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Poisson-Laguerre tessellations

Anna Gusakovaa, Mathias in Wolde-Lübkeb

Abstract

In this paper we introduce a family of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations in Rd generated by a
Poisson point process in Rd × R, whose intensity measure has a density of the form (v, h) 7→
f(h)dhdv, where v ∈ Rd and h ∈ R, with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We study its
sectional properties and show that the ℓ-dimensional section of a Poisson-Laguerre tessellation
corresponding to f is an ℓ-dimensional Poisson-Laguerre tessellation corresponding to fℓ, which
is up to a constant a fractional integral of f of order (d−ℓ)/2. Further we derive an explicit rep-
resentation for the distribution of the volume weighted typical cell of the dual Poisson-Laguerre
tessellation in terms of fractional integrals and derivatives of f .

Keywords. Laguerre tessellation; Poisson point process; sectional tessellation; typical cell;
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral; regularly varying function; random simplex
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1 Introduction

A Random tessellation in Rd is one of the classical and central models of stochastic geometry. A
random tessellation is a locally finite covering of the space by convex polytopes with non-empty
and disjoint interiors, which is typically generated by some Poisson process of simpler geometric
objects (like points or hyperplanes). The study of random tessellations and the particular interest in
these models are motivated both by their rich inner mathematical structures and by the number of
applications in which such configurations naturally arise. For example, tessellations, and especially
triangulations of a space, play a prominent role in finite element methods in numerical analysis and
computer vision, data analysis, network modelling, astrophysics, and computational geometry (see
[1, 3, 5, 19] and references therein). At the same time tessellations have proved to be a promising
model for polycrystalline materials, plant cells, crack patterns or foam structures (see [5, 19] and
references therein). Moreover, recently there were a few articles using random tessellations in
machine learning [20, 26].
One of the difficulties of using random tessellation in applications is related to the fact, that there
are very few models for which rigorous results and exact formulas for basic mean characteristics are
available. Two models of random tessellations, which appeared to be mathematically tractable and
which have a number of applications, are the Poisson–Voronoi tessellation and its dual model, the
Poisson–Delaunay tessellation. The construction of Poisson-Voronoi tessellation may be described
as follows. Let η be a homogeneous Poisson point process in Rd and for any point v ∈ η we define
its Voronoi cell as the set of all points w ∈ Rd, which are closer to v then to any other point of the
process η, namely

C(v, η) := {w ∈ Rd : ‖v − w‖ ≤ ‖v′ − w‖ for all v′ ∈ η}.

Almost surely each Voronoi cell is a closed convex polytope and the collection of all Voronoi cells
form a Poisson-Voronoi tessellation. It is often useful to think about a Voronoi cell C(v, η) as a
crystal, which has started to grow at point v and is growing with the same speed in all directions.
The point w belongs to the crystal, which has reached this point first. Together with the Poisson-
Voronoi tessellation its dual model, the Poisson–Delaunay tessellation, is often considered. It can
be obtained using the following procedure. We connect two distinct points v1, v2 ∈ η by an edge
if and only if C(v1, η) ∩ C(v2, η) 6= ∅. The resulting graph splits the space into convex polytopes,
each of them is a simplex almost surely, giving rise to the tessellation called Poisson–Delaunay
tessellation. There is a long list of literature devoted to Poisson-Voronoi and Poisson-Delaunay
tessellations, but despite the long history of study there are still some open questions related to
the above models (see i.e. [5] and [25, Chapter 10] for an overview).
There are a few possibilities to generalize the construction above by considering the set A of points
(v, h) ∈ Rd × R and using weights h to modify the definition of the Voronoi cell (see [19, Section
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3.1]). One of them is to use the so-called power function instead of the distance, namely

pow (w, (v, h)) := ‖w − v‖2 + h, w ∈ Rd,

leading to the definition of the Laguerre diagram. More precisely for any (v, h) ∈ A we define its
Laguerre cell as

C((v, h), A) :=
{
w ∈ Rd : pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ pow(w, (v′, h′)) for all (v′, h′) ∈ A

}
,

which is again a convex and closed set. In terms of crystallization processes we may think of
the set C((v, h), A) as a crystal, which has started to grow at point v ∈ Rd and at time h ∈ R,
and is growing with the same speed in all directions, while the speed of growth decreases with
time. As before the point w ∈ Rd belongs to the crystal which has reached this point first. The
crucial difference between the Voronoi and Laguerre cell is the fact that the Laguerre cell might be
empty. This motivates the definition of the Laguerre diagram Ld(A) as a collection of all non-empty
Laguerre cells. The definition of the dual Laguerre diagram L∗

d(A) is analogous to the definition of
the Poisson-Delaunay tessellation as the dual of the Poisson-Voronoi tessellation (see Section 3 for
the details).
Random Laguerre tessellations have been considered in the literature in a few special settings. In
[13, 14] the authors consider a Laguerre tessellation of an independent Q-marking ξ of a homoge-
neous Poisson point process in Rd, where Q is a probability measure on (−∞, 0] satisfying some
natural integrability assumptions (see Example 3.8). The number of explicit formulas including
the description of the distribution for the typical cell of the dual model L∗

d(ξ) can be found in [13].
Another approach was used in [7, 8], where as a set of generating points A of a Laguerre tessellation
the authors considered a Poisson point process η on the product space Rd × E, where E is some
possibly unbounded interval, with intensity measure Λ of the form

Λ(·) = γ

∫

Rd

∫

E
f(h)1((v, h) ∈ ·) dhdv, γ > 0. (1)

More precisely in [7] the construction is based on the functions f(h) = const · hβ1(h ≥ 0), β > −1,
and f(h) = const · (−h)−β

1(h < 0), β > d
2 + 1, which lead to the so-called β-Voronoi and β′-

Voronoi tessellations, respectively, while in [8] the function f(h) = eλh, λ > 0, has been considered
leading to the definition of the Gaussian-Voronoi tessellation. These three families of random
tessellations appeared to be well-tractable due to the connection of the distribution of the typical
cell of the corresponding dual models with β-, β′- and Gaussian random simplices, which are well-
studied models of random polytopes [17, 10]. Further in [6] intersections of β-, β′- and Gaussian-
Voronoi tessellations with an affine subspace of dimension 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d − 1 have been studied. In
particular, it was shown that the intersection of a d-dimensional Poisson-Voronoi tessellation with an
ℓ-dimensional affine subspace has the same distribution as an ℓ-dimensional β-Voronoi tessellation
with β = d−ℓ

2 − 1. The latter in combination with the properties of β-Voronoi tessellations lead to
the new formulas for the expected intrinsic volumes of the typical Poisson-Voronoi cell.
In this article we aim to study a general model for random (Poisson)-Laguerre tessellation and
consider the Laguerre tessellation Ld,γ(f) := Ld(η) of the Poisson point process η whose intensity
measure Λ is of the form (1), where f is some general locally integrable and non-negative function.
It should be noted that in the case when the probability measure Q is absolutely continuous with
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respect to the Lebesgue measure and has density q the point process ξ is as well a Poisson point
process on Rd× (−∞, 0] with intensity measure of the form (1), where f = q. Thus, the settings of
[13, 14] are also partially included in this general setup. We will show that under mild and natural
assumption on the function f the resulting construction Ld,γ(f) is indeed a random tessellation
(Theorem 3.3). Next we will study the sectional properties of Ld,γ(f) and show, that the intersection
of Ld,γ(f) with an ℓ-dimensional affine subspace has the same distribution as Lℓ,γ(fℓ), where fℓ is
up to a constant a fractional integral of f of order (d− ℓ)/2 (Theorem 4.1). This is a generalization
of [6, Theorem 4.1]. Finally, we derive an explicit representation for the distribution of the typical
cell of the dual model L∗

d,γ(f) (Theorem 5.1) in terms of the function f and its fractional integrals
and derivatives. This representation is a generalization of [7, Theorem 4.5] and [8, Theorem 5.1],
and a partial generalization of [13, Theorem 3.3.1].
The rest of the paper is structured as follows. In Section 2 we collected some frequently used
notations as well as basic facts about point processes, random tessellations and fractional calculus.
Section 3 is devoted to the construction of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations and their dual tessellations,
as well as to the study of their basic properties. In Section 4 we consider sectional properties
of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations. Finally, in Section 5 we consider the dual Poisson-Laguerre
tessellation and study the distribution of its typical cell.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Frequently used notation

Given a set A ⊆ Rd we denote by intA, clA and bdA the interior, closure and boundary of A,
respectively. In the case of a set A we denote by #A its cardinality. Moreover for any y ∈ Rd

we write A + y := {x + y : x ∈ A} and for any s ∈ R we set sA := {sx : x ∈ A}. Further we
write aff(A), lin(A) and conv(A) to denote the affine, linear and convex hull of A, respectively.
Given y1, . . . , yd+1 ∈ Rd we write ∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1) for the d-dimensional volume of the simplex
conv(y1, . . . , yd+1) and ∇d(y1, . . . , yd) for the d-dimensional volume of the polytope spanned by the
vectors y1, . . . , yd.
A closed Euclidean ball in Rd with radius r > 0 centered at 0 is denoted by Bd(r) and we set
Bd := Bd(1). By σd−1 we denote the spherical Lebesgue measure on the (d − 1)-dimensional unit
sphere Sd−1, normalized in such a way that

ωd := σd−1(S
d−1) =

2π
d
2

Γ
(
d
2

) .

We denote by R = R ∪ {−∞,∞} the extended system of real numbers, and by R+ the set of
non-negative real numbers. We will use the usual measure theoretical conventions: 0 · (±∞) := 0,
c · (±∞) = (±∞)± c := ±∞ for c ∈ (0,∞) and e−∞ := 0.
In what follows we shall represent points x ∈ Rd+1 in the form x = (v, h) with v ∈ Rd (called spatial
coordinate) and h ∈ R (called height, weight or time coordinate). Denote by Ref : Rd+1 → Rd+1 a
reflection map with respect to space hyperplane, namely Ref(v, h) = (v,−h), and for given c ∈ R

by τc : R → R we denote the shift map, namely τc(x) = x+ c.
Let Π (respectively, Π+) be the standard downward (respectively, upward) paraboloid, defined as

Π := {(v, h) ∈ Rd+1 : h = −‖v‖2}, Π+ := Ref(Π) = {(v, h) ∈ Rd+1 : h = ‖v‖2}.
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and let Π(w,t) be the translation of Π by a vector (w, t) ∈ Rd+1, that is,

Π(w,t) := {(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : h = −‖v − w‖2 + t}.

The point (w, t) is called the apex of the paraboloid Π(w,t) and is denoted by apexΠ(w,t). Given
points xi = (vi, hi) for i = 1, . . . , d + 1 with affinely independent spatial coordinates v1, . . . , vd+1

we denote by Π(x1, . . . , xd+1) the unique translation of the downward paraboloid Π containing
x1, . . . , xd+1. Given a set A ⊆ Rd+1 we define the hypograph and epigraph of A as

A↓ : = {(v, h′) ∈ Rd × R : (v, h) ∈ A for some h ≥ h′},
A↑ : = {(v, h′) ∈ Rd × R : (v, h) ∈ A for some h ≤ h′}.

For k ∈ {0, . . . , d} let G(d, k) be the set of all k-dimensional linear subspaces of Rd. The unique
rotation invariant probability measure on G(d, k) is denoted by νk. Given L ∈ G(d, k) we denote
by L⊥ its orthogonal complement. Analogously, A(d, k) denotes the k-dimensional affine subspaces
of Rd and it admits the unique (up to normalization) rigid motion invariant measure µk, defined as

µk(·) =
∫

G(d,k)

∫

L⊥

1(L+ x ∈ ·)λL⊥(dx)νk(dL).

2.2 (Poisson) point processes

Let X be some locally compact second countable Hausdorff space and let X = B(X) be a corre-
sponding Borel σ-algebra. By N(X) we denote the space of s-finite counting measures on X and by
Nℓ(X) ⊂ N(X) the subset of locally finite counting measures. The σ-algebra N (X) is defined as the
smallest σ-algebra on N(X) such that the evaluation mappings ξ 7→ ξ(B), B ∈ X , ξ ∈ N(X), are
measurable. A point process η on X is a measurable mapping with values in N(X) defined over some
fixed probability space (Ω,A,P). A point process η is called simple if almost surely η({x}) ∈ {0, 1}
for all x ∈ X and it is called locally finite if η ∈ Nℓ(X) almost surely. In the case of a simple locally
finite point process it is a standard abuse of notation to identify η with its support, which is a
locally finite random countable set of points, and to write x ∈ η meaning that x ∈ supp(η).
Let Λ be a s-finite diffuse measure on X. By a Poisson point process η on X with intensity measure
Λ we understand a simple point process with the following two properties:

(a) for any B ∈ X the random variable η(B) is Poisson distributed with mean Λ(B);

(b) for any n ∈ N and pairwise disjoint setsB1, . . . , Bn ∈ X the random variables η(B1), . . . , η(Bn)
are independent.

We refer to [25] and [12] for the existence and construction of Poisson point processes and for
further details.
Denote by F ′ the set of non-empty closed subsets of Rd equipped with the usual Fell topology and
let C′ ⊂ F ′ be the set of non-empty compact subsets of Rd. By a particle process X we understand a
simple locally finite point process on F ′ with locally finite intensity measure, which is concentrated

on C′. A particle process X is stationary, if X + y
d
= X for all y ∈ Rd. For more details on particle

processes we refer to [25, Section 4.1].
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2.3 Random tessellation

In this subsection we recall the concept of a random tessellation and include a brief overview of
basic properties. For a more detailed discussion we refer the reader to [25, Chapter 10]. According
to [25, Definition 10.1.1] and [25, Lemma 10.1.1] a tessellation (or a mosaic) T in Rd is a locally
finite system of convex polytopes that cover the whole space and have non-empty disjoint interiors.
The elements of T are called cells.
Given a polytope P we denote by Fk(P ), k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}, the set of its k-dimensional faces,
where Fd(P ) = {P}, and let F(P ) :=

⋃d
k=0Fk(P ). A tessellation T is called face-to-face if for all

P1, P2 ∈ T we have
P1 ∩ P2 ∈ (F(P1) ∩ F(P2)) ∪ {∅}.

In the case of a face-to-face tessellation we also set Fk(T ) :=
⋃

t∈T Fk(t) for k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d}.
A face-to-face tessellation in Rd is called normal if each F ∈ Fk(T ) is contained in precisely d+1−k
cells for all k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , d− 1}. We denote by T the set of all face-to-face tessellations in Rd. By
a random tessellation in Rd we understand a particle process X in Rd satisfying X ∈ T almost
surely.

2.4 Fractional integrals and derivatives

In what follows it will often be convenient to use common notations from fractional calculus. Here
we will only collect the basic definitions and facts used in this article, while for more detailed
discussions we refer the reader to [22], [18] and [11].
Let −∞ ≤ a < b ≤ ∞ and α > 0. For any measurable function f : (a, b) → R+ the integral

(
I
α
a+ f

)
(x) :=

1

Γ (α)

∫ x

a
f(t)(x− t)α−1dt, x > a,

is called fractional integral of order α. Note that for any non-negative f and α ≥ 1 the function

Iαa+ f is monotonically increasing and for any c ∈ R we have
(
Iαa+ f

)
(x) =

(
Iα(a−c)+ f ◦ τa

)
(x− c). (2)

Thus, we can restrict ourselves to the cases a = 0 and a = −∞. For a = 0 the expression Iα0+ f is
known as the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral, while in the case a = −∞

(
Iα f

)
(x) :=

(
Iα−∞ f

)
(x) =

1

Γ (α)

∫ x

−∞
f(t)(x− t)α−1dt,

is often referred to as the Liouville version. In the case a = −∞ and b <∞ we again use (2) with
c = b and, thus, without loss of generality may assume that b = 0 in this case. Further for any
α > 0 we have the following relation between fractional Riemann-Liouville Iα0+ and Liouville Iα

integrals. For any x < 0 by applying the change of variables t = −u−1 we have

(
Iα f

)
(x) =

1

Γ(α)

∫ x

−∞
f(t)(x− t)α−1dt

= (−x)α−1 1

Γ(α)

∫ − 1
x

0
u−α−1f (−1/u) (−1/x− u)α−1 du

= (−x)α−1
(
I
α
0+ fα

)
(−1/x) ,

(3)
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where fα(u) = u−α−1f(−1/u), which is a function defined on (0,∞).
It will often be convenient to assume that the functions f is defined on whole R by setting f(x) = 0
if x 6∈ (a, b). The value of the fractional integral Iαa+ f for x > a will not change in this case and
for x ≤ a we will have

(
Iαa+ f

)
(x) = 0. Thus, if the dependence of a is not essential we will use the

Liouville version of the fractional integral Iα f in order to simplify the notation. Using the above
convention, we may define the fractional integral in terms of the convolution of functions f and
p(t) = tα−1

1[0,∞)(t), namely

(
Iα f

)
(x) =

1

Γ(α)
(f ∗ p)(x) = 1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞

−∞
f(t)p(x− t)dt.

In what follows we will be interested in the following class

L1,+
loc (E) :=

{
f : intE → R+ :

∫

K
f(x)dx <∞∀K ⊂ E, K compact

}
, E ∈ B(R),

of non-negative functions which are locally integrable on E. In particular using the usual equivalence
relation we will write f = g for f, g ∈ L1,+

loc (E) if f(x) = g(x) in almost every point x ∈ E. It

was shown in [15, Lemma 2.1.] that for any α > 0 and f ∈ L1,+
loc ([a,∞)), where a > −∞, we

have (Iαa+ f)(x) < ∞ at almost every x > a and that Iαa+ f is locally integrable on [a,∞). Due
to relation (3) we also conclude that (Iα f)(x) < ∞ for almost every x < 0 and any α > 0 if
f : (−∞, 0) → [0,∞) is such that fα ∈ L1,+

loc ([0,∞)). Also note that if fα ∈ L1,+
loc ([0,∞)), then

fβ ∈ L1,+
loc ([0,∞)) for any β < α.

In what follows we will often use the following fact.

Lemma 2.1. If f ∈ L1,+
loc ((−∞, b)), where −∞ < b ≤ ∞, and (Iα f)(p) < ∞ for some p < b and

α > 1, then (Iβ f)(p) <∞ for any β ∈ [1, α].

Proof. Let p < b. Since f is non-negative and locally integrable on (−∞, b) we have

Γ(β)(Iβ f)(p) =

∫ p

−∞
f(t)(p− t)β−1dt ≤

∫ p−1

−∞
f(t)(p− t)α−1dt+

∫ p

p−1
f(t)dt <∞.

Further it shall be noted that for a non-negative measurable function f and α, β > 0 the semigroup
property

I
α
a+ I

β
a+ f = I

α
a+ I

β
a+ f = I

α+β
a+ f (4)

holds by Tonelli’s theorem.
As a counterpart to the fractional integral, the fractional derivative of order α > 0 is defined as

D
α
a+ f(x) :=

dn

dxn
I
n−α
a+ f(x) =

1

Γ(n− α)

dn

dxn

∫ x

a
f(t)(x− t)n−α−1dt,

where n = ⌈α⌉ and ⌈α⌉ is the smallest integer larger than α. Additionally we set I0a+ f = D0
a+ f = f .

Using the semigroup property for any x > a and α > 0 we have

Dα
a+ Iαa+ f(x) =

dn

dxn
(Ina+ f)(x) =

dn−1

dxn−1

( d

dx

∫ x

a
(I

n−1
a+ f)(t)dt

)
,
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where n = ⌈α⌉. Further note that if (I1a+ f)(p) =
∫ p
a f(t)dt < ∞ for any p < b, then I1a+ f is

continuous on (a, b) and for almost all x ∈ (a, b)

d

dx
(I1a+ f)(x) = f(x)

(see [16, Proposition 6.3, Theorem 6.5]). Assuming (Ina+ f)(p) < ∞ for any p < b and f ∈
L1,+
loc ((−∞, b)) by Lemma 2.1 we have (Ima+ f)(p) < ∞ for any 1 ≤ m ≤ n and p < b. Thus,

for almost all x ∈ (a, b) we get

dn

dxn
(I

n
a+ f)(x) =

dn−1

dxn−1
(I

n−1
a+ f)(x) = . . . =

d

dx
(I

1
a+ f)(x) = f(x),

which leads to

D
α
a+ I

α
a+ f(x) = f(x). (5)

In particular the equality holds if f is continuous in x. Hence the fractional differentiation is an
operation inverse to the fractional integration from the left.

2.5 Regularly varying functions

A measurable function f : R+ → R+ is called regularly varying at infinity with index ρ if

lim
x→∞

f(λx)

f(x)
= λρ,

for all λ > 0. We denote by RVρ the class of regularly varying functions at infinity with index ρ.
If ρ = 0 the function f is called slowly varying. The function f(x) is called regularly varying at 0
with index ρ if the function f(x−1) is regularly varying at infinity with index ρ. For more details
we refer the reader to [2] and [21].

3 Construction of Poisson-Laguerre tessellation

In this section we will introduce the random Laguerre tessellation, which is a generalized (weighted)
version of the well-known Poisson-Voronoi tessellation. More precisely we will be interested in
tessellations in Rd, whose construction is based on a set of points of the form (v, h), v ∈ Rd (spatial
coordinate), h ∈ R (weight), which are given by an inhomogeneous Poisson point process in Rd×R.

3.1 Definition of (deterministic) Laguerre tessellation

We start by introducing the deterministic construction of a Laguerre tessellation using two different
approaches. The first approach arises as a generalization of the definition of a Voronoi tessellation
for a set of points with weights, while the second is used in computational geometry and relies on
a vertical projection of a (d+ 1)-dimensional polyhedral set to Rd as in [3].
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3.1.1 Definition via power function

Given two points v,w ∈ Rd and h ∈ R we define the power of w with respect to the pair (v, h) as

pow (w, (v, h)) := ‖w − v‖2 + h. (6)

As before h is referred to as the weight of v. Let A be a countable set of points of the form
(v, h) ∈ Rd × R. We define the Laguerre cell of (v, h) ∈ A as

C ((v, h), A) :=
{
w ∈ Rd : pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ pow(w, (v′, h′)) for all (v′, h′) ∈ A

}
.

The collection of all Laguerre cells of A, which have non-vanishing topological interior, is called the
Laguerre diagram

Ld(A) := {C((v, h), A) : (v, h) ∈ A, intC((v, h), A) 6= ∅}.

If all points (v, h) ∈ A have the same weight h ≡ h0, Ld(A) coincides with the Voronoi diagram of
the set {v : (v, h) ∈ A}. Intuitively, we can think of Ld(A) as a result of a crystallization process.
More precisely, for a point (v, h) ∈ A let v ∈ Rd be the location and h ∈ R be the time at which
a crystal starts to grow. The evolution of the given crystal (v, h) is described as follows, by any
time t > h the crystal covers the ball of radius

√
t around v. For a generic point w ∈ Rd the value

pow(w, (v, h)) is the time which the crystallization process needs to reach the point w. Hence,
C((v, h), A) is the collection of points, which are reached by the crystal starting at v and at time
h before they are reached by any other crystal.

3.1.2 Definition via vertical projection of (d+ 1)-dimensional polyhedral set

Let us now introduce an alternative approach to the construction of the Laguerre diagram Ld(A)
based on methods from computational geometry [3]. We will use this construction in the proof of
Theorem 4.1.
As before let A be a countable set of points (v, h) ∈ Rd × R. We will identify a point (v, h) ∈
A with the d-dimensional sphere S(v,

√
−h) with center v and (potentially imaginary) radius√

−h. We call two spheres S(v1, r1), S(v2, r2) orthogonal if pow(v2, (v1,−r21)) = r22 or equiva-
lently pow(v1, (v2,−r22)) = r21. Consider the transformation φ : S(v, r) 7→ (v, ‖v‖2 − r2) which maps
(d− 1)-dimensional spheres to points in Rd×R. Interpreting points in Rd as spheres of radius 0 we
get that the image of Rd under φ is the standard upward paraboloid Π+. It should be noted that
for arbitrary v ∈ Rd the preimage under φ of the vertical line in Rd+1 passing through (v, 0) is the
set of spheres centred at v. Spheres with real radius are mapped to points from (Π+)↓ (lying below
Π+), while spheres with imaginary radius correspond to points from (Π+)↑ (lying above Π+). For
x ∈ Rd+1 we define the polar hyperplane of x with respect to the quadric Π+ as

x◦Π+ :=
{
y ∈ Rd+1 : (x1, . . . , xd+1, 1)∆Π+(y1, . . . , yd+1, 1)

T = 0
}
,

where

∆Π+ :=



Id 0 0
0 0 −1/2
0 −1/2 0


 .
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We will often write simply x◦ if it is clear from the context with respect to which quadric polarity
is considered. Then [3, Lemma 17.2.1] implies that the set of spheres orthogonal to a given sphere
S(v, r) is mapped by φ to φ(S(v, r))o. Furthermore, [3, Lemma 17.2.3] shows that pow(w, (v,−r2)),
where w ∈ Rd, is the signed vertical distance between the point φ(w) and the hyperplane φ(S(v, r))◦,
i.e. the difference of the (d + 1)-th coordinates of φ(w) and the unique point y ∈ φ(S(v, r))o with
(y1, . . . , yd) = w. Indeed,

φ (S (v, r))◦ =
{
(y, yd+1) ∈ Rd × R : yd+1 = ‖y‖2 − ‖v − y‖2 + r2

}

yields that the signed vertical distance between φ(w) = (w, ‖w‖2) and φ(S(v, r))◦ equals

‖w‖2 − (‖w‖2 − ‖v − w‖2 + r2) = ‖v − w‖2 − r2 = pow(w, (v,−r2)).

We now define an unbounded convex closed set P (A) as the intersection of the epigraphs of all
polar hyperplanes φ(S(v,

√
−h))◦, where (v, h) ∈ A, i.e.

P (A) :=
⋂

(v,h)∈A

[
φ(S(v,

√
−h))o

]↑
. (7)

Note that in the case when A is locally finite P (A) is a polyhedral set. For a facet (i.e. d-dimensional
face) F of P (A) (see [24, Section 1.4 and Section 2.1] for a definition) we denote by projRd(F ) the
orthogonal projection of F to Rd. We show that the collection of non-empty Laguerre cells coincides
with

Pd(A) := {projRd F : F is a facet of P (A)}.
By definition and [24, Theorem 2.1.2] we have that Pd(A) is a collection of convex sets with non-
vanishing and non-intersecting topological interiors. Let (v, h) ∈ A and without loss of generality
let F (v, h) := φ(S(v,

√
−h))◦∩bdP (A) 6= ∅ (otherwise the corresponding Laguerre cell C((v, h),X)

is empty and does not influence the Laguerre diagram). Note in this case F (v, h) is a support set
and, hence, is a face of P (A). Let projR : Rd+1 → R, (w, r) 7→ r, be the projection onto the
(d+ 1)-th coordinate. By definition of P (A) we have

F (v, h) = {(w, t) ∈ Rd × R : (w, t) ∈ φ(S(v,
√
−h))◦, t ≥ projR(φ(S(v

′,
√
−h′))◦) ∀(v′, h′) ∈ A}

= {(w, t) ∈ Rd × R : t = ‖w‖2 − ‖v − w‖2 − h, t ≥ ‖w‖2 − ‖v′ − w‖2 − h′ ∀(v′, h′) ∈ A}
= {(w, t) ∈ Rd × R : t = ‖w‖2 − ‖v − w‖2 − h,

pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ pow(w, (v′, h′)) ∀(v′, h′) ∈ A}.

The latter implies
projRd F (v, h) = C((v, h), A).

On the other hand we have int projRd F (v, h) 6= ∅ if and only if F (v, h) has dimension d and, hence,

Ld(A) = Pd(A).

For a more detailed overview of the above interpretation we refer the reader to [3, Chapters 17,18].
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3.1.3 Properties of Laguerre diagrams

It shall be emphasized that Ld(A) is not necessarily a tessellation in the sense of the definition
given in Section 2.3. From the definition of the Laguerre diagram we already get that the cells are
convex, closed and have non-empty disjoint interiors (see [23, Section 2] and [13, Section 2.2] for
more details). In [23, Proposition 1, Step 5] it has also been shown that the cells are in face-to-face
position. Hence it remains to check whether the collection is a locally finite covering of Rd and that
the cells are bounded. Putting some additional restrictions on the set A we may ensure Ld(A) ∈ T.
As in [13, Definition 2.2.1] we introduce the following regularity conditions on A:

(P1) conv(v : (v, h) ∈ A) = Rd.

(P2) For every w ∈ Rd and every t ∈ R there are only finitely many (v, h) ∈ A satisfying
pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ t.

Further, we say the points of A are in general position if:

(P3) No d + 2 points (v0, h0), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) of A lie on the same downward paraboloid of the
form

{(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : ‖v − w‖2 + h = t}
with (w, t) ∈ Rd × R.

(P4) No k + 1 nuclei are contained in a (k − 1)-dimensional affine subspace of Rd for k = 2, . . . , d.

In [13, Proposition 2.2.4] and [23, Proposition 1] it was shown that if A satisfies the regularity
conditions (P1) and (P2), then Ld(A) is a tessellation. Further in [13, Corollary 2.2.7] it has been
shown that under condition (P3) and (P4) the tessellation Ld(A) is normal.
It should be noted that while condition (P1) is necessary for Ld(A) being a tessellation, condition
(P2) is not. Following [23] we may slightly relax the regularity conditions and say that A is
admissible if the Laguerre diagram L(A) is a locally finite covering of Rd by convex polytopes, which
are in face-to-face positions and A satisfies (P1). Note that if A is regular then A is admissible and
if A is admissible, then Ã := {(v, h) ∈ A : intC((v, h), A) 6= ∅} is regular (see [23, Proposition 2]).

3.1.4 Dual model

Given a countable set of points A in Rd × R which is admissible and satisfies (P3) and (P4), we
will associate with a tessellation Ld(A) its dual tessellation in the same fashion as the definition of
the Delaunay triangulation as dual model of the Voronoi tessellation. More precisely, for a given
vertex z ∈ F0(Ld(A)) we construct the Delaunay cell D(z,A) as

D(z,A) := conv(v : (v, h) ∈ A, z ∈ C((v, h), A)).

Since Ld(A) is a normal tessellation in Rd we have that for a given vertex z ∈ F0(Ld(A)) there exist
exactly d+1 points (v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) of A such that z ∈ C((vi, hi), A) for all i = 1, . . . , d+1.
Therefore the Delaunay cell D(z,A) is a simplex. We define the dual Laguerre tessellation L∗

d(A)
as the collection of all these Delaunay cells, i.e.

L∗
d(A) := {D(z,A) : z ∈ F0(Ld(A))},
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which is a simplicial tessellation as follows from [23, Proposition 2].
It should be noted, that L∗

d(A) is a Laguerre tessellation itself. Indeed, since Ld(A) is normal we
have that for any z ∈ F0(Ld(A)) there is a unique number Kz ∈ R such that there exist exactly
d+ 1 points (v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) of A with

pow(z, (v1, h1)) = . . . = pow(z, (vd+1, hd+1)) = Kz

and there is no other point (v, h) of A with pow(z, (v, h)) < Kz. Recalling the definition of

pow(z, (v, h)) = ‖z − v‖2 + h and intΠ↓
(z,Kz)

= {(v, h) ∈ Rd ×R : h < −‖z − v‖2 +Kz} we see that

the latter condition is equivalent to saying that the points (v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) belong to the

downward paraboloid Π(z,Kz) with apex (z,Kz) and A ∩ int Π↓
(z,Kz)

= ∅. Let

A∗ := {(z,−Kz) : z ∈ F0(Ld(A))}, (8)

then A∗ is regular and L∗
d(A) = Ld(A

∗) (see [23, Proposition 2]).

3.2 Definition and some properties of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations

In this paper we are interested in the situation when A is given by the support of some (inhomo-
geneous) Poisson point processes in Rd ×R. More precisely, let E ⊆ R be an interval of one of the
following types:

(i) E = [a,∞) for some a ∈ R;

(ii) E = (−∞, b) for some b ∈ R;

(iii) E = R,

and let f ∈ L1,+
loc (E). In this case f defines a locally finite diffuse measure Λf,γ on E as

Λf,γ(B ×A) := γ

∫

B

∫

A
f(h)dhdv, γ ∈ (0,∞),

for any Borel sets B ⊆ Rd and A ⊆ E. Let ηf,γ be a Poisson point process in Rd×E with intensity
measure Λf,γ .

Remark 3.1. Note that we do not require that the support of f is E and in general f may be
supported on a smaller set. On the other hand the condition f ∈ L1,+

loc (E) puts some restrictions on
the type of the interval E for a given function, but not necessarily determines it uniquely. Thus, for
example any function f : (a,∞) → R+, which is locally integrable on [a,∞) may also be defined on
R by setting f(x) = 0 for x ≤ a and will still be locally integrable on R. We prefer to distinguish
the cases (i) and (iii) since in some situations stronger statements can be shown in the case of
interval (i), but not for the interval (iii). On the other hand the difference between the cases (ii)
and (iii) is more essential since there are functions f : (−∞, b) → R+, which are locally integrable
on (−∞, b) but not locally integrable on (−∞, b]. Considering the functions defined on the interval
of type (ii) we will often assume, that they are not locally integrable on R.

The fractional integral of f appears naturally when we consider the properties of the Poisson point
process ηf,γ . Namely it describes the expected number of points of ηf,γ lying below the standard
downward paraboloid with given apex as stated in the next lemma.
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Lemma 3.2. Let E be the interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii) and f ∈ L1,+
loc (E). Then for any

γ ∈ (0,∞) and (w, t) ∈ Rd × R we have

E(ηf,γ(int Π
↓
(w,t))) = E(ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,t))) = γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(t).

Proof. By Campbell’s theorem [25, Theorem 3.1.2] we have

E(ηf,γ(intΠ
↓
(w,t))) = E(ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,t))) = γ

∫

Rd

∫

E
1

(
h ≤ −‖v − w‖2 + t

)
f(h)dhdv

= γ

∫

R

1(h ≤ t)f(h)

∫

Rd

1

(
‖v‖ ≤ (t− h)

1
2

)
dvdh

=
π

d
2 γ

Γ(d2 + 1)

∫ t

−∞
f(h)(t− h)

d
2dh

= γπ
d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(t),

which finishes the proof.

Next we specify the conditions for f such that ηf,γ is almost surely admissible and the points of
ηf,γ are in general position. In this case we have that Ld(ηf,γ) is almost surely a normal random
tessellation (see Section 3.1.3).

Theorem 3.3. Let E be the interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii) and consider f ∈ L1,+
loc (E) satisfying

(I
d
2
+1 f)(t) <∞ (9)

for all t ∈ E, and in the case of an interval of type (ii) we additionally assume that there exists
ε > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that

(I
d
2
+1 f)(b− 1/n) ≥ nε (10)

for all n ≥ n0. Then Ld(ηf,γ) is almost surely a normal random tessellation for any γ ∈ (0,∞).

We abuse the notation in Section 3.1 slightly and will call functions f ∈ L1,+
loc (E) satisfying the

assumptions of Theorem 3.3 admissible.

Definition 3.4. Let E be the interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii). We call a function f ∈ L1,+
loc (E)

admissible if it satisfies the following conditions:

(F1) (I
d
2
+1 f)(t) <∞ for all t ∈ E,

(F2) in the case of an interval of type (ii) there exists ε > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that

(I
d
2
+1 f)(b− 1/n) ≥ nε

for all n ≥ n0.
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Remark 3.5. In Remark 3.1 we argued that in the case of an interval E of type (ii) we assume that
the function f : (−∞, b) → R+ is not locally integrable on (−∞, b]. Note that (F1) and (F2) imply
f 6∈ L1,+

loc ((−∞, b]). Indeed, from (F2) it follows that

∫ b

−∞
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt =

∫ b

b−1
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt+

∫ b−1

−∞
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt = ∞.

Using b−t
b−1−t ≤ 2 which holds for any t ≤ b− 2 we have

∫ b−1

−∞
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt =

∫ b−1

b−2
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt+

∫ b−2

−∞
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt

≤ 2
d
2

∫ b−1

b−2
f(t)dt+ 2

d
2

∫ b−2

−∞
f(t)(b− 1− t)

d
2dt

≤ 2
d
2

∫ b−1

b−2
f(t)dt+ 2

d
2Γ
(d
2
+ 1
)
(I

d
2
+1 f)(b− 1) <∞,

due to (F1) and since f ∈ L1,+
loc ((−∞, b)). Therefore we have

∫ b

b−1
f(t)dt ≥

∫ b

b−1
f(t)(b− t)

d
2dt = ∞

and f is not locally integrable on (−∞, b].

From now on let Ld,γ(f) denote the normal Laguerre tessellation constructed for the Poisson point
process ηf,γ ∼ PPP(γf(h)dvdh) on Rd × E with f being admissible and let L∗

d,γ(f) be its dual.
Let us point out that condition (F1) is not very restrictive and holds for big classes of functions.
In the next proposition we collected some of them.

Proposition 3.6. Let d ≥ 1 and let f : intE → R+ be a non-negative measurable function,
satisfying one of the following conditions:

(a) E = [a,∞), a ∈ R and f ∈ L1,+
loc (E);

(b) E = (−∞, b), b ∈ R and u−
d
2
−2(f ◦ τb)

(
− 1/u

)
∈ L1,+

loc ([0,∞));

Then f satisfies (F1).

Remark 3.7. In particular (a) implies that when f is a density of some locally finite measure on the
interval of type (i) with respect to Lebesgue measure, it satisfies (F1) and, hence, is admissible.

Proof. (a) is a direct consequence of [15, Lemma 2.1] in combination with (2), while (b) follows
from (3) and (a).

It should be noted that random tessellations Ld,γ(f) and their dual models L∗
d,γ(f) have been

studied before for some special types of functions. Below we list some examples of admissible
functions including the cases considered previously in the literature.
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Example 3.8 (Independently marked homogeneous Poisson point process). In [14, 13] the authors
considered the Laguerre tessellation Ld(ξ), where ξ is an independent Q-marking of a homogeneous
Poisson point process in Rd with intensity γ and Q is a probability measure on (−∞, 0]. Let us point
out that in [14, 13] another definition of a power function, namely pow(w, (v, r)) = ‖v−w‖2−r2, is
used. It coincides with our definition by setting h = −r2, which should be taken into account while
comparing the corresponding results. In [14, Theorem 4.1] it was shown that Ld(ξ) is a random
tessellation if and only if

E[(−R) d
2 ] <∞, (11)

where R is a random variable with distribution Q.
Further note that an independent Q-marking ξ of a Poisson point process is itself a Poisson point
process on the product space Rd×(−∞, 0] (see [25, Theorem 3.5.7] or [12, Proposition 6.16]). Then
if Q is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure it has a density q : R → R+

satisfying q(x) = 0 for all x > 0 and q ∈ L1(R). In this case we have ξ
d
= ηq,γ and Ld(ξ)

d
= Ld,γ(q).

According to Definition 3.4 q is admissible if

(I
d
2
+1 q)(p) = Γ

(d
2
+ 1
) ∫ p

−∞
q(h)(p − h)

d
2dh <∞, (12)

for all p ∈ R. Note that since the fractional integral is monotone in p for any p ≤ 0 we have

(I
d
2
+1 q)(p) ≤ Γ

(d
2
+ 1
) ∫ 0

−∞
q(h)(−h) d

2 dh = E[(−R) d
2 ].

On the other hand for any p > 0 using Jensen’s inequality we get

∫ p

−∞
(p− h)

d
2 q(h)dh ≤ 2

d
2
−1

(
p

d
2

∫

R

q(h)dh+

∫ 0

−∞
(−h) d

2 q(h)dh

)
= 2

d
2
−1p

d
2 + 2

d
2
−1E[(−R) d

2 ],

since q is a density of some probability measure. Thus (12) is equivalent to (11) in this case.
The advantage of our approach is that we could also treat the situation, when the mark distribution
is supported on whole R, but on the other hand we can only consider mark distributions, which
are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Example 3.9 (β-, β′- and Gaussian-Voronoi tessellations). In [7, 8] functions which are not in-
tegrable have been considered, in particular, the following three families of functions have been
treated:

fd,β : (0,∞) → R+, fd,β(h) = cd+1,βh
β , β > −1, cd+1,β :=

Γ
(
d+1
2 + β + 1

)

π
d+1
2 Γ(β + 1)

, (13)

f ′d,β : (−∞, 0) → R+, f ′d,β(h) = c′d+1,β(−h)−β , β >
d

2
+ 1, c′d+1,β :=

Γ (β)

π
d+1
2 Γ(β − d+1

2 )
, (14)

f̃λ : R → R+, f̃λ(h) = eλh, λ > 0. (15)

In what follows we will call these three settings β-model, β′-model and Gaussian-model, respectively.
It was shown in [7, Lemma 3] and in [8, Section 3.3] that the corresponding Laguerre diagrams
Vd,β,γ := Ld,γ(fd,β), V ′

d,β,γ := Ld,γ(f
′
d,β) and Gd,λ,γ := Ld,γ(f̃λ) are stationary normal random
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tessellations in Rd, which are called β-Voronoi, β′-Voronoi and Gaussian-Voronoi tessellations,
respectively. It should be pointed out though that [7, Lemma 1], which was used in the proof of
[7, Lemma 3], contains a gap, such that the proof in the case of the β′-model is incomplete. We
close this gap in Theorem 3.3. Let us ensure that functions defined as in (13), (14) and (15) are
admissible and Theorem 3.3 applies in this three cases.

β-model: In the case of the β-model it is easy to ensure that fd,β ∈ L1,+
loc ([0,∞)) for β > −1

and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 the condition (F1) of Definition 3.4 holds and fd,β is admissible.
It should be noted that one may additionally include the case β = −1 in the family of β-Voronoi
tessellations by defining Vd,−1,γ to be a classical Poisson-Voronoi tessellation and interpret the

latter as a Laguerre tessellation Ld,γ(f) with f(h) = π
d+1
2 Γ(d+1

2 )−1δ0(h), where δ0 is the Dirac
delta function at 0. Formally we do not allow such functions in the definition of Poisson-Laguerre
tessellations, but there are strong evidences, that the Poisson-Voronoi tessellation indeed appears
as a limit of Vd,β,γ as β → −1 (see [7, Remark 6]).

β′-model: First note that

u−
d
2
−2f ′d,β

(
− 1

u

)
= c′d+1,βu

β− d
2
−2 ∈ L1,+

loc ([0,∞)),

for β > d
2 + 1. Hence, by Proposition 3.6 f ′d,β satisfies (F1). Further using [11, Property 2.5 (b)]

we have that there exists ε > 0 and n0 ∈ N such that

(I
d
2
+1 f ′d,β)(−1/n) =

c′d+1,βΓ(β − d
2 − 1)

Γ(β)
nβ−

d
2
−1 ≥ nε

for all n ≥ n0 since β > d
2 + 1 and therefore f ′d,β satisfies (F2) and is admissible.

Gaussian-model: By direct computations one can show that f̃λ satisfies (F1) as well and by
Definition 3.4 f̃λ is admissible.

The above examples demonstrate that Theorem 3.3 provides a sufficient condition for Ld,γ(f) being
a normal random tessellation, which is often easy to verify and it allows us to treat the models
considered in [13, 7, 8] in a unified way.

Example 3.10 (Further examples of admissible functions). Below we present a few more examples
of admissible functions f leading to a normal random tessellation Ld,γ(f).

1. f : [1,∞) → R+, f(h) = hβ(log(h))α, where β > −1, α ∈ R.

Let ε = β+1
2 > 0. For α ≥ 0 we note that f(h) ≤

(
αe
ε

)α
hβ+ε. Since hβ+ε is locally integrable

we have f ∈ L1,+
loc ([1,∞)) and by Proposition 3.6 satisfies (F1). In the case α < 0 we note

that f(h) ≤
(
− αe

ε

)α
hβ−ε and, hence, f ∈ L1,+

loc ([1,∞)) as well.

2. f : (0,∞) → R+, f(h) = α1h
β1 + . . . + αkh

βk , k ∈ N, where β1, . . . , βk > −1, α1, . . . , αk > 0.

This function is obviously in L1,+
loc ([0,∞)) as a linear combination of locally integrable and

non-negative functions on (0,∞) and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 it satisfies (F1).
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3. f : (0,∞) → R+, f(h) = hβ log(h)+(eβ)−1, where β > 0 and we set f(0) := limh→0+ f(h) = 0.

The next proposition provides information about the behavior of the tessellation Ld,γ(f) after
scaling and shifting the Poisson point process ηf,γ along the height coordinate h. Given a tessellation
T and s > 0 we denote by sT := {st : t ∈ T}.

Proposition 3.11. Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and let f be admissible. For a function ϕ : R → R, ϕ(x) = λx+c,
where λ > 0 and c ∈ R we have that f ◦ ϕ ∈ L1,+

loc (ϕ
−1(E)) is admissible and

Ld,γ(f)
d
= λ

1
2Ld,γ̃(f ◦ ϕ),

where γ̃ := λ
d
2
+1γ ∈ (0,∞).

Remark 3.12. Proposition 3.11 in particular allows us to restrict our consideration to the following
cases E = [0,∞), E = (−∞, 0) and E = R.

We finalize this subsection with the following proposition, which is a technical tool we will use in
Section 4.

Proposition 3.13. Let E be an interval of type (ii). Let γ ∈ (0,∞) and let f be admissible. We
define a generalized function g : R → R+ by

g(p) :=

{
f(p), if p < b,

∞, otherwise.

Let η̃ be a Poisson point process in Rd × R whose intensity measure is given by γg(h)dvdh. Then
Ld(η̃) is almost surely a normal random tessellation and

Ld(η̃)
d
= Ld(ηf,γ).

Remark 3.14. The above proposition has the following intuitional meaning. If we turn back to the
interpretation of a Laguerre tessellation Ld(ηf,γ) as a result of crystallization process (see Section
3.1.1) Proposition 3.13 reads as follows. By time b with probability 1 the crystallization process
has covered the whole Rd and any crystal which start to grow earliest at time b does not cover any
points of Rd. Hence the cells corresponding to points (v, h) ∈ η with h > b have empty interior and
these points do not contribute to the Laguerre diagram and can be discarded.

3.3 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 3.3. As described in Section 3.1.3 the cells of Ld(ηf,γ) are almost surely convex,
closed, have non-empty disjoint interior and are in face-to-face position. To show that the Laguerre
cells are compact almost surely it is sufficient to show that ηf,γ satisfies condition (P1) almost surely
as in the proof of [13, Proposition 2.2.2]. In the case when γ

∫
E f(h)dh = ∞ condition (P1) holds

almost surely since the projection of the Poisson point process ηf,γ to the space component Rd is
with probability one an everywhere dense subset of Rd. If otherwise γ

∫
E f(h)dh = c ∈ R, then the

projection of the Poisson point process ηf,γ has the same distribution as a homogeneous Poisson
point process with intensity c according to the mapping theorem for Poisson point processes, see
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[12, Theorem 5.1]. In this case conv(v : (v, h) ∈ ηf,γ) is a stationary random closed set and hence
(P1) holds as well almost surely by [25, Theorem 2.4.4]. By [25, Lemma 10.1.1] we get that the
Laguerre cells are convex polytopes almost surely.
Next we want to ensure that Ld(ηf,γ) is almost surely a locally finite covering of Rd. For this we
consider two cases. Let first E be the interval of type (i) or (iii) and we show that condition (P2)
holds almost surely. We consider the complement of this event and show that

P
(
∃(w, t) ∈ Rd × R : ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,t)) = ∞

)
= 0.

Let (w, t) ∈ Rd × R and let (x, p) ∈ Π↓
(w,t). Then

p ≤ −‖x− w‖2 + t = −‖x‖2 − ‖w‖2 + 2〈x,w〉 + t

Note that there exists c1(w) ∈ R such that 2〈x,w〉 ≤ 1
2‖x‖2 + c1(w) for all x ∈ Rd (we can take

c1(w) = 7‖w‖2/8). Hence

p ≤ −‖x‖2 − ‖w‖2 + 1

2
‖x‖2 + c1(w) + t = −1

2
‖x‖2 + c2(w), (16)

where c2(w) := c1(w) + t− ‖w‖2 and (x, p) ∈ {(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : h ≤ −1
2‖v‖2 + c2(w)}. For n ∈ N

let Π↓
n := {(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : h ≤ −1

2‖v‖2 + n}. Then by (16) we have that (x, p) ∈ Π↓
⌈c2(w)⌉ and,

hence,

P
(
∃(w, t) ∈ Rd × R : ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,t)) = ∞

)
≤ P

(
∃n ∈ N : ηf,γ(Π

↓
n) = ∞

)
≤
∑

n∈N
P
(
ηf,γ(Π

↓
n) = ∞

)
.

Therefore it is sufficient to show that P
(
ηf,γ(Π

↓
n) = ∞

)
= 0 for all n ∈ N. Since ηf,γ(Π

↓
n) is Poisson

distributed with mean E(ηf,γ(Π
↓
n)) the latter is equivalent to E(ηf,γ(Π

↓
n)) <∞ for all n ∈ N. Note

that Π↓
n is the image of the set Π↓

(0,n) under the mapping (v, h) 7→ (
√
2v, h). Thus, by mapping

theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] and by Lemma 3.2 we have

E(ηf,γ(Π
↓
n)) = 2

d
2E(ηf,γ(Π

↓
(0,n))) = γ(2π)

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(n) <∞,

for any n ∈ N as follows from (9). Therefore for E being the interval of type (i) or (iii) we
have showed that the point process ηf,γ is almost surely regular and hence L(ηf,γ) is a random
tessellation.
Let now E be an interval of type (ii). We first show, that Ld(ηf,γ) covers Rd almost surely. Let
w ∈ Rd, then w ∈ C((v, h), ηf,γ ) if (v, h) = argmin(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ pow(w, (v

′, h′)). By Lemma 3.2 we
have

E
(
ηf,γ(intΠ

↓
(w,b))

)
= γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(b),

and, hence,

P
(
ηf,γ(intΠ

↓
(w,b)) = ∅

)
= exp

(
− E

(
ηf,γ(intΠ

↓
(w,b))

))
= exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(b)

)
= 0,
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since by (10) we have (I
d
2
+1 f)(b) = ∞. This implies that almost surely there exists a point

(v0, h0) ∈ ηf,γ such that h0 < −‖v − w‖2 + b or equivalently K := pow(w, (v0, h0) < b. Then

argmin
(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ

pow(w, (v′, h′)) = argmin
(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ∩Π↓

(w,K)

pow(w, (v′, h′)).

By Lemma 3.2 and (9) we have that ηf,γ(Π
↓
(w,K)) <∞ almost surely and the existence of

(v, h) = argmin
(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ

pow(w, (v′, h′))

follows. Next we show that Ld(ηf,γ) is a locally finite system almost surely. Let B ⊂ Rd be a
compact subset of Rd. Note that B can be covered by finitely many closed balls of radius 1 and
if there are infinitely many cells C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) such that B ∩ C 6= ∅ then there are infinitely many
cells C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) intersecting one of these balls. Noting that Ld(ηf,γ) is stationary with respect
to the spatial coordinate we assume without loss of generality that B = Bd. Consider the event

E := {∃q < b : min
(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ

pow(z, (v′, h′)) ≤ q ∀z ∈ Bd}.

Intuitively, thinking of Ld(ηf,γ) in terms of crystallization processes (see Section 3.1.1), the event
E means that by time q the set Bd ⊂ Rd has already been completely covered by the crystals. Note

P(#{C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) : C ∩ Bd 6= ∅} = ∞) ≤ P(#{C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) : C ∩ Bd 6= ∅} = ∞ | E) + P(Ec). (17)

We will first show that

P(#{C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) : C ∩ Bd 6= ∅} = ∞ | E) = 0. (18)

Let (v, h) ∈ ηf,γ and let z ∈ C((v, h), ηf,γ ) ∩ Bd. Then given the event E we have

pow(z, (v, h)) = min
(v′,h′)∈ηf,γ

pow(z, (v′, h′)) ≤ q < b,

and denoting by W := {(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : h ≤ q, ‖v‖ ≤ 1 +
√
q − h} we obtain

#{C ∈ Ld(ηf,γ) : C ∩ Bd 6= ∅} = ηf,γ(W ).

Hence it is sufficient to show that
P
(
ηf,γ(W ) = ∞

)
= 0.

Let us introduce the following construction. Let ε be small enough such that q + ε < b. We cover
the ball Bd(1+

√
ε/d) with finitely many d-dimensional boxes A1, . . . , Am having side length

√
ε/d

and diameter
√
ε for all i = 1, . . . ,m. We denote the vertices of Ai by w

(i)
j , where j = 1, . . . , 2d. As

next step we will show that

W ⊂
m⋃

i=1

2d⋃

j=1

Π↓
(w

(i)
j ,q+ε)

. (19)
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Let (v, h) ∈W . First assume that v ∈ Ai for some i = 1, . . . ,m. Then

‖v − w
(i)
j ‖ ≤ √

ε ≤
√
q − h+ ε

and, hence, h ≤ −‖v − w
(i)
j ‖2 + q + ε meaning that (v, h) ∈ Π↓

(w
(i)
j ,q+ε)

. Let now v /∈ Ai for all

i = 1, . . . ,m and, hence, v /∈ Bd(1 +
√
ε/d). Let z ∈ Bd be such that

‖z − v‖ = min
z′∈Bd

‖z′ − v‖ = ‖v‖ − 1, (20)

and let y ∈ bd
(⋃m

i=1Ai

)
be a point satisfying

‖v − z‖ = ‖v − y‖+ ‖y − z‖. (21)

In particular y ∈ bdAi for some 1 ≤ i ≤ m. By definition we have ‖y−z‖ ≥
√
ε/d and there exists

a vertex w
(i)
j of Ai, such that

‖y −w
(i)
j ‖ ≤

√
ε

2d
≤ ‖y − z‖. (22)

Hence, combining (21) and (22) we get

‖w(i)
j − v‖ ≤ ‖w(i)

j − y‖+ ‖y − v‖ ≤ ‖z − y‖+ ‖y − v‖ = ‖z − v‖.

Further since (v, h) ∈W and due to (20) and the above inequality we conclude

h ≤ −(‖v‖ − 1)2 + q = −‖v − z‖2 + q ≤ ‖w(i)
j − v‖2 + q

and (v, h) ∈ Π↓
(w

(i)
j ,q+ε)

. Thus, (19) follows and we have

P
(
ηf,γ(W ) = ∞

)
≤

m∑

i=1

2d∑

j=1

P
(
ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w

(i)
j ,q+ε)

) = ∞
)
. (23)

Finally by Lemma 3.2 and (9) we have

E
(
ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,q+ε))

)
= γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(q + ε) <∞,

implying P
(
ηf,γ(Π

↓
(w,q+ε)) = ∞

)
= 0 for any w ∈ Rd. Combining this with (23) proves (18).

It remains to show that P(Ec) = 0. Note that

Ec = {∀q < b∃z ∈ Bd : min
(v,h)∈ηf,γ

pow(z, (v, h)) > q}.

Let bn := b− 1
2n and An := {∃z ∈ Bd : min(v,h)∈ηf,γ pow(z, (v, h)) > bn}, then Ec ⊆ lim supn→∞An.

We will use the Borel-Cantelli lemma and show that

∞∑

n=1

P(An) <∞.
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Since we can cover Bd with 4dnd/2 balls of radius
√

1/8n and due to stationarity of ηf,γ with respect
to the spatial coordinate it is enough to consider the event

A′
n :=

{
∃z ∈ Bd(

√
1/8n) : min

(v,h)∈ηf,γ
pow(z, (v, h)) > bn

}
,

since
P(An) ≤ 4dnd/2P(A′

n). (24)

Note, that if for some (v, h) ∈ ηf,γ we have that pow(z, (v, h)) ≤ bn for all z ∈ Bd(
√

1/8n), then
A′

n does not hold. Hence, A′
n implies that for all (v, h) ∈ ηf,γ we have that pow(z, (v, h)) > bn for

at least one z ∈ Bd(
√

1/8n) and by the definition of power function (6) we get

P(A′
n) ≤ P

(
min

(v,h)∈ηf,γ
sup

z∈Bd(
√

1/8n)

‖v − z‖2 + h > bn
)
.

Further note that for h ≤ bn − 1/8n and v ∈ Bd(
√
bn − h−

√
1/8n) we have

sup
z∈Bd(

√
1/8n)

‖v − z‖2 + h ≤ sup
z∈Bd(

√
1/8n)

(‖v‖ + ‖z‖)2 + h ≤ (
√
bn − h−

√
1/8n +

√
1/8n)2 + h = bn.

Thus, defining

Wn := {(v, h) ∈ Rd × R : h ≤ bn − 1/8n, v ∈ Bd(
√
bn − h−

√
1/8n)},

we get

P(A′
n) ≤ P

(
ηf,γ(Wn) = ∅

)
= exp

(
− E

(
ηf,γ(Wn)

))
. (25)

By Campbell’s theorem [25, Theorem 3.1.2] we obtain

E
(
ηf,γ(Wn)

)
= γ

∫ bn−1/8n

−∞

∫

Bd(
√
bn−h−

√
1/8n)

f(h)dvdh

=
π

d
2 γ

Γ(d2 + 1)

∫ bn−1/8n

−∞
f(h)(

√
bn − h−

√
1/8n)ddh

≥ π
d
2 γ

Γ(d2 + 1)

∫ bn−1/2n

−∞
f(h)(

√
bn − h−

√
1/8n)ddh.

Notice that for h ≤ bn−1/2n we have
√
bn − h ≥

√
1/2n, which in turn implies

√
1/8n ≤ 1

2

√
bn − h.

Hence,

E
(
ηf,γ(Wn)

)
≥ π

d
2 γ

2dΓ(d2 + 1)

∫ bn−1/2n

−∞
f(h)(bn − h)d/2dh

≥ π
d
2 γ

2dΓ(d2 + 1)

∫ bn−1/2n

−∞
f(h)(bn − 1/2n − h)d/2dh

= γ2−dπd/2(I
d
2
+1 f)(b− 1/n).

21



By assumption (10) we have (I
d
2
+1 f)(b− 1/n) ≥ nε for some ε > 0 and all n ≥ n0 and, hence, by

(24) and (25) we get

∞∑

n=1

P(An) ≤
∞∑

n=1

4dnd/2P(A′
n) ≤ 4d

n0∑

n=1

nd/2P(A′
n) + 4d

∞∑

n=n0

nd/2 exp
(
− γ2−dπd/2nε

)
<∞.

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma we therefore have P(Ec) = 0, which together with (17) and (18)
implies that Ld(ηf,γ) is locally finite almost surely. Overall we showed for E being an interval of
type (ii) and f satisfying (9) and (10) that ηf,γ is almost surely admissible and hence also in this
case Ld(ηf,γ) is a random tessellation.
Further the Laguerre tessellation is almost surely normal since f is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure which implies (P3) and (P4), see the proof of [7, Lemma 3] for more
details.

Proof of Proposition 3.11. First of all we note that f ◦ϕ is clearly non-negative and measurable and
since K ⊆ E is compact if and only if ϕ−1(K) ⊆ ϕ−1(E) is compact we get f ◦ ϕ ∈ L1,+

loc (ϕ
−1(E)).

In order to show (F1) for f ◦ ϕ we let t ∈ ϕ−1(E), then

(
I
d
2
+1 (f ◦ ϕ)

)
(t) =

1

Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)
∫ t

ϕ−1(a)
f(ϕ(x))(t− x)

d
2dx

=
1

Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)λ−1

∫ ϕ(t)

a
f(y)(t− ϕ−1(y))

d
2dy

=
1

Γ
(
d
2 + 1

)λ− d
2
−1

∫ ϕ(t)

a
f(y)(λt+ c− y)

d
2dy

= λ−
d
2
−1(I

d
2
+1 f)(ϕ(t)) <∞,

since ϕ(t) ∈ E and λ > 0. For E being an interval of type (ii) we have ϕ−1((−∞, b)) = (−∞, b−c
λ ),

where b ∈ R. Since f satisfies (F2) for some n0 and ε > 0 and according to the previous computa-
tions we have

(
I
d
2
+1 (f ◦ ϕ)

)(
(b− c)/λ − 1/n

)
= λ−

d
2
−1(I

d
2
+1 f)(b− λ/n) ≥ λ−

d
2
−1
( ⌊n

λ

⌋)ε
≥ nε/2

for sufficiently big n due to monotonicity of the fractional integral. This means that f ◦ ϕ satisfies
(F2) and, hence, is admissible. Therefore, according to Theorem 3.3 Ld,γ̃(f ◦ϕ) is indeed a random
tessellation in Rd and normal almost surely.
Next, we show that shifting the height coordinate h does not influence the tessellation. For c ∈ R

let ηf◦τc,γ be a Poisson point process on Rd× τ−1
c (E) with intensity measure Λf◦τc,γ having density

γ(f ◦ τc). Define the transformation gc : R
d × E → Rd × τ−1

c (E), (v, h) 7→ (v, h − c). By mapping
theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] gc(ηf,γ) defines a Possion point process on

Rd × τ−1
c (E) with intensity measure gc(Λf,γ) = Λf◦τc,γ and, hence, ηf◦τc,γ

d
= gc(ηf,γ) implying

Ld(ηf◦τc,γ)
d
= Ld(gc(ηf,γ)). Further we show that Ld(ηf,γ) = Ld(gc(ηf,γ)) almost surely. Let
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(v, h) ∈ η, c ∈ R then

C((v, h), η) = {w ∈ Rd : ‖w − v‖2 + h ≤ ‖w − v′‖2 + h′ for all (v′, h′) ∈ ηf,γ}
= {w ∈ Rd : ‖w − v‖2 + h− c ≤ ‖w − v′‖2 + h′ − c for all (v′, h′) ∈ ηf,γ}
= {w ∈ Rd : ‖w − ṽ‖2 + h̃ ≤ ‖w − ṽ′‖2 + h̃′ for all (ṽ′, h̃′) ∈ gc(ηf,γ)}
= C(g(v, h), gc(ηf,γ)).

Since g is a bijection we also have C((ṽ, h̃), gc(ηf,γ)) = C(g−1(ṽ, h̃), ηf,γ) for all (ṽ, h̃) ∈ gc(ηf,γ).
Therefore,

Ld(ηf,γ) = Ld(gc(ηf,γ))
d
= Ld(ηf◦τc,γ).

Now, we show the impact of scaling the height parameter h by some λ > 0. For λ > 0 we consider
the transformation Tλ : Rd × E → Rd × (λ−1E), Tλ(v, h) := (λ−

1
2 v, λ−1h). By mapping theorem

for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] Tλ(ηf,γ) is a Poisson point process on Rd × (λ−1E)
with intensity measure Λ, given by

Λ(B × (−∞, s)) = γ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(h)1(Tλ(v, h) ∈ B × (−∞, s))1(h ∈ E)dhdv

= λγ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(λx)1(λ−
1
2 v ∈ B)1(x < s)1(x ∈ λ−1E)dxdv

= λ
d
2
+1γ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(λx)1(w ∈ B)1(x < s)1(x ∈ λ−1E)dxdw,

for any Borel set B ⊂ Rd and s ∈ R. Therefore Tλ(ηf,γ) coincides in distribution with a Poisson

point process η̃ on Rd × (λ−1E) with intensity measure having density γ̃f(λh), where γ̃ = λ
d
2
+1γ.

Now let w ∈ Rd and (v, h) ∈ ηf,γ . Then w ∈ C((v, h), ηf,γ ) if and only if w ∈ λ
1
2C(Tλ(v, h), Tλ(ηf,γ)).

Indeed,

C((v, h), ηf,γ ) = {w ∈ Rd : ‖w − v‖2 + h ≤ ‖w − v′‖2 + h′ for all (v′, h′) ∈ ηf,γ}
= {w ∈ Rd : ‖λ− 1

2w − λ−
1
2 v‖2 + λ−1h ≤ ‖λ− 1

2w − λ−
1
2 v′‖2 + λ−1h′ for all (v′, h′) ∈ ηf,γ}

= {λ 1
2 w̃ ∈ Rd : ‖w̃ − ṽ‖2 + h̃ ≤ ‖w̃ − ṽ′‖2 + h̃′ for all (ṽ′, h̃′) ∈ Tλ(ηf,γ)}

= λ
1
2C(Tλ(v, h), Tλ(ηf,γ)).

Finally, since the Laguerre tessellation is defined as the collection of all non-empty Laguerre cells,
it follows that Ld(ηf,γ) = λ

1
2Ld(Tλ(ηf,γ)) and hence Ld(ηf,γ) and λ

1
2Ld(η̃) coincide in distribution.

Combining these two steps we get that the random tessellations Ld,γ(f) and λ
1
2Ld,γ̃(f ◦ ϕ), where

γ̃ := λ
d
2
+1γ, coincide in distribution.

Before we prove Proposition 3.13 we formulate the following lemma, which will also be useful in
Section 5.

Lemma 3.15. Consider the transformation Ψ defined as

Ψ: Rd × R× (Rd)d+1 → (Rd × R)d+1

(w, p, y1, . . . , yd+1) 7→ (w + y1, p− ‖y1‖2, . . . , w + yd+1, p − ‖yd+1‖2),
and let J(Ψ) be its Jacobian matrix. Then |det J(Ψ)| = 2d+1d!∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1).
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Proof. For the proof of this lemma see the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [8].

Proof of Proposition 3.13. We start by noting that by restriction properties of Poisson point process
[12, Theorem 5.2] we get that η̃E = {(v, h) ∈ η̃ : h ∈ E} has the same distribution as ηf,γ . Thus,
it is sufficient to show that P(Ld(η̃E) = Ld(η̃)) = 1, where Ld(η̃E) is a normal random tessellation
according to Theorem 3.3. We consider the complement of the above event, i.e. Ld(η̃E) 6= Ld(η̃),
and note that since η̃E ⊆ η̃ we have for any (v, h) ∈ η̃E that

C((v, h), η̃) =
{
w ∈ Rd : pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ pow(w, (v′, h′)) for all (v′, h′) ∈ η̃

}

⊆
{
w ∈ Rd : pow(w, (v, h)) ≤ pow(w, (v′, h′)) for all (v′, h′) ∈ η̃E

}

= C((v, h), η̃E).

(26)

Keeping in mind that the cells of Ld(η̃E) cover Rd and using (26) we get that Ld(η̃E) 6= Ld(η̃)
implies that there exists a point (v, h) ∈ η̃E such that C((v, h), η̃) ( C((v, h), η̃E) and, hence,

P(Ld(η̃E) 6= Ld(η̃)) ≤ P(∃(v, h) ∈ η̃E : C((v, h), η̃) ( C((v, h), η̃E)).

Let (v, h) ∈ η̃E be such that C((v, h), η̃) ( C((v, h), η̃E). Since the cells of Ld(η̃E) are convex
polytopes there exists a vertex w ∈ F0(C((v, h), η̃E)) such that w ∈ C((v, h), η̃E)\C((v, h), η̃). The
latter implies that

‖v − w‖2 + h > ‖v′ −w‖2 + h′ (27)

for some (v′, h′) with h′ ≥ b. As argued in Section 3.1.4 there exist exactly d + 1 distinct points
(v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) of η̃E such that the points (v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1) belong to the downward

paraboloid Π(w,p) with apex (w, p), p ∈ R and η̃E ∩ intΠ↓
(w,p) = ∅, where one of these points is

(v, h), say (v1, h1) = (v, h). Since (v, h) ∈ Π(w,p) and using (27) we have

p = ‖v − w‖2 + h > ‖v′ − w‖2 + h′ ≥ b.

For d + 1 distinct points x1 = (v1, h1), . . . , xd+1 = (vd+1, hd+1) ∈ η̃E recall that Π(x1, . . . , xd+1)
denotes the almost surely unique downward paraboloid containing x1, . . . , xd+1 on its boundary.

Hence, recalling that η̃E
d
= ηf,γ we have

P(Ld(η̃E) 6= Ld(η̃)) ≤ P
(
∃(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ (ηf,γ)

d+1
6= : int Π↓(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∩ ηf,γ = ∅,

apexΠ(x1, . . . , xd+1) = (w, p), p ≥ b
)
.

Here (ηf,γ)
d+1
6= denotes the collection of all tuples of the form (x1, . . . , xd+1) consisting of pairwise

distinct points x1, . . . , xd+1 of the Poisson point process ηf,γ . Further applying the multivariate
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Mecke’s formula [25, Corollary 3.2.3] and get

P
(
∃(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ (ηf,γ)

d+1
6= : intΠ↓(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∩ ηf,γ = ∅, apexΠ(x1, . . . , xd+1) = (w, p), p ≥ b

)

≤ E
∑

(x1,...,xd+1)∈(ηf,γ )d+1
6=

1(intΠ↓
(w,p) ∩ ηf,γ = ∅, apexΠ↓(x1, . . . , xd+1) = (w, p), p ≥ b)

= γd+1

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫

Rd+1

P(ηf,γ(intΠ
↓
(w,p)) = 0)1(apexΠ↓((v1, h1), . . . , (vd+1, hd+1)) = (w, p))

× 1(p ≥ b)
d+1∏

i=1

f(hi)dh1, . . . ,dhd+1dv1, . . . ,dvd+1.

Consider the transformation Ψ : R × (Rd)d+1 × Rd → (Rd × Rd+1), Ψ(p, y1, . . . , yd+1, w) : =
(w + y1, p− ‖y1‖2, . . . , w + yd+1, p − ‖yd+1‖2). Applying Ψ and by Lemma 3.15 we get

P(Ld(η̃E) 6= Ld(η̃)) ≤ (2γ)d+1d!

∫

Rd

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫ ∞

b
P(ηf,γ(intΠ

↓
(w,p)) = 0)∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)

×
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2)dpdy1, . . . ,dyd+1dw.

By Lemma 3.2 for any (w, p) we get

P(ηf,γ(intΠ
↓
(w,p)) = 0) = exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
= 0

for any p ≥ b since from (F2) and monotonicity of fractional integral in p it follows that (I
d
2
+1 f)(p) ≥

(I
d
2
+1 f)(b) = ∞. This finishes the proof.

4 Affine sections of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations

In this section we study sectional properties of the Poisson-Laguerre tessellation Ld,γ(f). Let
L ∈ A(d, ℓ) be an affine subspace of dimension ℓ. Given a tessellation T in Rd define

T ∩ L := {t ∩ L : t ∈ T},

which is again a tessellation in L. Since L is isometric to Rℓ we will always assume without loss of
generality that T ∩L is a tessellation in Rℓ. The aim of this section is to determine the distribution
of Ld,γ(f) ∩ L. Our main motivation to study this problem is the fact that for a stationary and
isotropic random tessellation T the knowledge of the properties of its sections T ∩L gives access to
mean value characteristics of the original tessellation T (see i.e. [25, p. 466-467] for more details).
Sections of random tessellations Vd,β,γ , V ′

d,β,γ and Gd,λ from Example 3.9 have been studied in [6]
and in particular in [6, Theorem 4.1] the following results have been shown: for any L ∈ A(d, ℓ)
and any γ > 0 it holds that

(1) for any β ≥ −1 we have (Vd,β,γ ∩ L) d
= Vℓ,β+ d−ℓ

2
,γ (up to isometry);
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(2) for any β > d
2 + 1 we have (V ′

d,β,γ ∩ L)
d
= V ′

ℓ,β− d−ℓ
2

,γ
(up to isometry);

(3) for any λ > 0, we have (Gd,λ,γ ∩ L) d
= Gℓ,λ,γ (up to isometry).

We generalize the above result to random Poisson-Laguerre tessellations Ld,γ(f) with admissible f
and prove the following theorem, which is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let L ⊂ Rd be an ℓ-dimensional affine subspace, where ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} and let f
be admissible. Then for any γ > 0 we have

(Ld,γ(f) ∩ L) d
= Lℓ,γ(fℓ) (up to isometry),

where

fℓ(p) :=

{
π

d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 f)(p) if p ∈ E,

0 otherwise,

and Lℓ,γ(fℓ) is almost surely a normal random tessellation, namely fℓ is admissible.

Proof. We start by recalling the construction of Laguerre tessellations introduced in Section 3.1.2.
According to this construction Ld,γ(f) appears as a vertical projection of the boundary of convex
closed set P (ηf,γ) defined by (7), where

ϕ : Rd × R → Rd × R, (v, h) 7→ (v, ‖v‖2 + h).

Note that under ϕ points (v, 0) are mapped to the standard upward paraboloid Π+, while for h > 0
and h′ < 0 points (v, h) and (v, h′) are mapped to (Π+)↑ and (Π+)↓, respectively. By mapping
theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] the process ϕ(ηf,γ) is a Poisson point process
on Rd ×R with intensity measure Λ, given by

Λ(B × (−∞, s)) = γ

∫

Rd

∫

E
f(h)1(ϕ(v, h) ∈ B × (−∞, s))dhdv

= γ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(h)1(v ∈ B)1(h+ ‖v‖2 < s)dhdv

= γ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(h− ‖v‖2)1((v, h) ∈ B × (−∞, s))dhdv,

for any Borel set B ⊂ Rd and s ∈ R. As described in Section 3.1.2 the cells of Ld(ηf,γ) are obtained
as orthogonal projections of the facets of P (ηf,γ) onto Rd. According to (7) the set P (ηf,γ) can
also be defined as the intersection of the epigraphs of all polar hyperplanes x◦, where x ∈ ϕ(ηf,γ),
namely

P (ηf,γ) =
⋂

x∈ϕ(ηf,γ )
(x◦)↑,

where we recall, that

x◦ = {(y, yd+1) ∈ Rd × R : (x1, . . . , xd+1, 1)∆Π+(y1, . . . , yd+1, 1)
T = 0}

=
{
(y, yd+1) ∈ Rd × R : yd+1 = 2

d∑

i=1

xiyi − xd+1

}
.
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We note that it is enough to consider the case ℓ = d−1 since the statement for general ℓ will follow
by induction. Let L be a hyperplane in Rd. By stationarity and isotropy of the random tessellation
Ld,γ(f) we will assume without loss of generality that L ∼= Rd−1 is the linear subspace of Rd spanned
by the first d−1 standard orthonormal vectors of Rd, i.e L = {(y1, . . . , yd−1, yd) ∈ Rd : yd = 0}. We
extend the hyperplane L by adding the height coordinate and define L′ := {(y1, . . . , yd−1, yd, h) ∈
Rd × R : yd = 0}. The intersection of the Laguerre tessellation Ld,γ(f) with the hyperplane L
can be obtained by applying vertical projection to the facets ((d − 1)-dimensional faces) of the
d-dimensional polyhedral set

P (ηf,γ) ∩ L′ :=
⋂

x∈ϕ(ηf,γ )
(x◦ ∩ L′)↑ (28)

to Rd−1, namely,
Ld,γ(f) ∩ L = {projRd−1 F : F is facet of P (ηf,γ) ∩ L′}. (29)

Consider the linear transformation

projL′ : Rd × R → L′, (y1, . . . , yd−1, yd, h) 7→ (y1, . . . , yd−1, 0, h).

We first show, that for all x ∈ Rd the intersection of the d-dimensional hyperplane x◦ with L′ coin-
cides with the (d−1)-dimensional hyperplane, which is a polar hyperplane of the point projL′(x) ∈ L′

with respect to the quadric (Π+)′ := Π+ ∩ L′ in L′ ∼= Rd. Indeed, since for any x ∈ Rd+1 it holds
that

[projL′(x)]◦(Π+)′ =
{
(y1, . . . , yd−1, 0, yd+1) ∈ Rd+1 : yd+1 =

d−1∑

i=1

xiyi − xd+1

}
,

we obtain

x◦Π+ ∩ L′ =
{
(y1, . . . , yd−1, yd, yd+1) ∈ Rd ×R : yd+1 = 2

d∑

i=1

xiyi − xd+1, yd = 0
}

=
{
(y1, . . . , yd−1, 0, yd+1) ∈ Rd × R : yd+1 = 2

d−1∑

i=1

xiyi − xd+1

}
= [projL′(x)]◦(Π+)′ .

Hence, combining this with (28) we get

P (ηf,γ) ∩ L′ =
⋂

x∈ϕ(ηf,γ)
([projL′(x)]◦(Π+)′)

↑ =
⋂

y∈projL′ (ϕ(ηf,γ ))

(y◦(Π+)′)
↑. (30)

By mapping theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] projL′(ϕ(ηf,γ)) is a Poisson
point process in L′ with intensity measure Λ′ defined as follows, for any Borel set B ⊆ L and s ∈ R

we have

Λ′(B × (−∞, s)) = γ

∫

Rd

∫

R

f(h− ‖v‖2)1(projL′(v, h) ∈ B × (−∞, s))dhdv

= γ

∫

R

∫

Rd−1

1(v′ ∈ B)1(h < s)

∫

R

f(h− ‖v′‖2 − v2d)dvddv
′dh,
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where we denote by v′ := (v1, . . . , vd−1) ∈ Rd−1 ∼= L. Further we note that

∫

R

f(h− ‖v′‖2 − v2d)dvd =

∫ h−‖v′‖2

−∞
f(y)(h− ‖v′‖2 − y)−

1
2dy =

√
π(I

1
2 f)(h− ‖v′‖2),

and, hence,

Λ′(B × (−∞, s)) = γ
√
π

∫

R

∫

Rd−1

1(v′ ∈ B)1(h < s)(I
1
2 f)(h− ‖v′‖2)dv′dh. (31)

Now define

fd−1(p) :=

{√
π(I

1
2 f)(p), if (I

1
2 f)(p) <∞

0, otherwise.

We directly note that fd−1 is clearly a non-negative function. As a next step we need to ensure
that if f is admissible (with dimension d) then fd−1 is admissible (with dimension d− 1). We will
consider the cases for the interval E of type (i), (ii) and (iii) separately.

Interval of type (i): In this case we note that since f ∈ L1,+
loc ([a,∞)) by [15, Lemma 2.1] in

combination with (2) we have that (I1/2 f)(x) < ∞ for almost every x ∈ [a,∞) and, moreover,
(I1/2 f)(p) = 0 for any p ∈ (−∞, a], meaning that fd−1 =

√
π(I1/2 f) and the support of fd−1 is a

subset of [a,∞). By [15, Lemma 2.1] we also have fd−1 ∈ L1,+
loc ([a,∞)) and by Proposition 3.6 fd−1

satisfies (F1) and, hence, is admissible.

Interval of type (iii): Let f ∈ L1,+
loc (R) be admissible. Then by semigroup property (4), condition

(F1) and Lemma 2.1 for any q ∈ R we have

∫ q

−∞
(I

1
2 f)(p)dp = (I

3
2 f)(q) <∞.

This in particular implies that (I1/2 f)(x) <∞ for almost every x ∈ R and fd−1 = I1/2 f ∈ L1,+
loc (R).

Further by semigroup property (4) and condition (F1) for f we get

(I
d−1
2

+1 fd−1)(t) = (I
d+1
2 I

1
2 f)(t) = (I

d
2
+1 f)(t) <∞

for any t ∈ R and fd−1 is admissible with dimension d− 1.

Interval of type (ii): Finally consider the case when f ∈ L1,+
loc ((−∞, b)) with b ∈ R and is

admissible. As in the previous case for any q < b we obtain

∫ q

−∞
(I

1
2 f)(p)dp = (I

3
2 f)(q) <∞,

meaning that I1/2 f is locally integrable on (−∞, b) and, in particular, (I1/2 f)(x) < ∞ for almost
every x ∈ (−∞, b). On the other hand we note, that for any p ≥ b we have

Γ
(1
2

)
(I

1
2 f)(p) =

∫ p

−∞
f(t)(p− t)−

1
2dt ≥

∫ b

b−1
f(t)(p − t)−

1
2dt ≥ (p− b+ 1)−

1
2

∫ b

b−1
f(t)dt = ∞,
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since f is not locally integrable on (−∞, b] (see Remark 3.5). The latter implies fd−1(p) =√
π(I1/2 f)(p)1(p < b), which is locally integrable on (−∞, b). By semigroup property (4) we

have that
(I

d−1
2

+1 fd−1)(t) = (I
d
2
+1 f)(t)

for any t ∈ (−∞, b), which implies that fd−1 is admissible with dimension d−1 since f is admissible
with dimension d.

By Theorem 3.3 we conclude that in all three cases Ld−1,γ(fd−1) is almost surely a normal random
tessellation. By combining (28), (29), (30) and (31) we also have

Ld,γ(f) ∩ L d
= Ld−1,γ(

√
π(I

1
2 f))

d
= Ld−1,γ(fd−1),

in the case of interval E of type (i) and (iii). For the interval (ii) we still need to ensure that

Ld−1,γ(
√
π(I1/2 f))

d
= Ld−1,γ(fd−1) since

√
π(I1/2 f) 6= fd−1 on R. On the other hand

√
π(I1/2 f) : R →

R+ is a generalized function obtained from fd−1 by setting

√
π(I1/2 f)(p) =

{
fd−1(p), if p < b,

∞, otherwise.

Thus, by Proposition 3.13 we get Ld−1,γ(
√
π(I1/2 f))

d
= Ld−1,γ(fd−1), which concludes the proof for

ℓ = d− 1.
The case for general ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , d− 1} follows now by induction taking into account that according
to the semigroup property (4) for any 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d− 2 we have

fℓ =
√
π(I

1
2 fℓ+1) =

√
π
(
I
1
2
[
π

d−ℓ−1
2 (I

d−ℓ−1
2 f)

])
= π

d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 f).

Let us now ensure that [6, Theorem 4.1] is indeed a corollary of Theorem 4.1. Consider the
tessellations Vd,β,γ = Ld,γ(fd,β), V ′

d,β,γ = Ld,γ(f
′
d,β) and Gd,λ,γ = Ld,γ(f̃λ), defined in Example 3.9.

β-model: Note that for any α > 0, β > −1 and t > 0 by [11, Property 2.5(a)] we have

(I
α hβ)(t) =

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(β + 1 + α)
tβ+α.

Then for any 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d− 1 and any p > 0 we get

π
d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 fd,β)(p) = cd+1,β

π
d−ℓ
2 Γ (β + 1)

Γ
(
β + 1 + d−ℓ

2

) pβ+
d−ℓ
2 = cℓ+1,β+ d−ℓ

2
pβ+

d−ℓ
2 = fℓ,β+ d−ℓ

2
(p).

Hence, by Theorem 4.1 for any L ∈ A(d, ℓ), β > −1 and γ > 0 we conclude

(Vd,β,γ ∩ L) d
= Lℓ,γ

(
fℓ,β+ d−ℓ

2

)
= Vℓ,β+ d−ℓ

2
,γ .
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β′-model: This case corresponds to the interval of type (ii) with b = 0. In Example 3.9 we have
shown that for any β > d

2+1 the function f ′d,β is admissible. Further for any p ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ d−1
we have

(I
d−ℓ
2 f ′d,β)(p) =

c′d+1,β

Γ
(
d−ℓ
2

)
∫ p

−∞
(−t)−β(p− t)

d−ℓ
2

−1dt = ∞.

On the other hand for p < 0 by [11, Property 2.5(b)] we have

π
d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 f ′d,β)(p) = π

d−ℓ
2 c′d+1,β

Γ
(
β − d−ℓ

2

)

Γ (β)
(−p)−(β− d−ℓ

2
) = c′

ℓ+1,β− d−ℓ
2

(−p)−(β− d−ℓ
2

) = f ′
ℓ,β− d−ℓ

2

(p),

and by Theorem 4.1 for any L ∈ A(d, ℓ), β > d
2 + 1 and γ > 0 we conclude

(V ′
d,β,γ ∩ L)

d
= Lℓ,γ

(
f ′
ℓ,β− d−ℓ

2

)
= V ′

ℓ,β− d−ℓ
2

,γ
.

Gaussian-model: For any λ > 0 and p ∈ R by [11, Property 2.11(a)] we have

π
d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 f̃λ)(p) = (π/λ)

d−ℓ
2 eλp = eλp+

d−ℓ
2

log(π/λ).

Further note, that π
d−ℓ
2 (I

d−ℓ
2 f̃λ) = f̃λ ◦ ϕ, where ϕ(x) = x+ d−ℓ

2λ log(π/λ) and by Proposition 3.11
and Theorem 4.1 we get for L ∈ A(d, ℓ), λ > 0 and γ > 0 that

(Gd,λ,γ ∩ L) d
= Lℓ,γ(f̃λ ◦ ϕ) d

= Lℓ,γ(f̃λ) = Gℓ,λ,γ .

Remark 4.2. As shown above in the case of the Gaussian-Voronoi tessellation Gd,γ,λ = Ld,γ(f̃λ) the

function f̃λ is a solution of the following integral equation

(I
1
2 f)(p) =

1√
π

∫ p

−∞
(p − t)−

1
2 f(t)dt = λ−

1
2 f(p),

which is Volterra integral equation of the second kind.

5 Typical cell of dual Poisson-Laguerre tessellation

In this section we consider the dual model L∗
d,γ(f) = L∗

d(ηf,γ) of the random Laguerre tessellation
Ld,γ(f) with f being admissible. In this case according to Theorem 3.3 Ld,γ(f) is an almost surely
normal random tessellation and, hence, its dual L∗

d,γ(f) is an almost surely simplicial random
tessellation as described in Section 3.1.4. Recall (see Section 3.1.4, Equation (8)) that in this
setting the tessellation L∗

d,γ(f) is itself a random Laguerre tessellation constructed using the point
process defined as

η∗f,γ(ω) :=

{∑
z∈F0(Ld(ηf,γ (ω)))

δ(z,−Kz), if Ld(ηf,γ(ω)) is normal,

δ0, otherwise,

for any ω ∈ Ω, where given a vertex z ∈ F0(Ld(ηf,γ(ω))) the value Kz is the unique number such

that there are exactly d+1 distinct points x1, . . . , xd+1 ∈ (ηf,γ ∩Π(z,Kz)) and ηf,γ ∩ intΠ↓
(z,Kz)

= ∅.
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Further note that since ηf,γ satisfies (P4) almost surely, we have that almost surely for any distinct
points x1, . . . , xd+1 of ηf,γ there is a unique downward paraboloid Π(x1, . . . , xd+1) containing them.
This leads to the following alternative representation

η∗f,γ =
1

(d+ 1)!

∑

(x1,...,xd+1)∈(ηf,γ )d+1
6=

δRef(apex Π(x1,...,xd+1))1(ηf,γ ∩ int Π↓(x1, . . . , xd+1) = ∅). (32)

5.1 Definition of the (volume weighted) typical cell

Since the point process ηf,γ is stationary in the spatial component, the tessellation L∗
d,γ(f) is a

stationary random tessellation in Rd. Recall from Section 2.2 that we denote by C′ the space of
non-empty compact subsets of Rd equipped with the Fell topology and the corresponding Borel
σ-algebra B(C′). Under the additional assumption that

α(f, γ) := E
∑

(v,h)∈η∗f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d) ∈ (0,∞), (33)

the process η∗f,γ is a stationary marked point process in Rd (in the sense of [25, Definition 3.5.1])
with mark space R. The stationarity in this case means that

θx(η
∗
f,γ) :=

∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

δ(v−x,h)
d
= η∗f,γ

for all x ∈ Rd, where θx : (v, h) 7→ (v − x, h). According to [25, Theorem 3.5.2] the Palm measure
P0 of η∗f,γ is given by

P0(A×B) =
1

α(f, γ)
E

∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

1(h ∈ A)1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)1(θv(η
∗
f,γ) ∈ B),

where A ∈ B(R), B ∈ N (Rd × R). Let η∗,0f,γ be a point process with distribution P0(R × ·). In

particular almost surely η∗,0f,γ contains an atom of the form x0 = (0, h′) for some h′ ∈ R. Then we

define the typical cell Zd,γ(f) of L∗
d,γ(f) as the Laguerre cell of x0 with respect to the process η∗,0f,γ .

In other words the typical cell Zd,γ(f) is a random polytope with distribution

Pf,γ(A) :=
1

α(f, γ)
E

∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)1(C((v, h), η∗f,γ )− v ∈ A), A ∈ B(C′).

It should be noted that under (33) the random tessellation L∗
d,γ(f) can be identified with a stationary

particle process Xf :=
∑

t∈L∗
d,γ

(f) δt. In this case the typical cell Zd,γ(f) has the same distribution

(up to translation) as the typical grain of Xf (see [25, Section 4.1 - 4.2]).
Motivated by the definition of the typical cell we introduce a slightly more general concept, namely
the ν-weighted typical cell. For a given ν ∈ R we define a probability measure Pf,γ,ν on C′ as

Pf,γ,ν(A) :=
1

α(f, γ, ν)
E

∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)1(C((v, h), η∗f,γ )− v ∈ A)Vol(C((v, h), η∗f,γ ))
ν
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for A ∈ B(C′), where α(f, γ, ν) is the normalizing constant given by

α(f, γ, ν) := E
∑

(v,h)∈η∗f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)Vol(C((v, h), η∗f,γ ))
ν = α(f, γ)E[Vol(Zd,γ(f))

ν ],

with additional assumption that α(f, γ, ν) ∈ (0,∞). Let Zd,γ,ν(f) be the random polytope with
distribution Pf,γ,ν . We note that Pf,γ = Pf,γ,0 and, thus Zd,γ,0(f) has the same distribution as the
typical cell of L∗

d,γ(f). At the same time it is known [25, Theorem 10.4.1 and Equation (10.4)] that
the volume-weighted version Zd,γ,1(f) of the typical cell has the same distribution as the zero-cell
of L∗

d,γ(f), which is almost surely the unique cell of L∗
d,γ(f) containing the origin.

5.2 Main results: stochastic representation for the typical cell

The aim of this section is to find a good description of the distribution Pf,γ,ν in terms of the
function f . The case when f : R → R+ satisfying f(x) = 0 for all x > 0, and f ∈ L1(R) (see
Example 3.8) has been considered in [14, 13], where the exact description of the distribution Pf,γ

has been obtained. In [7, Theorem 4.5] and [8, Theorem 5.1] an explicit representations of the
distribution of Zd,γ,ν(f), for the cases f = fd,β, f = f ′d,β and f = f̃λ, defined by (13), (14) and
(15), respectively, has been obtained for ν ≥ −1 and additionally ν < 2β − d in the β′-case. More
precisely, for these three cases the following relation holds

Zd,γ,ν(f)
d
= conv(RX1, . . . , RXd+1), (34)

where

(a) R is a non-negative random variable whose density is proportional to

β-model : r(d+1)2+νd+2(d+1)βe−γ cd+1,β(πcd+2,β)
−1rd+2+2β

,

β′-model : r(d+1)2+νd−2(d+1)βe−γ c′d+1,β(πc
′
d+2,β)

−1rd+2−2β

,

and R ≡ 1 for the Gaussian model;

(b) (X1, . . . ,Xd+1) are random points in Rd whose joint density is proportional to

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
ν+1

d+1∏

i=1

u(xi), (35)

with u(x) = (1 − ‖x‖2)β1(‖x‖ ≤ 1) in the case of the β-model, u(x) = (1 + ‖x‖2)−β for the
β′-model and u(x) = e−λ‖x‖2 for the Gaussian model;

(c) R is independent of (X1, . . . ,Xd+1).

It should be noted that in [8, Theorem 5.1] only the case λ = 1/2 for the Gaussian model f̃λ has
been considered, but the results generalise straightforward to the case of general λ > 0.
For general admissible function f we can not hope to have a representation of the form (34)
with independent components R and (X1, . . . ,Xd+1). On the other hand under some additional
integrability conditions on the function f we can still provide a representation of the form

Zd,γ,ν(f)
d
= conv(Y1, . . . , Yd+1),
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where Y1, . . . , Yd+1 are random points in Rd, whose joint distribution is described explicitly in terms
of fractional integrals and derivatives of f . This will be the main result of this section (see Theorem
5.1 below).
Before we can state our main result we need to introduce some additional notations. Let E be
some interval of the type (i), (ii) or (iii) and let f ∈ L1,+

loc (E). For any p ∈ intE, d ≥ 1 and α ∈ R

we define

Kα
d,f (p) :=

∫

(Rd)d+1

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
α
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dx1 . . . dxd+1,

Jα
d,f (p) :=

∫

(Rd)d
∇d(x1, . . . , xd)

α
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dx1 . . . dxd.

Theorem 5.1. Let d ≥ 2 and let f be admissible. Let ν ∈ R be such that
∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
Kν+1

d,f (p)dp ∈ (0,∞). (36)

Then

Pf,γ,ν(·) =
2dγd+1

(d+ 1)α(f, γ, ν)

∫

(Rd)d+1

dy1 . . . dyd+1

∫

E
dp1(conv(y1, . . . , yd+1) ∈ ·)

× exp
(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)

ν+1
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2),

where

α(f, γ, ν) =
2dγd+1

d+ 1

∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
Kν+1

d,f (p)dp. (37)

Moreover if we additionally assume (I
d
2
+⌈ ν+1

2
⌉ f)(p) <∞ for any p ∈ E we have

α(f, γ, ν) =
2dπ

d(d+1)
2 γd+1

(d+ 1)(d!)ν+1

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
ν+1+k

2

)

Γ(k2 )

∫

E
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
D

ν+1
2
[(

I
d+ν+1

2 f
)d+1])

(p)dp.

The next theorem provides a simple representation of the functions Kα
d,f and Jα

d,f in terms of
fractional integrals and derivatives of the function f .

Theorem 5.2. Let E be an interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii) and let f ∈ L1,+
loc (E). Then for any

α > −1 and d ≥ 1 we get

Jα
d,f (p) =

(
d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
π

d
2 (I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d
. (38)

Further for any α ≥ 0, d ≥ 2 and p ∈ intE we get

Kα
d,f (p) ≤

(d+ 1)max(1,α)

(d!)α
π

d(d+1)
2 Γ(d+α

2 )d

Γ(d2)
d

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p), (39)
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and for any α ≥ 0, d ≥ 2 such that (I
d
2
+⌈α

2
⌉ f)(p) <∞ for any p ∈ intE, we have

Kα
d,f (p) =

π
(d+1)d

2

(d!)α

(
d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
D

α
2
[
(I

d+α
2 f)d+1

])
(p) (40)

for almost all p ∈ intE. In particular the equality in (40) holds if Kα
d,f is continuous in p.

The above theorem is of independent interest, since it in particular allows to compute moments for
the volume in some models of random simplices and polytopes.

Corollary 5.3. Let E be an interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii) and let f ∈ L1,+
loc (E) be a function which

is monotone and continuous almost everywhere on intE. Let p ∈ intE be such that (I
d
2 f)(p) ∈

(0,∞) and let X1, . . . ,Xd+1 be i.i.d. isotropic random points in Rd whose distribution has density

g(x) = π−
d
2
(
(I

d
2 f)(p)

)−1
f(p− ‖x‖2).

Then for any α > −1 and d ≥ 1 we have

E
[
∇d(X1, . . . ,Xd)

α
]
=

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

(I
d
2 f)(p)

)d

, (41)

and for any α ≥ 0 and d ≥ 2 such that (I
d
2
+⌈α

2
⌉ f)(t) <∞ for some ε > 0 and all t ∈ (p−ε, p+ε) ⊂

intE we obtain

E
[
∆d(X1, . . . ,Xd+1)

α
]
=

1

(d!)α

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

(
D

α
2

[
(I

d+α
2 f)d+1

])
(p)

(
(I

d
2 f)(p)

)d+1
. (42)

Remark 5.4. Let us point out that for integer α the formula (41) can also be deduced from more
general result of Miles [17, Theorem 1] (in particular formula [17, Equation (23)]).

Remark 5.5. Let us consider a few special cases. Let f(t) = tβ1(t > 0), β > −1. Note that
f ∈ L1,+

loc ([0,∞)) and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 we have (Iα f)(p) < ∞ for any p ∈ (0,∞) and
α > 0. Then, since for any β > −1 we have

(I
d+α
2 f)(p) =

Γ(β + 1)

Γ(d+α
2 + β + 1)

p
d+α
2

+β, (43)

the density g takes the form

g(x) =
Γ(d2 + β + 1)

π
d
2 p

d
2
+βΓ(β + 1)

(p− ‖x‖2)β1
(
‖x‖ < √

p
)
.

Further since for any α > 0 we obtain

(
D

α
2
[
(I

d+α
2 f)d+1

])
(p) =

( Γ(β + 1)

Γ(d+α
2 + β + 1)

)d+1Γ( (d+1)(d+α)
2 + (d+ 1)β + 1)

Γ(d(d+1)+αd
2 + (d+ 1)β + 1)

p
d(d+1)+αd

2
+(d+1)β

(44)
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we conclude

E
[
∇d(X1, . . . ,Xd)

α
]
= p

αd
2

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

(
Γ(d2 + β + 1)

Γ(d+α
2 + β + 1)

)d

,

E
[
∆d(X1, . . . ,Xd+1)

α
]
=

p
αd
2

(d!)α

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

( Γ(d2 + β + 1)

Γ(d+α
2 + β + 1)

)d+1Γ( (d+1)(d+α)
2 + (d+ 1)β + 1)

Γ(d(d+1)+αd
2 + (d+ 1)β + 1)

,

where the first formula holds for α > −1 and the second holds for α ≥ 0. The second formula with
p = 1 has been derived in [17, Equation (74)] for integer α ≥ 0 and can be found in [9, Proposition
2.8] for general α ≥ 0. The first formula with p = 1 is due to Mathai and can be found in [4,
Theorem 19.2.5]. In the same way by choosing f(t) = (−t)−β

1(t < 0) with β > d
2 + 1 and p = −1

and f(t) = et/2 with p = 0 we recover formulas (72) and (70) from [17].

As a direct consequence of Theorem 5.1 we obtain the following formulas for the moments of the
volume of a ν-weighted typical cell.

Theorem 5.6. Let d ≥ 2 and let f be admissible. Let ν, s ∈ R be such that (36) holds for ν and
ν + s. Then we have

EVol(Zd,γ,ν(f))
s =

α(f, γ, ν + s)

α(f, γ, ν)
,

where α(f, γ, ν) is given by (37). If, moreover, (I
d
2
+⌈max{ν+s,ν}+1

2
⌉)(p) <∞ for any p ∈ E, then

EVol(Zd,γ,ν(f))
s =

1

(d!)s

d∏

k=1

Γ(ν+s+1+k
2 )

Γ(ν+1+k
2 )

∫
E e

−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
D

ν+s+1
2

[(
I
d+ν+s+1

2 f
)d+1])

(p)dp
∫
E e

−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
D

ν+1
2

[(
I
d+ν+1

2 f
)d+1])

(p)dp
,

Remark 5.7. The moments of the volume of the ν-weighted typical cell of the β-, β′- and Gaussian-
Delaunay tessellation, where the function f is defined by (13), (14) and (15), respectively, are
explicitly given in [7, Theorem 5.1] and [8, Corollary 5.7]. Thus, for example, combining the
formula from Theorem 5.6 with (43) and (44) we recover the formula from [7, Theorem 5.1] for the
β-model.

Before we move to the proof of the above results let us discuss the integrability condition (36). Let
us point out that for any f ∈ L1,+

loc (E) satisfying (F1) we have

exp
(
− π

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
> 0

on E. At the same time if f is strictly positive on some set I ⊆ E of positive Lebesgue measure,
then

Kν+1
d,f (p) =

∫

(Rd)d+1

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
ν+1

d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dx1 . . . dxd+1 > 0

for any p ∈ E and hence
∫

E
exp

(
− π

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
Kν+1

d,f (p)dp > 0.
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On the other hand in general it is not easy to check that the above integral is finite. In the
proposition below we present a few cases of functions and corresponding values ν such that (36)
holds.

Proposition 5.8. Let d ≥ 2, E be an interval of type (i), (ii) or (iii) and let f ∈ L1,+
loc (E). If

(i) f satisfies (F1) and ν = 1;

(ii) f ∈ L1(R), f satisfies (F1) and −1 ≤ ν ≤ 1;

(iii) E = [0,∞), f is regularly varying at +∞ with index β > −1 and ν ≥ −1;

(iv) E = (−∞, 0), f is regularly varying at 0 with index β > d
2 + 1, f satisfies (Iα f)(p) < ∞,

p < 0 for some α > d
2 + 1 and −1 ≤ ν < 2min(α, β) − d− 1;

then ∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
Kν+1

d,f (p)dp <∞.

Remark 5.9. Note that the function fd,β for β > −1 satisfies (iii), while the function f ′d,β for

β > d
2 + 1 satisfies (iv) with α = β. For the function f̃λ one can also easily ensure that (36)

holds. Hence, Theorem 5.1 is applicable in these cases and in particular we recover the results of
[7, Theorem 4.5] and [8, Theorem 5.1] (see also remark after Corollary 5.11 below).

Remark 5.10. In Example 3.8 the case when ξ is an independent Q-marking of a homogeneous
Poisson point process on Rd, where Q is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.
This setting corresponds to the situation ηq,γ , where q : R → R+, q ∈ L1(R) and q is admissible.
In this case according to Proposition 5.8 (ii) Theorem 5.1 applies with ν = 0 and the obtained
formula coincides with the one from [13, Theorem 3.3.1]. In order to see this one should substitute
ui = yi/‖yi‖ and ri = (‖ui‖2 − t)1/2 for i = 1, . . . , d+ 1, taking into account F(dr) = 2f(−r2)rdr.

5.3 Canonical decomposition

Let us turn back to the representation of the typical cell Zd,γ,ν(f) in the form (34), namely

Zd,γ,ν(f)
d
= conv(RX1, . . . , RXd+1),

where R and (X1, . . . ,Xd+1) are independent components and distribution of (X1, . . . ,Xd+1) has
density of type (35). As it was mentioned above for general admissible f we will not have such a
representation as clearly follows from the formula presented in Theorem 5.1. On the other hand
let us consider admissible function f satisfying the following assumption: f 6≡ 0 and suppose there
exist functions φ,ψ : R → R+ with intE ⊂ supp(φ) := {x ∈ R : φ(x) 6= 0} and ψ(0) = 1, such that

f(p− φ(p)2s2) = f(p)ψ(s2), p ∈ intE, s ∈ R. (45)

One might extend (45) to p ∈ R, but for our purpose of describing the distribution of the typical
cell Zd,γ,ν(f) the decomposition as stated above is sufficient.
In this case we may obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 5.11. Let d ≥ 2 and let f be admissible satisfying (45). Let ν ∈ R be such that (36)
holds. Then

Zd,γ,ν(f)
d
= conv(φ(Z)X1, . . . , φ(Z)Xd+1),

where Z is a random variable, independent of (X1, . . . ,Xd+1), whose density is proportional to

φ(z)d(d+ν+2)f(z)d+1e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(z)

and (X1, . . . ,Xd+1) are random points in Rd whose joint density is proportional to

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
ν+1

d+1∏

i=1

ψ(‖xi‖2).

Remark 5.12. Note that function fd,β satisfies (45) with φ(x) =
√
x1(x ≥ 0) and ψ(x) = (1 −

x)β1(x ≤ 1). At the same time function f ′d,β satisfies (45) with φ(x) =
√−x1(x < 0) and

ψ(x) = (1 + x)−β and f̃λ satisfies (45) with φ(x) ≡ 1 and ψ(x) = e−x. Taking this into account we
directly recover the results of [7, Theorem 4.5] and [8, Theorem 5.1].

On the other hand the condition (45) appeared to be very restrictive. In particular under additional
assumption that f is differentiable there are only three families of functions satisfying (45).

Proposition 5.13. Let f be admissible satisfying (45). Moreover let f and φ be differentiable on
intE. Then f has the following form

f(x) = c1(x+ c2)
β, x > −c2, β > −1, c1 > 0, c2 ∈ R; (46)

f(x) = c1(−(x+ c2))
−β, x < −c2, β >

d

2
+ 1, c1 < 0, c2 ∈ R; (47)

f(x) = c1e
λx, x ∈ R, c1 > 0, λ > 0. (48)

Remark 5.14. It should be mentioned that due to Proposition 3.11 we have Ld,γ(f)
d
=

√
c1Vd,β,γ̃

if f is of the form (46); Ld,γ(f)
d
=

√
c1V ′

d,β,γ̃ if f is of the form (47); and Ld,γ(f)
d
=

√
c1Gd,λ,γ̃

if f is of the form (48), where γ̃ = c
d/2+1
1 γ. This fact may be used as a characterization of this

three families of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations. A Similar characterization exists for β-, β′- and
Gaussian-polytopes and is often referred to as canonical decomposition. For further details and
relation to extreme-value distributions we refer the reader to [17, Section 12] and [10, Section 3].

5.4 Proofs

Proof of Theorem 5.2. We start by computing Jα
d,f (p) for any α > −1, d ≥ 1 and p ∈ E. Using the

linear Blaschke-Petkanschin formula (see [25, Theorem 7.2.1]) and the base-times-height formula

∇d(x1, . . . , xd) = dist(xd, lin(x1, . . . , xd−1))∇d−1(x1, . . . , xd−1),
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where dist(x, F ) = infy∈F ‖x− y‖ for any closed F ⊆ Rd and x ∈ Rd we get

Jα
d,f (p) =

∫

Rd

∫

(Rd)d−1

∇d−1(x1, . . . , xd−1)
α dist(xd, lin(x1, . . . , xd−1))

α
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dx1 . . . dxd

=
ωd

2

∫

Rd

∫

G(d,d−1)

∫

Ld−1

∇d−1(x1, . . . , xd−1)
α+1 dist(xd, L)

α

×
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)λd−1
L (d(x1, . . . , xd−1)) νd−1(dL) dxd.

Using Fubini’s theorem and applying the change of variables Rd → L× L⊥, xd 7→ (y, t) we obtain

Jα
d,f (p) =

ωd

2

∫

G(d,d−1)

∫

Ld−1

∇d−1(x1, . . . , xd−1)
α+1

d−1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)

×
∫

L

∫

L⊥

|t|αf(p− t2 − ‖y‖2)λL(dy)λL⊥(dt)λd−1
L (d(x1, . . . , xd−1)) νd−1(dL), (49)

where λL is the Lebesgue measure restricted to L (see [25] for more details). Now since L is
isometric to Rd−1 and L⊥ is isometric to R and applying Fubini’s theorem we get

I(p) :=

∫

L

∫

L⊥

|t|αf(p− t2 − ‖y‖2)λL(dy)λL⊥(dt) = 2

∫ ∞

0
tα
∫

Rd−1

f(p− t2 − ‖y‖2)dy dt.

Further, using polar coordinates y = ru, r > 0, u ∈ Sd−2 and change of variables s = t2, h = r2 we
arrive at

I(p) =
ωd−1

2

∫ ∞

0
s

α+1
2

−1

∫ ∞

0
f(p− s− h)r

d−1
2

−1dhds

= π
d−1
2 Γ
(α+ 1

2

)
(I

α+1
2 I

d−1
2 f)(p) = π

d−1
2 Γ
(α+ 1

2

)
(I

d+α
2 f)(p),

where in the last step we used the semigroup property (4). Substituting this into (49) and noting
that νd−1(G(d, d − 1)) = 1 leads to

Jα
d,f (p) = Jα+1

d−1,f (p)
πd−

1
2Γ(α+1

2 )

Γ(d2 )
(I

d+α
2 f)(p).

Finally since for any α > −1 we have

Jα
1,f (p) =

∫

R

|x|αf(p− x2)dx = Γ
(α+ 1

2

)
(I

α+1
2 f)(p),

we get iteratively

Jα
d,f (p) =

(
d∏

k=1

πk−
1
2
Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d
=

(
d∏

k=1

Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
π

d
2 (I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d
.
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Next we prove the inequality (39). We start by computing an upper bound for the volume of the
simplex conv(x1, . . . , xd+1). Let Xi := {x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xd+1}. First note that

conv(x1, . . . , xd+1) ⊆
d+1⋃

i=1

conv(0,Xi),

and, hence, ∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1) ≤ ∑d+1
i=1 ∆d(0,Xi). For α > 1 by Hölder inequality with values

p = α > 1 and q = α
α−1 we obtain

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
α ≤

(
d+1∑

i=1

∆d(0,Xi)

)α

≤ (d+ 1)α−1
d+1∑

i=1

∆d(0,Xi)
α,

while for 0 ≤ α ≤ 1 we use the inequality (x+ y)α ≤ xα + yα, x, y ≥ 0, to directly conclude

∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
α ≤

d+1∑

i=1

∆d(0,Xi)
α.

Further for i = 1, . . . , d+ 1 we get

∆d(0,Xi)
α =

(
1

d!
|det(Xi)|

)α

≤ 1

(d!)α

d+1∏

j=1,j 6=i

‖xj‖α.

Thus, combining these estimates we get

Kα
d,f (p) ≤

(d+ 1)max(0,α−1)

(d!)α

d+1∑

i=1

∫

R

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dxi
d+1∏

j=1,j 6=i

∫

R

f(p− ‖xj‖2)‖xj‖αdxj

=
(d+ 1)max(1,α)

(d!)α
π

d(d+1)
2 Γ(d+α

2 )d

Γ(d2)
d

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p).

Let now α ≥ 0 be such that (I
d
2
+⌈α

2
⌉ f)(p) < ∞ for any p ∈ intE. In order to show (40) we

write Kα
d,f (p) for α > 0 and p ∈ intE in terms of Jα−1

d+1,f (p). First, we notice that using the
base-times-height formula

∆d(x0, x1, . . . , xd) =
1

d
dist(x0, aff(x1, . . . , xd))∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)

and the relation [25, Equation (7.6)]

∇d(x1, . . . , xd+1) = d!∆d(0, x1, . . . , xd),

for any x1, . . . , xd+1 ∈ Rd we get

∇d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
α = (d!)α∆d(0, x1, . . . , xd)

α = ((d− 1)!)α dist(0, aff(x1, . . . , xd))
α∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)

α.
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Using the affine Blaschke-Petkanschin formula [25, Theorem 7.2.7] for any α > −1 we get

Jα
d,f (p) = ((d− 1)!)α

∫

(Rd)d
dist(0, aff(x1, . . . , xd))

α∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)
α

d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dx1 . . . dxd

= ((d− 1)!)α+1ωd

2

∫

A(d,d−1)

∫

Ed

dist(0, E)α∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)
α+1

×
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)λdE(d(x1, . . . , xd))µd−1(dE).

Further, using that for any non-negative measurable function f : A(d, d − 1) → R+ we have

∫

A(d,d−1)
f(E)µd−1(dE) =

2

ωd

∫

Sd−1

∫ ∞

0
f(Ht(u))dt σd−1(du),

where Ht(u) denotes the hyperplane with normal vector u and dist(0,Ht(u)) = t, we arrive at

Jα
d,f (p) = ((d− 1)!)α+1

∫

Sd−1

∫ ∞

0

∫

Ht(u)d
tα∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)

α+1

×
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)λdHt(u)
(d(x1, . . . , xd)) dt σd−1(du).

Further write Ht(u) = H0(u) + tu and for i = 1, . . . , d let yi = xi − tu be the projection of xi from
Ht(u) to H0(u). Then ‖xi‖2 = ‖yi‖2 + t2 and we have

∫

Ht(u)d
∆d−1(x1, . . . , xd)

α+1
d∏

i=1

f(p− ‖xi‖2)λdHt(u)
(d(x1, . . . , xd))

=

∫

H0(u)d
∆d−1(y1, . . . , yd)

α+1
d∏

i=1

f(p− t2 − ‖yi‖2)λdH0(u)
(d(yi, . . . , yd)) = Kα+1

d−1,f (p − t2),

where in the last equation we used the fact that H0(u) is isometric to Rd−1 and ∆d−1(y1, . . . , yd)
is rotationally invariant. By the equality above and noting that σd−1(S

d−1) = ωd we arrive at

Jα
d,f (p) = ωd((d− 1)!)α+1

∫ ∞

0
tαKα+1

d−1,f (p− t2)dt

=
ωd

2
((d− 1)!)α+1

∫ p

−∞
(p− s)

α−1
2 Kα+1

d−1,f (s)ds

= π
d
2 ((d− 1)!)α+1Γ

(
α+1
2

)

Γ(d2 )
(I

α+1
2 Kα+1

d−1,f )(p),

which holds for any p ∈ intE. Hence, on intE and for any α > 0 we have

Jα−1
d+1,f = (d!)α

π
d+1
2 Γ

(
α
2

)

Γ(d+1
2 )

(I
α
2 Kα

d,f ).
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Further note that since Kα
d,f (p) is non-negative we have by (39) for any p ∈ intE

(I⌈
α
2
⌉Kα

d,f )(p) ≤
(d+ 1)max(1,α)

(d!)α
π

d(d+1)
2 Γ(d+α

2 )d

Γ(d2)
d

(
I⌈

α
2
⌉
[(

I
d+α
2 f

)d
(I

d
2 f)

])
(p).

Since f is non-negative function we also have that I
d+α
2 f is monotone increasing for any d ≥ 2 and

α > 0. Thus, by semigroup property (4) we get

(I
⌈α
2
⌉Kα

d,f )(p) ≤ C2

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d(
I
⌈α
2
⌉
I
d
2 f
)
(p) = C2

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p)

)d(
I
d
2
+⌈α

2
⌉ f
)
(p) <∞

for any p ∈ intE due to Lemma 2.1 and since that (I
d
2
+⌈α

2
⌉ f)(p) <∞ for any p ∈ intE. Thus, by

(5) we obtain

Kα
d,f =

Γ(d+1
2 )

π
d+1
2 (d!)αΓ(α2 )

(
D

α
2 Jα−1

d+1,f

)
.

Now combining this with (38) we get for almost all p ∈ intE that

Kα
d,f (p) =

Γ(d+1
2 )

π
d+1
2 (d!)αΓ(α2 )

(
d+1∏

k=1

πk−
1
2
Γ
(
α−1+k

2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
D

α
2

[
(I

d+α
2 f)d+1

])
(p)

=
π

d
2

(d!)α

(
d∏

k=1

πk−
1
2
Γ
(
α+k
2

)

Γ(k2 )

)(
D

α
2
[
(I

d+α
2 f)d+1

])
(p),

with equality if Kα
d,f is continuous in p. The case α = 0 follows from direct computations, namely

by using polar coordinates in Rd we get

K0
d,f (p) =

d+1∏

i=1

∫

Rd

f(p− ‖xi‖2)dxi = π
d(d+1)

2

(
(I

d
2 f)(p)

)d+1
,

which coincides with (40) with α = 0 by recalling that D0 f = f .

Proof of Corollary 5.3. First we note that

c(p) :=

∫

Rd

f(p− ‖x‖2)dx =
π

d
2

Γ(d2 + 1)

∫ ∞

0
f(p− r2)rd−1dr = π

d
2 (I

d
2 f)(p) ∈ (0,∞),

and, hence,
∫
Rd g(x)dx = 1. Further we note that by dominated convergence theorem Kα

d,f is
continuous in p ∈ intE if f is continuous almost everywhere on intE. Indeed let p ∈ intE and
(pn)n∈N be a sequence, such that pn → p. Without loss of generality assume pn ∈ (p− ε, p+ ε) for
all n ∈ N. Defining functions

gn : (R
d)d+1 → R+, (x1, . . . , xd+1) 7→ ∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)

α
d+1∏

i=1

f(pn − ‖xi‖2),
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we have

Kα
d,f (pn) =

∫

(Rd)d+1

gn(x1, . . . , xd+1)dx1, . . . ,dxd+1.

If f is monotonically increasing then for any x ∈ Rd and n ∈ N we have f(pn − ‖x‖2) ≤ f(p+ ε−
‖x‖2). Then for any (x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ Rd+1 we obtain

gn(x1, . . . , xd+1) ≤ ∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)
α
d+1∏

i=1

f(p+ ε− ‖xi‖2) =: G(x1, . . . , xd+1),

which is integrable majorant, since p + ε ∈ intE and by (39) in combination with Lemma 2.1 we
have∫

(Rd)d+1

G(x1, . . . , xd+1)dx1 . . . dxd+1 = Kα
d,f (p+ ε) ≤ C1

(
(I

d+α
2 f)(p+ ε)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p+ ε) <∞,

for some constant C1 ∈ (0,∞) depending on d and α only. The claim now follows since for almost
every x ∈ Rd it holds that limn→∞ f(pn − ‖x‖2) = f(p− ‖x‖2) due to continuity of f on intE and
by dominated convergence theorem we get

lim
n→∞

Kα
d,f (pn) = Kα

d,f (p).

The proof for monotonically decreasing function is the same with p+ ε replaced by p− ε.
Then (41) and (42) follow directly from

E
[
∇d(X1, . . . ,Xd)

α
]
= c(p)−dJα

d,f (p),

E
[
∆d(X1, . . . ,Xd+1)

α
]
= c(p)−d−1Kα

d,f (p),

in combination with Theorem 5.2.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Given distinct points x1 = (v1, h1), . . . , xd+1 = (vd+1, hd+1) of ηf,γ let w =
w(x1, . . . , xd+1) denote the spatial coordinate of the apex of Π(x1, . . . , xd+1). Fix a Borel set A ⊆ C′

and consider

Sf,γ,ν(A) := E
∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)1(C((v, h), η∗f,γ )− v ∈ A)Vol(C((v, h), η∗f,γ ))
ν

=
1

(d+ 1)!
E

∑

(x1,...,xd+1)∈(ηf,γ )d+1
6=

1(w(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ [0, 1]d)

× 1(conv(v1, . . . , vd+1)− w(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ A)
× 1(ηf,γ ∩ int Π↓(x1, . . . , xd+1) = ∅)∆d(v1, . . . , vd+1)

ν ,

where we used the construction of η∗f,γ described in (32). Note that Sf,γ,ν = α(f, γ, ν)Pf,γ,ν if
α(f, γ, ν) ∈ (0,∞). Applying the multivariate Mecke formula [25, Corollary 3.2.3] we get

Sf,γ,ν(A) =
γd+1

(d+ 1)!

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫

Ed+1

1(conv(v1, . . . , vd+1)− w(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ A)

× 1(w(x1, . . . , xd+1) ∈ [0, 1]d)P
(
ηf,γ ∩ int(Π↓(x1, . . . , xd+1)) = ∅

)

×
d+1∏

i=1

f(hi)∆d(v1, . . . , vd+1)
νd(h1, . . . , hd+1) d(v1, . . . , vd+1).

(50)
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We will now identify the vector (v1, . . . , vd+1, h1, . . . , hd+1) ∈ (Rd)d+1×Ed+1 with (w, p, y1, . . . , yd+1) ∈
Rd × R+ × (Rd)d+1 as follows. Let Id be the set of (d + 1)-tuples (v1, . . . , vd+1) ∈ (Rd)d+1

such that (v1, . . . , vd+1) are affinely dependent. It is clear, that Id has Lebesgue measure 0.
Let (v1, . . . , vd+1, h1, . . . , hd+1) ∈ (Rd \ Id)d+1 × Ed+1, xi = (v1, hi) and denote the apex of
Π(x1, . . . , xd+1) by (w, p) ∈ Rd × R. For i = 1, . . . , d + 1 we can represent vi = w + yi with
uniquely defined pairwise distinct y1, . . . , yd+1 ∈ Rd. Hence we consider the transformation Ψ
defined as

Ψ: Rd × R× (Rd)d+1 → (Rd ×R)d+1

(w, p, y1, . . . , yd+1) 7→ (w + y1, p − ‖y1‖2, . . . , w + yd+1, p− ‖yd+1‖2).
Note, that Ψ(w, p, y1, . . . , yd+1) = (v1, h1, . . . , vd+1, hd+1) almost everywhere. Applying the trans-
formation Ψ in (50) and using Lemma 3.15 gives us

Sf,γ,ν(A) =
2dγd+1

d+ 1

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫

Rd

∫

R

1(conv(y1, . . . , yd+1) ∈ A)1(w ∈ [0, 1]d)

× P
(
ηf,γ(intΠ

↓
(w,p)) = 0

)
∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)

ν+1
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2)dp dw d(y1, . . . , yd+1).

By Lemma 3.2 for any (w, p) ∈ Rd × R we get

P(ηf,γ(intΠ
↓
(w,p)) = 0) = exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
,

which implies

Sf,γ,ν(A) =
2dγd+1

d+ 1

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫

R

1(conv(y1, . . . , yd+1) ∈ A) exp
(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)

×∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)
ν+1

d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2)dp dy1 . . . dyd+1.

Note that in the case of an interval of type (ii) we have exp(−γπ d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)) = 0 for any p ≥ b.

On the other hand if p < a, then f(p− ‖y‖2) = 0 for any y ∈ Rd. Thus, we may restrict to p ∈ E.
It remains to show that α(f, γ, ν) = Sf,γ,ν(C′) is finite. By applying Fubini’s theorem we have

α(f, γ, ν) = Sf,γ,ν(C′) =
2dγd+1

d+ 1

∫

(Rd)d+1

∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)

ν+1

×
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2)dp dy1 . . . dyd+1

=
2dγd+1

d+ 1

∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)
Kν+1

d,f (p)dp,

which is finite under our assumptions. If additionally we have (I
d
2
+⌈ ν+1

2
⌉ f)(p) < ∞ for any p ∈ E

then by (40) we obtain

α(f, γ, ν) =
2dπ

d(d+1)
2 γd+1

(d+ 1)(d!)ν+1

d∏

k=1

Γ
(
ν+1+k

2

)

Γ(k2 )

∫

E
exp

(
− γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)(
D

ν+1
2
[
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)d+1

])
(p)dp.
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This finishes the proof.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. By the definition of Zd,γ,ν(f) we have

EVol(Zd,γ,ν(f))
s =

1

α(f, γ, ν)
E

∑

(v,h)∈η∗
f,γ

1(v ∈ [0, 1]d)Vol(C((v, h), η∗f,γ ))
ν+s =

α(f, γ, ν + s)

α(f, γ, ν)
,

which together with (37) finishes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 5.8. First we note that for ν ≥ −1 according to Theorem 5.2, in particular
(39) we have

∫

E
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)Kν+1

d,f (p)dp ≤ C(d, ν)

∫

E
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp,

for some explicit constant C(d, ν) ∈ (0,∞) depending on ν and d only. Thus, it is sufficient to show

Qν(f) :=

∫

E
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp <∞. (51)

Case (i): For ν = 1 equation (51) becomes

Qν(f) =

∫

E
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp.

Then noting that under (F1) the function I
d
2
+1 f is differentiable almost everywhere on E with

(I
d
2
+1 f)′ = I

d
2 f and applying the change of variables z = γπ

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p) we obtain

Qν(f) = (γπ
d
2 )−d−1

∫ ∞

0
e−zzddz = (γπ

d
2 )−d−1Γ(d+ 1) <∞.

Case (ii): Let
∫
R
f(x)dx =: c < ∞. For −1 ≤ ν < 1 and d > 2 and for ν ∈ (−1, 1) and d = 2 by

Hölder inequality with q1 =
d

1−ν , q2 =
d

d+ν−1 ∈ (1,∞) for any p ∈ R we get

(I
d+ν+1

2 f)(p) =
1

Γ(d+ν+1
2 )

∫ p

a
f(t)(p− t)

d+ν−1
2 dp

≤ 1

Γ(d+ν+1
2 )

( ∫ p

a
f(t)dt

) 1−ν
d
(∫ p

a
f(t)(p− t)

d
2dt
) d+ν−1

d

=
c
1−ν
d

Γ(d+ν+1
2 )

(
Γ
(d
2
+ 1
)
(I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

) d+ν−1
d

.

Hence,

Qν(f) ≤ c1−ν Γ(
d
2 + 1)d+ν−1

Γ(d+ν+1
2 )d

∫

R

e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d
2
+1 f)(p)

)d+ν−1
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

= c1−ν Γ(
d
2 + 1)d+ν−1

Γ(d+ν+1
2 )d

(γπ
d
2 )−d−νΓ(d+ ν) <∞,
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where the last step follows from the same argument as in case (i). For ν = −1 and d = 2 we have

(I
d+ν+1

2 f)(p) =

∫ p

a
f(t)dt ≤ c,

and

Qν(f) ≤ cd
∫

R

e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)(I

d
2 f)(p)dp = cd(γπ

d
2 )−1 <∞,

where in the last step we again used the same argument as in case (i).
Case (iii): Let f : (0,∞) → R+ be locally integrable on [0,∞), which is regularly varying at +∞
with index β > −1. Note that by [15, Lemma 2.1] we have (Iα f)(p) <∞ for any p > 0 and α > 0.
At the same time we have (Iα f)(p) = 0 for any p ≤ 0 and α > 0. Set δ = β+1

2 , so that β > −1 + δ
and let ν ≥ −1. As a corollary of the Karamata representation (see [21, p.17]) there exists an
A ≥ 1 such that for all x > A we have

xβ−δ ≤ f(x) ≤ xβ+δ.

Then for any α ≥ 1 and p > A we have

(Iα f)(p) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ p

0
f(x)(p− x)α−1dx

=
1

Γ(α)

(∫ A

0
f(x)(p− x)α−1dx+

∫ p

A
f(x)(p− x)α−1dx

)

≤ 1

Γ(α)

(
pα−1

∫ A

0
f(x)dx+

∫ p

A
xβ+δ(p− x)α−1dx

)

≤ 1

Γ(α)

(
pα−1

∫ A

0
f(x)dx+ pα+β+δB(β + δ + 1, α)

)

≤ C1p
α+β+δ,

for some constant C1 independent of p. Analogously we have for p > A that (Iα f)(p) ≥ C2p
α+β−δ

for some constant C2 independent of p. Hence, for p > A we have

(I
d
2
+1 f)(p) ≥ c1p

d
2
+1+β−δ, (I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p) ≤ c2p

d+ν+1
2

+β+δ, (I
d
2 f)(p) ≤ c3p

d
2
+β+δ, (52)

for some constants c1, c2, c3 > 0, independent of p. Then

Qν(f) ≤
∫ A

0
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

+

∫ ∞

A
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp. (53)

Further since I
d+ν+1

2 f and I
d
2 f are non-negative and monotonically increasing in p we have

∫ A

0
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp ≤ A

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(A)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(A) <∞. (54)
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On the other hand by (52) we get
∫ ∞

A
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

≤ cd2c3

∫ ∞

0
e−γπ

d
2 c1p

d
2+1+β−δ

p
d(d+ν+2)

2
+(d+1)(β+δ)dp

= cΓ
(d(d+ ν) + 2(d+ 1)(β + 1 + δ)

d+ 2(β + 1− δ)

)
<∞,

where c ∈ (0,∞) is some constant depending on A, d, ν, β and δ. This together with (53) and (54)
finishes the proof.
Case (iv): Let f : (−∞, 0) → R+ be locally integrable on (−∞, 0) function, which is regularly
varying at 0 with index β > d

2 +1 and for some α > d
2 +1 it holds that (Iα f)(p) <∞ for all p < 0.

Then by Lemma 2.1 we have (Iµ f)(p) <∞ for all p < 0, 1 ≤ µ ≤ α and it implies that f satisfies
(F1). By (3) for any q > 0 and 1 ≤ µ ≤ α we have

(I
µ f)(−q) = qµ−1(I

µ fµ)
(
q−1
)
<∞,

where fµ(u) = u−µ−1f(−1/u) is a non-negative function, defined on the interval (0,∞). Further
note that for any p > 0 we also have

∫ p

0
fµ(u)du =

∫ −1/p

−∞

(
(−1/p − t) + 1/p

)µ−1
f(t)dt

≤ 2max(0,µ−2)
( ∫ −1/p

−∞
(−1/p − t)µ−1f(t)dt+ p−µ+1

∫ −1/p

−∞
f(t)dt

)

= 2max(0,µ−2)
(
(Iµ f)(−1/p) + p−µ+1(I1 f)(−1/p)

)
<∞,

where in the third step we used the inequality (x+ y)µ−1 ≤ 2max(0,µ−2)(xµ−1 + yµ−1) which holds
for all µ ≥ 1 and x, y ≥ 0. Thus, for any 1 ≤ µ < min(α, β) we conclude that fµ ∈ L1,+

loc ([0,∞)),

which is regularly varying at +∞ with index β−µ− 1 > −1. Let 0 < δ ≤ β−µ
2 . By using the same

arguments as in the proof of case (iii) we get, that there exists A := A(µ) > 0, such that for all
x > A we have

xβ−µ−1−δ ≤ fµ(x) ≤ xβ−µ−1+δ

and, hence, there are constants C1, C2 independent of x such that

C1x
β−µ−δ ≤ x−µ+1(Iµ fµ)(x) = (Iµ f)(−1/x) ≤ C2x

β−µ+δ (55)

for any x > A. Further, since 1 ≤ d
2 <

d
2 +1 < min(α, β) and 1 ≤ d+ν+1

2 < min(α, β) for −1 ≤ ν <
2min(α, β) − d − 1 then by (55) for any p ≤ B := −1/A′ < 0, where A′ = min{A(d/2), A(d/2 +
1), A((d + ν + 1)/2)} we get

(I
d
2
+1 f)(p) ≥ c1(−p)

d
2
+1−β+δ, (I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p) ≤ c2(−p)

d+ν+1
2

−β−δ, (I
d
2 f)(p) ≤ c3(−p)

d
2
−β−δ, (56)

for some constants c1, c2, c3 > 0, independent of p, and δ = (β − d/2− 1)/2. Further consider

Qν(f) =

∫ B

−∞
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

+

∫ 0

B
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp. (57)
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Note that since f is positive and d+ν+1
2 ≥ 1 we get, that I

d+ν+1
2 f is monotonically increasing in p

and, hence, we obtain
∫ B

−∞
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

≤
(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(B)

)d ∫ 0

−∞
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

=
(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(B)

)d
γ−1π−

d
2

∫ ∞

0
e−zdz <∞, (58)

where we again used that the function I
d
2
+1 f is differentiable almost everywhere with derivative

I
d
2 f and applied the change of variables z = π

d
2 (I

d
2
+1 f)(p). Finally, using (56) we obtain

∫ 0

B
e−γπ

d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)

(
(I

d+ν+1
2 f)(p)

)d
(I

d
2 f)(p)dp

≤ cd2c3

∫ 0

B
e−γπ

d
2 c1(−p)

d
2+1−β+δ

((−p) d+ν+1
2

−β−δ)d(−p) d
2
−β−δdp

≤ cd2c3

∫ ∞

0
e−γπ

d
2 c1s

β−d
2−1−δ

s(d+1)(β+δ)− d(d+ν+2)
2

−2ds

= cΓ

(
2(d+ 1)(β + δ) − d(d+ ν + 2)− 2

2(β − δ) − d− 2

)
<∞,

where c ∈ (0,∞) is a constant depending on d, ν, β, δ and B. Together with (57) and (58) this
finishes the proof.

Proof of Corollary 5.11. First note, that by Theorem 5.1 we have

Pf,γ,ν(·) =
2dγd+1

(d+ 1)α(f, γ, ν)

∫

(Rd)d+1

dy1 . . . dyd+1

∫

E
dp1(conv(y1, . . . , yd+1) ∈ ·)

× e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)∆d(y1, . . . , yd+1)

ν+1
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− ‖yi‖2).

Applying the change of variables yi = φ(p)xi, 1 ≤ i ≤ d+ 1 and using (45) we get

Pf,γ,ν(·) =
2dγd+1

(d+ 1)α(f, γ, ν)

∫

(Rd)d+1

dx1 . . . dxd+1

∫

E
dp1(conv(φ(p)x1, . . . , φ(p)xd+1) ∈ ·)

× φ(p)d(d+ν+2)e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)

ν+1
d+1∏

i=1

f(p− φ(p)2‖xi‖2)

=
2dγd+1

(d+ 1)α(f, γ, ν)

∫

(Rd)d+1

dx1 . . . dxd+1

∫

E
dp1(conv(φ(p)x1, . . . , φ(p)xd+1) ∈ ·)

× φ(p)d(d+ν+2)f(p)d+1e−γπ
d
2 (I

d
2+1 f)(p)∆d(x1, . . . , xd+1)

ν+1
d+1∏

i=1

ψ(‖xi‖2),

which finishes the proof.
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Proof of Proposition 5.13. The proof of this lemma follows similar arguments given by Miles (see
[17, pp. 376-377]). We start by noting that (45) with p = l for some l ∈ supp(f) ∩ supp(φ) =
supp(f) 6= ∅ leads to

ψ(s2) = f(l)−1f(l− φ(l)2s2),

which holds for any s ≥ 0. Substituting this into (45) yields

f(p− φ(p)2s2)f(l) = f(p)f(l− φ(l)2s2), p ∈ intE, s ≥ 0, l ∈ supp(f). (59)

Alternatively, defining x := p, y := l − φ(l)2s2, Vl(x) := φ(x)2/φ(l)2 and Ul(x) := f(x)f(l)−1 we
get

Ul(x− Vl(x)(l − y)) = Ul(x)Ul(y), x ∈ intE, y ≤ l, (60)

which holds for any l ∈ supp(f).
Further we note that for any p ≥ l, p ∈ intE, by substituting s = φ(p)−1

√
p− l ∈ [0,∞) (since

φ(p) > 0 for any p ∈ intE) into (59) we have

f(p)f
(
l − φ(l)2

φ(p)2
(p− l)

)
= f(l)2 > 0.

This in particular implies that f(p) > 0 for any p ≥ l, p ∈ intE and, hence, supp(f) = (q1, q2) for
some −∞ ≤ q1 < q2 ≤ ∞. Note that in the case of an interval of type (i) and (iii) we have q2 = ∞
and in the case of an interval of type (ii) we have q2 = b ∈ R. In the case of an interval of type
(i) we also have q1 ≥ a ∈ R and, thus, without loss of generality we may assume q1 = a, leading
to supp(f) = (a,∞) = intE in this case. Finally in the case of an interval of type (iii) we may
assume without loss of generality q1 = −∞, since otherwise we would be in the situation suitable
for case (i). Thus, supp(f) = R in the case of the interval of type (iii).
Our next aim is to determine the type of the function φ. Assume first that q1 ∈ R, which is possible
for intervals of type (i) or (ii). Let l1, l2 ∈ supp(f) be arbitrary, then from (59) we have

f(l1 − φ(l1)
2s2)f(l2) = f(l2 − φ(l2)

2s2)f(l1),

which holds for any s ≥ 0. In particular the latter means that l1 − φ(l1)
2s2 ∈ supp(f) = (q1, q2) if

and only if l2 − φ(l2)
2s2 ∈ supp(f) = (q1, q2), which implies

s2 ≤ l1 − q1
φ(l1)2

=
l2 − q1
φ(l2)2

for any l1, l2 ∈ supp(f). Fixing l1 = min{(q1 + q2)/2, q1 + 1} ∈ (q1, q2) and setting l2 = x we get

φ(x)2 =
φ(l1)

2

l1 − q1
(x− q1), x ∈ (q1, q2).

In particular

Vl(x) =
φ(x)2

φ(l)2
=
x− q1
l − q1

= 1 + c(l)(x − l), x ∈ (q1, q2), c(l) = (l − q1)
−1 > 0. (61)
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Now consider the case when q1 = −∞, which may correspond to the intervals of type (ii) and (iii).
Differentiating the equation (60) with respect to x and with respect to y assuming that x, y ∈ intE,
y ≤ l and x− Vl(x)(l − y) ∈ intE gives us

∂

∂x
Ul(x− Vl(x)(l − y)) = (1− V ′

l (x)(l − y))U ′
l (x− Vl(x)(l − y)) = U ′

l (x)Ul(y), (62)

∂

∂y
Ul(x− Vl(x)(l − y)) = Vl(x)U

′
l (x− Vl(x)(l − y)) = Ul(x)U

′
l (y). (63)

Further note, that in the case of an admissible function f we have U ′
l (x − Vl(x)(l − x)) 6= 0 for

almost all x ≤ l. Indeed, assume U ′
l (x− Vl(x)(l − x)) = 0 on some interval I := [x1, x2] ⊂ (−∞, l].

Then Ul(x− Vl(x)(l− x)) = C for some C > 0, implying f(x− φ(x)2(l− x)) = Cf(l) for all x ∈ I.
On the other hand by (60) we have

Cf(l) = f(x− φ(l)−2φ(x)2(l − x)) = f(x)2f(l)−1, x ∈ I.

Hence f(x) =
√
Cf(l) for all x ∈ I. Since by (59) for any s ≥ 0 and x ∈ I it holds that

f(x− φ(x)2s2)f(l) = f(x)f(l− φ(l)2s2),

we have f(x − φ(x)2s2) =
√
Cf(l − φ(l)2s2). The latter means that for any fixed s ∈ R we have

that the function f is a constant (i.e.
√
Cf(l − φ(l)2s2)) on the set I(s) = {x − φ(x)2s2 : x ∈ I}.

Now note that for any s ≥ 0 there is s′ ≥ 0, s′ 6= s, such that I(s) ∩ I(s′) 6= ∅.
Thus, we conclude that f(x) =

√
Cf(l) for all x ≤ x2. It is easy to ensure that (I

d
2
+1 f)(x) = ∞ for

any x ∈ R and the function is not admissible. Now setting x = y ≤ l in (62) and (63), eliminating
U ′
l (x− Vl(x)(l − x)) 6= 0 and solving the resolving differential equation

Vl(x) = 1− V ′
l (x)l + V ′

l (x)x, x ≤ l

we obtain
Vl(x) = 1 + c(x− l), x ≤ l (64)

for some constant c ∈ R. Note that for c > 0 we additionally have x ≥ l − c−1 since Vl(x) ≥ 0 by
definition. On the other hand since (−∞, q2) = supp(f) ⊂ supp(Vl) = supp(φ) we have that c > 0
is not possible. Let us point out that for any l ∈ (−∞, q2) we have that c ≤ 0 is a constant, but its
value may depend on l. We stress it by writing c = c(l) to specify this dependence if needed.
Further, combining (61) and (64) with (60) we get

Ul(x+ y − l + c · (l − x)(l − y)) = Ul(x)Ul(y), q1 < x, y ≤ l. (65)

We distinguish between the cases c = 0 and c 6= 0.
For c = 0 we have q1 = −∞ and by (65) substituting x̃ = l − x ≥ 0, ỹ = l − y ≥ 0 and
Ũl(x) = Ul(l − x) we arrive at the well-known Cauchy-Hamel equation

Ũl(x̃+ ỹ) = Ũl(x̃)Ũl(ỹ), x̃, ỹ ≥ 0.

whose only well-behaved non-zero solutions are Ũl(x̃) = f(l− x̃)/f(l) = e−λx̃, x̃ ≥ 0 for λ ∈ R and,
hence, f(x) = f(l)e−λleλx = c1e

λx, x ≤ l. If supp(f) ∩ (0,∞) 6= ∅ we assume l > 0. Let l̃ := lt for
some t ≥ 1 be such that f(l̃) > 0. By the same arguments as above we get

f(x) = f(l̃)e−λl̃eλx = f(lt)e−λlteλx, t ≥ 1, x ≤ lt.
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Since l ≤ lt we have f(l) = f(lt)e−λlteλl for all t ≥ 1 and substituting x = lt yields

f(x) = f(l)e−λleλx = c1e
λx

for all x ≥ l and, hence, for all x ∈ (−∞, q2). If on the other hand supp(f) ⊂ (−∞, 0), we arrive
at f(x) = c1e

λx, x ∈ (−∞, q2), by the same arguments as above with 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Now note that

for λ ≤ 0 we have by direct computations that (I
d
2
+1 f)(x) = ∞ for all x ∈ R and, thus, f is not

admissible. If λ > 0 and q2 = ∞ (meaning that E = R is an interval of type (iii)) it was shown in
Example 3.9 that f is admissible. If λ > 0 and q2 <∞ (meaning that E = (−∞, q2) is an interval

of type (ii)) f is not admissible since (I
d
2
+1 f)(q2) <∞.

Further consider the case c(l) > 0, which is only possible if q1 ∈ R. Defining Wl(x) := Ul(x −
c(l)−1 + l), θ := x + c(l)−1 − l = x − q1 and ξ := y + c(l)−1 − l = y − q1, where we recall that
c(l) = (l − q1)

−1 in this case (see (61)), equation (65) becomes the Cauchy-Hamel equation

Wl(c(l)θξ) = Ul(x− (1− c(l)l + c(l)x)(l − y)) = Ul(x)Ul(y) =Wl(θ)Wl(ξ), 0 < ξ, θ ≤ c(l)−1.

The unique non-trivial solution to this equation is Wl(θ) = (c(l)θ)β , 0 < θ ≤ c−1, for some β ∈ R

(see [2, Section 1.1] for more details) and therefore we get f(x) = f(l)(l−q1)−β(x−q1)β , q1 < x ≤ l,
where f(l) ∈ R+\{0} and β ∈ R. As in the previous case consider l̃ = lt with t ≥ 1 if l > 0 and
0 ≤ t ≤ 1 if l < 0. If f(l̃) 6= 0 by the same arguments as above we obtain

f(x) = f(lt)(lt− q1)
−β(x− q1)

β , q1 < x ≤ lt,

and since l ≤ lt by substituting first x = l and then writing y := tl we get

f(y) = f(l)(l − q1)
−β(y − q1)

β = c1(y + c2)
β, −c2 = q1 < y < q2.

If q2 = ∞, which corresponds to the interval of type (i) we have that f if admissible, i.e. locally
integrable, if and only if β > −1. If q2 <∞, implying that E = (−∞, q2) is an interval of type (ii),

we conclude that the function f is not admissible since (I
d
2
+1 f)(q2) = c3(q2 − q1)

β+d/2+1 <∞.
Finally, for c(l) < 0 we have that q1 = −∞. Defining Wl, θ and ξ as in the case c(l) > 0 the
equation (65) becomes the Cauchy-Hamel equation

Wl(c(l)θξ) =Wl(θ)Wl(ξ), ξ, θ ≤ c(l)−1.

The unique non-trivial solution to this equation is Wl(θ) = (c(l)θ)−β , θ ≤ c(l)−1. Hence, in this
case f(x) = f(l)(c(l)x + 1 − c(l)l)−β , x ≤ l, where f(l) ∈ R+\{0}, c(l) < 0 and β ∈ R. Our next
aim is to show that in the case of a finite value q2 ∈ R we have c(l) = −(q2 − l)−1 and if q2 = ∞
we get c(l) ≥ 0 for any l ∈ R, which is a contradiction to c(l) < 0. Let l1, l2 ∈ (−∞, q2), l1 ≤ l2.
Then φ(x)2 = φ(l1)

2(1 + c(l1)(x− l1)) = φ(l2)
2(1 + c(l2)(x− l2)) for all x ≤ l1 ≤ l2 and hence

0 = φ(l1)
2 − φ(l2)

2 + φ(l2)
2c(l2)l2 − φ(l1)

2c(l1)l1 + x(φ(l1)
2c(l1)− φ(l2)

2c(l2))

for all x ≤ l1 ≤ l2, which yields

φ(l2)
2c(l2) = φ(l1)

2c(l1) (66)
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and

φ(l1)
2 − φ(l2)

2 + φ(l2)
2c(l2)l2 − φ(l1)

2c(l1)l1 = 0. (67)

Combining (66) and (67) we get

c(l1) =
φ(l2)

2 − φ(l1)
2

φ(l1)2(l2 − l1)
=

φ(l2)
2

φ(l1)2(l2 − l1)
− 1

l2 − l1
=
φ(l2)

2

l2

1

φ(l1)2(1− l1
l2
)
− 1

l2 − l1
(68)

for all l2 ≥ l1 > −∞. Let first q2 = ∞, then we have supp(f) = R. Taking l := l1 and letting
l2 → q2 = ∞ we get

c(l) = lim
l2→∞

φ(l2)
2

l2

1

φ(l1)2(1− l1
l2
)
− 1

l2 − l1
=





0, if φ(l2)2

l2
→ 0,

c
φ(l1)2

> 0, if φ(l2)2

l2
→ c ∈ (0,∞),

∞, if φ(l2)2

l2
→ ∞,

for all l ∈ supp(f), which is a contradiction to c(l) < 0 for all l ∈ supp(f). Hence, q2 < ∞. Note
that for f to be admissible we assume limp→q2 f(p) = ∞ and f(p) <∞ for all p ∈ (−∞, q2). Taking
into account that from (59) we have

f(p− φ(p)2s2)f(l) = f(p)f(l − φ(l)2s2), p ∈ intE, s ≥ 0, l ∈ supp(f)

and taking the limit as p → q2 we get f(p− φ(p)2s2) → ∞ and, hence, φ(p) → 0 as p → q2. Then
setting l = l1 and letting l2 → q2 equation (68) becomes

c(l) = − 1

q2 − l
.

By the same arguments as in the case c(l) > 0 and writing c1 := f(l)(q2 − l)β and c2 := q2 we get

f(x) = f(l)(q2 − l)β(−x+ q2)
−β = c1(−x+ c2)

−β

for all x < c2. This finishes the proof.
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[7] Gusakova, A., Kabluchko, Z., and Thäle, C. The β-Delaunay tessellation: Description
of the model and geometry of typical cells. Adv. in Appl. Probab. 54, 4 (2022), 1252–1290.
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[10] Kabluchko, Z., Thäle, C., and Zaporozhets, D. Beta polytopes and Poisson polyhedra:
f -vectors and angles. Adv. Math. 374 (2020), 107333, 63.

[11] Kilbas, A. A., Srivastava, H. M., and Trujillo, J. J. Theory and Applications of
Fractional Differential Equations, Volume 204 (North-Holland Mathematics Studies). Elsevier
Science Inc., USA, 2006.

[12] Last, G., and Penrose, M. Lectures on the Poisson Process, vol. 7 of Institute of Mathe-
matical Statistics Textbooks. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2018.

[13] Lautensack, C. Random Laguerre Tessellations. PhD thesis, 2007.

[14] Lautensack, C., and Zuyev, S. Random Laguerre tessellations. Adv. in Appl. Probab. 40,
3 (2008), 630–650.

[15] Martinez, C., Sanz, M., and Martinez, M. D. About fractional integrals in the space of
locally integrable functions. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications 167, 1 (1992),
111–122.

[16] McDonald, J., and Weiss, N. A Course in Real Analysis. Elsevier Science, 1999.

[17] Miles, R. E. Isotropic random simplices. Advances in Applied Probability 3, 2 (1971), 353–
382.

[18] Miller, K., and Ross, B. An Introduction to the Fractional Calculus and Fractional Dif-
ferential Equations. Wiley, 1993.

52



[19] Okabe, A., Boots, B., Sugihara, K., and Chiu, S. N. Spatial tessellations: concepts
and applications of Voronoi diagrams, second ed. Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics.
John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, 2000. With a foreword by D. G. Kendall.

[20] O’Reilly, E., and Tran, N. M. Minimax rates for high-dimensional random tessellation
forests. Journal of Machine Learning Research 25, 89 (2024), 1–32.

[21] Resnick, S. I. Extreme values, regular variation and point processes. Applied probability 4.
Springer, New York, 1987.

[22] Samko, S., Kilbas, A., and Marichev, O. Fractional Integrals and Derivatives. Taylor &
Francis, 1993.

[23] Schlottmann, M. Periodic and quasi-periodic Laguerre tilings. International Journal of
Modern Physics B 7, 6-07 (Jan. 1993), 1351–1363.

[24] Schneider, R. Convex bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski theory, expanded ed., vol. 151 of Ency-
clopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2014.

[25] Schneider, R., and Weil, W. Stochastic and Integral Geometry. Probability and its
Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2008.

[26] Ward, L., Liu, R., Krishna, A., Hegde, V. I., Agrawal, A., Choudhary, A., and

Wolverton, C. Including crystal structure attributes in machine learning models of forma-
tion energies via voronoi tessellations. Phys. Rev. B 96 (Jul 2017), 024104.

53


	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	Frequently used notation
	(Poisson) point processes
	Random tessellation
	Fractional integrals and derivatives
	Regularly varying functions

	Construction of Poisson-Laguerre tessellation
	Definition of (deterministic) Laguerre tessellation
	Definition via power function
	Definition via vertical projection of -dimensional polyhedral set
	Properties of Laguerre diagrams
	Dual model

	Definition and some properties of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations
	Proofs

	Affine sections of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations
	Typical cell of dual Poisson-Laguerre tessellation
	Definition of the (volume weighted) typical cell
	Main results: stochastic representation for the typical cell
	Canonical decomposition
	Proofs


