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Poisson-Laguerre tessellations

Anna Gusakova® Mathias in Wolde-Liibke

Abstract

In this paper we introduce a family of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations in R? generated by a
Poisson point process in R? x R, whose intensity measure has a density of the form (v, h)
f(h)dhdv, where v € R? and h € R, with respect to the Lebesgue measure. We study its
sectional properties and show that the ¢-dimensional section of a Poisson-Laguerre tessellation
corresponding to f is an ¢-dimensional Poisson-Laguerre tessellation corresponding to fy, which
is up to a constant a fractional integral of f of order (d—¢)/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.
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1 Introduction

A Random tessellation in R? 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 1 be a homogeneous Poisson point process in R? and for any point v € n we define
its Voronoi cell as the set of all points w € R%, which are closer to v then to any other point of the
process 77, namely

C(v,n) = {w e R |lv —w|| < ||v/ —w| for all v/ € n}.

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,n) 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 vy,vs € 1 by an edge
if and only if C'(vy,n) N C(ve,n) # (. 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) € R? x R and using weights h to modify the definition of the Voronoi cell (see [19, Section



3.1]). One of them is to use the so-called power function instead of the distance, namely
pow (w, (v,0)) i= lw — o2+, we R,

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 € R : pow(w, (v, h)) < pow(w, (v, ")) for all (v/, ') € 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 € R? 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 € R? 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 L£;(A) as a collection of all non-empty
Laguerre cells. The definition of the dual Laguerre diagram L£}(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 £ of a homoge-
neous Poisson point process in R%, where Q is a probability measure on (=00, 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 £}(§) 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 1 on the product space R? x E, where E is some
possibly unbounded interval, with intensity measure A of the form

A() :fy/Rd/Ef(h)]l((v,h) € )dhdv, 5> 0. (1)

More precisely in [7] the construction is based on the functions f(h) = const - h?1(h > 0), g > —1,
and f(h) = const - (=h)P1(h < 0), B > %l + 1, which lead to the so-called 3-Voronoi and f’-
Voronoi tessellations, respectively, while in [8] the function f(h) = e, A > 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 3-, #’- and Gaussian random simplices, which are well-
studied models of random polytopes [17, 10]. Further in [6] intersections of -, f’- and Gaussian-
Voronoi tessellations with an affine subspace of dimension 1 < ¢ < d — 1 have been studied. In
particular, it was shown that the intersection of a d-dimensional Poisson-Voronoi tessellation with an
(-dimensional affine subspace has the same distribution as an ¢-dimensional 3-Voronoi tessellation
with g = % — 1. The latter in combination with the properties of 5-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 Lq(f) := Lg(n) of the Poisson point process n whose intensity
measure A 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



respect to the Lebesgue measure and has density ¢ the point process £ is as well a Poisson point
process on R? x (—o0, 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 L4.(f) is indeed a random tessellation
(Theorem 3.3). Next we will study the sectional properties of Ly~ (f) and show, that the intersection
of Lq(f) with an /-dimensional affine subspace has the same distribution as Ly (f¢), where f; is
up to a constant a fractional integral of f of order (d —¢)/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 £j _ (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 C R? we denote by int A, cl A and bd A 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 € R?
we write A +y := {z +y: z € A} and for any s € R we set sA := {sz: 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,...,yqr1 € R? we write Ag(y1,...,y441) for the d-dimensional volume of the simplex
conv(yi, ..., Ya+1) and Vg(y1,...,yq) for the d-dimensional volume of the polytope spanned by the
vectors yi,...,Yq.

A closed Euclidean ball in R? with radius 7 > 0 centered at 0 is denoted by B¢(r) and we set
B := BY(1). By 041 we denote the spherical Lebesgue measure on the (d — 1)-dimensional unit
sphere S~1, normalized in such a way that

o

r(3)

We denote by R = R U {—00,00} 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 - (£o0) := 0,
¢ (£oo) = (£00) £ ¢ := oo for ¢ € (0,00) and e~ := 0.

In what follows we shall represent points x € R4! in the form = (v, h) with v € R? (called spatial
coordinate) and h € R (called height, weight or time coordinate). Denote by Ref: R4 — RI+1 g
reflection map with respect to space hyperplane, namely Ref(v,h) = (v,—h), and for given ¢ € R
by 7.: R — R we denote the shift map, namely 7.(z) = = + ¢.

Let IT (respectively, IIT) be the standard downward (respectively, upward) paraboloid, defined as

IT:={(v,h) € R h = —|v|?}, I := Ref(I1) = {(v,h) € R¥*1: b = ||v]?}.

wg = 04-1(S471) =



and let Il ;) be the translation of IT by a vector (w,t) € R that is,
gy = {(v,h) € REXR: h=—|jv—w|?+t}

The point (w,t) is called the apex of the paraboloid Iy, and is denoted by apexlIl, ;. Given
points x; = (v, h;) for i = 1,...,d + 1 with affinely independent spatial coordinates vy, ...,v441
we denote by II(xq,...,2441) the unique translation of the downward paraboloid II containing
T1,...,2441. Given a set A C R we define the hypograph and epigraph of A as

{(v,h) € R x R: (v,h) € A for some h > h'},
{(v,h) € RE x 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 R%. The unique
rotation invariant probability measure on G(d, k) is denoted by vg. Given L € G(d, k) we denote
by L' its orthogonal complement. Analogously, A(d, k) denotes the k-dimensional affine subspaces
of R? and it admits the unique (up to normalization) rigid motion invariant measure i, defined as

Al
Al

pe(r) = /G(dm /Li I(L+ 2 €)M (da)yg(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 o-algebra. By N(X) we denote the space of s-finite counting measures on X and by
N¢(X) € N(X) the subset of locally finite counting measures. The o-algebra N (X) is defined as the
smallest o-algebra on N(X) such that the evaluation mappings & — &(B), B € X, £ € N(X), are
measurable. A point process n on X is a measurable mapping with values in N(X) defined over some
fixed probability space (£2,.4,P). A point process 7 is called simple if almost surely n({z}) € {0,1}
for all z € X and it is called locally finite if 7 € Ny(X) almost surely. In the case of a simple locally
finite point process it is a standard abuse of notation to identify n with its support, which is a
locally finite random countable set of points, and to write x € n meaning that = € supp(n).

Let A be a s-finite diffuse measure on X. By a Poisson point process n on X with intensity measure
A we understand a simple point process with the following two properties:

(a) for any B € X the random variable n(B) is Poisson distributed with mean A(B);

(b) for any n € N and pairwise disjoint sets By, ..., B, € X the random variables (B1),...,n(By)
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 R? equipped with the usual Fell topology and
let C' € F' be the set of non-empty compact subsets of R%. 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 2 X for all y € R%. For more details on particle
processes we refer to [25, Section 4.1].



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 R? 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 Fi(P), k € {0,1,...,d}, the set of its k-dimensional faces,
where F4(P) = {P}, and let F(P) := UZ:O Fi(P). A tessellation T is called face-to-face if for all
Py, P, € T we have

PN P e (F(P)NF(R))u{0}.

In the case of a face-to-face tessellation we also set Fi(T') := ;e Fi(t) for k € {0,1,...,d}.

A face-to-face tessellation in RY is called normal if each F' € F(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 R?. By
a random tessellation in R? we understand a particle process X in R? 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 —oo < a < b < oo and a > 0. For any measurable function f: (a,b) — Ry the integral

(a+f /f t)(x —t)>Ldt, x> a,

is called fractional integral of order o. Note that for any non-negative f and o > 1 the function
I, f is monotonically increasing and for any ¢ € R we have

(a+f)() ((a c+fOTa)(x_c) (2)
Thus, we can restrict ourselves to the cases a = 0 and a = —oo. For a = 0 the expression I, f is
known as the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral, while in the case a = —o0

is often referred to as the Liouwville version. In the case a = —oo and b < co we again use (2) with
¢ = b and, thus, without loss of generality may assume that b = 0 in this case. Further for any
a > 0 we have the following relation between fractional Riemann-Liouville I, and Liouville 1¢
integrals. For any = < 0 by applying the change of variables t = —u~! we have

(1* f)(x / ft)(z —t)*tdt

1) —— B w ! w) (=1/z —w)* tdu
(o g [T 1 (1 =)
= (—2)* (154 fa) (—1/2),
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where f,(u) = u=*" 1 f(—1/u), which is a function defined on (0, o).

It will often be convenient to assume that the functions f is defined on whole R by setting f(x) =0
if © € (a,b). The value of the fractional integral I3, f for # > a will not change in this case and
for © < a we will have ( ar f )( ) = 0. Thus, if the dependence of a is not essential we will use the
Liouville version of the fractional integral I¢ 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) = t* g «)(t), namely

(1 f) () = ()(f D) / F(O)ple — H)dt

In what follows we will be interested in the following class

L1’+(E) = {f: int B — Ry : / f(z)dx < coVK C E, K compact}, E € B(R),
K

loc

of non-negative functions which are locally mtegrable on F. In particular using the usual equivalence
relation we will write f = g for f,g € Lloc( ) if f(z) = g(x) in almost every point x € E. It
was shown in [15, Lemma 2.1.] that for any o > 0 and f € L10C ([a,00)), where a > —o0, we
have (I, f)(z) < oo at almost every x > a and that IJ, f is locally integrable on [a,00). Due
to relation (3) we also conclude that (I* f)(z) < oo for almost every z < 0 and any o > 0 if
fi (- 0) — [0,00) is such that f, € Li7([0,00)). Also note that if f, € LIOC ([0,00)), then

loc
fs € LlOC ([0,00)) for any 8 < «.
In what follows we will often use the following fact.

Lemma 2.1. If f € Lloc ((—o0,b)), where —oo < b < oo, and (I¢ f)(p) < oo for some p < b and
a > 1, then (I° f)(p) < oo for any B € [1,0].

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

L3I fp / f(t) t)P~1de < /_p_lf(t)(p—t)a_ldt—F /:f(t)dt < 0.

[e.9]

O

Further it shall be noted that for a non-negative measurable function f and «a, 8 > 0 the semigroup
property
+
Iy f=10 10 =107 f (4)

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

o = = AT e,
Doy f(a) == 5 Tt ” f(@) =) dx"/ f(t)

where n = [a] and [«] is the smallest integer larger than o. Additionally weset I, f =DY, f = f.
Using the semigroup property for any = > a and « > 0 we have

dm dn—l d T
Doy 164 f(2) = —— (0 (@) = —= (= [ (@' N)0)dt),
dx dx dx /,



where n = [a]. Further note that if (Ib, f)(p) = [P f(t)dt < oo for any p < b, then I}, f is
continuous on (a,b) and for almost all = € (a,b)

(1 D) = (o)

(see [16, Proposition 6.3, Theorem 6.5]). Assuming (I}, f)(p) < oo for any p < b and f €
Lllc;:r((—oo,b)) by Lemma 2.1 we have (I}, f)(p) < oo for any 1 < m < n and p < b. Thus,
for almost all x € (a,b) we get

d" n dnil n—1 d 1
@(Lﬁ Nx) = W(I‘” Jz)=...= a(lﬁ (@) = f(=),
which leads to
Doy Ioy f(@) = [ (). (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: Ry — R is called regularly varying at infinity with index p if

lim f(z) =\,

z—oo  f(x)
for all A > 0. We denote by RV, the class of regularly varying functions at infinity with index p.
If p = 0 the function f is called slowly varying. The function f(z) is called regularly varying at 0
with index p if the function f(z~!) is regularly varying at infinity with index p. 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 R, whose construction is based on a set of points of the form (v, ), v € R (spatial
coordinate), h € R (weight), which are given by an inhomogeneous Poisson point process in R? x 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 R? as in [3].



3.1.1 Definition via power function

Given two points v, w € R? and h € R we define the power of w with respect to the pair (v, h) as
pow (w, (v, h)) = [[w —v[* + 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) € R? x R. We define the Laguerre cell of (v,h) € A as

C((v,h),A) :={we RY : pow(w, (v, h)) < pow(w, (v, ")) for all (v/,h') € A}

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

Lg(A) :={C((v,h),A): (v,h) € A, int C((v,h),A) # (}.

If all points (v, h) € A have the same weight h = hg, L4(A) coincides with the Voronoi diagram of
the set {v: (v, h) € A}. Intuitively, we can think of £;(A) as a result of a crystallization process.
More precisely, for a point (v,h) € A let v € R? 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 ¢ > h the crystal covers the ball of radius v/t around v. For a generic point w € R? 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 L;(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) € R? x R. We will identify a point (v,h) €
A with the d-dimensional sphere S(v,v/—h) with center v and (potentially imaginary) radius
v/—h. We call two spheres S(vy,71), S(va,72) orthogonal if pow(ve, (v1, —7%)) = 72 or equiva-
lently pow(vy, (v2, —7r3)) = r?. Consider the transformation ¢: S(v,7) + (v, ||v||?> —r2) which maps
(d — 1)-dimensional spheres to points in R? x R. Interpreting points in R% as spheres of radius 0 we
get that the image of R% under ¢ is the standard upward paraboloid IIt. It should be noted that
for arbitrary v € R? the preimage under ¢ of the vertical line in R4*! passing through (v,0) is the
set of spheres centred at v. Spheres with real radius are mapped to points from (HJF)i (lying below
II7), while spheres with imaginary radius correspond to points from (IIT)T (lying above II*). For
x € R we define the polar hyperplane of  with respect to the quadric IIT as

Z’%+ = {y S Rd+1 : (1‘1, e L1, 1)AH+(y1, v Yd+1, 1)T = O} ,

where
1, 0 0
AH+ = 0 0 —1/2
0 —1/2 0



We will often write simply z° 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,7) is mapped by ¢ to ¢(S(v,r))°. Furthermore, [3, Lemma 17.2.3] shows that pow(w, (v, —?)),
where w € RY, is the signed vertical distance between the point ¢(w) and the hyperplane ¢(S(v,r))°,
i.e. the difference of the (d + 1)-th coordinates of ¢(w) and the unique point y € ¢(S(v,r))° with
(y1,...,yq) = w. Indeed,

6 (S (v,1)° = { (¥ vas1) R xR yas = [yl = lo -yl + 72}

yields that the signed vertical distance between ¢(w) = (w, ||w||?) and ¢(S(v,r))° equals

2

a2 = (ol = flo = wl +2) = flo = w]2 = r? = pow(w, (v, ~12)).

We now define an unbounded convex closed set P(A) as the intersection of the epigraphs of all

polar hyperplanes ¢(S(v,v/—h))°, where (v,h) € A, i.e.

P(A) = [ [8(S(,vV=h)]". (7)

(v,h)eA

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

By definition and [24, Theorem 2.1.2] we have that P4(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) := ¢(S(v,v/—h))°Nbd P(A) # () (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 projg : R4! — R, (w,r) ~ r, be the projection onto the
(d 4 1)-th coordinate. By definition of P(A) we have

F(o,h) = {(w,) € R x R s (w,1) € 6(S(v, VR, £ > projg(6(S, V=R))?) W(W', k) € A}
={(w,t) eRI xRt = |[w|® — o —w|* = A, t > [Jwl* — o —w|® =K V(1) € A}
— {(w,t) €RIX Rt = [[w]® — Jlo — w|? — h,
pow(w, (v,h)) < pow(w, (v',h')) V(' ) e A}

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

On the other hand we have int projga F(v, h) # () if and only if F'(v, h) has dimension d and, hence,
Lq(A) = Pa(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 £4(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 R? and that
the cells are bounded. Putting some additional restrictions on the set A we may ensure L4(A) € T.
As in [13, Definition 2.2.1] we introduce the following reqularity conditions on A:

(P1) conv(v: (v,h) € A) = R%

(P2) For every w € R? 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 (vg, ho), .-, (Vgr1, har1) of A lie on the same downward paraboloid of the
form

{(v,h) eRIXR: |jv—w|®>+h =1t}
with (w,t) € R x R.
(P4) No k + 1 nuclei are contained in a (k — 1)-dimensional affine subspace of R? 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 £4(A) is a tessellation. Further in [13, Corollary 2.2.7] it has been
shown that under condition (P3) and (P4) the tessellation £4(A) is normal.

It should be noted that while condition (P1) is necessary for £4(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 £(A) is a locally finite covering of R? 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 A := {(v,h) € A: int C((v,h), A) # 0} is regular (see [23, Proposition 2]).

3.1.4 Dual model

Given a countable set of points A4 in R? x R which is admissible and satisfies (P3) and (P4), we
will associate with a tessellation £4(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 € Fo(L4(A)) we construct the Delaunay cell D(z, A) as

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

Since £4(A) is a normal tessellation in R? we have that for a given vertex z € Fy(Lq(A)) there exist
exactly d+1 points (v1, 1), ..., (Vgr1, har1) of A such that z € C'((vi, h;), A) foralli =1,...,d+1.
Therefore the Delaunay cell D(z, A) is a simplex. We define the dual Laguerre tessellation L5(A)
as the collection of all these Delaunay cells, i.e.

L3(A) = {D(z,4) : z € Fo(La(A))},
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which is a simplicial tessellation as follows from [23, Proposition 2].

It should be noted, that L£;(A) is a Laguerre tessellation itself. Indeed, since £4(A) is normal we
have that for any z € Fo(L4(A)) there is a unique number K, € R such that there exist exactly
d+ 1 points (v1,h1), ..., (Vgr1, hgr1) of A with

pow(z, (v1,h1)) = ... = pow(z, (Vgs+1, har1)) = K,

and there is no other point (v,h) of A with pow(z,(v,h)) < K,. Recalling the definition of
pow(z, (v,h)) = ||z — v||?> + h and int H%Z K = {(v,;h) ERIXR:h < —||z —v|?+ K.} we see that
the latter condition is equivalent to Sayi7ng that the points (vy,h1),. .., (vgs1, har1) belong to the
downward paraboloid I1(, ;) with apex (z, K,) and A Nint H@ K = (0. Let

A" ={(z,—K,): z € Fo(La(A))}, (8)
then A* is regular and £}(A) = L4(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 R? x R. More precisely, let E C R be an interval of one of the
following types:

(i) E = [a,00) for some a € R;
(ii) E = (—o0,b) for some b € R;
(i) E =R,

and let f € Ll1 é:(E) In this case f defines a locally finite diffuse measure Ay, on E as

Ary(BxA):= 'y/B/Af(h)dhdv, v € (0,00),

for any Borel sets B C R? and A C E. Let 1t~ be a Poisson point process in R? x E with intensity
measure Ag .

Remark 3.1. Note that we do not require that the support of f is F and in general f may be
supported on a smaller set. On the other hand the condition f € Lllo’j (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,00) — R4, which is locally integrable on [a, c0) may also be defined on
R by setting f(z) = 0 for z < 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: (—oo0,b) — R, which are locally integrable
on (—oo,b) but not locally integrable on (—oo,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 7y ~. Namely it describes the expected number of points of 7y, 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), (i) or (iii) and f € L
v € (0,00) and (w,t) € R x R we have

Y(E). Then for any

loc

d
E(ny,(int H( t))) E(ny( %wﬂf))) = 2(12+1 ().
Proof. By Campbell’s theorem [25, Theorem 3.1.2] we have
E(np (int 11}, )) = E(ny (1T}, ) /Rd/ (h < —llo = wl? + ) f(h)dhdo

_7/ (h<t)f(h)/Rd (HUH<(t—h)%>dvdh

- 7”7 / FR)(E—h
=’Y7T§(I§+1f)(t)7

which finishes the proof. O

Next we specify the conditions for f such that 7y, is almost surely admissible and the points of
n¢~ are in general position. In this case we have that L4(ny7,) 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 € LIOC (E) satisfying

(1371 f)(¢) < o0 9)

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

1 - 1/n) >0’ (10)
for all n > ng. Then Lq(nfy) is almost surely a normal random tessellation for any v € (0,00).

We abuse the notation in Section 3.1 slightly and will call functions f &€ L
assumptions of Theorem 3.3 admissible.

(E) satisfying the

loc

Definition 3.4. Let E be the interval of type (i), (i) or (iii). We call a function f € L
admissible if it satisfies the following conditions:

o (B)

loc

(F1) (1%4'1 f)t) <ocforallteFE,

(F2) in the case of an interval of type (ii) there exists ¢ > 0 and ng € N such that

(T2 f)(b—1/n) > n°

for all n > ny.
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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 functlon f:(—00,b) — R4 is not locally integrable on (—oo, b]. Note that (F1) and (F2) imply
fé LIOC ((—o0,b]). Indeed, from (F2) it follows that

b—1

b b
/ﬂmv%ﬂwzblﬂmw%ﬁw+ F®-1)

Nl

dt = oo.

b—1 4 b—1 " b2 d
o FM=A Fe-tia+ [ oo -nia

—2 —00

b—1 4 b—2 4
/ F(t)dt + 2% FH)(b—1—t)8dt
b

—2 —00

/bb_1 F&)dt + Q%P(g + 1) 12 f)(b—1) < 00

due to (F1) and since f € L10C ((—o0,b)). Therefore we have

b

wla

dt = o0

b
foydat > [ f(t)(b—t)

b—1 b—1

and f is not locally integrable on (—o0, b].

From now on let L4, (f) denote the normal Laguerre tessellation constructed for the Poisson point
process 1y, ~ PPP(yf(h)dvdh) on R? x E with f being admissible and let £}, 2~ (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: int E — R4 be a non-negative measurable function,
satisfying one of the following conditions:

(a) E=la,0), a €R and f € LT (E);

loc
(b) E = (—o0,b), beR and u7%72(f o) (—1/u) € LIOC ([0,00));
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). O

It should be noted that random tessellations Lq,(f) and their dual models £ _(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 £4(£), where £ is an independent Q-marking of a homogeneous
Poisson point process in R? with intensity v and Q is a probability measure on (—oco, 0]. Let us point
out that in [14, 13] another definition of a power function, namely pow (w, (v,7)) = ||[v—w|? — 72, is
used. It coincides with our definition by setting h = —r?, which should be taken into account while
comparing the corresponding results. In [14, Theorem 4.1] it was shown that £4(£) is a random

tessellation if and only if
da
E[(=R)>] < oo, (11)

where R is a random variable with distribution Q.

Further note that an independent Q-marking £ of a Poisson point process is itself a Poisson point
process on the product space R? x (—o0, 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 ¢ : R — R
satisfying g(x) = 0 for all x > 0 and ¢ € L'(R). In this case we have ¢ 4 g, and L4(&) 4 Li~(q)-
According to Definition 3.4 ¢ is admissible if

atgm =r(5+1) [

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

a(h)(p — h)2dh < oo, (12)

o0

d 0 d
om) <r(5+1) [ annia =B

— 00

d
2

!

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

[ w-mtaman <2t (p% [ atman+ [ 0 <—h>%q<h>dh> 281y 1 24 IE[(-R)

— 00 —00

vl

]?

since ¢ 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 (3-, §’- 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:

fap: (0,00) =Ry, fap(h) = car1,6h”, B> 1, car1,5 = —g7 13)
Tz T(B+1)
_ d I'(B)
fag: (-00,0) > Ry fip(h) = i p(=h)", B>+ 1 chyrp=—gm = (14)
™2 (8- %)
frR—=R,, fa(h) = e, A > 0. (15)

In what follows we will call these three settings S-model, #-model and Gaussian-model, respectively.
It was shown in [7, Lemma 3] and in [8, Section 3.3] that the corresponding Laguerre diagrams
Vagy = Liy(fap) Vc,l,ﬁ,»y = Ld,v(fa,l,ﬁ) and Gg .~ = Lq~(fr) are stationary normal random

15



tessellations in R, which are called S-Voronoi, '-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 $’-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.

fB-model: In the case of the S-model it is easy to ensure that fy5 € Lllf;:([O,oo)) for g > —1
and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 the condition (F1) of Definition 3.4 holds and fz s is admissible.
It should be noted that one may additionally include the case f = —1 in the family of g-Voronoi

tessellations by defining V4 _1, to be a classical Poisson-Voronoi tessellation and interpret the

latter as a Laguerre tessellation L4, (f) with f(h) = W%P(%)*léo(h), where dy 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 V3. as f — —1 (see [7, Remark 6]).

3’-model: First note that

for 8 > & + 1. Hence, by Proposition 3.6 4 5 satisfies (F1). Further using [11, Property 2.5 (b)]
we have that there exists € > 0 and ng € N such that

i1 LB —4-1) o 4
(U1 £ ) (=1/n) = L2 é(m RS S

for all n > ng since 8 > g + 1 and therefore fc'h 5 satisfies (F2) and is admissible.

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

The above examples demonstrate that Theorem 3.3 provides a sufficient condition for L4 (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 Lg(f).

1. f:[1,00) = Ry, f(h) = hP(log(h))®, where § > —1, a € R.

Let € = % > 0. For a > 0 we note that f(h) < (%)ahﬁﬁ. Since hP1¢ is locally integrable
we have f € Lllc;:r([l,oo)) and by Proposition 3.6 satisfies (F1). In the case & < 0 we note

that f(h) < (— 2¢)*h%~¢ and, hence, f € LI ([1,00)) as well.

loc
2. f:(0,00) = Ry, f(h) = aih® + ...+ b’ k €N, where By,...,8: > —1, a1,...,a; > 0.
This function is obviously in Lllo’j([O, 00)) as a linear combination of locally integrable and
non-negative functions on (0, 00) and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 it satisfies (F1).
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3. f:(0,00) = Ry, f(h) = hPlog(h)+(eB)~!, where B > 0 and we set f(0) := lim,_,q+ f(h) = 0.

The next proposition provides information about the behavior of the tessellation Lg(f) after
scaling and shifting the Poisson point process 1y , along the height coordinate h. Given a tessellation
T and s > 0 we denote by sT := {st:t € T'}.

Proposition 3.11. Lety € (0,00) and let f be admissible. For a function ¢: R — R, o(z) = \z+c,
where A > 0 and ¢ € R we have that f o p € L' (oY (E)) is admissible and

loc

d 1
Lay(f) = X2 Laz(f o 0),
where 75 := )\%‘ny € (0,00).

Remark 3.12. Proposition 3.11 in particular allows us to restrict our consideration to the following
cases F = [0,00), E = (—00,0) 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 v € (0,00) and let f be admissible. We
define a generalized function g: R — R, by

o(p) = {f<p>, ifp<b,

00, otherwise.

Let 17 be a Poisson point process in R x R whose intensity measure is given by vg(h)dvdh. Then
L4(n) is almost surely a normal random tessellation and

La(@) £ La(ng,)-

Remark 3.14. The above proposition has the following intuitional meaning. If we turn back to the
interpretation of a Laguerre tessellation L£4(ny) 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 R? and any crystal which start to grow earliest at time b does not cover any
points of R?. Hence the cells corresponding to points (v, h) € 1 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 L4(7,) 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 7y satisfies condition (P1) almost surely
as in the proof of [13, Proposition 2.2.2]. In the case when v [}, f(h)dh = oo condition (P1) holds
almost surely since the projection of the Poisson point process 7, to the space component R? is
with probability one an everywhere dense subset of R?. If otherwise ~ | g J(h)dh = c € R, then the
projection of the Poisson point process 7y, has the same distribution as a homogeneous Poisson
point process with intensity ¢ 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) € ny4) 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 Lg(n¢-) is almost surely a locally finite covering of R?. 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(3(w,t) € RY xR : Uf,v(wa,w) =00) =0.

Let (w,t) € RY x R and let (z,p) € ITV Then

(w;t)®
p< =z —wl +t = —lz]* — [lw]]* + 2(z, w) + ¢

Note that there exists c1(w) € R such that 2(z,w) < $||z[|> + 1 (w) for all z € R? (we can take
c1(w) = 7||w||?/8). Hence

1 1
p < =llzl* = Jwl* + 5\\96!!2 +a(w) +t= —5\\96!!2 + ca(w), (16)

where co(w) := ¢1(w )+t—HwH2 and (z,p) € {(v,h) ER? xR : h < —F|v]|* + co(w)}. For n €N
let ITf := {(v,h) e RIX R : h < — —2|v[[* + n}. Then by (16) we have that (z,p) € H% (w)] and,
hence,

P(3(w,t) € R x R iy, (TTg,, ) = 00) < P(3n € Ny, (IT]) = ZNIP’ Ny (I5) = 00).
ne

Therefore it is sufficient to show that P (., (IT}) = 00) = 0 for all n € N. Since nfﬂ/(Hﬁ) is Poisson
distributed with mean E(nfv(l'[i)) the latter is equivalent to E(nfﬁ(l'[ﬁ)) < oo for all n € N. Note
that I}, is the image of the set H(o n) under the mapping (v, h) + (v/2v,h). Thus, by mapping
theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] and by Lemma 3.2 we have

d d
2 2

E(ng(I1)) = 25y, (1T, 1)) = ¥(2m) 2 (12 £)(n) < oo,

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 7y, is almost surely regular and hence L(ny,) is a random
tessellation.

Let now E be an interval of type (ii). We first show, that Lg(ns.) covers R? almost surely. Let
w € RY, then w € C((v,h),n,) if (v,h) = argmin s pne,, Pow(w, (v',h')). By Lemma 3.2 we
have

E(np (it I, ) =472 (15 £)(0),

and, hence,

P(nfq/(mt H(w b)) (7)) = exp ( — E(nfv(mt H(w b)))) = exp ( (12le f)b )) 0,
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since by (10) we have (I%Jrl f)(b) = oo. This implies that almost surely there exists a point
(vo, ho) € ng~ such that hg < —|lv — w||? + b or equivalently K := pow(w, (vg, hg) < b. Then

argmin pow(w, (v, h')) = arg min pow (w, (v', h')).
(v/yh/)enf,w (u’,h’)enfﬁﬂl'[(iw’m

By Lemma 3.2 and (9) we have that nf,,y(l'[i

(w K)) < oo almost surely and the existence of

(v,h) = argmin pow(w, (v',h’))
(Ulvhl)enf,ﬂ/

follows. Next we show that Lg(n¢+) is a locally finite system almost surely. Let B C R? be a
compact subset of R%. Note that B can be covered by finitely many closed balls of radius 1 and
if there are infinitely many cells C' € L4(nf~) such that BN C # () then there are infinitely many
cells C' € L4(ny~) intersecting one of these balls. Noting that Lq(ns,) is stationary with respect
to the spatial coordinate we assume without loss of generality that B = BY. Consider the event

E:={3¢<b: min pow(z, (V' ,h)) < qVze B}
(W', h)enyy

Intuitively, thinking of L£4(nf-) in terms of crystallization processes (see Section 3.1.1), the event
£ means that by time ¢ the set B* € R has already been completely covered by the crystals. Note

P(#{C € La(ns~) : CNBT £ 0} = 00) <P(F#{C € La(ns,) : CNBL £ P} =00 | E) +P(£%). (17)
We will first show that
P(#{C € La(ns,) : CNB! # 0} =00 | €) = 0. (18)
Let (v,h) € s~ and let z € C((v, h),ns~) NBL Then given the event £ we have

pow(z, (0,h) = min  pow(z, (¢, 1)) < g <b,
(U'vh’)@]f,y

and denoting by W := {(v,h) € R x R: h < ¢, ||v|| < 14 /¢ — h} we obtain

#{C € La(nsy) : CNBL O} =y (W).

Hence it is sufficient to show that

P(ny(W) =o0) = 0.
Let us introduce the following construction. Let € be small enough such that ¢ + & < b. We cover
the ball BY(1+ y/e/d) with finitely many d-dimensional boxes Ay, ..., A,, having side length \/e/d

and diameter 1/ for all i = 1,...,m. We denote the vertices of A; by w(i), where j =1,...,2% As

J
next step we will show that
m 29

welJU wa;”,qﬁ)' (19)

i=1j=1
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Let (v,h) € W. First assume that v € A; for some i = 1,...,m. Then
lo—w? | <VE< Va—h+te

and, hence, h < —|v — wy)H2 + ¢ + € meaning that (v,h) € II . Let now v ¢ A; for all

J/ .
(S g+e)
i=1,...,m and, hence, v ¢ BY(1 + \/¢/d). Let z € B¢ be such that

— 3 /_ — _
Iz = vll = min [|2" —vf = jofl -1, (20)

and let y € bd (U, 4;) be a point satisfying
o=zl = [lv =yl + [ly — =] (21)

In particular y € bd A; for some 1 < i < m. By definition we have ||y — z|| > /¢/d and there exists

a vertex w( D of A;, such that
ly — w”| < \/ < lly -zl (22)

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

lwl — vl <l —yll + lly = oll < llz =yl + lly — vl = |lz = v].

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

~(llell =1+ =~ =2l + 0 < uy” ~]* +
and (v, h) € Ht oy Thus, (19) follows and we have
J 7q
m 24
P(np,(W ZZ Mia M0 ) = 00). (23)
i=1 j=1

Finally by Lemma 3.2 and (9) we have

d
T2

E(n (Il 400)) =173 (13 f)(g +2) <

implying P(nfv(ﬂ(w q+6)) 00) = 0 for any w € R%. Combining this with (23) proves (18).
It remains to show that P(€¢) = 0. Note that

E°={VYg<bIzeB?: min pow(z (v,h)) > q}.
(v,h)enys

Let by, :=b— 5~ and A, := {3z € B? : min,, nens., PoW(z, (v, h)) > by}, then £ C limsup,,_, o, Ap.
We Wlll use the Borel- Cantelh lemma and show that

i P(4,) < o
n=1
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Since we can cover B? with 49n%2 balls of radius /1 /8n and due to stationarity of 1y with respect
to the spatial coordinate it is enough to consider the event

A, ={3z ¢ B%(\/1/8n): min pow(z, (v,h)) > b,},

(th)@?f,w

since

P(A,) < 4%9Y?P(A"). (24)

Note, that if for some (v, h) € 17~ we have that pow(z, (v,h)) < b, for all z € B4(,/1/8n), then
A7, does not hold. Hence, A, implies that for all (v, h) € 1 we have that pow(z, (v, h)) > by, for
at least one z € B%(\/1/8n) and by the definition of power function (6) we get

P(4;,) <P( min sup  |jv—z|*+h > by).
(0RENLy Lepa(, /1/8n)

Further note that for h < b, —1/8n and v € B(v/b, — h — 1/1/8n) we have

sup v —2lP+h < sup (Pl + 12D +h < (Vb — h = /1/8n+ \/1/80) + h = by
2€B4(4/1/8n) 2€B4(,/1/8n)

Thus, defining

Wy :={(v,h) eRxR:h <b, —1/8n, v € BY\/by, — h —+/1/8n)}
we get

P(A) < ]P’(nfﬁ(Wn) = (Z)) = exp ( — E(nf,,y(Wn))). (25)

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

E(ns, (W, F(h)dvdh

bn—1/8n
D=
7_‘_2,7 bn—1/8n J
- m [ =k - sy

PG +1) /o
7_‘_%,)/ bn—1/2n J
> m/_m ()b — B — /T8 dh.

Notice that for b < b,—1/2n we have v/b, — h > +/1/2n, which in turn implies 1/1/8n < /b, — h.

Hence,

7T2 bn—1/2n
(g (W) 2 gy [ S0 =

T2 bn—1/2n
> Wil)/ F(h) (b — 1/2n — h)¥2dh
= 72742124 ) (b 1/n).
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By assumption (10) we have (Igle f)(b—1/n) > n® for some € > 0 and all n > ng and, hence, by
(24) and (25) we get

oo 00 no oo
Z P(A,) < Z 4% 2P(A!) < 44 Z n¥?P(A) + 44 Z n¥? exp (- 72*d7rd/2n€) < 00.
n=1 n=1 n=1

n=ng

By the Borel-Cantelli lemma we therefore have P(£¢) = 0, which together with (17) and (18)
implies that L4(1y) is locally finite almost surely. Overall we showed for E being an interval of
type (ii) and f satisfying (9) and (10) that 7. is almost surely admissible and hence also in this
case L4(1f~) 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. O

Proof of Proposition 3.11. First of all we note that foy is clearly non-negative and measurable and
since K C E is compact if and only if ¢ ~!(K) C ¢~ !(F) is compact we get fop € Lllé:(go_l(E)).
In order to show (F1) for f oy we let t € o~ !(E), then

_1(a

tl(fo __ t 2))(t —2)2dz
(5 o0 =5y [, TP -t
1 B (t)

SR S / ) — e W) iy
r(¢+1) a

1 4 w(t) a
- 7)\—2—1/ M+ c—1y)2d
FET) ’ T)( y)2dy

= ATETLIEL ) (p(1)) < oo,

since ¢(t) € E and A > 0. For F being an interval of type (ii) we have ¢! ((—o0,b)) = (—o0, %),
where b € R. Since f satisfies (F2) for some ng and € > 0 and according to the previous computa-
tions we have

(157 (fog) ((b—a)/A—1/n) =275 @8 = a/m) 2 A3 ([ 5] ) 20/

for sufficiently big n due to monotonicity of the fractional integral. This means that f o ¢ satisfies
(F2) and, hence, is admissible. Therefore, according to Theorem 3.3 Ly 5(f o) is indeed a random
tessellation in R¢ and normal almost surely.

Next, we show that shifting the height coordinate A does not influence the tessellation. For ¢ € R
let 1fo7. ., be a Poisson point process on R? x 771(E) with intensity measure A fore,y having density
Y(f o 7). Define the transformation g.: R x E — R? x 77 Y(E), (v,h) + (v,h — ¢). By mapping
theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] g.(7y) defines a Possion point process on
R? x 7.71(E) with intensity measure gc.(Af,) = Ajor, , and, hence, nfor, » L 9e(nf,) implying

La(Mfore.) 4 L4(ge(ng~)). Further we show that Lg(ns,) = Lai(9c(nf,)) almost surely. Let
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(v,h) €, ¢ € R then
Cl(w,h),m) = {w € R s Jw — vlf? + B < w— /|2 + B for all (4, ) € 5y,
={weR: Jw—v|?+h—c<|w—o|?+H —cforall (v/,) €ns}
= {weR:: |lw—70|>+h <|w—3|>+H forall (¥,1') € ge(ns,)}
= C(g(v7h)7gc(nf,"/))

Since g is a bijection we also have C((v, E),gc(nfﬁ))
Therefore,

C(g_l(”ﬁ,ﬁ),nﬁy) for all (’6,%) € ge(Nf~)-

Lalg) = Lalge(g)) = Laliger. )
Now, we show the impact of scaling the height parameter A by some A > 0. For A > 0 we consider
the transformation Ty : R x E — R? x (A\7'E), T\(v,h) := ()\_%v,)\’lh). By mapping theorem
for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] T)(ny.) is a Poisson point process on R? x (A™1E)
with intensity measure A, given by

A(B x (—00,8)) = V/Rd /Rf(h)]l(T)\(v,h) € B x (—00,58))1(h € E)dhdv
= )\’y/ / f()\m)]l()\_%v € B)l(z < s)l(z € AL E)dzdv
R JR

= )\%“7/ / FO)1(w € B)l(z < s)1(z € A E)dadw,
Rd JR

for any Borel set B C R? and s € R. Therefore T A(17,y) coincides in distribution with a Poisson
point process 77 on R? x (A™'E) with intensity measure having density 7 f(\h), where 7 = )\%‘ny.
Now let w € R% and (v, h) € n¢. Thenw € C((v, h),ny.) if and only if w € )\%C(T)\(U, h), Tx(ntn))-
Indeed,

Cl(v,h)mp) = {w €RY: w — o] + 1 < [lw — /| + 1 for all (v/, 1) € 57}
={weR: A 2w — A 2|2 + AT < A 2w — A2 |2+ AT for all (o, ) € nys}
=@ eR: |G —B2+h< |@—7|2+h forall (7,1) € Ta(ns)}
= M2C(T\(v, 1), Ty (n1))-

Finally, since the Laguerre ‘Eessellation is defined as the collection olf all non-empty Laguerre cells,
it follows that L4(nf) = A2La(T\(1f~)) and hence Lg(nys) and A2 L4(7) coincide in distribution.

Combining these two steps we get that the random tessellations L4~ (f) and )\%Edﬁ( f o), where
5= )\%H% coincide in distribution. O
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 ¥ defined as

U: R xR x (RY)H! — (R x R)4H!

(W, p,y1,- - Yay1) = (w+y1,p— ||y1||2, ces W E Yd41, P — ||yd+1||2),

and let J(U) be its Jacobian matriz. Then |det J(U)| = 297 dIA 4 (y1, . .., Yas1)-
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Proof. For the proof of this lemma see the proof of Theorem 5.1 in [8]. O

Proof of Proposition 3.13. We start by noting that by restriction properties of Poisson point process
[12, Theorem 5.2] we get that g = {(v,h) € : h € E} has the same distribution as 7¢,. Thus,
it is sufficient to show that P(L4(ng) = L4(7)) = 1, where L4(7g) is a normal random tessellation
according to Theorem 3.3. We consider the complement of the above event, i.e. L4(g) # La(7),
and note that since 7z C 77 we have for any (v, h) € g that

C((v,h),n) = {w e R : pow(w, (v, h)) < pow(w, (v, 1)) for all (v/,h) € 77}
- {w e R : pow(w, (v, h)) < pow(w, (v, 1)) for all (v/,h') € ﬁE} (26)
= C((v, h),nE).

Keeping in mind that the cells of £4(7jg) cover R? and using (26) we get that L4(7g) # La(7)
implies that there exists a point (v,h) € g such that C'((v,h),n) € C((v,h),nE) and, hence,

P(ﬁd(ﬁE) 7& Ed(ﬁ)) < P(H(U, h) € ﬁE : C((v’h)’m - C((U, h)’ﬁE))

Let (v,h) € ng be such that C((v,h),n) € C((v,h),nE). Since the cells of L4(7g) are convex
polytopes there exists a vertex w € Fo(C((v, h),ng)) such that w € C((v, h),nE)\C((v,h),n). The
latter implies that

lo = wl® +h > o —w|* + ' (27)

for some (v/,h') with A" > b. As argued in Section 3.1.4 there exist exactly d + 1 distinct points
(v1,h1),. .., (Vg+1, hgr1) of g such that the points (v1, k1), ..., (V4r1, har1) belong to the downward
paraboloid II(,, ;) with apex (w,p), p € R and ng Nint H% ) = (), where one of these points is

w7p

v, h), say (v1,h1) = (v, h). Since (v, h) € 11, ) and using (27) we have
(w,p)
p=llv—w|2+h> o —wl|?+H >0,

For d + 1 distinct points 1 = (v1,h1),...,Z441 = (Vgt1,har1) € np recall that II(zq,...,x411)
denotes the almost surely unique downward paraboloid containing x1,...,x441 on its boundary.

Hence, recalling that 77 4 Nt~ We have

P(ﬁd(ﬁE) =+ ﬁd(ﬁ)) < ]P’(H(.%’l, e 71'd+1) € (nfﬁ);l:—l s int Hi(.%'l, e 7xd+1) Nnf~y = 0,

apexIl(z1,...,zq11) = (w,p),p > b).

Here (nf,,y)gjl denotes the collection of all tuples of the form (x1,...,2441) consisting of pairwise
distinct points z1,...,2441 of the Poisson point process 7y,. Further applying the multivariate
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Mecke’s formula [25, Corollary 3.2.3] and get

IP’(EI(:cl, ceyTgy) € (nfﬁ);ljl :int Hi(xl, ooy Tayr) Ny =0, apexI(zy, ..., 2441) = (w,p),p > b)

<E Z 1(int H%uup) Nng~ =0, apexITH(zy, ..., 2411) = (w,p),p > b)

(117~~~75’3d+1)€(77fw);l£+1

= fydﬂ/ / P(7 £~ (int H%w p)) = O)E(apexﬂi((vl,hl), ooy (Vgg1, has1)) = (w,p))
(Rd)d+1 JRd+1 )

d+1
1(p > b) H f(hi)dhy, ... dhgidoy,. .. dogss.

Consider the transformation ¥ : R x (R4 x R? — (R? x R U(p,y1,...,ya41,w): =
(w+y1,p = Iyl w +yar1.p = lyar1]?). Applying ¥ and by Lemma 3.15 we get

P(Caie) # Cai) < )t [ [ B T ) = 08 )

d+1
fo — sl dpdyy, . . . , dygerdw.

By Lemma 3.2 for any (w,p) we get
d
P(Wf'y(mtn(wp)) =0) :exp( Q(IQH Dp )) 0

fog any p > bsince from (F2) and monotonicity of fractional integral in p it follows that (I%Jrl fp) >
(127! £)(b) = co. This finishes the proof. O

4 Affine sections of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations

In this section we study sectional properties of the Poisson-Laguerre tessellation Lg(f). Let
L € A(d,¢) be an affine subspace of dimension ¢. Given a tessellation 7" in R? define

TNL:={tNnL:teT},

which is again a tessellation in L. Since L is isometric to R we will always assume without loss of
generality that TN L is a tessellation in RY. The aim of this section is to determine the distribution
of Lq~(f) N L. Our main motivation to study this problem is the fact that for a stationary and
isotropic random tessellation 7 the knowledge of the properties of its sections 7 N L gives access to
mean value characteristics of the original tessellation 7 (see i.e. [25, p. 466-467] for more details).
Sections of random tessellations Vy g -, Vé, By and Gy, 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,?)
and any vy > 0 it holds that

d .
(1) for any > —1 we have (Vg NL) = V&BJH%Z,W (up to isometry);
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(2) for any 8> % + 1 we have Vi, NL) = Vé Fodzt (up to isometry);

(3) for any A > 0, we have (Gg~ N L) 4 Goa (up to isometry).

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

Theorem 4.1. Let L C R? be an (-dimensional affine subspace, where £ € {1,...,d —1} and let f
be admissible. Then for any v > 0 we have

(La~(f)NL) 4 Lo~(fe) (up to isometry),

where

d—~

{#GT fp) ifpeE,

0 otherwise,

fe(p) =

and Ly~ (fe) is almost surely a normal random tessellation, namely f; is admissible.

Proof. We start by recalling the construction of Laguerre tessellations introduced in Section 3.1.2.
According to this construction L4~ (f) appears as a vertical projection of the boundary of convex
closed set P(nys.) defined by (7), where

0:RIXR 5 RIXR, (v,h) — (v,|[v]]> + h).
Note that under ¢ points (v,0) are mapped to the standard upward paraboloid I, while for A > 0
and A’ < 0 points (v,h) and (v,h') are mapped to (IIT)" and (IT*)+, respectively. By mapping

theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] the process ¢ (77, ) is a Poisson point process
on R% x R with intensity measure A, given by

A(B x (—o0,s) —W/Rd/f h) € B x (—00,s))dhdv
/Rd/ f(M)1(v e B)L(h + ||v]]* < s)dhdv
= [ ] 5=l € B x (=0, 5)dhdv,

for any Borel set B C R? and s € R. As described in Section 3.1.2 the cells of L4(1¢) are obtained
as orthogonal projections of the facets of P(n;.) onto R% According to (7) the set P(n;,) can
also be defined as the intersection of the epigraphs of all polar hyperplanes x°, where x € ¢(1y),
namely
P(nrs)= () (@),
zep(nf,y)

where we recall, that

2° = {(y,Yar1) ER xR : (z1,..., 211, 1) A+ (Y1, - -+, Yar1,1)T = 0}
d

d
= {(y,ydﬂ) ER" X R:ygp1 =2 E TiYi —$d+1}-
i=1
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We note that it is enough to consider the case £ = d — 1 since the statement for general ¢ will follow
by induction. Let L be a hyperplane in R%. By stationarity and isotropy of the random tessellation
Ly~ (f) we will assume without loss of generality that L = R?~1 is the linear subspace of R? spanned
by the first d — 1 standard orthonormal vectors of R, i.e L = {(y1,...,¥d—1,vq) € R? : yg = 0}. We
extend the hyperplane L by adding the height coordinate and define L' := {(y1,...,Ya—1,Yd,h) €
R? x R : 33 = 0}. The intersection of the Laguerre tessellation Lq~(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

Py )0l = () @nL) (28)
T€P(Nf,4)
to R41, namely,
La~(f)NL={projga— F: F is facet of P(ns~) N L'}. (29)

Consider the linear transformation

proj: R x R — L' (Y1, Ya-1,Ya,h) = (Y1, ,Yd-1,0,h).

We first show, that for all z € R the intersection of the d-dimensional hyperplane z° with L’ coin-
cides with the (d—1)-dimensional hyperplane, which is a polar hyperplane of the point proj;.(z) € L'
with respect to the quadric (IT*)" := It N L’ in L' = R%. Indeed, since for any z € R4 it holds
that

d—1
[PTOJL/(l“)]((JHﬂ/ = {(yl, o Yd-1,0,y441) € R Yd+1 = szyz - l“d+1},
i=1
we obtain
d
2 N = {1, ¥a1,¥a,var1) € R X R:yapy =2 @i — Tas1, ya = 0}
i=1
d—1
= {1, »¥a-1,0,ya11) €RT X R:yaps =2 wiys — war1} = [projp ()]s y-
i=1
Hence, combining this with (28) we get
Pg)NL = () (projp(2)]f)" = N Wrey)"- (30)
zep(ny.y) yeproj s (¢(nf,4))

By mapping theorem for Poisson point processes [12, Theorem 5.1] proj.(¢(ny)) is a Poisson
point process in L’ with intensity measure A’ defined as follows, for any Borel set B C L and s € R
we have

N (B x ( / /f — |lvlI*)1(proj (v, h) € B x (o0, s))dhdv

/ / (v € B)1(h < s / f(h—|[v')|* = v3)dvgdv'dh,
Rd-1
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where we denote by v := (v1,...,v4_1) € R~ 2 L. Further we note that

hlv'||2 ) )
[ o= = dva= [ @)= IR ) Edy = vRE 6 - 91,

—00

and, hence,

N (B x (—00,s)) = Wﬁ/R /Rdl 1(v' € B)1(h < s)(I% f)h— Hv’Hz)dv/dh. (31)
Now define

VE(IE f)(p), i (17 f)(p) < 00

0, otherwise.

fa-1(p) == {

We directly note that f; 1 is clearly a non-negative function. As a next step we need to ensure
that if f is admissible (with dimension d) then fy_; 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 € LT ([a,00)) by [15, Lemma 2.1] in

loc
combination with (2) we have that (I'/2 f)(z) < oo for almost every x € [a,00) and, moreover,

(12 £)(p) = 0 for any p € (—oc0, a, meaning that f;_; = /7 (I"/? f) and the support of fy_; is a
subset of [a,00). By [15, Lemma 2.1] we also have fg_1 € Lllo’j([a, 00)) and by Proposition 3.6 fq_1
satisfies (F1) and, hence, is admissible.

Interval of type (iii): Let f € Lll(;:(R) be admissible. Then by semigroup property (4), condition
(F1) and Lemma 2.1 for any ¢ € R we have

[ @ nea=at e <

—0o0
This in particular implies that (1'/2 f)(z) < oo for almost every z € R and f;_, =12 f € Ll1 TT(R).
Further by semigroup property (4) and condition (F1) for f we get

d+1

A% fa)(t) = @7 12 () = @7 () < o
for any t € R and f;_; is admissible with dimension d — 1.

Interval of type (ii): Finally consider the case when f € Lllc;:r((—oo,b)) with b € R and is
admissible. As in the previous case for any ¢ < b we obtain

[ 0 pwin =2 i) < o,

—0o0
meaning that 1'/2 f is locally integrable on (—oco,b) and, in particular, (I'/2 f)(z) < oo for almost
every x € (—o0,b). On the other hand we note, that for any p > b we have
b

1 1 4 1 b 1 1
M) nw = [ sow-o7taz [ fop-o ez e-sen [ o=,

b—1 b—1
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since f is not locally integrable on (—oo,b] (see Remark 3.5). The latter implies f;_1(p) =
V(Y2 f)(p)1(p < b), which is locally integrable on (—oo,b). By semigroup property (4) we
have that i ]

(12 ™ fa)() = (124 N)(@)

for any t € (—oo,b), which implies that fy_; is admissible with dimension d — 1 since f is admissible
with dimension d.

By Theorem 3.3 we conclude that in all three cases Ed,lﬁ( fa—1) is almost surely a normal random
tessellation. By combining (28), (29), (30) and (31) we also have

Lar(f)NL 4 ﬁdfm(\/?(lé ) < Li—1(fa-1)

in the case of interval E of type (i) and (iii). For the interval (ii) we still need to ensure that
Ed,l,,y(\/F(Il/2 ) 4 Li-1~(fa—1)since /w12 f) # f4_1 on R. On the other hand /7 (I'/? f): R —

R, is a generalized function obtained from f; 1 by setting

if p < b,
o0, otherwise.

VA2 ) = {fdl(p)’

Thus, by Proposition 3.13 we get Ed_lﬁ(ﬁ(ll/z ) 4 Lq-1~(fa—1), which concludes the proof for
(=d—1.

The case for general ¢ € {1,...,d — 1} follows now by induction taking into account that according
to the semigroup property (4) for any 1 < ¢ < d — 2 we have

d—4—1 d—4—1 a—

fo= VAR fen) =Va( [n 2 (T2 f)])=x 17 f)

~
¥
~

O

Let us now ensure that [6, Theorem 4.1] is indeed a corollary of Theorem 4.1. Consider the
tessellations V5~ = Li~(fa) Vé,ﬁﬁ = La(f5) and Gax = La(fr), defined in Example 3.9.

f-model: Note that for any a > 0, § > —1 and ¢ > 0 by [11, Property 2.5(a)] we have

o . I(B+1) a
(1 W*)(t) = F(ﬁ+1+a)tﬁ+ ’

Then for any 1 < ¢ < d—1 and any p > 0 we get

d—~¢

a—2¢
T2 (B41) g a

— B+
R L

d—t _d—t
T2 (12 fap)(p) = cay18
Hence, by Theorem 4.1 for any L € A(d,¢), f > —1 and v > 0 we conclude

d
(Vg NL) = ﬁfw(fe,m%) = Veprist
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B’-model: This case corresponds to the interval of type (ii) with b = 0. In Example 3.9 we have
shown that for any 8 > %l—l—l the function f, 518 admissible. Further forany p > 0and 1 </ <d—1
we have

d—¢ . p d—¢
05 Jo)0) = £t [0 o-0" ar=ce,
5 —00

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

d—t _d—¢ d—t r(p- %t _(g_d=t _(g_d=t
w2 (I'2 fclz,ﬁ)(]?):ﬂ 2 C&H,ﬁ%(ﬂ?) (=% ):CQH,B_%(—P) (B=% ):fé,ﬁ_%(l?),

and by Theorem 4.1 for any L € A(d,?), p > g + 1 and v > 0 we conclude

d
(Vél,ﬁ,'y NL)= ﬁfﬂ/(fé,gf%) = V27ﬁ7d77£7’\/'

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

21T P ) = (1/2) T e = Aot los(r/A),

Further note, that T (I% fx) = fa o o, where ¢(z) = z + 4=Llog(m/A) and by Proposition 3.11
and Theorem 4.1 we get for L € A(d,¢), A > 0 and v > 0 that

(Gary VL)L Loy (Frow) L Loa(F) = Gons

Remark 4.2. As shown above in the case of the Gaussian-Voronoi tessellation Gg, \ = L'd,,y(f)\) the
function f) is a solution of the following integral equation
1

13 ) = % / ’;(p — O f(dt = A 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 £ _ (f) = Lj(ny,) of the random Laguerre tessellation
Lq~(f) with f being admissible. In this case according to Theorem 3.3 L4, (f) is an almost surely
normal random tessellation and, hence, its dual E:m( 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 E(’;ﬁ( f) is itself a random Laguerre tessellation constructed using the point
process defined as

7 () = ZZEFO(Ed(Uf,y(w))) 8(z—k.)> if La(ny,(w)) is normal,
f,«/ ' 6o, otherwise,

for any w € Q, where given a vertex z € Fo(L4(ns~(w))) the value K, is the unique number such
that there are exactly d+ 1 distinct points z1,...,7a1 € (7, N1l ,)) and 7y, Nint H\(LZ,Kz) = 0.
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Further note that since 7y satisfies (P4) almost surely, we have that almost surely for any distinct
points 1, ..., 2441 of ¢ there is a unique downward paraboloid II(x1, ..., z441) containing them.
This leads to the following alternative representation

* 1 .
iy = m Z 5Ref(aP€XH($l,---7$d+1))]l(nf,’y Mint Hi(xh s xarr) =0). (32)
’ d+1

(@1, ma+1)E(Mf,4) %

5.1 Definition of the (volume weighted) typical cell

Since the point process 7y is stationary in the spatial component, the tessellation L “/( f)isa

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

=E Y 1wel0,1%) e (0,00), (33)

(v, h)Enfﬁ

the process 7}, is a stationary marked point process in R? (in the sense of [25, Definition 3.5.1])
with mark space R. The stationarity in this case means that

* d
Hm(nf,fy) = Z 5(vfm,h) =N~

(vh)En}

for all z € R, where 0, : (v, h) + (v — x,h). According to [25, Theorem 3.5.2] the Palm measure
PY of 77;? , Is given by

PUAx B)=———E > 1(he Al e [0,1])1(6.(n},) € B),
(f 7) whers ’

where A € B(R), B € N(R? x R). Let 77;:2 be a point process with distribution P’(R x -). In
particular almost surely 77;:3 contains an atom of the form zy = (0,h’) for some h’' € R. Then we
define the typical cell Zy~(f) of E(’;ﬁ(f) as the Laguerre cell of xg with respect to the process 77;:3.
In other words the typical cell Zdﬁ( f) is a random polytope with distribution

1

Ps~(A) := mE

> 1we0,)N)IC((v,h),n},) —vEA),  AecBEC).
(v,h)ens

It should be noted that under (33) the random tessellation £ _ (f) can be identified with a stationary

particle process Xy := ), £y () d¢. In this case the typical cell Z;.(f) has the same distribution
Y

(up to translation) as the typical grain of Xy (see [25, Section 4.1 - 4.2]).
Motivated by the definition of the typical cell we introduce a slightly more general concept, namely
the v-weighted typical cell. For a given v € R we define a probability measure Ps ., on C' as

Psru(A) = IE Z (v €[0,1] )l(C((v, h),n;‘c,,y) —veA Vol(C((v,h),n}ﬁ))”
(f V) oiens -
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for A € B(C'), where a(f,~,v) is the normalizing constant given by

alf,yv)=E Y 1(ve 0,1 Vol(C(v, h), 15 ,))" = alf,1)ENoI(Za, ()],
(vh)eEns .,

with additional assumption that «(f,~,v) € (0,00). Let Zz,,(f) be the random polytope with
distribution Py ,. We note that Pr, =P, o and, thus Z; ., o(f) has the same distribution as the
typical cell of £j_(f). At the same time it is known [25, Theorem 10.4.1 and Equation (10.4)] that
the volume-weighted version Zg 1(f) of the typical cell has the same distribution as the zero-cell
of L3 _(f), which is almost surely the unique cell of £j_(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 P, , in terms of the
function f. The case when f: R — R, satisfying f(x) = 0 for all z > 0, and f € L'(R) (see
Example 3.8) has been considered in [14, 13|, where the exact description of the distribution Py
has been obtained. In [7, Theorem 4.5] and [8, Theorem 5.1] an explicit representations of the
distribution of Zg. ,(f), for the cases f = fq3, f = fé’ﬁ and f = f)\, defined by (13), (14) and
(15), respectively, has been obtained for v > —1 and additionally v < 28 — d in the f’-case. More
precisely, for these three cases the following relation holds

d
Zd,'y,l/(f) - COHV(RXl, e ,RXdJrl), (34)
where
(a) R is a non-negative random variable whose density is proportional to
B-model : r(d+1)2+vd+2(d+1)5e—7Cd+1,5(ﬂ6d+2,ﬂ)’17‘d+2+23’
S’-model : (A1) +1d=2(d+1)8 =Y €y (7€ 0,6) T P T2

)

and R =1 for the Gaussian model;

(b) (Xi,...,X4,1) are random points in R? whose joint density is proportional to
d+1
Ag(z1,. .. xqe1)" ! H u(z;), (35)
i=1

with u(z) = (1 — ||z]|?)?1(||lz|| < 1) in the case of the f-model, u(x) = (1 + ||z]|?)~? for the
#'-model and u(z) = eI for the Gaussian model;
(¢) R is independent of (Xi,..., Xg41).

It should be noted that in [8, Theorem 5.1] only the case A = 1/2 for the Gaussian model fy has
been considered, but the results generalise straightforward to the case of general A > 0.

For general admissible function f we can not hope to have a representation of the form (34)
with independent components R and (Xi,...,X4+1). On the other hand under some additional
integrability conditions on the function f we can still provide a representation of the form

d
Za~yw(f) =conv(Yr,...,Ygi1),
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where Y7, ..., Yy, are random points in R?, 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 € Llloj(E) For any peint £, d > 1 and a € R
we define

d+1

K3 ¢(p) 1:/ Ag(@1, ... Tat) Hf — Jlzil|*)dzy ... dwgy,
(R)d+1
d
Jas(p) = (i Va(z1,- .. 796d)aHf(p— |2 ||*)dy .. . dag.
i=1

Theorem 5.1. Let d > 2 and let f be admissible. Let v € R be such that

[ e (=m0 1)) K o) € (0,00), (36)
Then
Prau() = (d+ifoyzi2%w /(Rd)d+1 dyi ... dya+1 /Edpll(COHV(yh---,de)6-)
Xwp(—Wﬁq%lﬁ@Dﬁﬂmw~JMHYHiif@—H%W%
where -
a(f,y,v) = 2;7?11 [Eexp( w3 (127 ) () K45 (p)dp. (37)

Moreover if we additionally assume (I%HVT+11 f)(p) < oo for any p € E we have

2d7rd(d—+1)’yd+1 d F(—V"';"’k) 4 41 v+l d4v+l A d
—ym2 (127 f)(p) +1
ot0) = e i e G (G Ol

The next theorem provides a simple representation of the functions K7 7 and Jg p in terms of
fractional integrals and derivatives of the function f.

Theorem 5.2. Let E be an interval of type (i), (i) or (iii) and let f € LT (E). Then for any

a>—1andd>1 we get e
d P a——’—k d d+a d
ﬁﬂm=<nj(§>>@ﬂrrn@0. (38)
k=1 I'(3)
Further for any o >0, d > 2 and p € int E we get
I (i b I G 1 L TP
Kis(0) < O (0 Nw) (% Niw), (39)



and for any o > 0, d > 2 such that (I%Jr[%] f)(p) < oo for any p € int E, we have

K§ @):7g#gé fﬁr(iﬁ) (D% [0 ™) @) (40)
of (dh)e Pt

2
I'(5)
for almost all p € int E. In particular the equality in (40) holds if Kc(lx,f 18 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 € LU (E) be a function which

loc
is monotone and continuous almost everywhere on int E. Let p € int E be such that (I% Hp) €
(0,00) and let X1, ..., X441 be i.i.d. isotropic random points in R? whose distribution has density

glz) =72 ((12 () " o — |l2])-

Then for any o > —1 and d > 1 we have

E[Vd(Xl Xd)a] — H P(OCTM) <(Id+Ta f)(p)>d (41)
’ = TG \ane )

and for any o > 0 and d > 2 such that (I%H%] [)(t) < oo for somee >0 and allt € (p—e,p+e) C
int £ we obtain

E[Ag(X1,. .., Xap1)?] = 1 11 (42)

Remark 5.4. Let us point out that for integer o 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) = t?1(t > 0), § > —1. Note that
f € L1(]0,00)) and, hence, by Proposition 3.6 we have (I* f)(p) < oo for any p € (0,00) and

loc
« > 0. Then, since for any 3 > —1 we have

d+a
2

L(B+1) dta g

( N%#+B+Up ’ (43)

Nlp) =

the density g takes the form

L(§+6+1)
ng%JrﬁF(ﬁ +1)

9(x) = (@ = =17 1(l2ll < v/p)-

Further since for any « > 0 we obtain

L(B+1) >d+1 F(W +d+1)B+1) ddt)tad 4 (g11)8

a C“FTO‘ d+1 _
(DI N0 = (5ga 5 4) =, 0y 1551

(44)
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we conclude
d a+k d d
wpp D(45) (TG +8+1)
E[Va(X1,...,X0)* =p* 2 2 :
: ) 1 By \I(H2+5+1)

a_+k)< r(d+p8+1) >d+lr(w+(d+1)ﬁ+l)
P(Be+5+1)/)  rEEEd g )5 41)

E[Ad(X1,. Xar)?] = 25

where the first formula holds for o« > —1 and the second holds for o > 0. The second formula with
p = 1 has been derived in [17, Equation (74)] for integer o > 0 and can be found in [9, Proposition
2.8] for general @ > 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)P1(t < 0) with # > ¢ + 1 and p = —1
and f(t) = e"/? 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 v-weighted typical cell.

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

alf,v,v+s)
af,v,v)

max{u+s,u}+1-|
2

EVol(Zg,u(f))* =

where a(f,v,v) is given by (37). If, moreover, (IgH )(p) < oo for any p € E, then

d (LEstlth) [ o a,wz(lz“f)(p)([)”;+1 [(Idﬂ;ﬁl f)dJrl])(P)dp

EVOI(Z 1/
., 1;[ 1/+1+k) fEe w2(12+1f)(p)(D”§1 [(I‘HZH f)dﬂ])(}?)dp

Remark 5.7. The moments of the volume of the v-weighted typical cell of the 3-, 8- 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
[-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 € LT (E) satisfying (F1) we have

= f)(p) >0

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

loc

d
T2

exp (

d+1
Kyt = / A .. vl d .d >0
ar (p) gty a(T1, ., may1) H f(p—||zi||*)day ... dzg

for any p € F and hence
d v
/Eexp( 2(I2Jr1 Hip ))Kd:};l(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 v such that (36)

holds.

Proposition 5.8. Let d > 2, E be an interval of type (i), (i) or (iii) and let f € LT (E). If

loc
(i) f satisfies (F1) and v = 1;
(ii) f € LY(R), f satisfies (F1) and —1 < v < 1;
(i1i) E =1[0,00), f is reqularly varying at 400 with index f > —1 and v > —1;

(iv) E = (—00,0), f is regularly varying at 0 with index B > 4 + 1, f satisfies (I* f)(p) < oo,
p <0 for some a > g—l—l and —1 <v < 2min(a, ) —d —1;

then
d, d y
/Eexp ( — Y2 (Iz+1 f)(p))del(p)dp < 00.

Remark 5.9. Note that the function fgz for f > —1 satisfies (iii), while the function f s for

B > 4 +1 satisfies (iv) with = 8. For the function fx 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 £ is an independent (Q-marking of a homogeneous
Poisson point process on R%, where Q is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure.
This setting corresponds to the situation 7, ., where ¢ : R = R, ¢ € LY(R) and ¢ is admissible.
In this case according to Proposition 5.8 (ii) Theorem 5.1 applies with v = 0 and the obtained
formula coincides with the one from [13, Theorem 3.3.1]. In order to see this one should substitute
w; = yi/||lysl| and 7; = (||lu;||> — t)/2 for i = 1,...,d + 1, taking into account F(dr) = 2f(—r?)rdr.

5.3 Canonical decomposition

Let us turn back to the representation of the typical cell Z; ., (f) in the form (34), namely

d
Zi~yu(f) =conv(RXq,...,RXqq1),

where R and (X1,...,X4y1) are independent components and distribution of (Xi,..., X441) 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 # 0 and suppose there
exist functions ¢, ¢ : R — Ry with int £ C supp(¢) := {z € R: ¢(z) # 0} and ¥(0) = 1, such that

fp—o(p)*s®) = f(p)v(s?), pEintE, s €R. (45)

One might extend (45) to p € R, but for our purpose of describing the distribution of the typical
cell Zq.,,(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 v € R be such that (36)
holds. Then

Zarw () 2 conv($(2)X1, ..., (Z) Xas1),

where Z is a random variable, independent of (X1,...,Xar1), whose density is proportional to
d d
¢(Z)d(d+u+2)f(z)d+1e—'y7r2 12 f)(z)

and (X1,...,Xq441) are random points in R? whose joint density is proportional to

d+1

Ag(@r, -y maen)” T [T o).
=1

Remark 5.12. Note that function fy g satisfies (45) with ¢(z) = zl(z > 0) and ¢(z) = (1 —
z)P1(z < 1). At the same time function fa 5 satisfies (45) with ¢(z) = /—zl(z < 0) and
Y(z) = (14 z)~? and f, satisfies (45) with ¢(z) = 1 and (z) = . 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 ¢ be differentiable on
int E. Then f has the following form

flz)=c(z —1—02)6, x> —co,f>—-1,¢1>0,¢c €R; (46)
d

f(x) =cr(—(z+ )P, x < —co, 3> B +1,¢ <0, ¢ €R; (47)

f(z) = cr1e™?, zeR, g >0, A>0. (48)

Remark 5.14. Tt should be mentioned that due to Proposition 3.11 we have L4, (f) 4 VeVigs

if f is of the form (46); Lq,(f) £ @V} s if [ is of the form (47); and La,(f) £ /eiGans

if f is of the form (48), where 7 = ccll/ 2+1fy. This fact may be used as a characterization of this

three families of Poisson-Laguerre tessellations. A Similar characterization exists for -, 5’- 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 Jg‘f(p) forany a > —1,d > 1 and p € E. Using the
linear Blaschke-Petkanschin formula (see [25, Theorem 7.2.1]) and the base-times-height formula

Vi(zy,...,zq) = dist(zg,lin(x1, ..., 24-1))Va_1(z1,...,24-1),
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where dist(z, F') = inf,ep ||z — y|| for any closed FF C R? and = € R? we get

d

T = [ [ Vaen i) distGaalingan, o)) Tl )don . dg
Rd (Rdd 1 =1
= —d/ / Vdfl(.%'l,...,xdfl)a—’—l dist(md,L)o‘
2 Jrd JG(dd-1) J it
d
X Hf(p — ||$Z‘H2))\Cllfl(d(£ﬂ1, ces®g—1)) Vg—1(dL) dzg.
i=1

Using Fubini’s theorem and applying the change of variables R? — L x L, x4+ (y,t) we obtain

Wd

— Va1 (1, yza 1) £ = l@l?)
2 /G(d,dl) Ld—1 H '

<[] = 2 = P AL AL @OX o) v (AD), (49
LJLL-

Jéy,f(l)) =

where Az is the Lebesgue measure restricted to L (see [25] for more details). Now since L is
isometric to R4 1 and L' is isometric to R and applying Fubini’s theorem we get

)= /L /L T = 2 = DAL () (D) = 2 /O T /R o Py,

Further, using polar coordinates y = ru, r > 0, u € S¥"2 and change of variables s = 2, h = 2 we

arrive at

I(p)=wd21/ a_“‘l/ Flp—s— )y Ldnds

()@ ) = TS A He).

:7'('

where in the last step we used the semigroup property (4). Substituting this into (49) and noting
that v4_1(G(d,d — 1)) = 1 leads to

i p(p) = T3 4 ()

Finally since for any o > —1 we have

Tige) = [ Jal*slo = otz =1 (5 ) 0% Do)

we get iteratively




Next we prove the inequality (39). We start by computing an upper bound for the volume of the

simplex conv(xy,...,z441). Let X; :={z1,...,%i—1,Tit1,...,Tqr1}. First note that
d+1
conv(xi,...,x441) C U conv (0, X;),
i=1

and, hence, Ay(z1,...,24+1) < ZdH A4(0,X;). For a > 1 by Holder inequality with values

p=a>1and ¢ = %5 we obtain

d+1 d+1
Ad(ml, .. $d+1 <Z Ad 0,X; > (d + 1)0‘*1 Z Ad(O,Xi)a,

i=1
while for 0 < o < 1 we use the inequality (z + y)* < z% 4+ y®, =,y > 0, to directly conclude

d+1

Ad(l'l,. . xd+1 @< ZAd 0 X)
1=1

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

1 a 1 d+1
A0, %) = (= det(X)]) < [l
d! (dhye 1
J=1j#i
Thus, combining these estimates we get
1) d+1 d+1
N (d—|— 1)max(0,o¢ 1) N
Kgs(p) < (@)e Yo ro—lwlhde ] f = [l 1) || da;
' i=1YR j=1,j#i
) o dtand
(d—|— 1)max(1o¢)ﬂ. 5 F(T) dta d 4
= e o (0 00) 1F )

Let now a > 0 be such that (I%Jr[g] f)p) < oo for any p € int E. In order to show (40) we
write Kg'(p) for &« > 0 and p € int E' in terms of Jd+1 +(p). First, we notice that using the
base-times-height formula

1.
Ag(xo,x1,...,xq) = p dist(xg, aff (z1,...,249))Ag—1(x1, ..., 2q)
and the relation [25, Equation (7.6)]

Va(xi,...,xq01) = d'Ay(0, 21, ..., xq),

for any z1,...,2441 € R? we get

Vd(xl, s ’xd-i-l)a = (d')aAd(O’ L1y ,xd)a = ((d - 1)')a dlSt(Oa aﬁ(xly ce ’xd))aAd—l(xl’ s ,xd)a‘
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Using the affine Blaschke-Petkanschin formula [25, Theorem 7.2.7] for any o > —1 we get

Ja¢(p) = ((d—=1)H* /(Rd)d dist(0, aff (z1,...,2q)) " A1 (21, ..., 24)" H f(p—||lz]|*)dzy . .. dzg
i=1
= ((d — 1)!)044_1ﬁ / / diSt(O, E)aAdfl(.%'l, . ,.%'d)OH_l
2 Jadd-1) JEd
d
< [T/ = l=il®)AE (1, -, 7)) pa-1 (AE).
i=1

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

2 [e’e]
/A(d,dnf(E)ud_l(dE) - w_d/gd_l/o f(H(u))dt oq—1(du),

where H;(u) denotes the hyperplane with normal vector u and dist(0, H;(u)) = ¢, we arrive at
Jc?ff(p) = ((d — 1)!)a+1 / / / taAdfl(.%'l, . ,xd)oH'l
Sd71 Ht(u
. Hf 12N (@ - 20)) 7 ().

Further write Hy(u) = Ho(u) + tu and for i = 1,...,d let y; = x; — tu be the projection of z; from
Hy(u) to Ho(u). Then ||z = ||y;|* + t? and we have

/ Ad—l(xla"'a OHrle H'IZH Ht(u)(d(xla"')xd))
Hy(u)?
-/ R T 0= £ = )b o (@) = K2, 0= 12),
olu i=1
where in the last equation we used the fact that Hy(u) is isometric to R*™' and Ay_1(y1,- .., ya)

is rotationally invariant. By the equality above and noting that o4_1(S%!) = wy we arrive at

Tig ) = wal(d =0yt [T e RE (- )t

0
=Sy [ e R (os
b (-1l () T K3t )),

(%)

which holds for any p € int £. Hence, on int & and for any a > 0 we have

Jc?ﬂlf—(d') P( Thrdtly IQKc%f)'

\_/ Mlp



Further note that since K§ f(p) is non-negative we have by (39) for any p € int £

(d 4 1ymtio) 440 sy

e (2 : (571 a0 ).

(=1 Kgp)(p) <

d+a
Since f is non-negative function we also have that 1= f is monotone increasing for any d > 2 and
a > 0. Thus, by semigroup property (4) we get

d

(181 K3 ) () < G(@5 D) (11 1)) = Ca(@ @) (13451 £)(p) <

for any p € int E due to Lemma 2.1 and since that (Ig+[%1 f)(p) < oo for any p € int E. Thus, by
(5) we obtain

F(d%)
TF (d)°T(3)

Now combining this with (38) we get for almost all p € int E that

o5 Tr ! a=lth o dta

Kir= ( J§+11f)

with equality if K7 ¢ is continuous in p. The case a = 0 follows from direct computations, namely

by using polar coordinates in R? we get

d+1

K400 = 1T [, 50 Iz = =5 (af 1)

which coincides with (40) with o = 0 by recalling that DY f = f. O

Proof of Corollary 5.3. First we note that

/ o~ 21?)d Z

and, hence, [p,g(z)dz = 1. Further we note that by dominated convergence theorem K is
continuous in p € int E if f is continuous almost everywhere on int E. Indeed let p € int £ and
(pn)nen be a sequence, such that p,, — p. Without loss of generality assume p,, € (p —¢e,p+¢) for
all n € N. Defining functions

d
2

/ fp— r2)rtldr = 74 (13 £)(p) € (0, 00),

d+1
gn: RO SRy (21,0 mg41) = Aglan, .. Tg41) H Flon = llzi]1?)
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we have

Kg ¢(pn) :/ gn(T1, .. xgr1)day, ... degyq.
(Rd)d+l

If f is monotonically increasing then for any = € R and n € N we have f(p, — ||z||?) < f(p+¢ —

|z||?). Then for any (z1,...,74s1) € R4 we obtain
d+1
9n($1,---,$d+1) SAd(xla" xd-i—l Hf +e— ||xZH ) ('Ila"'axd-f—l)a

which is integrable majorant, since p + ¢ € int E' and by (39) in combination with Lemma 2.1 we
have

d+a

/(Rd)d+1 Glar, .. wasn)day ... dzasr = KGs(p+2) < CL((TF f)(p+2)) (12 f)(p+2) < o0,

for some constant Cy € (0,00) depending on d and « only. The claim now follows since for almost
every x € R? it holds that lim,, oo f(pn — ||2]|?) = f(p — ||z[|?) due to continuity of f on int E and
by dominated convergence theorem we get

lim K7 ;(pn) = Kq f(p)-

n—o0

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

E[Va(X1,...,Xa)"] = c(p)~ I3 (p),
E[Aa(X1,..., Xap1)] = c(p) T K4 (p),

in combination with Theorem 5.2. O
Proof of Theorem 5.1. Given distinct points 1 = (vi,h1), ..., %441 = (Vat1, har1) of nyy let w =
w(x1,...,2411) denote the spatial coordinate of the apex of II(z1,...,z411). Fix a Borel set A C C’
and consider
Spaw(A) = Y 1(ve[0,])1(C((v,h),n},) — v € A) Vol(C((v, h),n} )"
(U h)enf’.y
1 d
- aT 1)!1[«: > 1(w(zy,... ,xq41) € [0,1]9)

(7317---7J3d+1)€(77f,7)d¢+1
x 1(conv(vi,...,v441) — w(T1,...,T441) € A)
x L(npq Nint T (2, . 2ar1) = 0)Ag(vr, .., v411),

where we used the construction of 7} described in (32). Note that Sy, = a(f,7,V)Ppa, if
alf,v,v) € (0,00). Applying the multivariate Mecke formula [25, Corollary 3.2.3] we get

_ 7 _
Styw(A) = CE) /(Rd)d+1 /Ed+1 T(conv(vy,...,v441) — w(x1,...,2q11) € A)

x L(w(xy,...,xq11) € [0, l]d)IP)(nfﬂ Nint(IY(zy, ..., 2401)) = 0) (50)
d+1

X H f Ad 1)1, . ,vd+1)yd(h1, e ,hd+1) d(vl, ce ,vd+1).
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We will now identify the vector (vy,...,vg41, 1, hap1) € (RO B with (w,p,y1, ..., yar1) €
R x Ry x (RY)¥H! as follows. Let I; be the set of (d + 1)-tuples (v1,...,v441) € (R)4H!
such that (v1,...,v441) are affinely dependent. It is clear, that I; has Lebesgue measure 0.
Let (v1,...,0441,h1,... hay1) € (RT\ I,)™ x B4z, = (vy,h;) and denote the apex of
H(z1,...,2441) by (w,p) € REx R. For i = 1,...,d + 1 we can represent v; = w + y; with
uniquely defined pairwise distinct y1,...,7441 € R% Hence we consider the transformation W

defined as
U: RY x R x (RY)TH — (RY x R)4H!
(W,p,yh---,ydﬂ) = (w +y1,p — Hy1||2,...,w + Yd+1,D — ||yd+1H2)-

Note, that ¥(w,p,y1,...,yq+1) = (v1,h1,..., V441, hg+1) almost everywhere. Applying the trans-
formation ¥ in (50) and using Lemma 3.15 gives us

2d d+1
1) = T [ L [ el € n(w < .11
d+1
X P (17t 117, ) = 0) Aa(yr, - yar) ™ [T 0 = lgell>)dpdwd(ys, .- yara)-
=1

By Lemma 3.2 for any (w,p) € R? x R we get

P(ns,-(int H%w’p)) =0)=exp(—

d
T2

(1241 £)(p)).
which implies
2d d+1
Styw(A) = P /Rd)dﬂ / (conv(yi, ..., yap1) € A)exp (—

d+1
X Aa(yr,- - yarn)” Hf = [lysl*)dp dys ... dyaa-

d
T2

(= 1) (p)

Note that in the case of an interval of type (ii) we have exp(—wﬂ'ﬁ(I%Jrl f)(p)) = 0 for any p > b.
On the other hand if p < a, then f(p — ||y||?) = 0 for any y € R%. Thus, we may restrict to p € E.
It remains to show that a(f,v,v) = St (C’) is finite. By applying Fubini’s theorem we have

, 2d d+1 4, dq 1
alf,v,v) = Spru(C') = i+ /Rd)dﬂ/ exp (—ym2 (127 f)(p)) Aa(yr, - -, Yas1)
d+1
x [T £ = llvill*)dpdy: . .. dyars
=1
2d’7d+1

T At /EeXp( 2 (124 F)(p) K4 § (),

which is finite under our assumptions. If additionally we have (I%‘HVT+11 f)(p) < oo for any p e E
then by (40) we obtain

Qdﬂd(d+l)’yd+1 d P(Ll—i_k) d vl dv+1
o) = e =gy f, o (=m0 ) (05 (05 7)) o
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This finishes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 5.6. By the definition of Zg.,,(f) we have

s * v+s (f’ ’V+ )
BV Zir ) = = G, 2 € OV ) = R
v fov

which together with (37) finishes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 5.8. First we note that for v > —1 according to Theorem 5.2, in particular
(39) we have

d d
Le—vﬂ2(12+1 f)(p)KCll/"}'l(p)dp < C(d, V)/

00 (1252 1)) 0t ).
E

for some explicit constant C'(d, v) € (0,00) depending on v and d only. Thus, it is sufficient to show

Q)= [ R0 (15 1)) 1# P < oo G1)

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

Q)= [ e

Then noting that under (F1) the function Igﬂ f is differentiable almost everywhere on E with

d d
2

a2+ f)(p) <(I%+1 f)(p)>d(1% ) (p)dp.

(Ig‘H ) = I f and applying the change of variables z = ’VW%(I%+1 f)(p) we obtain

d
2

Qulf) = (yad) =t /0 T etz = ()T (d 4 1) <

Case (ii): Let [ f(x)da =: c<oo For—1<y<1andd>2andforue( 1,1) and d = 2 by
Hoélder inequality Wlth Q= m, a2 = m € (1,00) for any p € R we get

d+v+1
2

(155 1)(p) = WH /f 42 4

e ([ 10 d(/apf<t><p—t>3dt)%

%(r(g 1t o)

T

‘ )

| AT
_l’_

[\

Hence,

(¢ 4+ 1)d+v-1 4, dyy d d4v—1 4
Q) < % [ et m (e )™ ad s
2

= 1—VF(%[ + 1)d+y_1 ('}’
P(d—l—;—f—l)d

[S]IoH

72) 4T (d + v) < oo,
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where the last step follows from the same argument as in case (i). For v = —1 and d = 2 we have

0w - | fdt <

and
Qu(f) < ¢ / e NG (1F £ (p)dp = e (rmt) ! < oo,

where in the last step we again used the same argument as in case (i).

Case (ii1): Let f: (0,00) — R4 be locally integrable on [0, 00), which is regularly varying at +oo
with index § > —1. Note that by [15, Lemma 2.1] we have (I* f)(p) < oo for any p > 0 and « > 0.
At the same time we have (1% f)(p) = 0 for any p < 0 and o > 0. Set § = %, so that 8> —144
and let v > —1. As a corollary of the Karamata representation (see [21, p.17]) there exists an
A > 1 such that for all z > A we have

2770 < f(x) < PP,

Then for any o > 1 and p > A we have

(I f F(la / f _1' a 1d1’

r(la </ Us . 1dx+/ fla a 1dx>
e o o)

1 a-1 a-+B+6
< — B 1
< Ty <p /0 f(z)dz+p B+i+1,a)
< C1p +5+6

for some constant C; independent of p. Analogously we have for p > A that (1% f)(p) > Cyp®T8~9
for some constant Cy independent of p. Hence, for p > A we have

d 1 d 1 d
+12’+ +rv+ _;’_ﬁ_;’_é

(I%’Ll ip) > clp2+1+ﬁ 6 i p) <cap 2 (12 f)(p) < 03p2+ﬁ+5 (52)

for some constants ¢, ca, c3 > 0, independent of p. Then

A 4 diq dtv+1 d
Q) < [ et e (5 ) ol He

0
o0 d, d 5 d
+ [ e a0 (5 1)) 0k D (53)
A
Further since I f and I2 f are non-negative and monotonically increasing in p we have

d

A d 4. dtv+1 d d+v+1
[ et f><p>(<1 1 0m) 18 Hep < A5 H) 1 HA) <o (59

45



On the other hand by (52) we get

/ oS (3 () ((Id+z“ £)(p) d(I% F)(p)dp

A

oo d d
< S+1+B—65 d(d+v+2
chcg/ omeip? P (@) (B48) g
0

)

IR (RS ERSER))
- d+2(8+1-0)

where ¢ € (0, 00) is some constant depending on A, d, v, § and 0. This together with (53) and (54)
finishes the proof.

Case (iv): Let f: (—00,0) — Ry be locally integrable on (—o0,0) function, which is regularly
varying at 0 with index 8 > ¢ + 1 and for some o > & + 1 it holds that (I* f)(p) < oo for all p < 0.
Then by Lemma 2.1 we have (I f)(p) < oo for all p <0, 1 < u < v and it implies that f satisfies
(F1). By (3) for any ¢ > 0 and 1 < p < a we have

(" H)(=q) = ¢ (1" fu) (¢7") < o0,

where f,(u) = u#~!f(—1/u) is a non-negative function, defined on the interval (0,00). Further
note that for any p > 0 we also have

P —1/p _1
/ Ju(u)du = / (=1/p—t)+1/p)" f(t)dt
0

—00

< omax(0,u-2) ( /_1

—00

-1

/p(—l/P—t)”_lf(t)dter_““/ /pf(t)dt>

= 2 OR=2 (1% £)(=1/p) + p~ (T 1)(=1/p)) < x

where in the third step we used the inequality (z + y)*~! < 20ax(0n=2)(gr=1 L =1} which holds
for all 4 > 1 and z,y > 0. Thus, for any 1 <y < min(«, ) we conclude that f, € Lll(;j([O,oo)),
which is regularly varying at +oco with index 5 —pu—1> —1. Let 0 < 6 < B—;’i By using the same
arguments as in the proof of case (iii) we get, that there exists A := A(u) > 0, such that for all
x> A we have
PP < [ () < af

and, hence, there are constants C7, Cy independent of x such that

Cra?=H=0 <o I f) (2) = (1" f)(=1/2) < Con”HF0 (55)

for any z > A. Further, since 1 < % < %l + 1 < min(e, ) and 1 < % < min(a, f) for =1 <v <
2min(a, 8) — d — 1 then by (55) for any p < B := —1/A’ < 0, where A" = min{A(d/2), A(d/2 +
1),A((d+v+1)/2)} we get

da da v+1 da da
A )@) = en(=p)2 T ATET D)) S eal-p)TF L (12 ) S eal-p)2 0, (56)
for some constants ¢y, c2, c3 > 0, independent of p, and 6 = (5 — d/2 — 1)/2. Further consider

B d . diq dtv+l d
Q)= [ e 00 (45 )t £y

d+

d+v+1
2

0 d, d.y dtv+1 d
N / —rdal f)(p)((I ; f)(p))d(pf)(p)dp. (57)

B
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d+v+1
Note that since f is positive and % > 1 we get, that | =h f is monotonically increasing in p
and, hence, we obtain

B d, diq dtv+1 d
/ 12 (127 f)(p) <(IT f)(p))d(lﬁ f)(p)dp

< <( divtl )(B))d/_(; —’yﬂ%(lﬁ"'l f)(p)(p f)(p)dp
dtvt1 d a0,
— <(1 2 f)(B)) v im 2/0 e *dz < oo, (58)

where we again used that the function Igﬂ f is differentiable almost everywhere with derivative
12 f and applied the change of variables z = 71%(1%“ f)(p). Finally, using (56) we obtain

0
—E gt )
JpemH (s

= D) (1f ey

0
_ dt+1-p8+s dtv+1l g d_g_
3/ et ((=p) 7 70 (=p)2 " 0dp

B
> —'y7r2c155 ?71 s (d+1)(ﬁ+5) 7d(d+y+2) st
0
2(d+1 0) —d(d 2) -2
:F<< SUEDEIEE
2(8—9) -
where ¢ € (0,00) is a constant depending on d, v, 3, 0 and B. Together with (57) and (58) this
finishes the proof. U
Proof of Corollary 5.11. First note, that by Theorem 5.1 we have
2d’7d+1
Proou(c) = dyp...d dp 1(con ey € -
frw () @5 Do) /(Rd)d+1 Y1 dyar /E p1(conv(yr, ..., yas1) € -)

d+1
dody
< e —ym2 (12 f)(p)Ad(yl,...,derl vl Hf HyZH

Applying the change of variables y; = ¢(p)z;, 1 <i < d+ 1 and using (45) we get

2d,yd+1
P = 1 .
1900 = TR o 1751 [ pBconv (oo, 6@has) € )
d(d+v+4-2 §as+ 1dJrl 2 2
x G(p) e ETDWIN (21, wa) T ] F 0 — 60|l
2d’7d+1
= dxy...d dp1 .
4 d d+1
x ¢(p) ") f(p) e ETNWIA (2, wg) T T 0 sl?)
i=1
which finishes the proof. O
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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 = [ for some [ € supp(f) N supp(¢) =
supp(f) # 0 leads to

D(s?) = FO) (= o(1)%s?),

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

flo—o(p)?s*)f(1) = f(p)f(I— o(1)*s7), peint B, s > 0,1 € supp(f). (59)

Alternatively, defining = := p, y := | — ¢(1)%s2, Vi(x) := ¢(2)?/é(1)? and Uj(x) := f(z)f(1)~! we
get

Ulz = Vi(z)(l —y)) = U(@)Ui(y), weintE,y<l, (60)

which holds for any [ € supp(f).
Further we note that for any p > [, p € int E, by substituting s = ¢(p)~'v/p — 1 € [0,00) (since
¢(p) > 0 for any p € int F) into (59) we have

o(1)?
d(p)?

This in particular implies that f(p) > 0 for any p > [, p € int E and, hence, supp(f) = (q1, ¢2) for
some —oo < q1 < ga < co. Note that in the case of an interval of type (i) and (iii) we have g3 = 0o
and in the case of an interval of type (ii) we have g2 = b € R. In the case of an interval of type
(i) we also have g1 > a € R and, thus, without loss of generality we may assume ¢; = a, leading
to supp(f) = (a,00) = int E' in this case. Finally in the case of an interval of type (iii) we may
assume without loss of generality ¢ = —o0, 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 ¢. Assume first that ¢; € R, which is possible
for intervals of type (i) or (ii). Let l1,l2 € supp(f) be arbitrary, then from (59) we have

fl = o(h)*s*) fl2) = f(la = 6(l2)?s*) f (1),

1o (1- S50 =) = 10 > 0.

which holds for any s > 0. In particular the latter means that I; — ¢(I1)?s? € supp(f) = (q1,¢2) if
and only if Iy — ¢(l2)?s? € supp(f) = (q1, q2), which implies

o _lhi—q1 bLb—-—aq

- o(l1)*  #(l2)?

for any ly,ly € supp(f). Fixing l; = min{(q1 + ¢2)/2,q1 + 1} € (¢1,92) and setting Iy = = we get

2
¢(x)* = ;f(l_l)ql (r—q), € (q,q)
In particular
r)?  x-—
Vi(z) = (Z((l))z =7 ;]11 =1+cl)(xz—1), z € (q,q), cl)=(1—-q) ' >0 (61)
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Now consider the case when ¢; = —oo, which may correspond to the intervals of type (ii) and (iii).
Differentiating the equation (60) with respect to  and with respect to y assuming that x,y € int E,
y <land z —Vj(z)(l —y) € int £ gives us

(%Uz(w = Vi)l —y)) = (1 = V/(@)(l =)V (z = Vi(2)(I — y)) = U] (=) Ui(y), (62)
(%Uz(x = Vi(2)(l = y)) = Vi(2)Uj(z = Vi(x) (I — y)) = Ui(@)U] (y)- (63)

Further note, that in the case of an admissible function f we have Uj(z — Vi(z)(l — x)) # 0 for
almost all <. Indeed, assume U/ (xz — Vi(z)(I — x)) = 0 on some interval I := [z, x2] C (—00,].
Then Uj(x — Vi(x)(l — x)) = C for some C > 0, implying f(z — ¢(z)?(l —x)) = Cf(l) for all z € I.
On the other hand by (60) we have

Cf() = flz = ¢()?6(2)*(l —2)) = f(2)*f ()",  wel
Hence f(z) = vCf(1) for all 2 € I. Since by (59) for any s > 0 and = € I it holds that

fla—o(2)?s*) f(1) = f(2)f(L - o(1)*s?),
we have f(z — ¢(z)?s?) = VOf(I — ¢(1)%s%). The latter means that for any fixed s € R we have
that the function f is a constant (i.e. VO f(I — #(1)?s?)) on the set I(s) = {x — ¢(2)?s>: x € I}.
Now note that for any s > 0 there is ' > 0, s’ # s, such that I(s) N I(s") # 0.
Thus, we conclude that f(x) = v/Cf(l) for all 2 < z5. Tt is easy to ensure that (Ig+1 f)(x) = oo for

any x € R and the function is not admissible. Now setting z =y <[ in (62) and (63), eliminating
U/(x — Vi(z)(I — x)) # 0 and solving the resolving differential equation

Vi(z) = 1= V/(2)l + V/(2)x, <l
we obtain
Vi(z) =1+ c(z —1), x <l (64)

for some constant ¢ € R. Note that for ¢ > 0 we additionally have x > 1 — ¢! since Vj(z) > 0 by
definition. On the other hand since (—o0,q2) = supp(f) C supp(V;) = supp(¢) we have that ¢ > 0
is not possible. Let us point out that for any | € (—o0, ¢2) we have that ¢ < 0 is a constant, but its
value may depend on [. We stress it by writing ¢ = ¢(I) to specify this dependence if needed.
Further, combining (61) and (64) with (60) we get

Ulez+y—l+c-(—-z)l-y)=Ul)lly), a<zy<l (65)

We distinguish between the cases ¢ = 0 and ¢ # 0.
For ¢ = 0 we have ¢ = —oo and by (65) substituting & =l -2 >0, § =1l —y > 0 and
Ui(x) = Uy(l — x) we arrive at the well-known Cauchy-Hamel equation

Uz +7)=0(@U5), #35>0.

whose only well-behaved non-zero solutions are U(#) = f(I—Z)/f(l) = e **, & > 0 for A € R and,
hence, f(z) = f(l)e e = e’ x < 1. If supp(f) N (0,00) # @ we assume [ > 0. Let [ := [t for
some t > 1 be such that f(I) > 0. By the same arguments as above we get

fla) = FDe e = fae e, 1> 1z <t
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Since I < It we have f(I) = f(it)e=NteMN for all t > 1 and substituting = = It yields
fl@) = fhe M = ere’

for all z > [ and, hence, for all x € (—o00,¢2). If on the other hand supp(f) C (—o0,0), we arrive
at f(z) = c1eM, 2 € (—00,¢2), by the same arguments as above with 0 < ¢ < 1. Now note that
for A < 0 we have by direct computations that (I%Jrl f)(z) = oo for all x € R and, thus, f is not
admissible. If A > 0 and g2 = co (meaning that £ = R is an interval of type (iii)) it was shown in
Example 3.9 that f is admissible. If A > 0 and g2 < co (meaning that £ = (—o0,¢2) is an interval
of type (ii)) f is not admissible since (Igle F)(g2) < 0.

Further consider the case ¢(l) > 0, which is only possible if ¢; € R. Defining Wi(z) := Uj(x —
c)' 40,0 =x4+c()' —l=2—q and £ := y+c(l)"! =1 = y — q1, where we recall that
c(l) = (I — q1)~! in this case (see (61)), equation (65) becomes the Cauchy-Hamel equation

Wile(D)8€) = Ui(z — (1 = e(Dl + c(z) (I = y)) = Ui(x)Ui(y) = Wi(O)Wi(€),  0< &0 <)

The unique non-trivial solution to this equation is W;(0) = (c¢(1)8)?, 0 < @ < ¢!, for some 5 € R
(see [2, Section 1.1] for more details) and therefore we get f(z) = f()(1—q1) P(x—q)?, 1 <z <1,

where f(I) € Ry\{0} and # € R. As in the previous case consider | = It with ¢ > 1if [ > 0 and
0<t<1ifl<0.If f(I) # 0 by the same arguments as above we obtain

fl@)=fat)it —aq) Pz — q)?, q <x<lt,

and since [ < [t by substituting first = [ and then writing y := tl we get

fly) =IO - Q1)_B(y - fh)ﬁ =c1(y + 02)67 —C2=q1 <Y <qge.

If go = oo, which corresponds to the interval of type (i) we have that f if admissible, i.e. locally
integrable, if and only if § > —1. If g2 < oo, implying that £ = (—o0, ¢2) is an interval of type (ii),
we conclude that the function f is not admissible since (I%+1 Hg) = c3(qa — 1)+ < 0.
Finally, for ¢(l) < 0 we have that ¢ = —o0. Defining W;, 6 and & as in the case ¢(I) > 0 the
equation (65) becomes the Cauchy-Hamel equation

Wile(Dge) = Wi(O)Wi(€), &0 <c(l)™".
The unique non-trivial solution to this equation is W;(8) = (¢(1)8)~", 6§ < ¢(I)~!. Hence, in this
case f(z) = f()(c(D)x +1 —c()I)™B, 2 < I, where f(I) € R;\{0}, ¢(I) < 0 and 8 € R. Our next
aim is to show that in the case of a finite value g2 € R we have c(I) = —(g2 — [)~! and if ¢ = o0

we get ¢(l) > 0 for any [ € R, which is a contradiction to ¢(l) < 0. Let l1,ly € (—00,¢2), l1 < ls.
Then ¢(z)? = ¢(11)*(1 + c(ly)(z — 11)) = ¢(I2)*(1 + c(l2)(x — I3)) for all # < I; < Iy and hence

0=¢(l)* — ¢(l2)* + ¢(I2)?c(la)la — ¢(1r)*c(l)lh + z(d(l1)*c(l) — d(l2)?c(l))

for all x <y <9, which yields

d(l2)%c(la) = o(l)?c(lr) (66)
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and

$(1)? = d(l2)? + ¢(12)*c(l2)lo — (1) (1)l = 0. (67)
Combining (66) and (67) we get
e(ly) = o(l2)> —o()* () 1 o(l2)? 1 1 (68)

(1212 — 1) d(L)2(Ua—1h) L I o) (1 — ) b4

for all Iy > I3 > —oo. Let first ¢go = oo, then we have supp(f) = R. Taking [ := [; and letting
lo — g2 = 00 we get

0 if 202 _, g
L (b(l2)2 1 1 B ?c [ )
o | 21 by -1 )@

oo b2 ¢(h)P(1—-7) L—h o, if 222 o

2
E >0, if%ﬁy—)ce(&oo),

for all I € supp(f), which is a contradiction to ¢(l) < 0 for all I € supp(f). Hence, ¢o < co. Note
that for f to be admissible we assume lim, 4, f(p) = oo and f(p) < oo for all p € (=00, ¢g2). Taking
into account that from (59) we have

flo=o()*s*)f(1) = f(p)f(I— o(1)*s?), pEintE, s> 0,1 € supp(f)

and taking the limit as p — go we get f(p — ¢(p)?s?) — oo and, hence, ¢(p) — 0 as p — go. Then
setting [ = [; and letting Iy — g2 equation (68) becomes

1
g1

c(l)y=—

By the same arguments as in the case c¢(I) > 0 and writing ¢; := f(I)(g2 — 1) and ¢y := g2 we get

f@) =fD(@ -0 (—z+q) "’ =a(-r+e)"

for all < cy. This finishes the proof.
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