € X then ¢ (hs(x)) = ¥(s(h.x)) and ¢(hs(y)) =
y)) by right- K-invariance. Thus

//wm» <mm@mmmjé4wmmm@mh%wWMme

and by the G-invariance of u, we see that

miw oo = [ [ ([ [ Tt 2)ipte)ipty) autprameth)
[, L e deWMWWMWMMMW@

=) [ ([ [ ISR ) duo).

Since b € £55,(X) was assumed to satisfy mx(b) = 1 then we are done. [

Example 2.4 (Autocorrelation of the invariant Poisson point process). Let f = Z;V:1 ajXB;
be a simple function for disjoint and bounded Borel sets By, ..., By in X. Since the lin-
ear statistics Sxp,, ..., SxBy are Poisson distributed and independent, the variance of the
linear statistic .S f with respect to the invariant Poisson point process ppo; is

N
Varpoi(Sf) = Z Z a;@;Covpei(SxB,, SxB;) = Y _ |a;|*Varpei(Sx ;)

=1 j=1 7=1
—EZMA%Uf /ﬁf P ().
The latter can be rewritten as [y | f(z)]?dmx(x) = [ |pf(9)?dma(g) = (¢} * ¢y)(e), so

that

Varpoi(Sf) = de(¢} * y) -
This identity extends to every f € £5°,(X) and by polarization we find that the auto-
correlation measure of the m x-Poisson point process is 1p,; = de as a linear functional on
Z2°,(G, K). In particular, the number variance of the process is

NVPoi(R) = /X |XBR(x)|2de(x) = VOIX(BR) :

Example 2.5 (Intensity and autocorrelation of a random lattice orbit). Using the explicit
description for the probability measure mg,r from Example we now compute the
autocorrelation nr := 7,.. The expectation of linear statistics can be computed using a
fundamental domain Fr C G of T to be

Eur (Sf) = [To| ™ covol(D) e (¢y)
for every f € Z50,(X), where ¢f(g) = f(g.0). In particular, the intensity is ¢p := ¢y =
IT,|~tcovol(I')~. The second correlation is computed in a similar way to be

By (S15T2) = ITo| Zeovol(T 12/ﬁm ) Fa(g-0)dma(g)

vyer
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= [T "%ecovol(T) ™) (¢}, * ¢7,)(7)
~yel

for all fi, fo € Z55,(X). With this the autocorrelation measure can be identified as
1 1
IS SRS S e Dima(o)[)
"7F(<P *30) ‘F ‘COVO]( )<‘F0’ ;(SO *(P)(’Y) |F ‘COVO] ’/ mG
for all right- K-invariant ¢ € Z55,(G). In shorter notation,

() = o (oee) - uma() (2.4)

for all bi-K-invariant functions ¢ € £°°, (G, K).

Example 2.6 (Intensity and autocorrelation of a random perturbed lattice orbit). Let G
be such that mg(K) =0, I' < G a lattice and v € Prob(G) a right- K-invariant measure
on G absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure mg. The expected value
of a linear statistic Sf, f € Z50,(X), with respect to the random perturbed lattice orbit
pr,, can be computed using the I'-invariance of v®l" and the same computation as for the
random lattice orbit. Fubini yields

Eur, (Sf) = /G/F /Zf gY2y-0 (z)>dmc/r(gf)
:/G/FZ /f fyhodu(h))dmg/p(gf)

yel’
/ /G/sz g7h- O)de/r(gf))du(h)

By the computation for the intensity of random lattice orbits and the unimodularity of G
we get

By (50) = s | ([ stonoamato))avin) = “EE.

covol(T")

Thus the intensity of ur, is ¢p, = covol(I' )~!, in particular independent of v.

For the second moment of the process ur,, we assume that I' is cocompact or supp(v) is
compact, so that ur, is locally square-integrable by Lemma [2.6] Using Fubini,

Eur,y(sflsﬁ):/G/F Z /f1 97124,-0) f2(g7224,.0)dv® ())de/F(gF)-

Y1,72€l
Note how

— (s, xv)(g97) ifyp=9=7v
: 0)dv®" -
/Zfl (97127,-0) f2(g7224,-0) () = {(Sf’fl * 0)(g71) (e x0)(972)  if 71 # 72,

where ¢r(g) = f(g.0) as before and v is the left- K-invariant probability measure on G
defined by 7(Q) = v(Q~1) for Borel sets Q@ C G. From this we get that

Bur, (5555 = [ (3 (on » Mmoo Jdme e (oT)

MF72
[ (X enps <0l dmeyr(ar)
G/r N
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— /G/F( Z (e *ﬁ)(g%)W)dmc/r(gr)

~v1,72€l

_ /G - (Z(% * f/)(m)m) dmer(gT)

vyel

N /G B (S (enws * )97 ) dmgr(aT)

yel’
From the computations made for the random lattice orbits,

/G/F( > (@fl*ﬁ)(g%)m)dmg/r(gr):

~1,72€l

1 . )
=) (v}, x o *0)(7),

covol(T") =

/G " (;(% * 1) (gv)m) dmer(gT) =

1

= oo (e # D) Pa)dmalo).

and by unimodularity of G,

1
L (s e o) ameeon) = s [ e, = Maamato

yel
= oo . (L entamzrlamiime(a))avin

covol(T")

S /G o1 (9)n@)dme(g).

covol(T")

Thus
1 i} )
o (o e+ ()

yel

EMF,V (Sf157f2> =

_ /G (o1 * 7)(9)(2s, * ) (9)dme(g)
+ /G wfl(g)sofz(g)dmc(g))»

so the autocorrelation measure nr, of pur, is

nr,u(so*w)z#(Z(V*sO*w*v /!so*v )[?dme(g)

covol(T)
/ (g ’de covol ‘ / g)dme(g >
= IFo\QVarup(S((SO*V)O€)+Covol( )" (mG(le ) —ma(|p*7]%)) .

In short hand notation, considering the autocorrelation measure as a functional on the
sub-algebra £°,(G, K) of bi-K-invariant functions on G, we have

e = |Tol* 0% mp * v + (6 — % V),

1
covol(T")
where 7p is the random lattice orbit autocorrelation of I' from equation 2.4} In particular,
it v = mg then nr ., = nr.
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3. EUCLIDEAN HARMONIC ANALYSIS

In Subsection 3.2 we introduce the Fourier transform and compute the Fourier transform of
the indicator function on a centered Euclidean ball in terms of Bessel functions of the first
kind. An asymptotic expansion and an integral formula for the relevant Bessel functions
are surveyed in Subsection [3.3]

3.1. Euclidean space

Let n € N and consider R" with the metric induced by the Euclidean norm ||-|| and the
origin o € R™ as a reference point. For r > 0 we let B, denote the Euclidean ball centered
at 0. We will write dr = dmpgn(x) for the Lebesgue measure on R™. If we denote by
0n_1 the canonical surface measure on the (n — 1)-dimensional unit sphere S*~! with
mass 0,1 (S""1) = 272 /T'(n/2), then integration against the Lebesgue measure can be
written as

man(f)= [ [ ot e g @),

With this measure we have that Volgn (B,) = 77”/21“(% + 1)~ 1pm,

We consider the transitive action of R™ on itself by translation and emphasize that invari-
ance of a random measure p on R” refers to invariance under this action, which corresponds
to G =R"™ and K = {0} in the setting of the previous section.

3.2. The Fourier transform on R"

We take the Fourier transform of a function f € 255 (R") to mean the function f €
Co(R™) given by

~

O = [ fl@e ™ de.
Rn

In particular, fl = ]?2 if and only if fi = fo Lebesgue almost everywhere. The classical
Plancherel formula reads as

| f@pde=en [ ok,

In particular, the Fourier transform extends to a unitary map
L*(R") — L*(R", (2rr) " "df).

Example 3.1 (Fourier transform of the indicator function on centered Euclidean balls).
Let us compute the spherical transform of the indicator function xp,. Since xp, is radial,
averaging over the unit sphere S"~! C R” yields

n

~ 2m2 n
6.9 = 1) ], i) de

where

T2 :

) (2) = (3) / 1) g ().
27’[‘5 Sn—1

These are the SO(n)-spherical functions of the Euclidean group SO(n) x R™ of rotations

and translations, and they can be expressed in terms of Bessel functions of the first kind,

217aza 1 oo L 1
Jo(2) = ———— [ (1—5%)""2cos(zs)ds, a,z€C, Re(a) > —=.
2l (a+ 3) Jo 2
The following formulas can be derived from [18, Lemma 4.13 + Theorem 4.15, p. 170-171].
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Lemma 3.1. Let £ € R and x € R". Then

(n) 2" (%) . 0/ T \%
w _771 &l and X, (&)= 2m)2 =) Ja(r||&]])-
() = o Tz el © = n# ()" 30l

In particular, the Fourier transform satisfies the homogeneity Yp.(§) = r"Xp,(r§) as

expected, and Y g, (0) = Volgn (B;).

3.3. Some properties of Bessel functions

A crucial tool for the following sections will be a first order asymptotic approximation of

(n)

the (half-)integer Bessel functions J%, and hence for the spherical functions w, .

Lemma 3.2 ([22], p.199). Let a > —1/2 and let ¢po = (2 + 1)w/4. As t — +oo, the
Bessel function J,(t) admits the asymptotic expansion

2\1/2 = (—1)7 Ay, — (—1)7Agj11
Jo(t) ~ (E) (cos(t — ¢a) Z 71523 —sin(t — ¢q) Z 7S, ) ,
j=0 j=0
where
D(a+j+3 :
Aj = '.( 3.2)1 , JEZL>o.
20§10 —j + 3)

In particular, there is a constant ko > 0 such that

2 \1/2 ke
= — < — >
Ju(t) (m) cos(t = da)| < 5% Ve 1.

Corollary 3.3. Let a > 1/2. Then there is a constant Co, > 0 such that
|Jo(t)] < Ca(1+8)7Y2, VE>0.

Proof. 1t 0 <t < 1, then t* < 2(1 +t)~%/2, and we bound .J, from above and below by
21—o¢to¢ 92—«

9l—aza
[Ja(t)] = ! ‘/ ) %cos(ts)ds) < — < — .

72l (a + 4 mel(a+ 1) mel(a+3)(1+t)Y2
If t > 1 then we let Ma(t) = (E)I/Q cos(t — ¢o). We use that t~1/2 < 2(1 4 t)~1/2 for all
t > 1 and Lemma [3.2] to get the bound

211/2 o 1/2 .
a8 < )]+ 1a(t) ~ M0) < (2) 4 e < )t 52((1)+t)+1/2-

To finish the proof, we take
22701

Tard) ()" + ).

Cy = max(

In proving Theorem we will encounter an integral of the following type.

Lemma 3.4. Let « > 1/2 and B > 1. Then for every T > 1 there is a o7 = o7 («a, B) with
or — 0 as T — +oo such that

T
/0 187, (1)2dt = (71'1B + 5T)T5
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Proof of Lemmal[34 Let Ma(t) = ()2 cos(t — ¢a), s0 that |Jo(t) — My (t)| < ket ™/

for all t > 1 as in Lemma [3.2] We bound the integral in question from above and below
by

T T
/tﬁMa(t)%zt—/ 1BLI (02 — Ma(0)2dt
0 0
T
g/ 98 T, (t)2dt
0

T T
g/ tﬁMa(t)2dt+/ 9 Ja(t)? — My(t)?|dt .
0 0

First,
T 2 T
/ tﬂMa(t)th:/ t5_1c052(t—¢a)dt
0 ™ Jo
1 T T
— 814t 31 cos(2(t — by))dt
W(/O +/0 cos(2(t — 6u))dt)
1,78 1
_ YT s B—1 _
7T(ﬁ LT /0 $71 cos(2(T's — ga))ds) -

Note that fol 5971 cos(2(T's — ¢o))ds — 0 as T — +oo by the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma.

Secondly, by Lemma [3.2] and Corollary [3.3] we have

C? 2 (02?241
2_ 2 < 2 2 Ha | 2 o X if o<t< .
a()? = Mo(t)*] < 1T + [Ma(Of < 75+ — < 0= i 0<1<1, (31)
[Ja(t)® = Ma(t)?] = |Ja(t) + Mo (t)||Ja(t) — Ma(t)| (3.2)
Ca INY2\ ko _ (Cod kg .
= ((1 +1)1/2 <E> >t3/2 = 12 ift=1, (3:3)

so that

T 1 T
/ 9100 ()% — Mo(t)?|dt = / P Ja(t)? — Ma(t)?|dt +/ P10 (t)? — Mo (t)?|dt
0 0 1

1 T
< (C2+ 1)/ P 1dt 4 (Co + 1)/1(1/ P24t
0 1
C2+1 1 -1
= CVB + (Ca + 1>/€aﬂ s
Note that the right hand side remains finite in the limiting case of 3 = 17. Putting
everything together, we define

T>1.

T 1
5T:T—5/ P T (t)2dt — — |

0 3

so that
T s 2 1 ;
= (= >
/0 187, (t)2dt <7TB+5T>T , T>1

and

T 8 T
ol <7 [ Oa P — e [0 = Ma(e?lae)

T
C2+1 %1 -1
BTB +(Ca+1)liam — 0

1) 1
< —‘ / 7L cos(2(Ts — QSa))ds‘ +
T Jo
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as T — +00. We also note that this limit is preserved in the limiting case 8 = 17. |

4. EUCLIDEAN DIFFRACTION MEASURES

We define the diffraction measure of an invariant locally square-integrable random measure
on R™ and recall a known upper bound for its asymptotic volume growth.

The autocorrelation measure 7, of an invariant locally square-integrable random measure
won R™ is positive-definite in the sense of measures, that is

Mu(f* % f) =0, VfeLRR").
The positive-definiteness of 7, is the crucial property that will allow us to define the
diffraction measure of u. Recall that a Radon measure 7 is tempered if it extends to a
continuous linear functional on the Schwartz space . (R™) of smooth functions f : R" — C
with sub-polynomial decay, that is,

sup (1 + [|z[|)*]0” f (z)| < 400
z€R™
for all @ € Z>o and all multi-indices 8 € Z%,. The following classical result establishes

the existence and uniqueness of a measure-theoretic Fourier transform of positive-definite
measures.

Theorem 4.1 (Bochner-Schwartz). Let n be a positive-definite signed Radon measure on
R™. Then there is a unique positive tempered Radon measure n on R™ such that

~

n(f) = A f(&)dn(&)
for all functions f € . (R™). In particular, n is tempered.
We refer to 1 as the Fourier transform of 1.
Definition 4.2 (Euclidean diffraction measures). The diffraction measure of an invariant

locally square-integrable random measure p on R™ is the unique Fourier transform 7, €
M+ (R™) of the autocorrelation measure 7, on R".

In particular, the p-variance of linear statistics Sf with f € .(R"™) can written in terms
of the diffraction measure as

Var,(S1) = ml s+ ) = [ 1F@Pan ).

The linear span of the functions f* x f € .#(R") are enough to uniquely determine the
autocorrelation measure 7, so the above formula for the p-variance uniquely determines
the diffraction measure 7),. Moreover, one can make use of the mean ergodic theorem to
see that the diffraction measure satisfies 77,({0}) = 0.

We now justify the extension of this formula to all functions f € £S5, (R"), in particular
for indicator functions xp, with r > 0.

Lemma 4.3. Let p be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on R™ and
fe L5 (R). Then

m(s 0= [ IF©PdR©).
In particular, fe LA(R", 7).
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Proof. For every € > 0, let 5. € .#(R") be the function satisfying Be(f) = e~="I€I* for all
& € R™. Setting f. = B.* f € ./ (R™) then a standard argument shows that f. converges to
f Lebesgue-almost everywhere. Since f is measurable and bounded with bounded support,
the convolution f*x* f defines a continuous compactly supported function on R”. It follows
that fZ* f. converges uniformly to f* f. In particular, since 7, is a Radon measure then

Hm 7, (f2 % fo) = nu(f" = f).
e—0t
On the other hand, by definition of 8. and the diffraction measure we have that

-~ _ 92 2 -~ ~
mdf2ef) = [ FOP 1P a6 < [ 1fiePane.
Since e~2¢°l617 ig monotonely increasing as ¢ — 07 with limit 1 then the monotone con-
vergence Theorem tells us that

(S )= lim [ |F(E)Pem> 1 i (¢) = /R NIGIAGE

e—0t Rn

The above Lemma imposes a growth condition on the diffraction measure 7),, which one
can give a more specific description of.

Lemma 4.4 ([6], Proposition 4.9, p.21). Let p be a random measure on R™. Then the
diffraction measure of u satisfies

ﬁu(BL) Lnp Volgn (Br,)
for all sufficiently large L > 0.
Example 4.1 (Poisson diffraction). In Example we computed the variance of linear

statistics for the unit intensity invariant Poisson point process, which in the Euclidean
case reads as

Varpa(SP) = (£ < ) = [ 1f(a)de.

By the Plancherel formula,

Varpa(S5) = [ |f(@)Pde = (20" [ (F(©Pde.

so the diffraction measure of the Poisson process is dipoi(£§) = (27)"d€.

Example 4.2 (Diffraction of a random lattice). Let I' < R™ be a lattice. Then there is
a matrix gr € GL,(R) such that I' = grZ". The covolume of I' can then be written as
covol(I") = det(gr) and the dual lattice of T is the lattice

ri:{geR”:w,@eQwZ vwer}.
The Poisson summation formula states that
Z f0) = covol Z f
~yel

for f € #(R™). By the formula for the autocorrelatlon measure in Example and the
Poisson summation formula,

ne(f) = COV(:)ll(F) wa) B m R f(@)de = covol Z e

yer EGFL\{O}
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for all f € .(R™). Thus the diffraction measure of the random lattice ur is

I
nr_covol(I‘)2 Z O -
ger+\{o}

Example 4.3 (Diffraction of a random perturbed lattice). Since all lattices in Euclidean
spaces are cocompact, random perturbed lattices are locally square-integrable by Lemma
2.6l with a well-defined diffraction measure.

If v € Prob(R"™) we define its Fourier transform v : R™ — C to be

() = / ) e @O dy(x).

Then 7 is a continuous function, but does not necessarily vanish at infinity as in the
absolutely continuous case. Moreover, one computes 7 v = 7|2, With this Fourier
transform in mind and the formula for the autocorrelation of a random perturbed lattice

(T',v) from Example
Nry =Uxnrx v+ (0o — U v) =Uxvsnp +up(dg — U *v)

where ( = covol(T') ™!, the corresponding diffraction measure is

dir ,,(€) = [P(&)Pdiir (€) + (1 = [D(§)) (Q‘ff)n .

Proposition 4.5. Let I' < R" be a lattice and v € Prob(R"™) a probability measure. Then
the perturbed lattice point process ur, s hyperuniform.

Proof. By the formula for the diffraction measure we have

~ ~ ~ lr ~
ialB) = [ POPd© + oo [ 1) Pe.
- (2m)™ Jp.
Note that 7(0) = v(R") = 1, s0 1 —|7(£)|? = o(1) as & — 0. Moreover, since ur is stealthy,
then 7p|p. = 0 for sufficiently small € > 0. Finally, as ¢ — 0 we then have that
~ lr ~ 2 lr n
By=-""T_[ @a- de = T
o) = s [ (= PO = ol

so ur,, is spectrally hyperuniform and hence hyperuniform. |

5. BECK’S THEOREM

We will in this section investigate lower bounds for number variance NV, (r) as R — 400
for invariant locally square-integrable random measures p on R™. In Subsection [5.1] we
refine and prove Theorem [I.1} and in Subsections and we arrive at a proof of
Equation [1.3] Finally, we formulate the contents of Subsection for isotropic random
measures in terms of the associated powder diffraction measure in Subsection

5.1. Proof of Theorem [1.1]

To prove Theorem we will prove a lower bound on the average of the number variance
that is similar to the inequality that Beck and Chen prove in [5, p.4].
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Theorem 5.1. Let p be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on Fu-
clidean space R™. Then there is a constant C = C(n) > 0 such that for every R, > 0,

1 /R / dn, (&) -1
— NV, (r)dr > C R, VR>R,.
R fy NVl ( lel> ks ||€H’”1>

Proof. From Lemma [3.1] we have that

~ n T\ %
5,6 = 2m) () T3 ).
By Lemmawith a =n/2 and 8 = n, there is for every T'> 1 a dp € R with ép — 0

as T'— +oo such that

R N 27\ R b% R||&|l n
| Re@par=S00 [Conrsgtar = i [ e o)
o) /1 .
= H(5H7;)'~_1 <% + 5R||§||)R >0 (5.2)

for every R > R, and every ||| > R, '. Define
1 T
C = (2m)" inf (7 + 5T) = (2m)" inf T°" / " Jn (£)2dt
T>1\7n T>1 0 2
which is positive since

T T
1
/ t"Jn(t)2dt >0 YT >1 and lim T_”/ t"Jn (t)?dt = — >0
0 2 T—+00 0 2 ™

by Lemma [3.4l An application of Fubini provides the lower bound

L[5 [ (5 [ @)

]. /R ~ 2 ~ -1 dﬁ#(&)
> — ) dr)dn,(\) > R*"C
B /||$||>R01 <R 0 Xz (©) > n() lel>rst 1N+

as desired. [ |

Remark 5.2. Since 7), satisfies 7,(Br) <n,, L™ for sufficiently large L > 0 by Lemma

[4.4] then

diju(€) * 7.(Bu) o du
/”§||ZR0_1 ||£”n+1 <n /Ro—l w2 du <p R, /Ro_l 2o R, < +00.

Thus the right hand side in Theorem [5.1] is indeed finite.

Theorem [[.1] now follows form the fact that

NV, (R 1 R i
lim sup Rnﬂfl) > lim sup n/ NV, (r)dr > C/ n”n(i)l >0,
R—+o0 R—+00 0 re €]

which may or may not be infinite.

Before moving on we emphasize that if the diffraction measure vanishes in a neighbourhood
around ¢ = 0, then the limit as R — 400 in Theorem[5.1] can be normalized and computed.

Definition 5.3 (Euclidean stealthy random measures). An invariant locally square-integrable
random measure p on R™ is stealthy if there is a A\, > 0 such that 7,(B,,) = 0.
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Corollary 5.4. Let u be a stealthy random measure on R™. Then
/R NV 2n,ﬂ_n—1/ dﬁﬂ(g) )
R—>+oo R rn- 1 re |IE]I7 T
Proof. Let A\, > 0 such that ﬁ“(B \,) = 0. Similarly to the proof of Theorem we have
NV P Re O
- . 1 = | Tt dr)diu(E)
r lel=ro NS0T

1 (R diu(§)
_ (277)71/ / r T (rl|€])2dr ) Tel8)
I€]1>Xo <R o ) 1€1™
If R > A1, then Lemmawith o= n/2 and § =1 gives us

% [ rasteie? [ s
— T t t —
RH§||2 2 1€l
as R — +o00. By Remark [5.2] we know that fl\€||>>\ €|~ + YR, (€) is finite, so by domi-
nated convergence we see that

| | R 4 () ) 47, (©)
1 n - Jn 2d © — on_n—1 © )
i) /”Q%(R/o Iy rlelar) S = 2w /”g.m G

5.2. Dynamics for the invariant random Z"-lattice

We consider the invariant random Z"-lattice and compute its diffraction measure. We also
provide dynamical results on square roots of natural numbers that will be a key ingredient
in proving the lower limit

lim inf NVosss (R)

R—+o00 R4 =0.

5.2.1. Number variance of the invariant random Z"-lattice

Consider the standard lattice Z™ < R™ and the random lattice puz». Its dual lattice is
(Z™M* = 277", so by Example the diffraction measure 7jz» of the random lattice pzn
is
e (f)= ) f2m)
y€Z"\{0}
for any f € Z55,(R™). In particular, pzn is stealthy. The number variance of the linear
statistic Sx B, can then be written using Example as

NVRéLiTLER) = ijl Z |XBR(2777 RZ n /2 R\[) (5.3)

yeZm\{0}
where 7, (¢) = #{y € Z" : ||y||?> = ¢} is the sum-of-squares function. By Corollary

. Nvun() n,_n—1
R A

Moreover, Remark [5.2] implies that the right hand side is ﬁmte. We now show the slightly
stronger statement that the map R — R*("*l)NV#Zn (R) is uniformly bounded in R > 0.
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Lemma 5.5. Let n > 1. Then the Dirichlet series

> 7n(f)
gs

D(s;rp) =
/=1
is absolutely convergent whenever Re(s) > 5.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that s is real. Rewriting D(s,r,) as a series
over the integer lattice and partitioning into unit annuli, we get

D(s;rn) = Z ||’7||25 Z ( Z M1H2S> '

v€Z™\{0} k=1 k<|vll<k+1

An upper bound is then

(Z"N B B
@srn<z# N Biy1 k)

k23
k=1

The number of lattice points in a ball can be bounded from above and below using a
standard box covering argument,
n/2 n/2

for all sufficiently Iarge k > 1. Thus the number of lattice points in the annulus By1\Bj
is bounded as

#(Z" N Br1\Bg) = #(Z" N Bry1) — #(Z" N By,)
,n.n/2
< m((k + 14 vn)" — (k- ﬁ)") < k"1

for all sufficiently large k > 1, and we extend this to a uniform bound #(Z"NByy1\Bk) <n
k"1 for all k£ > 1. This means that

o0

1
@(S, T'n) <<n ; W .

The latter series is convergent if and only if s > 3. |

Corollary 5.6. The number variance of the invariant random Z"-lattice satisfies
NV, (R) <n, R*!
for all R > 0.

Proof. By Corollary there is a constant C\,/5 > 0 such that Jz(¢) < Cy (1 + t)~1/2
for all ¢t > 0. Thus

NV, (R) = (2 >"R"Z " gy oV

- n(f) (£)
<C? 27r”R"§: - <C? 27?"1R”1§: :
> n/2( ) E"/z(l +27TR\[) /2( ) n+1
By Lemma the right hand 51de is convergent and so we're done. [

Example 5.1 (Vanishing of the number variance for random shifts of Z). When n =1
we have r1(¢) = 2 if £ = m? for some integer m > 1 and 0 else. Moreover, X[_g, g (27m) =
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sin(2w Rm)

m , SO

2 = sin?(2rRm
NV, (R) = 2 Z (mg)
m=1
Thus the number variance is identically zero along the sequence R = 0,1/2,1,3/2,2, ...
of half-integers. In dimension n = 5 we can not find simultaneous zeroes of the Bessel
function Jj /Q(QWR\/Z) for all relevant positive integers ¢, but we will provide a sequence

of radii for which the number variance is asymptotically dominated by R*.

5.2.2. Rational independence of square roots and ergodicity

The support of the diffraction measure 7zn is {27¢ : § € Z"} C R", and in light of
Example [5.1] we will show that one can scale norms ||£1]|, ..., ||{n]| for any finite collection
&1, .., &N € Z" such that they are simultaneously close to the integers. We will make
crucial use of the following is a classical result due to Besicovitch.

Lemma 5.7 ([7], Theorem 2, p.4). Let ¢1,...,0; be distinct positive square-free integers.
Then the roots \/l1, ...,\/l; are linearly independent over Q.

A simultaneous consideration of the fractional parts of such square roots give rise to the
following uniquely ergodic dynamical system.

Lemma 5.8. Let ay,...,a5 € R be linearly independent over Q. Then the translation
action

v+727 — (v+a)+27, a=(ai,..,ay) €R’

on the torus R” /77 is uniquely ergodic with the Lebesgue measure as the invariant measure.
In particular, every orbit of the action is dense.

Proof. Suppose that @ is an invariant probability measure on R”/Z7 with respect to the
prescribed action. It suffices to show that 6 is the Lebesgue measure. By invariance, the
Fourier transform 6 : Z7 — C of 6 satisfies

§(7) = / e—2m<w,m>d9($) — / e—27ri<%m+a>d0(x) _ e—2wi<’y,a>§(,y)
R7 /77 R7 /77

for all v € Z7. This forces 5(7) = 0 for all v # 0, since otherwise there would be a non-

zero «y for which (v, a) € Z, contradicting the assumed Q-linear independence of a, ..., ;.

Thus 6 is the unit mass on 0 € Z” and hence @ is the Lebesgue measure on R”/Z’ by

injectivity of the Fourier transform. |

Corollary 5.9. Let N € N. Then there is a positive sequence Ry — +oo such that
Ri.(1,V2,..,VN)+2ZN — 0+ 2N

as k — +oo in RN /ZN.

Proof. Take distinct positive square-free integers ¢1, ..., £ and finite subsets A1, ..., Ay C N
such that

J
{1L,V2,. N} = | | {kVE k€ A} (5.4)
j=1

By Lemma V11, ...,7/l; are linearly independent over Q, and by Lemma the action
of translation by a = (v/71,...,1/f;) on the torus R’ / 7’ has dense orbits. Thus we may
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take a sequence Ry — +oo such that Ry.a + Z7 — 0+ Z7 in R’ /Z’. It follows by the
decomposition in Equation (5.4) that Rgve+ZN — 0+ ZN forall £ =1,...,N. [ |

5.3. Proof of Equation

From Equation (j5.3|) for the number variance of pzn, we have

NV, (R) B
Rffl - RZ 2mRVI)?.

gn/2

This is uniformly bounded in R > 0 by Corollary .6 so we fix ¢ > 0 and take N > 1 to
be an integer such that

R Z W? Ja(2rRVI)? <e, VR>0.
{=N+1
It remains to find a suitable sequence of radii such that the first N terms of the series
tend to 0. To do this we make use of the approximation Mn (t) = (%)1/2 cos(t — ¢y, /2) of
Jn/2(t) in Lemma along with the bound in Equation (3.1 for R > 1 to find that

RZT" Jx (2w RVE)? <RZT" Mz (2w RV1)?

+ RZ r%) T3 2rRVE)? = My (27 RV1)?|

1
<7

n+1 cos? (2 RV — ¢u)+

Mz

where again ¢,, /5 = "T“w. Fix € > 0 and take R, > 1 such that

2kn Y
2 Zr”(ﬁ) <¢ VYR>R,.
R2 = (2
Then
N
NV, (R) Tn (€ rn
—ha L — (o (RZ LTy (2rRVD’ 4 R Z J3 (2nRVD)?)
=1 (=N+1
o N

) cos? (27RVL— ¢z) +2(2m)"e  VR>R,.

Z

For the case n = 5 we get

Var S
MZs};XBR 232 sm 27TR\[)+647T6 YVR>R,.
By Corollary [5.9 E 9 there is an sequence (Rj)r>1 with Ry — 400 as k — 400 and such that
Rk\/z — 01in ]RN/ZN for every 1 < ¢ < N, hence sin2(Rk\/Z) — 0 for every 1 < £ < N.
This means that

NV, . (R
lim sup M < 6470¢
k—4o00 Rk

and since € > 0 was chosen arbitrarily we are done.
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Remark 5.10. The key feature of dimension n = 5 is that ¢5/, = 37” is an odd multiple of
%, so that cos?(t — ¢5/2) = sin?(t) for all ¢ > 0. Thus the same proof works for dimensions

n=4m+1, m > 0.

5.4. Isotropic random measures on R”

Given a random measure p on R™, one can require invariance under other subgroups
of the Euclidean isometries rather than just translations. The special Euclidean group
G, = K, x R" with K,, = SO(n) is the group of rotations and translations, and contains
the subgroup of translations considered in the previous subsections. Random measures
that are invariant under G, are commonly referred to as isotropic.

Given a translation invariant random measure p on R", one can construct an isotropic ran-
dom measure 1" as the push-forward of p along the K,-averaging map Avg, : 44 (R") —
My (R")En defined by

Avi, (p)(B) = / p(k.B)dmi, (k)

n

for every bounded Borel set B C R", where m, is the Haar probability measure on K,,.
Note however that this specific procedure does not produce isotropic point processes from
translation invariant point processes.

If p is an isotropic and locally square-integrable random measure on R", then the autocor-
relation measure 7, is a bi-K,-invariant measure on G, which canonically descends to a
radial measure on R™. Thus it is uniquely determined by its restriction to the subalgebra

o0 (RM)rad ¢ #42° (R™) of radial functions. On this subalgebra the Fourier transform re-
stricts to what we call the Hankel transform. Given f € };?d(R”)rad, its Hankel transform

is the function f: R>o — C given by
F= | f@e @)z,

where wg\n) are the SO(n)-spherical functions from Lemma
n—2
QTF(%)
= as2
(Allz]]) 2

By construction, f(£) = f(||¢]|) for all £ € R™ and dualizing this to measures, we are able
to define the Hankel transform of a positive-definite Radon measure on R™.

Wi (@) Jaa (M)

Definition 5.11. Let u be an isotropic locally square-integrable random measure on
R™. The powder diffraction measure of p is the Hankel transform 7, € .#,(R>¢) of the
autocorrelation measure 7.

By the existence and uniqueness of the diffraction measure in Theorem 7y exists and
is unique. In particular,

Van(8) = g [ IFORa )

2
for all f € £ (R")**d. With this notation, the lower bound in Theorem is

Lo > diu (M) pn
R/o NVM(r)dTZC(/Ro_l )R, VRZ R,
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for R, > 0 and some C = C(n, R,) > 0. If 4 is in addition stealthy, then the limit formula
in Corollary becomes

1 R N 2n+1 3n_q [’ I foe
lim / V“(lr) dr = ™2 / i (A) .

R Jy = 0

R—+o00 I‘(%) A+l

6. SPHERICAL HARMONIC ANALYSIS ON REAL HYPERBOLIC SPACES

We introduce real hyperbolic spaces, Cartan coordinates and invariant reference measures
in Subsection [6.1]and the spherical functions in Subsection[6.2] We give a careful treatment
of the spherical functions, providing a trigonometric expansion in Subsection [6.3] and as
a consequence some bounds and an asymptotic mean in Subsection [6.4] which are crucial
ingredients in the proof of Theorem Lastly, we survey some properties of the spherical
transform in Subsection [6.5

6.1. Cartan decomposition and invariant reference measures

Consider the bilinear form [z,y] = zoyo — Z1y1 — ... — Tpyys for z,y € R'T™ and the one-
sheeted paraboloid H" = {x € RY" : [z,2] = 1, 29 > 0} with the hyperbolic metric
d(x,y) = arccosh([z,y]). On R*" the group G, = SO°(1,n) of orientation preserving
linear maps preserving [, -] restricts to a transitive isometric action on (H",d) and fixing
the reference point o = (1,0, ...,0) € H", its stabilizer is

Kn:{<(1) 2) -k €S0(n)} < Gn.

With this we obtain a proper pointed metric space (H",d, 0) as in Subsection

6.1.1. Cartan decomposition

A polar decomposition for H" is available via the length map ¢ : G,, — Rx>g, {(g) =
d(g.0,0), which is a bi-K,-invariant map and descends to a bijection K,\G,/K;, — R>o.
If we consider the one parameter subgroup

cosh(t) 0 sinh(t)

An:{at: 0 [Tdge:| O :teR}<Gn

sinh(t) 0 cosh(t)
then ¢(a;) = |t|, and we obtain the Cartan decomposition Gy, = K, A K,, where A} =
{a; : t > 0}. From this decomposition we get for every R > 0 an open subset

Br =710, R)) = {k1atks € Gy, : t € [0, R), ky, ko € K},

which we refer to as the centered open Cartan ball of radius R > 0. Moreover, we note
that the orbit of the Cartan ball B C G, in H" coincides with the open metric ball,
Bpr.o = Br(0). We will interchangeably use the notation Bg for the centered Cartan ball
in G, and the metric ball Br(o) in H".

6.1.2. Continuous sections
Note that if g € GG,, with Cartan decomposition g = kjaiks then
g.0 = k1as.0o = (cosh(t), sinh(t)u)

for some u € S*! C R™. The sphere S"! is a homogeneous space for K,,, and a stan-
dard argument using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization process produces a continuous
section x : S*! — K, so ¢(cosh(t),sinh(t)u) = x(u)a; is a continuous section from H"
into G,,.
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6.1.3. Invariant reference measures

If we denote by mg, the unique Haar probability measure on K, then a Haar measure on
G, written in Cartan coordinates is

me, (¢) = /K /0 / o(kracks) dmig, (k1) sinh(6)"\dt dmic, (k2), @ € Looa(Ga)

and a G,-invariant reference measure on H" is
o
mun (f) = / f(cosh(t),sinh(t)u) doy,—1(u) Sinh(t)"_ldt, fe Lo (H),
0 Snfl

where ¢,_1 is the canonical surface measure on S '. The relation between the two
measures is

oz
I'(3) Ja,
In particular, the volume growth of centered Cartan balls in H" is
o2

(%)

R
mpn (Br.o) = / sinh(t)"1dt =,, cosh(R)"* (6.1)
0

for all sufficiently large R > 0.

6.1.4. The algebra of bi-K,-invariant functions

As in the case of isotropic random measures on Euclidean spaces we will restrict our atten-
tion to linear statistics and autocorrelation measures on the subspace of radial functions
in Z°,(H"), which we identify with the space £>°,(Gy, Ky,) of bi-K,-invariant functions
using the section ¢. A key feature in defining the spherical functions and the spherical
transform is that the latter space defines a commutative algebra with respect to convolu-
tion.

Lemma 6.1. Let n,v be bi-K,-invariant Radon measures on G, and assume that v is
finite. Then

N*V="v*1.
In particular, the subalgebra L£75°,(Gr, Ky) C Z50,(Gr) is a commutative involutive sub-
algebra.

With this property, we say that (G, K,) is a Gelfand pair.

6.2. Spherical functions on H"

A complex hyperbolic wave will for us be a function &, : H* — C of the form &) () =

[z, (1,u)]_i)‘_n771, where u € S*! and X\ € C. A spherical function for hyperbolic space
H"™ will, similarly to the Bessel functions appearing in the Euclidean setting, be a function
wy : Gp — C given by
-1 F(%) —ia—n=1
wa(g) = [ &k g.o)dmg, (k) = g-0,(1,0)] 2 dop-1(v)
Kn Sn—=

n
212

for any choice of u € S"~!. To emphasize the dimension n, we write wf\n) in place of w).

These functions are continuous and bi-K,-invariant, and can be rewritten as an integral
over R by a formula that we state next. For the statement, we remind ourselves of the

Beta function
I'(2)T(w) oy .
B =7V 7H1 —8)Y C\Z«g.
(z,w) T(z + w) /Os ( s) s, z,we C\Z<
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Lemma 6.2. The spherical function wg\ ), A € C, can be written as

“(9) s 7
W (g) = a, sinh(¢(g))>" /0 (cosh(£(g)) — cosh(s)) "2 cos(As)ds, an = BT

3| N

NI

Proof. From the Cartan decomposition, every g € Gy, can be written as g = kiay(g)k2
for some ki, ko € K, where ¢(g) = d(g.0,0). Using that spherical functions are bi-K,-
invariant and introducing spherical coordinates on S~ ! yields

A0) = o ) = 5 [ o (L)) DT s 0)
F(ﬂ) T . —ix—n=1 . n—
:7r§1”(121)/0 (cosh(¢(g)) — sinh(¢(g)) cos(a)) "~ "2 sin(a)" *da.

Making the substitution e® = cosh(¢(g)) — sinh(¢(g)) cos(a) we get

W™ (g) = ) 19 arngye(y _ (cosh(Ug)) — et
g <g>77T2F(Tl)sinh(€( ))/ag) (1= ( sinh(¢(g)) )) T

= rz) 1 " (e (sinh?(¢ — (cosh(¢ —e%)? = ds
ﬁﬂﬁ%mwwwﬂlm (e (sink?(£(g)) — (cosh(£(g)) —¢*)?)) ™ ds.

Note that
e*s(sinhQ(ﬁ(g)) — (cosh(4(g)) — 68)2)

e~ (sinh?(¢(g)) — cosh?(£(g)) + 2 cosh(£(g))e® — *¥)
= 2(cosh(£(g)) — cosh(s)),

so the spherical function is

277 (%) n—3
wﬁn) (9) = 11“( Jsin ? / (cosh(€(g)) — cosh(s))TSeMsds
TT(50)sinh (U(g))-
2" T(2) “(9) s
= — (3) / (cosh(¢ —cosh(s)) 2 cos(As)ds.
maD (%5 smh( )

The following result is a recollection of some standard useful properties of the spherical
functions.

Lemma 6.3. The spherical functions wf\n), A € C, satisfy the following:

(1) w/(\n) (e) =1 and w&n)? = wg\n) for all X € C.

(2) w/(\n) is bounded if and only if Im(\)| < 25L. Moreover, if [Im(X)| < 252 we have
that
(9] < 1
for all g # e in G,.

(3) If g# e and X\ > 0 then ]wg\n)(g)] < w(()n)(g).

Proof. For (1) we have that
I'(3)

n
212

wg\n) (e) =




and by Lemma it is easy to see that w(j? = wg\n) for all A € C using that cos(—\s) =
cos(As).

For (2), the first claim is obvious and for the second one we first assume that [Im(\)| < 25%
and use Lemma[6.2] to find that

w(n) 2TF(%) e(g) COS — coshn(s "T_3 COS m S)as
e | (cosh(ttg)) = cosh(s) " cosh(m(x)s)d
2%7111(%) g(g) COS — cosn(s %COS n- 18 S

S P TR || (cosh(t(9)) — cosh(s)) 5" cosh (") d

for all g € G,,. Moreover, it is not hard to see that the last inequality is strict if [Im(\)| <

"771 and g # e, so the second statement also holds.

(3) follows from a similar bound as in the proof of (2), using that |cos(As)| < 1 for all
s> 0. |

6.3. A trigonometric expansion of spherical functions

The following Proposition can be viewed as a alternate formulation of the classical as-
ymptotic expansions of spherical functions due to Harish-Chandra, see [11, Theorem 5.5,
p.430]. For us however, we are in need of an expansion along the line A > 0, which differs
slightly from the referenced statement. We emphasize that our proof will rely entirely on
elementary arguments.

Proposition 6.4. Let A > 0. Then there is an r, > 0 and bounded continuous functions
an(-5A), Bu(-A) : [ro, +00) = R
such that
wg\n)(a,,) = ap sinh(v")J%1 (o (r, X) cos(Ar) + B (r, A) sin(Ar)) ,
with

lm o, (r,\) = Re(B(i/\, n- 1)) and lim S,(r,\) = Im(B(i)\, n- 1)) )

ro-+oo 2 r——+o00 2

6.3.1. Some identities for the Beta function

For the proof of Proposition [6.4] in even dimensions, it will be useful to consider the the
power series expansion

1—2)'2=> Eu', E= (6.2)
=0

for 0 < z < 1. Using Stirling approximation, one gets the asymptotic E, ~ 1/% as
{ — +o00.

Lemma 6.5. Let z € C\{0} such that Re(z) > 0 and m € Z>o. Then

m Nk 3]
B(z,m—i—l):Z(Z)(ki)z and B(z,m+1/2):ZEgB(z—i—E,m—l—l).
k=0 =0
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Proof. The first identity follows from binomial expansion,

B(zm+ 1) = /01 P ) =Y (’Z) (-1)’6/01 P =Y (’Z) (k_i): .

k=0 k=0
For the second identity, we first note that
ml(¢ —1)!

IB(z+¢,m+1)| < B(Re(z) + {,m+1) <B({,m+1) = @+m)

SO

(=1 (=1

i (=) E,
—1 —

By dominated convergence, we get

iE@B(z—i—E,m—F 1) = /1 JJZl(iO:E[CEe)(l —z)"dx

=1 0 =1

1
= / (1 - x) "% — 1)(1—2)™dz
0
=B(z,m+1/2) —B(z,m+1).
Rearranging this, we finally have that

B(z,m+1/2) => EB(z+{m+1).
=0

6.3.2. Some formulas for intermediate coefficients
Lemma 6.6. For every ¢ € N and all v > 0,
" 2 cosh(r)?
/ cosh(s)lds < 20t3 4 Zoosh(r)? .
0

Proof. Setting u = cosh(s) we split our integral as

r cosh(r) u? 2 u? cosh(r) ud
cosh(s)%ds —/ ————du —/ du+/ —du.
/o (5) 1 Vu? —1 1 Vui—1 2 u? —1
For the first integral we make the estimate
2
1 du

2 —_—
1 \/u—l

211-%-%

29~

2 uq 2 uq
/1 mdu:/l ETEe

For the second integral, we have that

cosh(r) q cosh(r) q cosh(r) q
/ U du = du < Ldu
2

Vu? —1 2 Vu+1)(u—1) 2 u—1

cosh(r) cosh(r) q
= / <1 4 1 )uq_ldu < 2/ wd Ydu < M'
2 u—1 2 q
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Gathering the two estimates we get

" 2 q cosh(r) q q
/ cosh(s)?ds = / —_du +/ __du< 20t M_
0 1 9 \/27 q

u? —1 u?—1
|
Lemma 6.7. For every k € Z>p, r >0, A > 0,
/ cosh(s)¥ cos(As)ds = ag(r, \) cos(Ar) + by (r, \) sin(Ar) (6.3)
0

where

2j — k) sinh((25 — k)r) R cosh(( 2j—k:))
2kz<) iRzt A= kz<> (2j —k)Z+ A2

J=

\V)

Moreover, if r > arctanh(%) these coefficients satisfy

T 1 T
ag(r,\) < / cosh(s)ds, bp(r,\) < X + 2)\/ cosh(s)¥ds,
0 0

and
ak(r7 )‘) k . b (T7 )‘) A
m = ,  lim = :
r—+oo cosh(r)k k2 4+ A2 r54oocosh(r)k k2 4+ A2

Proof. A binomial expansion of cosh(s)* yields
" 1" . 1 &
/0 cosh(s)¥ cos(\s)ds = 3 /_T cosh(s)Fei*ds = ShFT Z ( ) / (Zi=h+iN)s g
The latter integral is
/r o2i—k+iN)s gg — 9 Re(sinh((Qj —k+ M)r))

2j —k+iX
5 (27 — k) sinh((2j — k)r) cos(Ar) + A cosh((2k — j)r) sin(Ar)
N (25 — k)% + A2
which means that
T k _ _
/0 cosh(s)* cos(\s)d 2% Z ];) 2J 0 s_ln};((iy)\z Rr )) cos(Ar)

<.
Il
o

k
A cosh(( 2] —k:) N .
(27 Z < ) CTEAEEY )sm()\r)
j=
as desired.

For the upper bound of ay(r, \), we have

1 (k) (25 — k) sinh((25 — k)r)

1 <k> (25 — k)2 sinh((2] — k)r)
o \J/(

zkj: 27 — k)2 4+ A2 27 — k
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< 2% Zk: (k) W = /07“ cosh(s)¥ds .

: J
7=0
For by (r, A), we isolate the worst case of 2j — k = 0 by
cosh 2] Eyr) 1 A k\ cosh((2j5 — k)r)
kz() P > () Graeng
T2 +A A2 om0 \J (2 — k)24 A
In the above inequality, we used that (]) < 2 for all j = 0, ..., k when isolating the term

corresponding to 25 — k = 0. Next we observe that

1 1
S < tanh(r) < tanh(|25 — k
57— < g < tanh(r) < tanh((2j — klr)

for all j such that 25 — k # 0 and all r > arctanh(1/2), so that
cosh((25 — k)r) < 2(2j§ — k) sinh((25 — k)r)
for the same j and r. Thus
1 i\ cosh((2) — k)r) 2 & (2§ — k) sinh((2j — k)r)
= > )7 <o
2k 0 0 (27 — k)2 + )\2 k (27 — k)2 + A2

M

< 2ai(r,\) < /07’ cosh(s)¥ds

and so
1A k\ cosh((25 — k)r) " &
br(r,A) < — 42X\ h(s)"d
k(5 A) )\+ Z (')(2jk)+)\2_)\+ /Ocos (s)"ds
2j—k£0
for all » > arctanh(1/2). Lastly, the limits in the statement follow easily. [

Lemma 6.8. Suppose that m € N, £ € Z>q. Then

/07“ (cosh(s) )Z (1 _ cosh(s) )m_l cos(As)ds = Ay, o(1, ) cos(AT) + By (1, A) sin(Ar) ,

cosh(r) cosh(r)
where
sl = 3 () ED el A )= 5 (7 1) ED ()
m,l\" - prt k COSh(r)k+€ ’ mf i COSh(T)k+£ .
Moreover, for all r > arccosh(2) and all £ > 1,
2m+1 1 2m71
[Am,e(r A < = and | Bpme(r, \)| < (X +38)) ;

and for all £ > 0,

m—1
m—1\ (=1)F(k +£) .
lim A R 7
lim me(rs A) = kzo( i ) FT 0T Re(B(i\,m)),

= (m—1 —1)k ,
TleOOBmg(r)\ —)\Z< k )M:Im(B(u\,m)).

Proof of Lemma[6.8 Using the binomial Theorem we can write
" rcosh(s)\* cosh(s)\m—1
1-— As)ds =
/0 (cosh(r)) ( cosh(r)) cos(As)ds
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,_.

m—

< > c()s(]n(1>)k€ /0" cosh(s)* ¢ cos(\s)ds

=0
which by Lemma is

m—1
> (m s 1) ﬂ(akw(r, A) cos(Ar) + bpre(r, A) sin(Ar)) =

o k cosh(r)k+t
mel, “DEago(r, mel o y |
- (") St won+ (2 (7 ) St snon

For the upper bounds, we use the upper bounds in Lemma for ax(r,\) and by (r, \),
yielding

m— m—1
— 1\ appe(r, \) 1 /r fett
E E _— h .
Ame(r, N — < >cosh — < >cosh(r)’“+Z 0 cosh(s)™""ds

Since r > arccosh( ), Lemma [6.6] gives us

k+L
/cosh(s)kHdsg\/i( 2 ) 2 %

0 cosh(r)

+
IN

forall k>0 and all £ > 1, so

m—1 m—1
m—1 1 r 4 m—1\ 2!
s h(s)Hds < - -2
Z( k >cosh(r)k+f/0 cosh(s)"ds < 7 ( k ) ‘

k=0 >
Similarly,
m—1
m — 1\ bgie(r, A)
By o(r,N)] <
Pl ) ( k )cosh(r)kH
k=0
m—1
m—1 1 1 -
= — 7 T 2A h(s)<+d )
a ;) ( k >COSh(r)k+@()\ + /0 Ccos (3) S
< m—1 m—1 (; . §>
B k A cosh(r)k+t /
k=0
1 8\ gm-1
< gm—1 (7 7) ( )\)
B A cosh(r)t T / \ +8 ;
The limits are a straightforward consequence of Lemma [6.5] and Lemma [6.7] -

Corollary 6.9. Letr >0 and A > 0. Then the series
Z EgAmj (7", /\) and Z EgBmvg(T, )\)

=0
are absolutely convergent.

Proof. Using the upper bounds provided in Lemma [6.8] we get that
+1 14 -1 14
§_ Byl A o (r, V)| < 2™ ;_Oj = and ;_Oj Eo| B o(r, N)| < 27 (X +8)) >

From the asymptotic E; ~ 1/% as { — 400, we see that Zezo E;/¢ is convergent. |
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6.3.3. A Proof of Proposition for odd dimensions

Let n = 2m + 1, m € N. We use the formula in Lemma binomial expansion and

Lemma (6.8 to write the spherical function w{*™ " as

(2m+1) a2m+1 " 1l
r) = T h _ h
ox ) = gy /0 (cosh(r) — cosh(s))™ " cos(As)ds
= il COth(T)m_l /T (1 — cosh(s))m—l cos(\s)ds (6.4)
sinh(r)™ 0 cosh(r)
— M m—1 .
= Ganrym OB (Amo(r. 2) cos(Ar) 4 Bro(r A) sin(Ar))
If we define

om+1(r, A) = coth(r)™ 1A o(r, ) and  Bayr1(r, A) = coth(r)™ 1By, o(r, \)
then
wg\zmﬂ)(ar) =a, sinh(r)_n%1 (a2m+1(7", A) cos(Ar) + Bom+1(r, ) sin()\r)) ,
and Lemma [6.8] tells us that
lim agpy1(r,\) = Re(B(iA,m)) and hm Bom+1(r, A) = Im(B(i\,m)) .

r—-+o00 r—+

6.3.4. A Proof of Proposition[6.7) for even dimensions
Let n = 2m, m € N. Using the Taylor expansion

% Z ng

(2m)

for 0 < z < 1, we rewrite the spherical function wy in the same way as in the odd
dimensional case,

(1—2x)

@m), \_  Qm " B m—3
wy(ay) = S (r)Z? /0 (cosh(r) — cosh(s))™ 2 cos(\s)ds
T m—§
= @77” coth(r )md/ (1 COSh(S)) * cos(As)ds
sinh(r)™ 3 cosh(r)
m—1
—_ Gm coth / COSh S)) (1 - COSh(S)) cos(As)ds .
sinh(r)™~ 0 = Cosh(r cosh(r)
(6.5)
By Lemma and Corollary we know that
cosh cosh(s)\m-1 B
Z / cosh(r 1 cosh(r)) cos(As)ds =
o o0
= (Z E¢Ap, o(r, /\)) cos(Ar) + (Z E¢By, (1, A)) sin(Ar)
=0 =0

is absolutely convergent. We may then apply Fubini’s Theorem to write the spherical
function as

wf\2m)(ar) = Cinmcoth ZE / <COSh S)> <1 - zzz}ﬁgg)m_l cos(As)ds

sinh(r)™ 3 cosh(r)

= S‘tha(?j)nz coth(r)™ m-3 (( % EgApo(r, )\)) cos(Ar)
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+ (i E¢By, (1, A)) sin(Ar)) .

(=0
Thus we are inclined to deﬁne
agm (r, \) = coth(r ZEgAmg (r,A) and  Bom(r,A) = coth(r ZEgBmg(r A).
=0 (=0

Since these series are absolutely convergent for all r > arccosh(2) by Corollary we can
compute their term-wise limit and use Lemma [6.5 to see that

lim g (r,A) = lim ZEgAmg 7, A) ZEgRe (ix +£,m)) = Re(B(i\,m — 1/2))

r—+00 r—+00

and

lim  Bom(r,A) = lim ZEgBmgr)\ ZEgIm (iA + £,m)) = Im(B(i\,m — 1/2)) .

r—+400 r—+400

This concludes the proof of Proposition

(n)

Remark 6.10. The spherical functions wy ™ on real hyperbolic space H" are special cases
of Jacobi functions. For real rank one symmetric spaces, the spherical functions are es-
sentially all Jacobi functions, admitting integral formulas similar to that of Lemma
see |4, Eq. 5.10, p.40]. The explicit integral formulas for n-dimensional hyperbolic space
over the real, complex and quarternionic field respectively are given by

W (g) = Vol(s™1) ! / agy)-0. (1, 0)]|~**do (v)
sn—1

for t > 0, where S”~! is the unit sphere in the hyperbolic space with canonical surface
measure o and p is the half sum of positive roots with respect to a fixed root system.
For the octonionic case, n = 2 and one must make some modifications for the integral
formula, but we do not get into any details about this here. We expect that the proof of
Proposition can for the complex and quarternionic cases be carried out in a similar
fashion for such real rank one symmetric spaces.

6.4. Bounds and asymptotics of spherical functions

We will now derive the main asymptotic bounds of spherical functions that will lead us to
the proof of Theorem [I.4] in the later sections.

Proposition 6.11. The spherical functions satisfy the following:

(1) For every r >0 and every A > 0,
a
WA (an)] < —
A /\sinh(r)T1

(2) For every X\ > 0 we have

—1y2
: n—1 n— 2| ( ’ 2 )|
RETooR/ |w/\ (ay)|? sinh(r)"Ldr = 2 W
In particular, the convergence is uniform in A > X, for every A, > 0.
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(3) Moreover, if X\ € [0,252] and r > 1 then there is a constant C = C(n) > 0 such
that
sinh(Ar)
n—1 °

wi(;) (ap) > C————
Asinh(r) 2
Remark 6.12. The limit formula in item (2) of the above Proposition has previously been
computed by Strichartz in [17, Eq.4.20, p.84] by viewing the spherical functions on H" as
generalized Legendre functions. We present another proof of this using the trigonometric
expansion given in Proposition

To prove item (2) in Proposition we use of the following elementary Lemma.

Lemma 6.13. Let R, > 0 and suppose that «, 3 : [R,, +00) — R are bounded continuous
functions such that a(R) — a and B(R) — b as R — +oo. Then for every A > 0,

R
L () cosO) + B sin(ar)2dr —s S0
R/ 5

R — +o0.
Proof of Proposition[6.11. To prove (1) we use that cosh(r) — 1 < sinh(r) for all » > 0 to
find that

1w (a,)] = m}j:)“j /0 (cosh(r) — cosh(s))"Z" cos(As)ds

n—3 r
<a, (Cos‘h(T) —n£)2 2 ’/ cos(/\s)dS‘ < ainﬂ.
sinh(r) 0 Asinh(r) 2

For (2) it is enough to show that

R y n—1Y(2

lim 1/ |(,u/(\n)(aT)|2 sinh(r)"ldr = 2"_2M

R—+oo R Jp, B(ianT)

for some choice of R, > 0. Choose R, sufficiently large so that we can apply Proposition
and Lemma [6.13] to find that

—_
[\

1 R a2 R
— |w§\n)(ar)|2 sinh(r)"_ldr =2 (an(ry N) cos(AT) + Bn(r, \) sin()\r))2dr
R R, R R,
_, g2 Re(BGA, 55H))% 4 Im(B(iX, "5H)? on—2 B(A, Sl
” : B350
as R — +oo.

For (3), we bound from below by

wir(ar) = mh‘g% /O " (cosh(r) — cosh(s)) "> cosh(As)ds
ap, r—1 o3
> smh(r)"—Q/O (cosh(r) — cosh(s)) 2 cosh(As)ds
(cosh(r) — cosh(r — 1))nT_3 r=t
n si?h(r)"*Q /0 cosh(As)ds
_ Cosh(r)nT_d ( _ cosh(r — 1))"23 sinh(A(r — 1))
" sinh(r)n—2 cosh(r) A
an cosh(r — 1)\ 5> sinh(A(r — 1))
2 sinh(r)"z" (1 ~ cosh(r) ) A '
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Using that A € [0, %*1] and r > 1, elementary calculations yield the lower bounds

anlsinh()\r) and 1-— cosh(r — 1) > 1—g

sinh(A(r — 1)) > e” cosh (1) .

so that
sinh(\r)

n—1 7

Asinh(r) 2z

n—3
2

wir(ay) > C C= ane*%l(l — 2

6.5. The spherical transform on H"

Given a function ¢ € £55,(Gy), its Fourier-Helgason transform is the function F¢ :
C x S"~! = C given by

Fo(hu) = / () orml@)dma, (9) .

n

If ¢ happens to be bi-K,-invariant, then

Fo(Au) = / o(g)wr(g)dma, (9)

n

for any choice of u € S*~ 1.

Definition 6.14 (Hyperbolic spherical transform). The spherical transform of a function
¢ € L1 (Gy, Ky) is the function @ : C — C given by

P = /G P(g)on(g)dma, (9) = /0 " plae)ion{a) sinb (1)

One shows that ¢ is even and analytic on C for every ¢ € £°,(Gy,K,) and that
01 * pa(A) = @1(A)P2(A). In particular, if A € R UR then gp/*ip()\) =\ |2

As for the L2-theory of the spherical transform, we again have a Plancherel formula. To
state it, we introduce the Harish-Chandra c-function

n2 B(i), %51) o2 L(2)C(iN)

(N =p,2 2 —~— 2 27 _ 5 95 2 ,
S TR O
where p, > 0 is a normalizing constant such that the Plancherel formula below holds.
The precise value of p, is not crucial to us in proving the remaining main results. A
computation of the c-function with an exact value of p, can be found in [19, Section
4, Thm 4.2. p.334], but we note that the value depends on the normalization of the

Haar measure mg, . Note that ¢, is meromorphic and does not have any zeros in C. In
particular, |c,| is a strictly positive function.

PYS (C\ZZZO ,

Lemma 6.15 (Spherical Plancherel formula). For every ¢ € £5°,(Gn, Ky),

amer (o) = [ a0
| tePane.9) = [ 180 5

n

FEquivalently, the spherical transform extends to a unitary map

L*(Gp, Kp) — L*(Rs, [ea(N)]|72dN) .
Before moving on, we will compute the spherical transform of indicator functions on balls.
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Example 6.1 (Spherical transform of the indicator function on a centered Cartan ball).
The computation of the spherical transform for the indicator function xp, is similar to
the Euclidean case. Using the formula

t n—1
n . - n=3 2
w; )(t) = ap sinh(t)? n/ (cosh(t) — cosh(s)) b cos(As)ds, ap = %
0 B(§7T)
for the spherical functions, Fubini’s Theorem yields
() = / (™ (t) sinh (1) dt
0
T t o3
= an/ (/ (cosh(t) — cosh(s)) 2~ cos(As)ds)tdt
0 0
= an/ (/ (cosh(t) — cosh(s))%3 sinh(t)dt) cos(As)ds
0 s
2a, (" n-1
—— / (cosh(r) — cosh(s)) T cos(As)ds.
n—1 0
In terms of spherical functions, we have
n+1
n 2
28, () = by sinh(r)"w(" P (1), b, = n : (6.6)

7. HYPERBOLIC DIFFRACTION MEASURES

In this section we will introduce the diffraction measure associated to a random measure
on H". Furthermore, we provide an asymptotic upper bound on the diffraction measures
of large intervals, similar to the Euclidean case. The support such diffraction measures
will be confined to the subset

QF = (0,+00) Uil0,(n—1)/2] Cc C.

The following Lemma ensures existence and uniqueness of the diffraction measure of a
random measure on H", which we will prove in larger generality in upcoming work.

Lemma 7.1. Let p be a locally square-integrable invariant random measure on H" with

autocorrelation measure 1, on Gy. Then there is a unique positive Radon measure 7, on
QF such that

| e@ino) = [ G0dm0). Ve e CX(G k).

n

Moreover, 1,({i%5*}) = 0 and the measures 1,7, are tempered in the sense that there
are constants a,b € Zx>o such that

| @sto)w o) ) < tooand [ (14T < oo,

n Qn

Since the spherical function w(()n) decays exponentially, the following family of functions

are integrable with respect to the autocorrelation measure.

Corollary 7.2. If v : G, — C is a measurable function such that
lp(g)le™ 0 — 0
as g — +o0 for every a > 0, then ¢ is integrable with respect to 1.
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In fact, 1, extends to a continuous linear functional on a certain Harish-Chandra LP-space
of smooth functions that are rapidly decaying with respect to a power of wg, but for our
purposes we will not need this here.

(p)

We define the principal diffraction measure 7,

77A(“) to be the restrictions of 7, to (0,400) and i[0, 251) respectively, so that

and the complementary diffraction measure

n—1

/Q BT = /0 FONATP (V) + /0 TGN, ¢ € CF (G Kn)

Both measures n(p ) ﬁ(c) are positive Radon measures, and ﬁff) is necessarily a finite mea-

sure. As in the Euclidean case, we can extend the defining identity

Var,(SF) = nu(0} * o) = /0 18N 2aAP () + /0 BN PO )

to all radial functions f € Z5°,(H"), in particular the indicator functions f = xp,, r > 0.

Lemma 7.3. Let u be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on H" and
o € L2°,(Gn, Ky). Then

ne+ ) = [ 1PPaR).

n

In particular, 3 € L*(Q7,1,).

Proof. Same proof as that of Lemma [£.3] by letting 3. be the bi-K,-invariant rapidly
-~ n—1
decaying smooth function on G, satisfying f:(\) = e~ (")), [

Example 7.1 (Diffraction of the myn-Poisson point process). Recall that the autocorre-
lation measure npy; of the mpyn-Poisson point process is evaluation at the identity e € G,
when considered as a linear functional on £°°,(G,,, K,). Therefore, by the Plancherel
formula for the spherical transform,

nPoi(go*w):(@*w)(e):/G |¢(g)|2dmgn(g)=/ooo@(A)I2|C:(Zi)|2‘

Thus the Poisson diffraction measure is
Ay (A) = len(V)]72dA  and  dijsy(A) = 0.

We will next prove the following analogue of Lemma

Proposition 7.4. Let u be a locally square-integrable invariant random measure on H".

Then the principal part n A(p )

of the diffraction measure 1), of p satisfies
([0, L]) Ko L

for all sufficiently large L > 0.

Remark 7.5. For the mpyn-Poisson point process on H" we have that dﬁggi()\) =0 and
dﬁl(:f))i()\) = |en(A)|2d), and the c-function has the asymptotic bounds

ne D(B)T(A T
cn(A) :anTQ _1(2).(2 ) 1y~ A ?f)\>>0
D(%5H)06EA + 255) A1 ifA~0.

(7.1)

43



For sufficiently large L > 0 we then have

AP ([0 L])—/LdA v/LA"—ldAan
. ’ 0 \Cn(/\)P 0 '

The upper bound in Proposition[7.4]is thus, up to constant, a strict upper bound in general
and which is achieved by the invariant Poisson point process.

In order to prove Proposition [7.4] we make use of the heat kernel h; on G,, with 7 > 0. It
is the bi-K,-invariant function

o0 n—14\2 2 d)\
he(g) = / e TNy (9) — s -
’ 0 len(A)?
Equivalently, ﬁT()\) — o 7(("79)°+X) For the heat kernel in even dimensions n, there is no
closed formula in terms of elementary functions, but it will be sufficient for us to consider
the following uniform bounds in [10, Theorem 3.1, p.186].

Lemma 7.6 (Davies-Mandouvalos). The heat kernel satisfies

n—1 —1
—(egtrongtee o

he(ay) <77 2(1474+7)7 (1+r)
uniformly in r € [0,+00) and T € (0, +00).

In particular, the heat kernel h, is tempered and hence integrable with respect to the
autocorrelation measure 7, of a locally square-integrable random measure @ on H" by

Lemma [T 1]

Proof of Proposition[7.4 Denote by X0,z the indicator function of the interval [0, L] in
R>( and bound it from above by X9 z)(\) < el_’\Q/LQ, so that

A2

oL < [P < [ oo
0 Qn
_e1+<"2;>2/ iz (T ga ().
Q+

Note that the latter integral is finite since 77(p ) is tempered by Lemma |7 . Since
B(A) = o~ B (251 0)

then from the definition of the diffraction measure 7, we see that

A2) o~
e T, = [ hiao)into),
so that ’(p)([O, L)) < e1+(n2;Ll)2nu(hL_z). Consider the Radon measure 7,5 = 7, + t,ma,,,
which is a positive tempered measure satisfying 7, (h,) < 7} (h;) for all 7 > 0. By Lemma
we find in particular that there is a constant C' > 0 such that

2

7'2 n— r
0<hy2(a) <CLMA+ L2405 (1 +r)e 5 <CLY2+1)"T e T

for all L > 1 and all r € [0,4+00). We moreover bound e T05)” < e+ (") for L > 1, s0
that the final bound becomes

n—1 _ £(9>2
4

AP0, L)) < T Crn /G (24 69)"Fe ).

Since 77;' is tempered, the latter integral is finite by Corollary and thus ﬁ,(f ) ([0, L]) <np
L". [
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Remark 7.7. It should be noted that, there are uniform estimates of the heat kernel by
Anker and Ostellari in the Main Theorem of [3|, and using those the above proof can be
approached in the same way for general non-compact symmetric spaces X = G/K with
G a non-compact connected real semisimple Lie group with finite center and maximal
compact subgroup K < G.

8. A HYPERBOLIC ANALOUGE OF BECK’S THEOREM

We prove Theorem using the following hyperbolic analogue of Theorem

Theorem 8.1. Let p be an invariant locally square-integrable random measure on H"™ with
diffraction measure 1),,. The following holds:

(1) if mp A (10, 25%)) > 0, then for every R, > 1 there is a constant C = C(n, R,) > 0
such that

n—1
NV,(R) /z sinh*(RX)
_— > ———2dn\¢ > .
cosh(R)i—T > C i dp'?(\), VR>R,

(2) ifﬁu ((O +00)) > 0 then for every A\, > 0 there is R, = Ro(Xo) > 0 and a constant
C(n, o) > 0 such that

R/ Cosh nld >C/ leas2 (VPP (V). VR > R,.

Proof. By definition of the diffraction measure 7, and Equation in Example

n—1
NVu(r) [ XN /2 XB. (N> o
cosh(r)n—1 _/0 cosh(r)n—1 dn” () + 0 cosh( )”*1d77“ )

2nt n—1 n+1 (n+2) 2 :~(p)
= —5— tanh(r)"" " sinh(r) < ; \w (ar)[“dn, P’ (N)

n

« T P ).

To prove (1), we use item (3) in Proposition to find a constant C, = Cy(n) > 0 for
R, > 1 such that

sinh(AR)
n+1

W (ag) > Cy o il
Asinh(R) 2

VR>R,.

Then

n—l

n—+1 5
NVulR) o 2" ih(R)™ " sinh(R)™! / w2 (ag) AR (V)
0

cosh(R)»—1 = n?

el oy [T sinh2(RA) .
——C, tanh(R,)" ! /0 A§>dﬁ;>@>.

If we let C(n, R,) = 2"T'n"2C,4(n) tanh(R,)"~! then we are done.
=) _

For (2), we assume without loss of generality that 7,” = 0. An application of Fubini yields
/ dr > 2 / (1 /R |w n+2)(a )|? tanh(r)" 1 sinh(r)”“dr) di®P ()
cosh — n? Jy, \RJy " " '
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We claim that

. 1 (R ) 1. _
Qim0 @)l tanb)" sinb() dr = i ena (V)

uniformly for all A > \,, which will finish the proof by dominated convergence. To compute
this limit, write

R R
/ \wg\nH) (a,)|? tanh ()"~ sinh(r)"dr = / \w§n+2) (a,)|? sinh(r)"dr
0 0

R
+ / ") (a,)|2(tanh ()"~ — 1) sinh(r)* " dr .
0
By item (1) in Proposition wg\"ﬁ) (a,) < A7t sinh(r)fnTH, and since 1 —tanh(r)"~! <
ne” " we get

n
— e "dr <

1 r (n+2) 2 n—1 . n41
R/o " (ar)|?| tanh(r)" " — 1| sinh(r)" " dr < e ), <+ R—>—+>oo 0

By item (2) in Proposition we finally have that

L[ o) L7 (o)
I / Wy (@) tanh(r)" ! sinh(r)"tdr = I / Wy (@) sinh(r)"dr
0 0

BGA =P 5
Rﬁm2nm=Pn+z\cn+2(A)l -
20 2

Remark 8.2. The lower bounds in Theorem are finite for fixed R > 0. For the
complementary diffraction bound the statement is trivial, and for the principal diffraction
bound we write

* 2 > d 2
/ [ear2(N)PdnP (M) < A %”)([O,UD@I%H(U)I du .

Using the standard asymptotic
T'(2u L oy_n—1

) (i)
as u — +00 one can see that -|c,o(u)[? <, u” "+ for large u > \,, and since ﬁ,(f)
satisfies ﬁ,&p )([O, L)) <p, L™ for sufficiently large L > 0 by Lemma then

o] oo ~(p) oe)
My ([0, ul) du _
A [car2NPdP (A) <np, /A “quU Snpdo |3 = A, < oo

o

Thus the right hand side in item (2) of Theorem is indeed finite.

Proof of Theorem[1.]. The first statement of the Theorem follows from item (2) of Theo-

rem [81]
: NV,.(R) : 1 [® NV,(r) o0
ﬁii‘if cosh(R)»—1 — giing o cosh(r)»—1 "= . |cn2 (A7 (A)
Since |c,12(A)|? > 0 for all A > 0 then the right hand side is positive, possibly infinite.

Item (1) of Theorem |1.4] follows from item (1) of Theorem since

n—1
. NV, (R) O 77 sinh*(RA) 0
—_— > — _ > .
i e cosh(R)nT = aminf 7 /0 e () 2 a7 ({0}) > 0
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Lastly, for any ¢ € (0, 1] with ﬁl(f)([cS”T_l, 2-1)) > 0 we have that
n—1
o NV,(R) o C 7 sinh?(R)\)
>
ll%glfg cosh(R)(m=1)(1+9) = %rg}rrg cosh(R)(n—1)d /n21 A2

-1 n-1 sinh?(R6125L)
> 070 n im i 2
= Ol ({5 2 2 )) Bl 5 cosn ()5
_ (o(n—1)6—25-2c n—1mn-1
= Coln =22 (6222 22 )) > 0.
Thus item (2) of Theorem follows. [

i ()

9. SPECTRAL HYPERUNIFORMITY AND STEALTH

We define spectral hyperuniformity of an invariant locally square-integrable random mea-
sure on H™ in Subsection [0.1] and define the relative notion of stealth in Subsection [3.21

9.1. Spectral hyperuniformity

By Theorem [1.4] we know that random measures . on H" are never geometrically hyper-
uniform in the sense that

NV, (R

lim sup w1

—F———>0 9.1
R—+oo cosh(RR)"1 - 5-)

and if g admits non-trivial complementary spectrum, then this upper limit is infinite. A
useful definition of spectral hyperuniformity would then necessarily have to differ from this
geometric definition. Having understood the large scale behaviour of diffraction measures,
one is inclined to study the small scale/local behaviour of the diffraction measure in order
to obtain information on the large scale behaviour of the number variance. We take the
stance that one should interpret spectral hyperuniformity as comparing the diffraction
measure of a given random measure to the diffraction measure of the invariant Poisson
point process around A = 0. For the definition we shall use that
dA

13 13
Aoi ((0,2]) = / A / N2 = &
0 |Cn(>\)’2 0

for sufficiently small € > 0. Note that the exponent 3 is the same in all dimensions n.

Definition 9.1 (Hyperbolic spectral hyperuniformity). A random measure p on H" is
spectrally hyperuniform if ﬁl(f) =0 and

~(p)
lim sup M =0.

e—0t €3

Remark 9.2. There are many examples of point processes p on H" such that ﬁ,(f) £ 0,
even for many lattices, including cocompact ones. These will be hyperfluctuating in the
sense of Theorem [I.4] and not spectrally hyperuniform according to our definition.

Having defined spectral hyperuniformity, we have a point of reference for defining more
rigid properties of random measures on H".
9.2. Stealthy random measures

Definition 9.3 (Stealthy random measure on H"). A random measure p on H" is stealthy
if ﬁ,(f) = 0 and there is a A\, > 0 such that ﬁ,(f)((o, o)) = 0.
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It is clear from this definition that every stealthy random measure on H" is spectrally
hyperuniform. As mentioned in the introduction, in |13, Section 1.2., Eq.B| Jenni provides
a lattice I' < G = SLy(R) such that the random lattice orbit ur on H? is a stealthy point
process, in particular spectrally hyperuniform.

An almost immediate consequence of Theorem is that we can compute the average
asymptotic number variance of a given stealthy random measure in terms of the diffraction
measure.

Corollary 9.4. Let i be a stealthy random measure on H™. Then

1 (7 ONV,(r) gntl oo )
lim — d = (A dn® ()
R—1>+ooR o cosh(r)n— " ”2pq21+2/0 [enr2(N)] g (A,

which is strictly positive.

Proof. If 11 is stealthy there is a A, > 0 such that the diffraction measure 7), is supported
on /\0,+oo) C Q. Thus

/ ——dr = 2n+1 /00 (l /R |w("+2)(a )|? tanh(r)" ! sinh(r)”“dr)d’\(p)()\)
R cosh n2 J,, \RJ, " " i '

As shown in the proof of item (2) of Theorem we have

S S et " _
Qim0 @) b sinb(r) dr = a0

uniformly in A > A,, so by dominated convergence we’re done. |

10. RANDOM PERTURBED LATTICE ORBITS IN HYPERBOLIC SPACES

In Subsection [10.1| we provide examples of non-compact perturbations of random lattice
orbits that are locally square-integrable. In Subsection [10.2] we compute the diffraction
measure of random perturbed lattice orbits that are locally square-integrable and lastly
we show that random perturbed lattice orbits in H” are not spectrally hyperuniform in
Subsection [10.3

10.1. A criterion for local square-integrability

We first extend Lemma [2.6]to include right-K,-invariant perturbations v € Prob(G,,) that
are absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure m¢,, with sufficent exponential
decay of the Radon-Nikodym derivative at infinity. To do this we make use of the fact
that the critical exponent of a lattice I' < G,, is that of the volume growth. The following
Lemma is a special case of Theorem C in [2], which includes higher rank analogues as well.

Lemma 10.1. Let I' < G,, be a lattice. Then for every e > 0,

S e 1H9000) < oo,
~yel

Lemma 10.2. Let 8 : G, — [0,+00) be a right-K,-invariant measurable function with
[ Bdmg, =1 and assume that there are C > 0 and € > 0 such that

B(g) < Ce2n—1+e)d(g.00)

for all g € Gy. Then for dv(g) = B(g)dmg,(g) and any lattice I' < G, the random
perturbed lattice orbit ur, in H" is locally square-integrable.
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By the same argument in the proof in Lemma it suffices to bound the expression in
Equation [2.2] that is,

It = /n/r (ZV(V’lg’lQ))Qdmcn/r(gF)-

yel

Lemma 10.3. Let Q C G,, be a pre-compact measurable set and let v € Prob(Gy,). Then

_ 1 -1
Ir, = covol(T) ;/Gn /Gn ma, (Qhy *vha N Q)dv(hy)dv(hs) .

Proof. By Fubini,

/n/F (ZV(’Yilgle))Qden/F(gr) _

yer
- [ (] 9T N QUlgThs 1 Qldrag, (9T )l (h).

From the computation for the second moment of a random lattice in example we have
that

1 «
/Gn/r |gTh1 N Q||gThe N Qldme, /r(gl) = WI(I‘) yeZF(Xthl * Xthl)(’Y)
- covol Z ma, (Qhy'7h2 NQ),

'yeF
and Fubini then gives us that

//r ZVW 9'Q )den/F(QF):

1 -1
covol(r)%;/n . ma, (Qhy " vha N Q)dv(h1)dv(hs) .

Proof of Lemma[10.3. For convenience of notation we set a. = n —1+e. Let Q =
7 1(B) = ¢(B)K, so that Q C G, is pre-compact, measurable and Q.0 = B. By Lemma
10.3] it suffices to show that

S / G (@I ke 11 QUBI)B(ha)dma, (b e, ()

yel’

is finite. We first rewrite this expression as

/ [ s, (Qhy k2 Q)8 () dmes, () dme, () =

:/G (/G mGn(thﬂQ)ﬁ(»}ﬁlhlhg)dmgn(hz))ﬁ(hl)den(hl)'

If ma, (Qha N Q) > 0 then hy € Q~'Q, and using the assumed upper bound on 8 we get
that

; me, (Qha N Q)B(y ' hihs)dme,, (he) <
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<C / ma, (Qhy N Q)e 202030 g 1, (1)
Gn

< Cmeg (Q)e—QaEd(Q*IQ.o,hflv.o) ’
where d(Q'Q.o, hflfy.o) denotes the minimal distance between hflfy.o and Q7 'Q.0 in
H". Since Q~'Q is pre-compact, we use the reverse triangle inequality to find that
e72a5d(Q*1Q.o,h;1'y.o) < sup e?agd(q.o,o)efQ(xgd(hl.o,’y.o)
€Q~1Q
for all hy € G,y € I'. Thus it remains to prove finiteness of

Z/ efZaEd(hl.o,y.o)ﬂ(hl)den (hl) <C Z/ 6720¢s(d(h1.O,'Y.o)+d(h1.o,0))den(hl) .
yel’ n ~vel n

To see this this we use the triangle inequality to find that

e—2a8(d(h1.o,'y.o)+d(h1.o,o)) _ e—ocg(d(h1.o,v.o)—f—d(hl.o,o))e—ag(d(hl.o,'y.o)+d(h1.o,o))

< efasd('y.o,o)efasd(hl.o,o) )

Finally,
Z / o~ 20e(d(h1.07.0)+d(h1.00) g . (By) < Z o~ ed(7.0,0) / em0ed(.0.0) gy (1)
yel’ Gn vel Gn

which is finite by Lemma [10.1 |

10.2. A formula for the diffraction measure

Let I' < G, be alattice and v € Prob(G,,) be right-K,,-invariant and absolutely continuous
with respect to the Haar measure satisfying the conditions in Lemma [10.2] so that the
random perturbed lattice ur, is locally square-integrable. Then from the computations
in example the autocorrelation measure of the random perturbed lattice orbit pr , is

M = Dol 7 % np + v + (0c = xv)

covol(T)
as a linear functional on £, (Gy, K,), where I', = Stabr(o) = I' N K,,. If we let i
denote the diffraction measure of the random lattice orbit pur and 7jr, that of ur,, then

~ ~ R R 1 o N d\
/Q B, () = [T /Q , v Adiie(X) + covol(F)/o (P =2 M) e

for all ¢ € £5°,(Gr, Ky), where ¢, = v x ¢ * . If v happens to be bi-K,-invariant, then
by Lemma [6.1] we can write

nF,V:’FO|2D*V*7]F+ (6 —U*V).

covol(T")
Considering the spherical transform of v given by

P\ = /G wa(g)dv(g)

we can write the diffraction measure 7, as
d\

dir,(\) = ’Fo,2|/’;()‘)|2dﬁr()‘) + len (N2

(1= 1PNP)

1
covol(T") (10-1)
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10.3. Random perturbed lattice orbits in H" are not spectrally hyperuniform

Let I' < G, be a lattice and v € Prob(G,,) a bi-K,-invariant probability measure that is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Haar measure mg,,, satisfying the exponential
decay condition in Lemma [10.2

Proof of Proposition[1.7]. From the formula for the diffraction measure 7, in Equation
10.1| we cut off the first term to get the lower bound

: . ((0,€]) . /5 ~yyg2y A
lim su : > lim sup — 1— |7\ .
e I RNl SR oV
By item (3) of Lemma |6.3| we have that

B(\) = / wa(g)dv(g) < / wolg)dv(g) = D(0),

SO

e (0 1 1 [ dXx
lim sup 771“,1/((3 €D > (1-— \3(0)’2) lim sup 3/ IPWENE
0+ € covol(T") cmot € Jo len(N)]

Since |c,(A)| 72 < A% when A — 0T then there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that |[c(\)|72 > c,\?
for all sufficiently small A > 0, so that

limsupl/EdA > Co
esot €2 Jo len(NP T 37

Moreover, by item (2) in Lemma[6.3] wo(g) < 1 for all g # e, and since mg,, (K,) = 0 then
v(K,) = 0 by absolute continuity, so

5(0) = / wolg)dv(g) < v(Gn) =1.

Gathering these lower bounds,

lim sup 7]1",1/((307 £]) > Co
cs0+ € 3 covol(T")

(1—PO)P) > 0.
m

Remark 10.4. Although we have not introduced diffraction measures for random mea-
sures on other homogeneous spaces, we do so in upcoming work for general commutative
metric spaces X = G/K with K compact. This includes semisimple Lie groups G with
finite center and maximal compact subgroup K, and there the same argument as in the
above proof holds, so no perturbation of a stealthy lattice yields a hyperuniform point
process.

As a consequence of Proposition we prove that the number variance of a perturbed
lattice orbit grows as fast as the volume along all subsequences of radii.

Corollary 10.5. Let I' < G, be a lattice and v € Prob(Gy,) be bi-K,-invariant as in
Lemma 102 Then
NV, (R)
liminf — "2 5 (.
RO Volye (Br)
Proof. By the formula for the diffraction measure of ur, in equation [I0.1] we can bound
the number variance form below using the spherical Plancherel formula as

L T R 0Ra = oy —
> i ] P - PR G

covol

NVir, (R)
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1 o0 d\
——— (1 —|p(0)? By (NP ——
> - POR) [ R WP
1 ~
= m(l - |V(0)|2) . |XBR(g)’2den(g)
I'(3) SOy 2
= 1—({v(0 VOI n(B .
covol(I‘)27r5( 7O Volar (Br)
Since 7(0) < 1 the right hand side is strictly positive. |
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