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Abstract

Consider the geometric graph on n independent uniform random points in a
connected compact region A of R d > 2 with smooth boundary, or in the unit
square, with distance parameter r,. Let K, be the number of components of this
graph, and R, the number of vertices not in the giant component. Let S,, be the
number of isolated vertices. We show that if 7, is chosen so that nré tends to
infinity but slowly enough that E[S,,] also tends to infinity, then K,,, R,, and S, are
all asymptotic to p, in probability as n — oo where (with |A|, 64 and |0 A| denoting
the volume of A, the volume of the unit d-ball, and the perimeter of A respectively)
fin = e~ /1AL d = 2 and p, = ne~famrn/IAl 4 Hd__ll|8A]rk_de_9dmg/(2“4|) if
d > 3. We also give variance asymptotics and central limit theorems for K, and R,
in this limiting regime when d > 3, and for Poisson input with d > 2. We extend
these results (substituting E[S,] for u,) to a class of non-uniform distributions on
A.
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1 Introduction

Given a compact set A with a nice boundary in Euclidean space R?, d > 2, the random
geometric graph (RGG) based on a random point set X' C A is the graph G(X,r) wth
vertex set X and edges between each pair of points distant at most r apart, in the
Euclidean metric, for a specified distance parameter r > 0. Such graphs are important
in a variety of applications (see [7]), including modern topological data analysis (TDA),
where the topological properties of the graph are used to help understand the topology
of A.

In this paper we consider the number of components of the graph G, denoted K(G),
where G = G(X,r) with X a random sample of n points in A (denoted X,,) or the cor-
responding Poisson process (denoted P,,, and defined more formally later). In particular,
we investigate asymptotic properties for large n with r = r(n) specified and decaying to
zero according to a certain limiting regime (see , below). Our results add signif-
icantly to the existing literature about the limit theory of Betti numbers, an area that has
received intensive recent attention in TDA. Indeed, the number of components of G(&X, r)
is the 0-th Betti number of the occupied Boolean set U,cx B, 2(x), where B, (x) or B(x,r)
denotes the closed Euclidean ball of radius r centred on x. Given the sample X, keeping
track of K(G(X,r)) while varying r corresponds to the 0-th persistent homology, which
leads to sparse topological descriptors in a 2D persistence diagram. See [I] for related
geometric models of TDA.



We are also concerned with the giant component - the component of G(X,r) with the
largest order. For the graphs we consider, most of the vertices lie in the giant component,
so for more detailed information we consider the total number of vertices R(G(X,r)) that
are not in the giant component of G(X,r). To be precise, given a finite graph G of order
n, list the orders of its components in decreasing order as L;i(G), L2(G), ..., Lk (G).
Set R(G) :=n — L(G).

We shall consider the limiting behaviour of K,, := K(G(X,,, 1)), K|, := K(G(P,,10)),
R, = R(G(X,,r)) and R, := (G(Py,rn)) as n — oo with r,, specified for all n > 1. Let 0,4
(or @ for short) denote the volume of the unit radius ball in R, i.e. 4 := 792 /I'(1+d/2).
For points uniformly distributed in A (which we call the uniform case), the main limiting
regime for r, that we consider here is to assume that as n — oo,

nré — +oo; (1.1)
Y 1= n(0/A(A))r, — (2 — 2/d)(log n — (>3} loglog n) — —oc, (1.2)

where \ denotes the Lebesgue measure on R?. We call this the intermediate or mildly
dense regime because the average vertex degree is of order ©(nr¢) and therefore grows to
infinity as n becomes large, but only slowly in this regime.

Other limiting regimes of r are better understood. In the thermodynamic regime where
nrd — aX(A) with a € (0,00) as n — oo, it holds as n — oo that

K, p ‘ R, » |
-~ c(a); el (a), (1.3)
where ¢(a) € (0,1) is given explicitly in [7, Theorem 13.25], and ¢(a) € (0,1] is given
less explicitly in [7, Theorem 11.9]. If a lies below a certain percolation threshold a. :=
a.(d) € (0,00) then ¢/(a) = 1. Central limit theorems for K,, and for R, in this regime
are also proved in [7] (these results hold for K] and R], as well as for K,, and R,,).

In the sparse regime where nr? — 0, the average vertex degree goes to 0 and we still
have (|1.3)) with ¢(0) = ¢/(0) = 1. This can be deduced from the fact that c¢(a) — 1 as
a — 0 (which can be deduced from the formula in [7]), along with coupling arguments.

On the other hand, if 7,, — +00, and JA is smooth or A is a convex polygon, it follows
from [I1, Theorem 1.1] that with probability tending to 1 as n — oo, G(X,,, ;) is fully
connected so that K,, =1 and R, = 0. We here call this limiting regime the connectivity
regime (in [7] this terminology was used slightly differently).

As well as the mildly dense regime , , in this paper we also consider the case
where 7, is bounded away from —oo and 400 as n — oo; we call this the critical regime
for connectivity. Thus we consider the whole range of possible limiting behaviours for r
in between the thermodynamic and connectivity regimes.

In TDA one is interested in understanding (for a fixed sample A},) the number of com-
ponents of G(&,,,r) in the whole range of values from r = 0, right up to the connectivity
threshold (i.e. the smallest r such that G(X,,,r) is connected). Therefore it seems well
worth trying to understand K, in the mildly dense regime, as well as in other regimes.
Likewise, studying R, in this regime helps us understand the rate at which the giant
component swallows up the whole vertex set as r approaches the connectivity threshold.



Our main results for the uniform case refer to constants p, defined by
L i= 10 —n€r’1/)\ A)+9 1 ‘814‘7'1 d —nerd/ 20 (A 1{d>3} (14)

where 0A denotes the topological boundary of A and |0A| denotes the (d—1)-dimensional
Hausdorff measure of 9A. We say A has a C? boundary (for short, 9A € C?) if for each
x € 0A there exists a neighbourhood U of x and a real-valued function ¢ that is defined
on an open set in R~ and twice continuously differentiable, such that A N U, after a
rotation, is the graph of the function ¢.

We can now present our main results for the uniform case. In all of our results we
assume either that d = 2 and A = [0,1]?, or that d > 2 and A C R? is compact and
connected, and A is the closure of its interior (for short: A = A°), with 9A € C?. Also we
assume 7, € (0,00) is given for all n > 1. Let N (0, 1) denote a standard normal random

variable, and for t € (0,00) let Z; be a Poisson random variable with mean ¢. Let i>,

respectively L—1>, denote convergence in distribution, respectively in the L! norm. Define
= |0A|/(A(A)'~1/4); this is sometimes called the isoperimetric ratio of A.

Theorem 1.1 (Basic results for the uniform case). Let &, denote either K, — 1 or R,
and let &, denote either K| — 1 or R),.
(a) Suppose (14)n>1 satisfy (L.1) and (1.2). Then in the uniform case, as n — oo

we have the convergence results: p, — oo, and (&,/pn) L 1, and (&,/pn) L1 Also
p,WVarlgl] — 1, and p2(e —Ele]) 25 N(0,1). Ifd > 3 then u;'Varlé,] — 1, and
_1/2(€n —E[¢.])) = N(0,1).
(b) Suppose instead that y, — v € R asn — 0o. Set cqa = 0;',(0/(2—2/d)) Vo,
Then as n — o0, &, —>Ze v ifd=2 and &, —>Zd ez if d >3, and likewise for &],.

In Section [2| we shall provide a more detailed version of Theorem we shall give
estimates on the rates of convergence, and also generalize to allow for non-uniformly
distributed points in A.

To the best of our knowledge, the only previous results on K, and R,, in the mildly
dense regime are by Ganesan [3] in the special case of d = 2 and A = [0, 1], where he
proved that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that as n — oo,

P[K, < ne "] — 1; P[R, < ne”""] — 1. (1.5)

In other words, the proportionate number of components and the proportionate number
of vertices not in the largest component decay exponentially in nr? but the exact exponent
is not identified; Ganesan’s proof, while ingenious, does not provide much of a clue as to
the optimal value of ¢ satisfying , or whether this optimal value is the same for K,
and for R,. Moreover, his proof of the second part of does not appear to generalize
to higher dimensions.

One possible reason why the mildly dense limiting regime was not previously well un-
derstood is an apparently strong dependence between contributions from different regions
of space; one has to look a long way from a given vertex to tell whether it lies in the giant
component. A second reason is the importance of boundary effects in this regime and the
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necessity of dealing with the curved boundary of A quantitatively; note the factor of |0A|
in the definition of p, at (1.4). Another reason is that in contrast to the thermodynamic
regime, it seems not to be possible to re-scale space to obtain a limiting Poisson process
to work with, as was often done in previous works on these kinds of limit theorems, for
example [9]. In Section we shall provide an overview of the methods we develop to
deal with these issues.

Our results show that the phenomenon of exponential decay is common to all dimen-
sions and more general sets A, and we identify the optimal value of ¢ in (L.5)). Furthermore,
we prove a central limit theorem (CLT) for the fluctuations of K and R, (for all d > 2)
and for K,,, R, (for d > 3). Our CLT is ‘weakly quantitative’ in the sense that we provide
bounds on the rate of convergence to normal, although our bounds might not be optimal.

We expect that our approach can shed some light on the limiting behaviour of higher
dimensional homology, and higher Betti numbers, of random geometric complexes in the
mildly dense regime for which the correct scaling is so far not well understood; see the
last paragraph of [I, Section 2.4.1]. This is beyond the scope of this paper and we leave
it for future work.

2 Statement of results

We now describe our setup more precisely. Let d > 2 and let A C R? be a compact
connected set, such that A = A°, Assume either that 9A € C? or that d = 2 and
A =10,1% Let f: R% — [0,00) be a probability density function with support A. We
refer to the special case where f is constant on A as the uniform case but in general we
allow possibly non-constant f. Set fo :=infa f(x), f1 ;= infsa f, and fiax := sup, f(x).
We assume throughout that f; > 0 and and that f is continuous on A (so in particluar
fmax < 00). We use v to denote the measure with density f, i.e. v(dx) = f(x)dx. Clearly
in the uniform case fo = A(A)~%.

Let (X1, Xs,...) be a sequence of independent random vectors in R¢ with common
density f, and for n € N set X, := {X3,..., X,,}, which is a binomial point process. Also
let (Z;)i>0 be a unit intensity Poisson counting process, independent of (X7, Xs,...), so
that for n € [1,00), Z, is a Poisson random variable with mean n, and set P,, := X, .
Then P, is a Poisson point process with intensity measure nv. We use n to denote both
the number of points in A, and the average number of points in a Poisson sample P,, with
the convention that n € [1,00) in the latter case.

We are concerned with the quantities K, := K(G(X,,r,)) and R, := R(G(X,,1,))
and their Poisson counterparts K|, := K(G(P,,r,)) and R!, := R(G(Pp,1,)), with r, €
(0, 00) specified for each n.

Given g : (0,00) — R, and h : (0,00) — (0,00), we write g(z) = O(h(z)) if
limsup |g(z)|/h(z) < oo, and write g(z) = o(h(z)) if limsup |g(z)|/h(x) = 0, g(x) =
Q(h(x)) if liminf(g(z)/h(z)) > 0. We write g(z) = ©(h(z)) if both g(z) = O(h(x)) and
g(x) = Q(h(x)), and g(z) ~ h(zx) if lim(g(x)/h(z)) = 1. Here, the limit is taken either as
x — 0 or x — 00 to be specified in each appearance.

To present quantitative CLTs, we recall that for random variables X,Y, the Kol-
mogorov distance dk and the total variation distance dty between them are defined re-



spectively by

d(X,Y) = sup [P[X < 2] —P[Y <z]|; dav(X,Y):= sup [P[X € A]—P[Y € 4|,
zeR AeB(R)

where the second supremum is taken over all Borel measurable subsets of R. Note that
convergence in the Kolmogorov distance implies convergence in distribution.

2.1 Results for general f

We now give our results for the component count and the number of vertices not in the
giant component in the general case with f not assumed necessarily to be constant on A.
For general f, instead of pu, defined at ([1.4)), our results refer to constants I,, defined by

I, = n/Aexp(—nV(Brn(x)))u(da:). (2.1)

We define the critical regime for connectivity to be when r, is chosen so that I,, = ©(1)
as n — oo, and the mildly dense regime to be when r, is chosen so that holds but
also I, — oo as n — 00. As discussed later in Remark [2.9] The latter condition turns out
to be equivalent to in the uniform case.

Theorem 2.1 (First order moment asympototics for general f). Suppose f is continuous
on A with fy > 0, and that r,, satisfies (L.1)) and also I,, — oo as n — oco. Let &, denote
any of K,, — 1, R,, K| — 1 or R.,, and let , be either &, or &, + 1. Then as n — oo we
have

El&a] = In(1+ O((nry) ™)); (2.2)
E[(Gu/In) = L] = O((nrg)) = + 1;1%).

In particular (¢, /1) L.

We can use the L' convergence in Theorem together with an asymptotic analysis
of I,,, to determine the optimal exponent ¢ in Ganesan’s result ([1.5)). First we introduce
some further notation. Given (r,,),>1 we define

b := limsup(nfr/logn); b = linlinf(nQTZ/ logn). (2.4)
n—oo n—oo
and b := b" = b~ whenever bt = b~. Loosely speaking, b is the logarithmic growth rate

of the degree of a typical vertex, at least in the uniform case with A(A4) = 1. We identify
two critical values for b, namely

m:mw(12—w%, %:{mw—ﬁm»J it fo> f1/2:

) ; . 2.5
fO fl +00 if f0§f1/2 ( )
(so in the uniform case b. = (2 — 2/d)/ fo and b, = 2/(dfy), and hence b, < b, if d > 3).
The following result shows b, is the critical value of the logarithmic growth rate b above
which I,, — 0, and below which I,, — oc.



Proposition 2.2. If b" < b, then I, — oo as n — oo. Conversely, if b= > b, then
I, — 0 asn — oo, and if liminf,_, I, > 0 then b+ < b,.

The next result arises from the fact that for b < b, the main contribution to I,
and hence to K, or R,, comes from the interior of A, while for ¢, < b < b. the main
contribution to I, comes from near the boundary of A. Given random variables (Y},),>1
we write Y, = op(1) to mean Y,, — 0 in probability as n — oc.

Theorem 2.3. Under the conditions of Theorem [2.1], as n — oo we have

¢ = nexp(—0fonrd(1 + op(1))) it bt < (2.6)
Cn — nl—l/d exp ( — Qflm“g(; + O]p(l))) if b~ Z blc (27)

In particular, if b = b~ = b then ¢, = n'~™n(ob,(1/d)+6/2)+oe(1)

If d = 2 then since f; > fy we have d(fy — f1/2) < fo and b, > fy' = b.. Thus, if
nr? — oo and I,, — oo, then (2.6) applies and Ganesan’s result for A = [0,1]? holds
whenever ¢ < 7 fy, and fails whenever ¢ > 7 fy (in the latter case the probabilities in
tend to zero). A similar remark holds when d > 3, provided also b* < b..

Next we give distributional results. The first one says that in the critical regime for
connectivity, both K, —1 and R, (along with K/, —1 and R),) are asymptotically Poisson.

Theorem 2.4 (Poisson convergence in the connectivity regime for general f). Suppose f
is continuous on A with fy > 0, and suppose that I,, = ©(1) as n — oo. Let ,, denote ay
of Kn—1, R, K! —1 or R!. Then drv(&,, Z1,) = O((logn)*~%) asn — oo. In particular,
if lim,, o I, = ¢ for some ¢ € (0,00), then &, Py 7. asn — oo.

Our next result demonstrates asymptotic normality of K, and of R), for d > 2, and of
K, and R, for d > 3, in the whole of the mildly dense limiting regime for 7.

Theorem 2.5 (Variance asymptotics and CLT for general f). Suppose f is continuous
on A with fo > 0, and that r,, satisfies (1.1) and also I,, — 0o as n — oo. Let &, denote
either K, — 1 or R,; let &, denote either K| — 1 or R). Then as n — oo we have

Varlg,] = Lo(1+ O((nr) = 97%)); (2.8)
dic(1;'7(€, — E[€]), N(0,1)) = O((nry) =% 4 I,/2), (2.9)
If d > 3 then also
Var[¢,] = I,(1 4 O(nrd) =4/, (2.10)
d (1, ?(&n — E[&]), N(0,1)) = O((nry))®= 7% 4 I,/2), (2.11)

Remark 2.6. 1. In view of Theorem [2.4] our limiting regime for r, for Theorems 2.1}
and (namely, nr¢ — oo and I,, — o0o) covers the whole range of limiting

n
regimes between the thermodynamic regime and the critical regime for connectivity.

2. We can often simplify the expression ((1.4) for pu, depending on the logarithmic
growth rate of nrd. Indeed, if d = 2 or b* fy < 2/d then p,, ~ ne~"fori and if d > 3
and b~ fo > 2/d then p, ~ 0;|9A|rl-de=nfforn/2,

7



2.2 Results for the uniform case

In the uniform case, we can replace I,, with the quantity pu, defined at (1.4]). Indeed, in
Propositions [4.7]and [4.8 we shall show that in the uniform case, I, = j1,,(1+O((nr2)~1/?))

asn — ooifd=2and I, = Mn<1+0(<10g(m”ﬁ))2£ as n — oo if d > 3. Therefore in

nrd
the convergence results arising from Theorems [2.1], and [2.5 we can replace I,, with pu,;
this gives us Theorem [I.1} The more quantitative versions of the results in Theorem [I.1]
where we keep track of rates of convergence, go as follows.

Theorem 2.7 (First order results for the uniform case). Suppose f = fola with fy =
MA)™L Let &, denote any of K,, — 1, R,, K! —1 or R, define v, as at (1.2) and define
tin by ().

(a) If (ra)nz1 satisfies |yn| = O(1) as n — oo, then drv(&n, Zu,) = O((logn)~'/?) if

d=2 and dry(6n, Zy,) = O((logl%")?) ifd>3.

logn
(b) If vo — v € R as n — oo, then as n — o0, &, Ly Z,ifd = 2 and
& = Zey ez if d > 3, where we set can = 071,(0/(2 = 2/d))'Mos and o4 =
|OA]/(A(A)~1).
(¢) Suppose (1.1)) and (1.2)) hold. If d =2 then as n — oco:

E[&)] = pa(1+ O((nr7)7172)); (2.12)
gl

| = Oty i), (2.13)
while if d > 3 then as n — oo:

Elt,] = un(l n o((bg(r”"g)f)); (2.14)

d
nr,

& 1H _ O<<1Og<7”””i))2 n u‘1/2>~ (2.15)

n
fin nr

by

Hn

2|
Theorem 2.8 (Variance asymptotics and CLT for the uniform case). Suppose f = fola

with fo = M(A)™L. Suppose r, satisfies (1.1) and (1.2)), and define u,, by (1.4). Let &,
denote either K, or R, and let &, denote either K|, or R],. If d =2 then as n — oo:

Var[&)] = (1 + O((nry)~%)); (2.16)
dic (1, 2(&, = E[E]), N (0,1)) = O((nrg) ™12 + 41 V%). (2.17)



If d > 3 then as n — oo:

Varlg) = (14 0yt (BN o

Conrd
Varlé,] — un<1+o(( dyl=d/2 | logn:dr )) (2.19)
il 6, ~ BIED), N0.1)) = Oty (BN vz, (o)

726, — E[6,]), N0, 1)) = O (urty /0 4 (PBWTYE ) (o)

nrd
Remark 2.9. 1. In the uniform case, we have fy = f; and b. = (2 —2/d)/ fo.

2. From Theorem we see for the uniform case that in the whole of the mildly
dense regime both K, and R, scale like u, (and if d = 2 or fob" < 2/d, like
nexp(—nfofre)) in probability, rather than like a constant times n as given by
in the thermodnamic regime.

3. In the uniform case, if nr? — oo and limsup v, < oo, then by Propositions and
, I, ~ p, as n — oo. Hence by ,if’yn%nyRasn%oo, then I,, —» ™7
ifd=2and I, — cd,Ae_V/2 if d > 3. Using this and the fact that I, is decreasing in
r, while 7, is increasing in r, we can deduce that v, — —oo if and only if ,, — oo,
as claimed earlier.

2.3 Overview of proofs

The main insight behind our results is that the dominant contribution both for K, — 1
and for R, comes from the singletons, i.e. the isolated vertices. Let S, respectively S/,
denote the number of singletons of G(X,,,r), resp. G(P,,r,). Our starting point for a
proof of Theorem [2.5] is a similar collection of results for S, and S, of interest in their
own right, which go as follows:

Proposition 2.10 (Results on singletons). Suppose f is continuous on A with fo > 0,
and that r, satisfies (1.1) and also I,, — oo as n — oo. Let (, be either S, or S).
Then there exists 6 > O such that as n — co we have E[¢,] = I,(1 + O(e~*"%)), and
Var[¢,] = L,(1 + O(e™9%)), and also

di(I7V2(S) = 1), N(0,1)) = O(e 0™ 4 [-1/2); (2.22)
if 0A € C?, di(I7V3(S, — E[S,]), N(0,1)) = O(e™ % 4 I1/?). (2.23)

Proposition extends results in [12], where the same conclusions are derived under
the extra condition b™ < 1/ max(fo, d( fo—f1/2)) rather than the weaker condition I,, — oo
that we consider here.

To get from Proposition to Theorem [2.5] let &, be either K,, — 1 or R, and &,
be either K or R;. We show that both the mean and the variance of both &, — S, and



& — S/, are asymptotically negligible relative to I,,. To do this we deal separately with
the contribution to &, — S, or £, — S/, from components with Euclidean diameters that
categorized as ‘small’, ‘medium’ or ‘large’ compared to r,, using different arguments for
the three different categories. This requires us to deal with a lot of different cases, as
a result of which Section |§|, containing the second moment estimates, is quite long (the
proofs of the first order results can be read without referring to that section). Once we
have the moment estimates, we can derive the ‘quantitative’ CLT for &, or £, from the
one for S, or S/, by using a quantitative version of Slutsky’s theorem.

Our argument for small components has geometrical ingredients (presented in Section
and takes boundary effects into account. The argument for large components involves
discretization and path-counting arguments seen in continuum percolation theory. The
argument for medium-sized components involves both geometry and discretization.

To derive our results with more explicit constants in the uniform case (Theorems
and we need to demonstrate asymptotic equivalence of I,, and u,. This can be done
by adapting the method of polytopal approximation that was recently used for related
problems in [4], [10] and [1I]. We do this in Section [4.3|

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. After some preliminary lemmas in Section
Bl in Section [4] we give an asymptotic analysis of S, and S}, and of of I,, in particular
proving Propositions [2.2] and [2.10]

In Section [5| we give estimates of E[(,, — S,,] and E[(/, — S]], where (, is either K, — 1
or R,, and (), is either K] — 1 or R],. where (, is either K,, — 1, and then conclude the
proof of Theorems and In Section [6] we complete the proof of Theorems [2.5
and 2.8

3 Preliminaries

Throughout the rest of this paper we assume that the density f of the measure v is
supported by a compact set A C R? with f; := inf4f > 0, and that f is continuous on
A, 50 that fuay = sup4f is finite. Moreover we assume either that d = 2 and A = [0, 1]?,
or that d > 2 and A C R? is compact and connected with A = A° and 0A € C?. Also we
assume 7, € (0,00) is given for all n > 1.

Given D, D' C R? weset D® D' :={x+y:x € D,y € D'}, the Minkowski sum of
D and D'. Also let D° denote the interior of D. Let o denote the origin in RY. Let || - ||
denote the Euclidean norm on R%. Given a > 0 we set aD := {ax : x € D}. Also we set
D% :={x € D: B(x,a) C D}. Given n € N, we write [n] for the set {1,...,n}.

We introduce an ordering < on A: for z,y € A, if 0A € C? we say x < y if either
dist(x,0A) < dist(y, 0A) (using the Euclidean distance) or dist(z, dA) = dist(y, JA) and
x precedes y (strictly) in the lexicographic ordering. If A = [0,1]*> we say x < y if
the /1 distance from x to the nearest corner of A is less than that of y, or if these two
distances are equal and = precedes y lexicographically. In either case, given z € A we
write A, :=={y € A: 2z <y}

For non-empty U C R? set diam(U) := sup, ,cp{llz — y||}, and let #(U) denote the
number of elements of U.
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3.1 Geometrical tools

Lemma 3.1. There exist §; > 0 and so > 0 depending on d and A such that if s € (0, so)
and x,y € A with x <y, then

(AN B,(y)\ By(x)) > 28,5° it ly—al =5 (31)
AN By(y)\ By()) 2 205"}y — 2] ity —of <35, (32)

and if A € C? then (3.1)) still holds if we drop the condition x < v.

Note that when A = [0, 1]? we do require z < y for (3.1]); othewise y could be ‘jammed
into a corner’ of A, for example when x is near (27%/2s,271/25).

Proof. Note first that it suffices to prove the second inequality for ||y —x|| < s, since
it can be proved in the case s < ||z — y|| < 3s by using the first inequality and
changing ¢;.

In the case with 0A € C?, comes from [I2, Lemma 5.9], which does not require
the condition =z < y, while comes from [4, Lemma 3.2].

Now suppose A = [0,1]?. Without loss of generality, the nearest corner of A to x is
the origin. Writing x = (1, 22) and y = (y1,y2), assume also without loss of generality
that x5 < y,. Also assume y; < x; (otherwise (3.1) and are easy to see).

If |y — x| > s then yp > x5 4+ 2725 (otherwise the condition x < y fails). Then the
ball of radius 0.05s centred on (y; + 0.05s,y2 + 0.8s) is contained in A N Bs(y) \ Bs(z),
and follows for this case.

For (3.2), we assume without loss of generality that ||y —z|| < s. Consider the segment
S of B(z,s) that is cut off from B(z,s) by the line parallel to [z,y] and at a distance
271/25 from z, away from the origin. Then as illustrated in Figure(l, S®{y—z} C A, and
by Fubini’s theorem there is a constant d; > 0 such that A\((S®{y—=x})\S) > 201s||y—z]|.

[

Lemma 3.2. Let 0 < ¢ < K < co. Then there ezists 62 = da(e, K), so > 0 depending on
e, K,d and A, such that for all s € (0,s0) and all compact B C A with diam B € [es, K]
and o € B with xo <y for ally € B, we have

M(B @ By(0)) N A) > AN(B) + M(By(20) N A) + 26,5 (3.3)

Proof. In the case with 9A € C?, we can use [T, Lemma 2.5].
If instead d = 2 and A = [0, 1]?, we can argue similarly for z not close to any corner
of A. In the other case we can use [7, Proposition 5.15]. O

Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ > 0. Suppose OA € C?. There exists so > 0 depending on d, A and €
such that if s € (0,s9) and y € A, z € DA, then

MANBi(y) = ((1/2) - )0 (3.4)
MAN By(2)) < ((1/2) +€)0s%.

If instead d = 2 and A = [0,1]? there exists sy > 0 such that if y € A,s € (0,s0) then
AMAN By(y)) = (7/4)s”.

11
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[ ]
X

Figure 1: The shaded region is (S @& {y — z}) \ S, as described in the proof of

Lemma .

Proof. The first inequality comes from [7, Lemma 5.6] or [4, Lemma 3.2].

The second inequality comes from [7, Lemma 5.6]; alternatively it can be proved
by repeatedly using [I1, Lemma 2.1(ii)].

The third inequality is obvious. O]

3.2 Probabilistic tools

Lemma 3.4 (Chernoff bounds). Suppose n € N, p € (0,1),t >0 and 0 < k < n.
(i) If k > e*np then P[Bin(n,p) > k| < exp (—(k/2)log(k/(np))) < e *.
(ii) For allt large, P[Z, > t +1%/4] < exp(—+/1/9) and P[Z; < t —t3/4] < exp(—+/1/9).
(iii) If k > e*t then P[Z; > k] < ek,

Proof. See e.g. [7, Lemmas 1.1, 1.2 and 1.4]. ]

Let N(R?) be the space of all finite subsets of R%, equipped with the smallest o-
algebra S(R?) containing the sets {X € N(R?) : |X N B| = m} for all Borel B C R? and
all m € NU{0}. Given F : N(R?) — R and = € RY, define the add-one cost D, F(X) :=
F(X U{z}) — F(X) for all X € N(R?). Also define DT F(X) := max(D,F(X),0) and
D~ F(X) := max(—D,F(X),0), the positive and negative parts of D, F(X).

Lemma 3.5 (Poincaré and Efron-Stein inequalities). Suppose F : N(R?) — R is mea-
surable and n > 0. If E[F(P,)?*] < oo then

Var[F(P,)] < n /A E[| D, F(P,)|2v(dz). (3.6)
Also, if n € N and E[F(X,)?] < oo then
VarlF(X,)] < n [ E[[D.F(X,0)Pu(de). (3.7)
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Proof. The first assertion ({3.6) is the Poincaré inequality [5, Theorem 18.7]. For the second
assertion (3.7)), we use Efron and Stein’s jackknife estimate for the variance of functions of
iid random variables. Let E, : R% — R be given by E,((z1,...,2,)) = F({x1,...,2,})
for all x1,...,z, € R. Then F, is measurable. The Efron—Stein inequality (see e.g. [2])
says that

VarlF, — Fu(X00)) (3.8)

<R E(

I\DM—A

where X,, := (X1,...,X,) and X := (X, XZ 1, Xitty -, Xn)-

We write F,(X,) — B, (X)) = Fu(X,) — Fua(X0) — (Fu(X8),) — By (X§)). By
the bound (a + b)? < 2a® + 2b* (which comes from Jensen’s inequality), and (3.8)), and
the exchangeability of (Xi,..., Xp41),

Var(F(&X,)) = Var[ﬁn(xn)] < nE[(Fn(Xn) - Fn—l(Xn—l))Q]a
and follows. O

Lemma 3.6 (Quantitative version of Slutsky’s theorem). Suppose X andY are random
variables on the same probability space with E[Y] = 0 and Var[Y] < oo. Then dx(X +
Y,N(0,1)) < 3(dg(X, N(0,1)) + (Var[Y])'/?).

Proof. Let t € R and set a := (Var[Y])'/3. Then by the union bound and Chebyshev’s
inequality

PIX +Y <t] -PX <t]| <P{X +Y <t}A{X < t}]

<Pt—a< X <t+a+P|Y]>d

<P[t—a< N(0,1) <t+a]+2dg(X,N(0,1)) + a *Var[Y]

< 3a+ 2dg(X,N(0,1)),

and the result follows. O

3.3 Percolation type estimates

For finite X C RY, and # € X and s > 0, let Cy(z,X) denote the vertex set of the
component of G(X,s) containing z, and |Cs(x, X)| the number of elements of Cq(z, X)
(i.e. the order of this component).

To prove our theorems, we shall need to establish uniqueness of the giant component
in G(X,,r) or G(P,,r) (with = r(n)). The next two lemmas help do this, and are
proved using discretization and path-counting (Peierls) arguments of the sort used in the
theory of continuum percolation.

The first lemma says that if nr¢ — 0o as n — oo, the existence of two components
of diameter drastically larger than r, is extremely unlikely for n large. Throughout, the
diameter of a component means the Euclidean (rather than graph-theoretic) diameter of
its set of vertices.

Bounds of this sort also arise in the study of connectivity thresholds (which concerns
the regime with I,, — ¢ € (0,00)); see for instance [8, Proposition 3.2]. In the proof, we
shall invoke a topological lemma from [§].
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Lemma 3.7 (Uniqueness of the large component). Suppose (1,)n>1 satisfies nré — oo
as n — oo. Let ¢, be given with ¢, > logn for all n > 1 and assume ¢,r, — 0
as n — oo. Let U,, respectively U,, denote the event that there exists at most one
component of G(Pn,1y) (respectively G(X,,r,)) with diameter larger than ¢,r,. Then
there exists ¢ > 0 depending only on d, A and f such that for all n large enough,

P[%] < exp(—c,nril); P[%] < exp(—cg,nrs). (3.9)

Proof. First assume that dA € C2. Let ¢ = 1/(99v/d). Given n, partition R? into cubes
(Qn;) of side length er, indexed by Z?. To be definite, for i = (i1,...,i4) € Z%, set
Qni =TI, ((ix — D)ery,irer,]. We say a set ¢ C Z? is *-connected if the closure of
the union of cubes @,,;,i € o is connected. By the deterministic topological lemma [8,
Lemma 3.5], there exist a,a’ > 0,n; € N such that for all n > n; and for any finite
X C A, if U and V are the vertex sets of two components of G(X,r,), then there exists
a x-connected set o C Z? enjoying the following properties:

i) XN (UieoQni) = 9;
ii) {i € 0:Quni C A} > a#(o);
iii) er,# (o) > min(d~Y2 diam(U),d~"2 diam(V), ).

In (iii), the factor of d='/? arises because if diam., denotes diameter in the /., sense (as
used in [§]) then diam,.(-) > d='/2 diam(-).

We shall apply this lemma to C; and Cy which we define to be the vertex sets of the
largest and second-largest component (in terms of Euclidean diameter) of G(P,, ), with
diameter (1, {5 respectively (so 1 > ls).

For n > 0,k € N, define

Knka:=1{0 CZ*: #(0) = k, 0 is *-connected, #{i € 0 : Q,; C A} > ak},  (3.10)

and define the events

Gk = UseknpalPn N (UicoQni) = B} Gk = Usek, oo 1&n N (UicoQnyi) = @}
(3.11)

If event %, occurs, then ¢, > r,¢,, so by the lemma, ¥, occurs for some k >
e 1d=V2¢, > ¢,. By a Peierls argument (e.g. [7, Lemma 9.3]) there exists ¢ = ¢(d, A) > 0
such that the family of *-connected sets o C Z? with #(c) = k and with Q,; N A # &
for some i € o has cardinality at most cr, %e* which is at most ne*, provided n is large
enough, by the condition nr¢ — co. Thus by the union bound, for n large enough we
have

PI9¢,] < nexp(ck — kanfo(era)®) < nexp(—(afos/2)knrd), (3.12)

where we used that nr¢ — oo again for the last inequality. The same bound holds for gfn,k,
since the probability of a binomial random quantity taking the value zero is bounded above
by the corresponding probability for a Poisson random quantity with the same mean.
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By (3.12), for n large enough
P < Y Pl4ns] < 2nexp(—(afoc?/2)nriién)

k>n
< exp(—(afoe? /) nrie,),

where we used the conditions nr¢ — oo and ¢,, > logn, for the last inequality. This gives

us the first assertion in , and the second assertion is obtained similarly using S!fn,k.
In the case where A = [0, 1]?, we can argue similarly (see [7, Lemma 13.5]). We should

now take € so that the cubes @), ; fit exactly in the unit cube, which means € needs to vary

with n but we can take £(n) to satisfy this condition as well as e € [1/(99v/d), 1/(98+/d))
for all large enough n, and the preceding argument still works. O

We next provide a bound on the probability of existence of a moderately large com-
ponents of G(P,,r,) near a given location in A, again measuring ‘size’ of a component C
by the Euclidean diameter of its vertex set V(C). For x,y,2 € R? and X a finite set of
points in R¢, we use the notation

XP=XU{z}; A =XU{x,y}; A" =X U{x,y,z}. (3.13)
Suppose 0 < e < K < o0. Given (r,),>1 we define events

My ek (, X) = {er, < diam(C,, (z, X")) < Kr,}; (3.14)
:,E,K(x7 X) = UyeXﬂBrn (m)%n,s,l{(ya X) (315)

Lemma 3.8 (Non-existence of moderately large components near a fixed site). Suppose

nr? — oo and n*/CDr, — 0 as n — oco. There exist B,nq € (0,00) such that for all

n

n > ny and all x,y € A, all p € [1,nY D], with &, representing any of P, Pn U {y},
X1, XnoU{y} or X,_3U{y}, we have

P[‘%n,p,nl/(zd) <I7 £n)] < exp(—ﬁpnrﬁ), (316>
PLAL, , sca (4, 6,)] < exp(—Spnry). (3.17)

Proof. Suppose &, = P,. Assume for now that A € C?. As in the previous proof, given
n we partition R? into cubes Q,,; of side er,, with ¢ = 1/(99\/3). For n > 0,k € N, with

Kh ko defined at (3.10]) define
Kikor=1{0€Kna:ernocN B, (x)# & or Ui, Qn; surrounds x},

where we say a set D C R? surrounds z if  lies in a bounded component of R?\ D, and
ac :={az:z € o} for a > 0, and D denotes the closure of a set D. Define the event

gn,k,a: = UUEICn,k,a,z {Pn N (UiEUQn,i) = @}

Let p > 0. Suppose now that .#, ,,1/cs(z,P,) occurs, and let C := C,, (z,Py). In
this case we have to look into the proof of [7, Lemma 13.9] (or that of [8 Lemma 3.5],
which is the same). There, the set we are calling A is called 2. In the preamble to that
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lemma, a sequence of sets €2y, {25, {23 is defined; each of these sets is a connected union of
closed hypercubes, with ; C ¢, for i = 1,2, with {23 C A°, and also with the ‘interior’
set s (defined in [7]) contained in €.

Set C' = C @ B, j2(0); then C’ is a connected compact set. Let D be the closure of the
unbounded component of R?\ C’, and let dC’ := C' N D, which is the external boundary
of C'. Let 3 denote the collection of i € Z? such that Q,; N IC' # &.

Then OC' is connected by the unicoherence of R? (see e.g. [7]), so ¥ is *-connected.
Also P,,NQ,; = @ for all i € &.. Moreover, since diam(C) < n'/@dr, and CNB,, () # @,
we have that UieZQn,z‘ C B2n1/(2d),rn (:L‘)

We claim that U;ex@,; surrounds z. Indeed, 2 ¢ U;ex@,,; since dist(z,dC’) > r,/2.
Since z € C C C’, any path from z to a point in D must pass through a point in 9C’, and
the claim follows.

Since nt/@dy, — 0 as n — oo, if x € Q3 then (provided n is large enough) we have
By/ea,. () C A and hence Ujex @y, C A. If z ¢ Qg then (provided n is large enough)
we have C N Qs = &, and by following the second case considered in the proof of [7,
Lemma 13.9], we see that ¥ € K,, .a., for some k. Also S| > e71d=2p > p.

Thus in either case if .4, ,,1/cq (2, P,) occurs, then event &, (defined at )
occurs for some k > p. Since there are constants ¢, ¢’ such that the family of *-connected
sets 0 C Z4 with #(0) = k and with R?\ U;c,Q,.; surrounding = has cardinality at most
ce®, for n large enough we have

P[,4] < ¢ explch — kam fo(era)?) < ¢ exp(—(afoc/2)knrd).
By summing over k > p, we deduce that for n large enough,
PlA,, prsca(z,Pr)] < 2¢ exp(—(afoe?/2) pnr?).

Taking 8 = a fye?/4, we obtain (3.16). Then using Markov’s inequality, the Mecke formula
(see e.g. [0]) and ([3.16]) we can deduce that

PLA; s (@ Pl S0 [ Lty iieo (3, Pa)lv(dy)

BTn (33)
= O(nr exp(—Bpnrd)),

and on taking a smaller value of § we obtain .

In the case where A = [0, 1], we can argue similarly (see [7, Lemma 13.5]). We should
now take ¢ so that the cubes @), ; fit exactly in the unit cube, which means € needs to vary
with n but we can take £(n) to satisfy this condition as well as € € [1/(99v/d), 1/(98V/d))
for all large enough n, and the preceding argument still works.

We can prove the results for the other choices of £, in the statement of the lemma, by
similar arguments. O

We shall use crossing estimates from the theory of continuum percolation. Consider
a homogeneous Poisson process H, in R? with intensity . For each s > 0, let H,, =
Ho N Oy where C, := [0,5]9. We say that the graph G(Ha.s, 1) crosses the cube C in
the first coordinate (for short: Cross;(s) occurs) if there exists a component of G(Ha s, 1)
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such that its vertex set C satisfies (C® By/2(0)) N ({0} x [0, s]*™') # @ and (C & By 2(0)) N
({s} x [0, s]") # &, namely, we can find a path contained in C & By (o) which connects
two opposite faces of C along the first coordinate. Define similarly Cross(s) for each
ke {2,...,d}. Wesay Cross(s) occurs if Cross(s) occurs for all k € [d]. Observe that the
crossing event defined above is slightly different from the one in Meester and Roy [6] where
a crossing in the first coordinate is said to occur if there is a path in (Hs @ Bi/2(0)) N Cy
connecting two opposite faces of Cy along the first coordinate. In other words, in [6], one
is allowed to use all the Poisson points to construct a crossing path in Cy, while in our
setting, one is restricted to the Poisson points in C.

A fundamental fact about continuum percolation is the existence of a, € (0, 00) such
that, as s — oo, P,[Cross(s)] — 1 for a > a, and P,[Cross(s)] — 0 for a < a,.. Here P,
denotes the law of H,. For our purpose, we are concerned with the super-critical phase
a > .. The following estimate taken from [7] quantifies the convergence of the crossing
probabilities.

Lemma 3.9 ([7, Lemma 10.5 and Proposition 10.6]). Let d > 2 and o > .. Then there
exists a finite constant ¢ > 0 such that for all s > 1,

1 —P,[Cross;(s)] < e .

From this we derive a bound for the probability of having a small giant component.
Again in the next result, diam refers to the Euclidean metric diameter of the vertex set
of a component.

Given finite nonempty X C R?and n > 1, let £,,(X) and £, »(X) denote the vertex set
of the component of G(X, r,,) with with largest order and second largest order, respectively
(setting L£,,2(X) to be empty if the graph is connected). Choose the left-most one if there
is a tie.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose nré — oo and nr? = O(logn) as n — oo. Then there exist

constants d3,n1 € (0,00) such that for all n > ny, with &, denoting either P,, or X,
P[diam(L,(&,)) < (logn)?r,] < exp(—ds(n/logn)/?). (3.18)
Proof. First we show there exist constants ¢, € (0, 00) such that for all large enough n,
P#(La(6n)) < 6r,] < exp(—c'(n/logn)/*); (3.19)

Without loss of generality we can and do choose § > 0 such that Cy := [0,20]¢ C A.
Define the event

%, = {G(Po-2, N Cas,1y,) crosses Cys in the first coordinate}.

Since P-2, C P,, we have that %, C {#(L,.(P,)) > /r,} for n large.

Clearly the graph G(P,.-2,, N Cys,1,) is isomorphic to G(r;'(Pe-2, N Cys),1). Also
e *nfore > a.+ 1 for all n large by (L.1)). We claim that for such n, we have P[%;,] >
P, 1[Cross;(26/r,,)]. Indeed, by the mapping theorem [5, Theorem 5.1], 1 (P,-2,, N Cas)
is a Poisson process in Cy;/,, With intensity measure having a density bounded below by
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e ?nfore, and hence by a.+ 1. By the thinning theorem [5, Corollary 5.9], one can couple
Ha.t1 and P2, in such a way that Ha, 1 NCos/r, C 7Y (Po-2, N Cys). Since the crossing
event is increasing in the sense that adding more points to the Poisson process increases
the chance of its occurrence, this coupling justifies the claim. Thus by Lemma [3.9]

P#(Ln(P,)) = 6/r0] > P[Z] > Py, 1[Cross; (20 /r,)] > 1 — =2/,

For the case of binomial input, note that if Z,-2,, < n then P.-2, < &, and hence if also
%, occurs then #(L,(X,)) > 0/r, for n large. Therefore using Lemma [3.4{(iii) we have

P[#(L (X)) < 6/1] < PZE) 4 P[Ze2, > n] < e 2™ 4,
Thus using the assumption nré¢ = O(logn), we have for both choices of &,.

Now for n > 1 let p := p(n) := max((logn)?,1), and partition R? into cubes of side
length r,,. Necessarily L,,(P,,) intersects one of the cubes with non-empty intersection with
A, called @, and if diam(L,,(P,)) < pry, then L£,(P,) C Q @ B,,,. If also #(L,(Py)) >
§/7n, then P,(Q & B,,.,) > §/r,. Since p > 1, we have \(Q @ B,,,) < (3pr,)?. By the
union bound, we have

Bl{diam(L,(Pa)) < pra} V{#(La(Pa)) 2 6/1a}] < vy Bl Zusgingyrs 2 6/72).

We can then apply Lemma (iii) provided 6/r, > €*(3%pn frard), or in other words

p? < (dnrdt1)=1 for some constant c'.

By assumption nré = O(logn) so p?nré™' = O((logn)?**+@*+D/dp=1/d)  Hence we can

apply Lemma [3.4(iii) to deduce that for n large

P[{diam (L (Pn)) < pro} N {#(La(Pn)) = 6/ra}] < cry exp(=0/ra) < exp(—6/(2rm)).

Since r¢ = O((logn)/n), we have ;! = Q(( & )I/d) so using (3.19) and the union

n logn

bound we can deduce (3.18)) for &, = P,,. We can obtain (3.18) for &, = X, by a similar
argument, using Lemma, (1) instead of Lemma, (iii). H

4 The number of isolated vertices

In this section we prove Propositions[2.2)and[2.10] In the uniform case we also demonstrate
the asymptotic equivalence of I, and p,, defined at and respectively.

We continue to make the assumptions on v and A that we set out at the start of
Section [3] Also we assume r,, € (0,00) is given for all n > 1. Recalling from that
I, :=n [exp(—nv(B,, (x)))r(dx), we assume throughout this section that r, satisfies

lim nr? = oo; (4.1)
n—o0
lim inf 7, > 0. (4.2)

Also for s > 0 we write A=) := {z € A: B,(z) C A}.
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4.1 Mean and variance of the number of isolated vertices

Let S, (respectively S/) denote the number of singletons (i.e. isolated vertices) of
G(X,,rn) (resp., of G(P,,r,)). That is, set

Sp= > UP.N B, (z) ={z}}; Su= > HX.N B, (2) = {z}}. (4.3)

zE€Pn TEX,

By the Mecke formula E[S!] = I,,. Also define
I, :=E[S,]=n / (1 — v(B,, (z)))" 'v(dz). (4.4)

Lemma 4.1 (Lower bounds on I,,). Let f", fi be constants with fi > fo and fi7 > fi.
Then as n — oo,

nexp(—nf firy) = o(I,); (4.5)

n* =Y exp(—ndffrd/2) = o(I,). (4.6)

Proof. Assume for now that A € C?. See [12, Lemma 3.1] for a proof of (4.5)). For (4.6,
choose zy € OA with f(zg) < fif. Using the assumed continuity of f, choose sy > 0 and

6 > 0 such that
(148" sup{f(y) : y € AN Bogy(x0)} < fi"

By Lemma [3.3] there is a constant 71 > 0 (independent of z) such that A(B,(z) N A) <
(1+0)0s%/2 for all z € A, s € (0,77).

Let y € By, (79) N A\ A9) and let 2 be the closest point of A to y. Then ||y — z|| <
or,, so provided n is large enough

V(B (y)) < v(Bussy, (2)) < (1+0) T fi0r7/2 < fiFory /2.

Therefore since A\(B,,(zo) N A\ AT9)) = Q(s) as s | 0,
> _ _ —nford/2
Lzn ot P Br () (dy) = Qe 1),

and then using (4.1)) we obtain (4.6)).

In the case where A = [0, 1]? instead of 9A € C?, the preceding proof still works, since
we can take xg to not be a corner of A. O

Lemma 4.2 (Upper bound on I,,). Suppose bt < (6/5)b. with b, given at (2.5). Then
given € > 0,

I, = O(ne‘"eforg + nl_l/de_”rgafl(%_a)). (4.7)

Proof. Note first that for all z € A"™) we have v(B,, ()) > 0rd fo, so that writing I,,(.5)
for n [¢ exp(—nv(B,, (x)))v(dz), we have

L(AC™)) =7 / ey (dr) < e
Al=rn
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Let € € (0,2). Suppose A € C%. Then by Lemma and the continuity of f, for all
large enough n and all z € A\ AC") we have v(B,, (z)) > (1 — &) f10r%/2; hence

[n(A \ A(—rn)) _ O(nrne—nerﬁfl(l—a)ﬂ) _ O(nl—l/de—n%gfl(%—e)).

Now suppose instead that d = 2 and A = [0, 1]?. Let Cor,, denote the set of x € A lying at
an f,, distance at most r,, from one of the corners of A. By the same argument as above

In<A \ A(—Tn) \ COI’n) = O(nl/Qe_”erifl(%—a))'

Also I,(Cor,) < 4fmaxnr?exp(—nmr2 fo/4) and using the assumption b" < (6/5)b. =
6/(5fy), we obtain for large n that nforr? < (5/4)logn so that

I,,(Cory,)

ne-nmrifo —

< Afmaxr? exp(3nmr? fo/4) = O(r? 15/16) = o(1).

Combining all of the preceding estimates we obtain for both cases (0A € C* or A = [0, 1]?)
that (4.7)) holds. ]

Proof of Proposition[2.3. Tfbt < b, = max(+, %= 21/‘1) then we claim that I,, = oo. Indeed,

f Y
if b < 1/fo, choose fi" > fo, & > 0, such that f(bT + ) < Then for n large
ne="0o i > pefo 0 +0)losn o [y 50 by Lemma . Ifor < (2— 2/d)/f1 then choose

fit > fiand 6 > 0 with fi (bt +6) < 2 — 2/d. Then for n large, n'~Yde=n0hru/2
nl=l/de=3 1 (" +)logn g4 aoain I, — oo by Lemma and the claim follows.

Now suppose b~ > b.. We need to show I,, — 0 as n — oo. Since n [, e ™(B@)y(dz)
is nonincreasing in s, it suffices to prove this under the extra assumption bt < 6b,./5,
which makes Lemma applicable. Since b~ > b, there exists € > 0 such that for n large
enough 6 fonre > (1+¢)logn and nriffi(5 —¢) > (1 —1/d)(1 +¢)logn, and then we see
I, — 0 by .

Finally if b+ > b, then by the preceding argument I, — 0 as n — oo along some
subsequence, so we must have liminf,,_. I,, = 0. ]

Lemma 4.3 (Asymptotic equivalence of I,, and I,). There exists 6 > 0 such that as
n — oo we have |I, — I,| = O(e~""1,).

Proof. For z € A, given n write p,(z) := v(B,, (r)). By the bounds 1 — p,(z) < e P
and 1 — p,(z) > 1 — fuaxfr?, and the condition (4.1)),

I, < (1— foub dy—1 —npn (), ( ]
< (U= St ' [ e Ou(da)
= (1+ 0@,

Also by Taylor’s theorem log(1 — p) > —p — p? for p > 0 close to 0, so

[, >n / exp(nlog(l — pn()))dz
> [ exp(n(=pa(@) = pale)?)da
> e —n(fumaxOrd)? I,
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Combining these two estimates and using ([@.1)) yields |I,, — [n] = O(nr?¢l,). Therefore
it suffices to show nr2dedn = O(1) for some § > 0. By (£.2) and Proposition ,
nrd = O(log n) so for d small enough e = O(n'/?), while nrzd = O((logn)*n™') so
nere‘S"’”n = O((logn)*n=1%) = o(1). O

Proposition 4.4 (Variance asymptotics of the number of singletons: Poisson input).
There exists ¢ > 0 such that as n — 00,

Var[$!] = I,(1 + O(e~4)).
Proof. This is proved in [12, Proposition 4.1, case k¥ = 1], for A € C?, under the
extra assumption [12, equation (3.1)] which amounts to b < 1/ max(fo, d(fo — f1/2)) (or
b < 2/(dfp) in the uniform case). We need to relax this condition to liminf, ,. I,, > 0 as
well as nrd — oo. Also we need to consider the case with d = 2, A = [0, 1]2. We find that
the proof of [12, Proposition 4.1] still works, except for where it uses [12, Lemma 4.2].
The latter proof does invoke the extra assumption on b", so we provide a different proof
of [I12, Lemma 4.2, case k = 1] not requiring the extra assumption on b*, that works for

A =10,1]? as well as for A € C?.
The quantity denoted J,,, in [12] is O(I,e~"") as in [12]. The quantity denoted .J;,
n [12] (when k = 1) is given by

. / / V(B @UBa W) 1 {1, < ||y — z|| < 2r Y (dy)v(da)

< 2n? / / e ™ Brn(x)UBrn(y))l{rn <|ly —z|| < 2rp,z < y}lv(dy)v(de).
Ala

By (3.1) from Lemma [3.1] there exists §; > 0 such that for n large and z,y € A with
|z — yH > r, and x < y we have v(B,, (y) \ B, (z)) > 26, forl. Hence

Jl,n S 2n2fmaxe(2rn)d/ e_nV(B"”n( )) 2n61f07nny(dx)
A

< e muforiy
— Y

which gives us [12, Lemma 4.2, case k = 1] and hence the result. O

Proposition 4.5 (Variance asymptotics of the number of singletons: binomial input).
There exists 6 > 0 such that as n — oo,

Var[S,] = L,(1 4+ O(e~*"4)).

Proof. See [12], Proposition 4.3] and Lemma 4.3 of the present paper. In the proof of [12),
Proposition 4.3] it is assumed that [I12, equation (3.1)] holds (i.e. b" < 1/ max(fy, d(fo —
f1/2)) in our notation here), but the proof carries through to the general case with nré —
oo and I, — oo. Instead of [I2, Lemma 4.2] we can use the estimate on J , in the proof

of Proposition [£.4] above. O
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4.2 Asymptotic distribution of the singleton count
For both the normal and Poisson convergence results, we use the following.

Lemma 4.6 (Poisson approximation for S/ and S,). There exists 6 > 0 such that as
n — oo,

drv(SL, Z;,) = O(e o), (4.8)
if 0A € C?,  dry(Se, Z;,) = O(e="mr). (4.9)

Proof. The result is proved in [12, Proposition 5.4] (taking k& = 1 there), under
the extra assumptions that 9A € C? and that [I2, equation (3.1)] holds, ie. b™ <
1/ max(fo,d(fo — f1/2)) in our notation. We wish to drop this assumption on b, and
assume only that nr¢ — oo and liminf, ,.([,) > 0. Also we wish to include the case
where A = [0, 1]%,

Going through the proof of [12, Proposition 5.4] we find that it still works under our
weaker assumptions, but that it uses [12, Lemma 4.2]. In the proof of Proposition
we have already provided a the proof of [I12, Lemma 4.2] under our weaker assumptions,
justifying .

Similarly is proved in [I2, Proposition 5.6], taking k = 1 there, under the extra
asusmption that b* < 1/max(fo,d(fo — f1/2)), which we wish to drop. Going through
the proof of [12, Proposition 5.6], we find that it still works without the extra assumption
on b*. Since k = 1 for us, we can give a simpler proof of [I12, Lemma 5.8] than the one
given there for general k, as follows.

In our case Ng is the number of singletons of G( X2y Tn) within distance 27, of X.
Each vertex has probablhty O(r?) of lylng in By, (X1)\ B,, (X)), and given its location
and that of X1, using (3.1)) from Lemma 3.1 without assumlng x < y there (and therefore
requiring 9A € C?), it has probability at most e~ of being isolated, for some & > 0.
Thus we can obtain that E[Ng] = O(nrl exp(—dnr?)) which is what we need. O

Proof of Proposition | The assertion E[(,] = I,(1+0(e~9""%)) follows from the Mecke
formula (in the case ¢, = S’ ') and from Lemma E in the case ¢, = 5,). The assertion
Var[¢,] = I,(140(e~9")) follows from Proposition 4.4/ (if ¢,, = S’) and from Proposition

(if Cn = Sn)
By the Berry-Esseen theorem di (t~/2(Z; —t), N(0,1)) = O(t~'/?) as t — oo. Hence,
by the triangle inequality for dk, we have

di(I7V2(S! — I1,),N(0,1)) < dx(S., Z1,) + O(I;1?). (4.10)

Then using (4.8]), and the obvious inequality dx < drv, we obtain ([2.22)). Similarly using
(4.9) and Lemma |4.3| we obtain ([2.23]). O

4.3 Asymptotics for [, in the uniform case

Throughout this subsection we make the additional assumption that f = fyl,, with
fo=1/X(A), and assume as n — oo that r, satisfy

nré — oo; lim sup(nfofr® — (2 — 2/d)(logn — 1{d > 3} loglogn)) < co. (4.11)
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We shall demonstrate the asymptotic equivalence of I,, and p,,, defined at (2.1)) and ((1.4)
respectively. Given n, for z € A set p,(z) := exp(—nv(B,, (z))). Given Borel S C A, let

1,(S) == nfy /S pu(2)dz. (4.12)

Proposition 4.7 (The case d = 2). Suppose d = 2 and either A € C?, or A = (0,12
Suppose (4.11)) holds. Then we have as n — oo that

I, = nexp(—nforr?)(1 4+ O(nr?)~1/?). (4.13)

Proof. Case 1: 0A € C?. In this case the result follows from Proposition below,
since the ratio between the two terms in the right hand side of (4.14)) is given by

e-nIofr /291 pl-d)g | o nforr?  logn  log(nr?)
ne—nfoord a (exp( 2 2 2 ))7

which is O((nr2)~/2) by (4.11).

Case 2: A =[0,1)%. In this case fo = 1. Define the ‘moat’ Mo,, := A\ A=),

For 1 <7 <4 let Cor,; be the region of A within ¢,.-distance 7, of the ith corner of
A (a square of side r,,). Then I,,(Cor,;) < nr2e "mn/4,

The set Mo, \ U?ZlCorm is a union of rectangular regions Rec,;, 1 < i < 4. For all
n large enough, i < 4 and x € Rec,; we have v(B,, (z)) > r2(5 + a(x)/r,), where a(z)
denotes the distance from = to JA. Hence

1
I,,(Rec, ;) < nrne_”wg/z/o e Redg = O(nrne_m’"’%m(nri)_l).

Combined with the corner region estimate, and the bound Wnri <logn + ¢ from (4.11)),
this yields
I,(Moy,)/1(AT7)) = O(n~ "1y te™H/2) 4 O(rel®/ )
= O0(n™"?r;") + O(((log ) /n)n®*).

Also I,(AC™)) = ne=™™i(1 4+ O(r,)) and r, = o((nr2)~Y/?). Putting together these
estimates yields (4.13]) in Case 2. O

Proposition 4.8 (The case 0A € C?). Suppose d > 2 and OA € C%. Suppose (rp)n>1
satisfy 4.11). Then as n — oo,

—nfodrd —nfobrd - - log(”ﬁi) 2
_[n = ne fOG n _|_ e f09 7L/20d—11T'r11 d|aA| (]_ + O((n'r'd) >> (414)

Proof. We shall investigate separately the contributions from different regions of the set
A. Since the proof is quite long, we break it into steps.

Step 1: Polytopal approximation to 0A. We shall approximate A locally by a polytope,
i.e. break 0A into finitely many pieces and approximate each piece by a polytopal surface.
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Given x € 0A we can express 0A locally in a neighbourhood of x, after a rotation, as the
graph of a C? function with zero derivative at . We shall approximate to that function
by the graph of a piecewise affine function.

Here are the details of this approximation, where we are following [I0] and [4]. For
each x € A, we can find an open neighbourhood N, of z, a number r(z) > 0 such that
B(z,3r(z)) € N, and a rotation ¢, about x such that ¢,(0A N N,) is the graph of a
real-valued C? function f defined on an open ball D C R4 with (f'(u),e) < 1/(9d)
for all w € D and all unit vectors e in R*!, where (-,-) denotes the Euclidean inner
product in R*! and f'(u) := (01 f(u),0af(u),...,04_1f(u)) is the derivative of f at
u. Moreover, by taking a smaller neighbourhood if necessary, we can also assume that
there exists ¢ > 0 and a € R such that f(u) € [a + ¢,a + 2¢] for all u € D and also
0 (A) N (D x [a,a+ 3¢]) ={(u,2) :u € D,a <z < f(u)}.

By a compactness argument, we can and do take a finite collection of points 1, ...,z €
0A such that

0A C U}-jle(:cj, r(x;)). (4.15)

Then there are constants €; > 0, and rigid motions ¢;,1 < j < J, such that for each j
the set ¢;(0A NN;,) is the graph of a C? function f; defined on a ball I; in R*!, with
[(fj(u),e)| < 1/9 for all u € I; and all unit vectors e € R*", and also with &; < fj(u) <
2¢; for all w € I; and ¢;(A) N (I; x [0,3¢5]) = {(u,2) ru € [;,0 <z < f(u)}.

Let I' C 0A be a closed set such that I' C B(zj,r(x;)) for some j € {1,...,J}.
Assume I' is ‘nice’ in the sense that as as r | 0, the number of balls of radius r required
to cover OI', the relative boundary of ' in 9A, is O(r?~%) (if d = 2 we can assume JI is
finite). To simplify notation we shall assume that I' C B(xy,r(x1)), and moreover that
¢1 is the identity map. Then T' = {(u, fi(u)) : w € U} for some bounded set U C R?~.
Also, writing ¢(-) for fi(-) from now on, we assume

¢(U) C [e1, 2¢1] (4.16)
and

AN(U x10,321]) ={(u,2) :u € U,0 < z < ¢(u)}. (4.17)

Divide R?! into cubes of dimension d — 1 and side 73/, and divide each of these

cubes into (d—1)! simplices (we take these simplices to be closed). Let U, be the union of
all those simplices in the resulting tessellation of R?~! into simplices, that are contained
within U.

Let 1, : U, — R be the function that is affine on each of the simplices making up U,
and agrees with the function ¢ on each of the vertices of these simplices. Choose ngy so
that U,, # @ for all n > ng. Set

K= sup (r,*?|o(w) = u(u))). (4.18)

n>ng,ueUy

Then K < oo by an based on Taylor expansion, similar to [10, Lemma 7.18] and to [4]
eq. (5.7)].
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) < dn(u) +2K7r3/? for all

Now define ¢, (u) := 1, (u) — Krg/z By 7 bn(u) < é(u (0
= {(z,¢p(2)) : x € Uy,}, with

u € U,. Our approximating surface will be defined by I';, :
the constant K given by (4.18]).

Step 2: Decomposition of the range of integration. We define the moat Mo,, by
Mo, = {(u, 2) : u € Uy, z < ¢p(u),dist((u, 2),T) < r,}.

This is the region within distance r,, of I';, and below T',. We refer to Rai, := {(u,2) :
u € Uy, dn(u) < z < d(u)} as the railing. We refer to AC2™) as the bulk.

We further decompose Mo,, as follows. By construction, the set I',, is composed of
(d — 1)-dimensional facets, which we denote by Fac,;,1 <i < m(n). For each i < m(n)
let Pri,; denote the prism with height r,, and upper (d — 1)-dimensional base given by
the part of Fac, ; at distance at least 4r,, from the set dFac,,;, which we define to be the
union of all the (d — 2)-dimensional facets bounding the facet Fac,, ;.

We claim that the prisms Pri,;, 1 < i < m(n), are pairwise disjoint. To see this, note
that if u,v € U, then as at equation (7.51) of [I0], since |{(¢'(w),e)| < 1/9 for all unit
vectors w € R,

[(w; o(w)) = (v, p(W)I| < [lu = ]| + [d(u) = ¢(v)] < (9/8)[u — v]|. (4.19)
Hence [[u — v[| = (8/9)|(u, ¢(u)) — (v, ()|

Let 7 : R? — R4 denote projection onto the first d — 1 coordinates. If i < m(n)
and z € Pri,;, and y is the nearest point in Fac,; to x, then dist(y, dFac, ;) > 4r,, and
dist(7(y), m(OFac,;)) > (8/9)(4r,) > 3r,. Since ||z — y|| < ry, also ||7(y) — w(x)]| < 7y,
and therefore dist(m(x), 7(0Fac,;)) > 2r,. In particular, (x) lies in Fac) ;, the relative
interior of Fac, ;. Similarly, for any j # ¢ with j < m(n), we have for any z € Pri, ; that
m(z) € m(Fac) ;), and since m(Fac, ;), m(Fac, ;) have disjoint interiors, this justifies the
claim.

The preceding argument also shows that if 7, j < m(n) with ¢ # j, then

dist(z, Fac,, ;) > dist(n(z), 7(Fac, ;)) > 2r,, V¥ z € Pri,;. (4.20)

By construction, U;i(f” )Prin,i C Mo,,. The left-over regions in the moat near the (d—2)-
dimensional facets of I',, (and therefore not in any prism) are called (Cor,,;), the corner
regions. Notice that when d > 3 the Cor,;’s may overlap each other a little near the
(d —3)-dimensional facets of I',,, and they have empty intersection with any of the prisms.
Partition the moat into prisms and corners

Mo,, = < U Prim) U ( U Corm)
=1 =1

Step 3: contribution of the bulk, railing and corners. To deal with the bulk, note that
for each = € A" we have p,(z) = e %% so that by (4.12),

L (A2 = pfo| AC2m) |00 — (1 4 O(ry,))ne 70074, (4.21)
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We deal next with the railing. Given k < 1/2, for n large enough, we have by Lemma
that p,(z) < e ™% for © € Rai,. The total volume of the railing is O(r3/2), so by

(.12),
I.(Rai,) = O(nr3/2¢mfo0rir), (4.22)

To bound the contribution from the corners, we see from Lemma that given k < 1/2,
for large n we have p,(z) < e 0% for 2 € U Cor,,;, and there are in total O(r(L-93/1)

corner regions, each of which has volume at most cr2*(@=23/4 for some constant c, yielding

L, (U™ Cor,, ;) = O(nrB/ o0y (4.23)

Step 4: contribution of the prisms. For a > 0 let g(a) := A(By(0) N ([0,a] x RI1)),
and for x € Pri,; let a(z) be the distance from z to the face Fac, ;. For each i < m(n)
and x € Pri,;, using (4.20) we have

“nfort(3+9(5)| < oo (G +a(5)

(1o (= nfro WL 2y

T'n T'n

Ipa(z) — €

Using the inequality 1 —e™* < s for s € R, and (4.11)), and the fact that ¢'(a) < 6,_; for
all a, we obtain that there exists a constant ¢ such that

() — e MG | < enrdt2 g or (a5 (4.24)

Define the upper base of Pri, ; by BPri,; = Pri,; N[, (which is a part of Fac,;), and let
|BPri,, ;| be its (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. Then by (4.24)),

1
Pl’inyi 0

d+3 : L—
< en’rn 2’BPrln,i‘7"n/ e mora(zF9@) g,
0

Hence, using 1' and the fact that ¢ fol e 9@da — 6!, as t — oo to handle the last
factor, and summing over ¢, we deduce that

m(n) 1
‘nf(] /Um(n)Pri pn(l’)(dl’) . Z |BPrin,i|/0 nforne—nfng(g-Fg(a))da
i=1 n,i =1
_ O(n2rd+3/2e—nf09r$f/2(nrd)—1)
= O(nr/2e mfo0ri/2). (4.25)
Next we claim that as n — oo,
! d(o ord /291  1—d log(nri)\2
/ nforpe ornGt9@) g = gmnfolra/2g-1 1= (1 + O(7d"> >, (4.26)
0 nrn
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and

m(n)

> BPrin| = [T|(1+ 0¥/, (4.27)
i=1

where |I'| denotes the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure of I

To prove ([4.27), recall that I is the graph of a C? function ¢ on some U C R*™!, and T,
is obtained by first triangulating U into (d — 1)-dimensional simplices, denoted (s,,;), then
using the simplex Fac, ; obtained as the convex hull of the set of points qg(v), where v runs
through the vertices of the simplex s, ;, and for u € U we set ¢(u) = (u, ¢p(u) — Kr3/?).

For each i < m(n), pick a,; € s,;; then the affine function h,,; : s,; — R with graph
Fac,; satisfies Vh, ;(u) = Vh, (a,;) for all u € 57, ;. By the Mean Value theorem, for
u € sp; and 1 < j < d, we have 0;¢(u) — 0;¢(an,;) = ((u — an;), VO;¢(v)), for some v €
[an.i, u], and hence there is a constant ¢ such that |(||Veé(u)||*— |V (ani)||*)| < cllu—an|-
Therefore with |@(s,;)| and |Fac, ;| denoting the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure
of é(sm) and of Fac, ;, respectively, we have for some new constants c, ¢’ that

(105201 = FaciDl = | [ (VI IV = 1+ [Vhai(w)]) dof

<c /
Sn,i

Summing over the simplices leads to an approximation error of |(|¢(Uy)| — |Tn])| < erd/4.

Next, |BPri, ;| approximates |Fac,, ;| with an error of at most cr}+3(¢=2/4 and there are
O(r30=d/4) facets, so |I',| — X2, |BPris| = O(rl/4).

Also, T'\ ¢(U,) = (U) \ (U,) is a region within ¢r3/4 of the boundary of dT for a
further constant ¢, so assuming I' is ‘nice’ (in the sense described shortly before (4.16))),
this has (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure that is O(r?/*). Combining the last three
estimates gives us .

To prove ([4.26), we first notice that g(a) = 64-1 [ (1 — t*) @ D/2dt, 0 < a < 1.
Therefore, we have (i) g(0) = 0, g is increasing and g(a) < 04_1a, (ii) for any € € (0,1/2)
there exists § € (0,1) such that for all a € (0,9), g(a) > (1 — €)f4-1a, and (iii) upon
choosing a smaller § in (ii), we also have g(a) > 04_1(a — da®) for a € (0,4). By item (i),
we have

(IVo@I? = V6 (an)I) [du < 73/ sl

nfoba1ry /1 e orns@ g > nfoba_17e /1 e~ rnfobi-1a g,
0 =1- e_”foed—o”"g.
Let 4, € (0,6). By item (iii), we have
nfoba_17e /jn e~ oria(@) g, < nfolfg_1re /Oén e~ nfoba—1ria(1-d87) g0 < 1 4 o2,
By item (ii), we have
nfoedfn“ﬁ /: e—nforig(a) 1, < nf09d71r$ﬁ /: o~ nforfi(1=€)6q-_1a g,

n n

< 2exp(—nf0rfl9d,1(1 —£)0p).
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Moreover, using (4.11)) it is easy to see that for n large

1
nfoba il [ e da < exp(—nri fog(0)/2)
)

Combining these four estimates, using (4.11) and choosing d,, = c(log(nr?))/(nrd)
with a big constant ¢, leads to

1 d 1 d
nfo%q?“ff/ e orng(a) g — 1 + O((Og(Tme) (4.28)
0

d
nry,

Since the left side of (4.28), multiplied by HJflr}l*de*"food’"g/ 2 comes to the left side of
[{26), (@) vields (E.25).
Combining (4.25))—(4.27), using 1’ and setting M, := U )Prin,i, leads to

1 d
Lu(M,) = e P20 i |D|(1 + O(ry/ ")) (1 + O(Og(nf”))g) + O (nrd/2eo0ri/2)
nry

1 dy | 2
_ 6—nf007"§il/29;_117,71b—d|11| (1 + O( Ogé:;n)) )7

n

2
where for the last line we used that by (4.11]), (%) = Q((logn)~?) and nrdtl/? =

1

2
O(rl/*) = o((logn)~?) = 0((logmg) ) Also by (4.23)), taking  sufficiently close to 1/2

(nrit)

we have that

1 dy . o
In(UZZ(ln)Corn,l)/In(Mn) - O<nrg+(1/4)6nf09drg(é_n)> = O((Og(nrn)) >

nrd
Therefore
m(n) —nfobrd/2p—1 1-d log(m‘g) 2
L(Moy) = In(M,) + L(U"™ Cor, ;) — e~ ™fofri/2g-1 41 |F|<1+0<() ))

nrd
(4.29)

n

Step 5: putting together the contributions. Recall that the set I' was defined in Step
1, and consider now the region I'®") N A where for s > 0 we set I'®) := U,erBy(z).
Most of this is covered by Mo,, U Rai, U A("™)  the exception being a leftover region near
O(U \ Uy), where for u € U we set ¢(u) = (u, p(u) — Kr3/?) as before, that is covered by
(OF)(M’%M) N A. Using the fact that T is ‘nice’, it can be seen that |(6F)(9dri/4)| = 0(r3/?),
and therefore given x < 1/2, using Lemma we have

L,((AD) ™) (4 A) = O(r3n exp(—n forfrd)).

Hence, taking x close to 1/2 and using (4.29) we obtain that

d

[n((ap)(gdri/4) NA)/I,(Mo,) = O(nrz+3/2€foenr2((1/2)—n)) — 0<<bg§(w)2) (4.30)

d
nry,
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Also by (4.22)),

1 d
I.(Raiy)/I,(Mo,) = O(nrd+1/2enfolari((1/2)=r)y — o<(°g(”jn))2). (4.31)
nrd
Since Mo,, URai,, Cc I'®™) MonURainU(A(*’"")\A(*z’"" ) ((8F) (odry* ﬂA) and since
L,(ACT)\ AE2m)) = O(r, I,(ACT)), combining (4.29)), (4.30)) and (4.31]) shows that

d
I, (T®)) = ol /291 1d|T (1 4 o((%f)) +o(raI (AT, (4.32)

Now suppose y € I" and z € A\ T" with ||y — z|| < 4r,,. Then ||7(y) — 7 (2)|| < 4r,.
Also 7(y) € U and w(z) € R¥!\ U, and hence dist(rn(y),0U) < 4r,. Hence using
we have dist(y, 0I") < 5r,,.

Using , we can find a finite collection of sets I'y, ..., I'; each having the properties
of the " we have just been considering, such that A C U/ T'; and 'y, ..., T'; have disjoint
interiors (see [10] for further details). Then for i # j, if z € T N FgQT”) then there
exist y € I'; and z € I'; with |ly — z|| < 2r,, and |z — z|| < 2r,, so ||y — z|| < 47y, so that
dist(y, oI';) < 5r, and dist(x, d';) < 7r,. Hence

(2rn) (27’n) 7Tn
L7 NIy C (1)

Hence, using the union bound and the Bonferroni lower bound for the measure I,,(-), and

, we obtain that
J
an L™y > 1,(ul, 0 >Z[ 2“”)—0((

=1

) ]n(Mon)).

nrd
Then using (4.32)) we obtain that

r d 1 ) 2
(AN ACP) = 1 (UL, ) = et o)1+ o (2B

+O(rp Ly (ACT™))). (4.33)

The error term in the last expression satisfies

ol (AT — O(nrie n@forn/Z) O((log(nrfl))Q)7

e—n@for‘,’ll/QrTlL—d TLT,U!L
Also the error term in satisfies a similar bound. Thus combining (4.33)) with (4.21] -
shows that (4.14) holds.
5 Proof of first-order asymptotics
Throughout this section we make the same assumptions on v and A that we set out at

the start of Section . We also assume that (4.1)) and (4.2)) hold, i.e. that nr? — oo and
liminf(/,) > 0 as n — oo.
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We shall prove that if &, denotes any of K,, — 1, K] — 1, R, or R/ then both E[,]
and Var(¢,] are asymptotic to I, (which was defined at (2.1))) as n — oo; we will then be
able to prove the first-order convergence results from Section [2] i.e. Theorems 2.3
2.4 and

To achieve this goal, we shall consider separately the contributions to &, from non-
singleton components of G(X,,,r,) or G(P,,r,) that are small, medium or large. Here,
given fixed p > ¢ > 0, we say a component is small (respectively medium, large) if its
Euclidean diameter is less than er, (resp., between er,, and pr,, greater than pr,). We
shall make appropriate choices of the constants €, p as we go along.

For finite X C RY, 2 € X, and n > 1 we let .%,(z, X) denote the event that x is the
first element of C, (z,X) (defined in Section in the < ordering (defined in Section

, ie.
Fn(x, X) ={x <y V yel, (z,X)\{z}}. (5.1)

Given n and (7,)n>1, for 0 < ¢ < p < oo we define K,,.,(X) to be the number of
components of G(X,r,) that have Euclidean diameter in the range (er,, pry), and R, .,
to be the number of vertices in such components, that is, with event .4, . ,(z, X') defined

at (19)

nep Zl//fnep X)NFn (2,X)5 nep Zl//fnepx/’\’) (52)
zeX zekX
We then define the random variables K., := K, ,(X,) and K], _ = K, . ,(P,). Also
we set Ry, = Ry p(Xn) and R, = Ry ,(Py).

5.1 Asymptotics of means

We shall bound the expected number of ‘small’ non-singleton components, E[K, ¢ ], using
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. There exist 4 € (0,1) and ¢,ng < oo such that for all n > ny and any
x € A,

P[.Z,(x, P,) N {0 < diam(C,, (x,P,)) < darn}]

P[Z.(x, X—1) N {0 < diam(C,, (z, X,—1)) < 47 }] 1=d ,—nv(Br, ()

c(nrd)
Proof. See [11, Lemma 4.2(i)], taking k£ = 1 there. Note that a 0-separating set in X’ (as
it is called in [I1]) is simply a component of G(X,r,). Note also that if A = [0,1]* the
proof of [11, Lemma 4.2(i)] remains applicable, using Lemma [3.1]of the present paper. [J

We shall bound the expected number of ‘medium-sized’ non-singleton components,
E[K, ], using the following two lemmas (here we use notation such as X from (3.13)
and A, - (x, X) from (3.14))).
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Lemma 5.2. Let g,p € (0,00) with ¢ < p. Then there exists § > 0 such that for all n
large and all distinct x,y,z € A, we have:

P[F (2, Py) Ol (0, Py)] < €7 Pralel=omrs, (5.5)
P[Z, (2, P2Y) O My (1, PY)] < e (Brn (@)= . (5.6)
P[F (2, PEV7) Ol p(, PL7)] < €7 Prolel=omrs, (5.7)

P[Z, (0, X2,) O Mo (2, Xpr)] < € Brnla))- snrd (5.8)
[T (1, Xiith) O e (0, X _p)] < e Bra =0 (5.9)

Proof. See [11], Lemma 4.3], taking the parameter k there to be 1, for a proof of and
(5.8). The results (5.6), and are proved similarly. In the case where A = [0, 1]?,
[TT, Lemma 4.3] applies only when z is not too close to any of the corners of A, but the
remaining cases can be proved by a similar argument using [7, Proposition 5.15]. O

Lemma 5.3 (Bound on means for moderately large components). There exists p; €
(1,00) such that B[R, ,, (0gn)2]) = O(e " 1,) and E[R! = O(e™™1,) asn — oo,
where I, is defined at (2.1)).

Proof. Let p > 4. Given i € [n] := {1,...,n}, if pr, < diam(C,, (X;, X,)) < (logn)?r,,
then there is at least one component of G( n—1,Tn) With at least one vertex in Brn(Xi)
and with diameter in the range ((p—4)r,,/2, (log n)?r,]. Hence by the definition at (3.15),

n,p1,(logn)? 2]

E[Ry p,10gn)2] < 1 /

" P[///;,(p—z;)/z(lognp (z, Xy-1)]v(dx).

Hence by Lemma we can choose p such that for n large
E[R, /. (0gn)2) < nexp(—(0fo + 2)77,?"2),

and hence using Lemma we have the result claimed for E[R,, , 1ogn)2]. The result for
E[R], , togny2: 15 proved similarly, using the Mecke formula. O

We shall approximate R, with S, + R, 0 (10gn)2 and K, with S, + K, 1ogn)2 + 1.

Lemma 5.4. Let K > 0. Then all of P[R,, # Sy + Ry 0,(10gn)

[Kn 7& Sn + [(n,O,(logn)2 + ] and P[K, 7& Sl + K] n,0,(

[R/ 7& S/ +Rn0(logn ]

gt
ogny2 + 1] are O(n “K[.e ") as

Proof. By the assumption liminf(Z,) > 0 and Proposition we have nrd = O(logn)
as n — oo. Hence for some a > 0, we have I,e "™ > n~ for all large n. Therefore it
suffices to prove that for any K > 0, the probabilities under consideration are O(n~%) as
n — oo.

Define event %, as in Lemma , taking ¢, = (logn)?. Then recalling the definition
of L, (X) just before Lemma [3.10, we have the event inclusion

{Ry # Sn+Ry0,00gn)2 YUK R # St Ky 0,00gn)2 +1} C gZZnCU{diam(En(Xn)) < (log n)zrn}.
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By Lemma there is a constant ¢ such that P[%¢] < exp(—c(logn)?nr?) for n large.
Combining this with (3.18) from Lemma [3.10] (which is applicable because nré = O(log n)

as mentioned already) gives us the results for R, and K,, and the results for R/, and K],
are proved similarly. O]

Proposition 5.5 (Approximation of K,, by S, + 1, K] by S/ +1). As n — oo we have
max(E[| K}, — S, — 1] E[|K, — S, — 1]])) = O((nry) ~L.,). (5.10)

Proof. Take 4, as in Lemma [p.1] and p; as in Lemma [5.3, Then K, — S, = K o5, +

moepr T B o1 tognyz T Ko . Taking expectations and using the Mecke formula,

we obtain that

logn)?,00

E[|K' — S —1|] <n / PLZ,(x,P,) N {0 < diam(C,, (z, P,)) < dar M v(dz)

A
n /A PF(x, Po) N {84 < diam(Cy, (, Pn)) < prraYnw(de)
+ E[K, (IOgn)2] + E[|K7,’L,(logn)2,oo - 1|] (511)

n,p1,
By Lemmal.1] the first term in the right hand side of (5.11)) is O((nrd)*~9I,). By Lemma
there exists § > 0 such that the second term in the right hand side of (5.11)) is at most
e, for all large enough n. By Lemma , the third term in the right hand side is
O(e‘m“g[n). For the fourth term, recalling #(P,) = Z, is Poisson with mean n, we use
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and then Lemma [5.4] to deduce that
EHK;"L,(Iogn)Q,oo - 1H S (E[ZEL + 1])1/2(]:[»[ 7/1,(10gn)2,oo 7é 1])1/2 = O(e—m“ﬁ[n)'

Combining these estimates shows that E[|K/, — S — 1|] = O((nr4)'=?1,). The proof

that E[|K,, — S,, — 1]] = O((nr?)1771,,) is similar, and thus we have (5.10)). O

Lemma 5.6. Suppose 01,94 are as in Lemma Lemma respectively, and 0 < p <
min(2, 8s, (61 fo/ (fmax0))/ V). Then as n — oo, we have

max(E[R,.,), E[R,

n,0,p

) = O((nr$)=41,). (5.12)

Proof. 1f the interpoint distances of X, are all distinct and non-zero (an event of proba-
bility 1), then R0, = K0, + Np1 + Npa, where we set

le = Z 1(%,1()(1, Xn) N {0 < dlam(CTn (Xz, Xn)) S pT’n} N {X] S Crn(Xi7 Xn)}
(4,3)€[n] x [n]:i#]
NI =Xl = max | flo = X)),
and
Nyo = > 1(Z,.(X;, X,) N {0 < diam(C,, (X;, X)) < pra}
(4,3,k) €[n] x [n] x [n]:i#j#k#i
VX X0} € 0 (X B} I = Xl = max -l = Xil})
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Using Lemma and the Mecke formula as in (5.11]), we have that
E[Kno,0] = O((nr)' ™1,). (5.13)

Recall the notation A, := {y € A : x < y}. By assumption fn.0p?t < 81fo, so by
Lemma [3.1] for n large and 1 € A,y € B(z,pr,) N A, we have v(B,, (y) \ B, (z)) >
201 for Hly — 2|l and v(Byy—(2)) < fuaxlly — 2[|* < 81 fory —$|| Hence

N <n? [ [ z<1—uKBrn<m>UBrn<y>>\Buwu<x>]>"-2u<dy>v<dx>

< on? / / ((Bro (@) +(Br W\ Bra @) =Byt @) iy s ()
B(%Prn mAac

A B(z,prn)NAz

In the last expression the inner integral can be bounded by

e (Bra () / e forri Ml £y = (nrd)dem(Bra (@) / e o follel £ dv
B(o,prn) B(

o,pnrd)

and therefore
E[N,1] = O((nr)'~L,). (5.14)

Next, using Lemma and the inequality fmax@p? ™' < 61fy again we have that

BNl <o [ ] (VB @) U B )\ By ()

v(dz)v(dy)v(dx)
<2t [ ([l el B, o) — 6o sl ()
v(dx).

In the last expression the inner integral can be bounded by
n2e—(Br, (@) / | et fonri il £, gy
B(o,prn)

— (nrd)2-2 —m/(Brn(x))/ [o|| 20 ool £, v,

(o,pnrd)

and therefore

E[N, 2] = O((nr$)*=21L,).

Combined with (5.13) and (5.14) this shows that E[R,0,] = O((nr?)'~?1,), which is the

statement about E[R,,0,] in (5.12). The corresponding statement for E[R, , )] is proved
similarly using the multivariate Mecke formula. O]
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For 0 < € < p < o0, recall the definition of event ., . ,(z, X') at (3.14)). To deal with
the medium-sized componenents, we shall use the following estimate for the integral of
Pl ¢ ,(x, )] with &, = P, or &, = X,_1. We use notation X from (3.13]).

Lemma 5.7 (Estimate on medium clusters). Let p,e € (0,00) with p > €. Then there
exists 0 = 0(g) in (0,00) such that as n — oo, we have

n /A Pl M. ,(, P)(dz) = O(e ™ 1,,); (5.15)

n /A Pl My (2, X 1)]o(dz) = O 0 1,). (5.16)

Proof. If M, ,(x,Pn) \ Fnl(x, PE) occurs then for at least one y € P, N B, (z) we have
that diam(C,, (y, P*Y)) € (ery, prn], and moreover %, (y, P*¥) occurs and = € C,, (y, P*Y).
By Markov’s inequality and the Mecke formula,

n [ Bltleple PON Fule, Pitdr) <o [ [ Bt (. P 0 Pl PiY)
N{ € G, (5, P H(dy)v(de).

By (5.6)) from Lemma there exists 0 > 0 such that for n large the probability inside the
integral on the right of the last display is bounded above by exp(—nv(B,, (y)) — 2dnr?).
Then using Fubini’s theorem we obtain that for n large

n [ Bl Po)\ ol P (dn) <0 [ v(By, (4) exp(—nv(B,, (y)) - 20mri)v(dy)
= O(nrlL,e 2"4) = O(e ™™ 1,). (5.17)
Also using Lemma [5.2| we obtain that

n[AP[%n,E7p(m, Pn) N Fp(z, PY)]v(de) < n/AeXp(—nI/(Brn(x)) — snr®)v(dx)

— eiémn’dlln,
and combined with ([5.17)) this yields (5.15)).
The proof of ((5.16)) is similar. O

We are now ready to estimate the asymptotic expected values of R,, and R/,.

Proposition 5.8 (Approximation of R,, R, by S,,S!). As n — oo we have that

E[|R, — Sull = O((nry))' ™" 1); (5.18)
E[|R, — S.|] = O((nr)'=1,,). (5.19)

Proof. Note that |R, — S, — Ry, 0,(10gn)2| < n. Hence by Lemma ,

E[‘Rn — Sn - Rn,D,(logn)ZH < n]P’[Rn 7é Sn + Rn,O,(logn)Q] = O(Binrzln). (520)
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Using Lemma , choose € € (0,1) such that E[R,, o] = O((nr?)*=¢I,,). Using Lemma
5.3, choose p € (1,00) such that E[R,, , (1ogn)2] = O(e~™1,). By Lemma there exists
0 > 0 such that

E[R,., = n/AIP’[&t'r < diamC,, (z, X* ) < proJv(dz) = O(e™™"41,).

Combining these estimates shows that E[R,, o (10gn)2] = O((nrd)t=41,). Then using
yields (5.18).

The proof of is similar; the only difference is that in the step of the argument
corresponding to we use the inequality |R, — S}, — R}, o 1ogn2l < Zo1{R, # 5], +

;%O’(logn)Q} and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. O

5.2 Proof of first order limit theorems

Proof of Theorem[2.1. By Proposition [5.5] we have
E(K] — 1] =E[S,] +E[K,, —1— S.] = L,(1 + O(nrd)'~%).

By Proposition and Lemma we also have E[K, — 1] = I,(1 + O(nré)!=4). By
Proposition [5.8 we have E[R/] = I,,(1 + O(nré)!=%). By Proposition [5.8| and Lemma
we have E[R,] = E[S,] + O((nrd)'~?I,) = I,,(1 + O(nr?)'~?). Thus we have (2.2).

For , suppose for now that ¢, is K, — 1 or R,. Recalling that I,, := E[S,], we
note that

E[|(¢a/In) — 1] S E[L, Y Go — Sul] + E[L, 1 Sn — Ln|] + LM 1o — Il (5.21)

By Proposition 5.5 (when ¢, = K, —1) or Proposition [5.8 (when (, = R,) we have E[|(, —
Sal] = O((nr?)t=4L,), so the first term in the right hand side of is O((nrd)t=d).
Moreover by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality the second term in the right hand side of
is bounded by (I;2Var(S,))"/2, and by Proposition 4.5|this is O(I;'/2). The third
term in the right hand side of is O((nrd)'=?) by Lemma [1.3, Thus we have
when ¢, is K, — 1 or R,,, and the corresponding result when ¢, is K], — 1 or R], can be
proved similarly. Finally if we add 1 to ¢, then we should add a term of 1/1,, on the right
hand side of (5.21)), but this term is o(1,, '/?) so we have when ¢, is K,,, R, + 1, K/,
or R +1 too. O

Proof of Theorem[2.3 Since we assume I, — oo, by Proposition we have bt < b,.
Suppose also bt < b.. Let § > 0. Then by Lemma

ne 040 — (). (5.22)

For an upper bound on I,,, we shall use Lemma [£.2l Let ¢ > 0 with fie < fyd. Since
bt < b, we have b (fo — f1/2) < 1/d, and hence

nl—l/defnergfl(%fs)

R O(n—l/deneri(fo—(f1/2)—6)) _ O(n—l/debﬂfo—ﬁ/?)—%&) logn) = o(1).
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Therefore both terms in the right hand side of ( . are o(ne _”(’f‘)’g(l_%)), so by Lemma
I, = o(ne nfrfo(1-20)) * Using this, along with ( and the fact that the L' con-
vergence in (2.3)) implies convergence in probability also, we obtain that with probability
tending to one, ne~"0rafo(1+26) Cn < ne~"0rfo(1-20) " which gives us .

Now suppose b~ > 0. Since also b < b., we have b, < b, < oco. Hence b, =
(d(fo— f1/2))  sob™ > (d(fo— f1/2))"' and b= ((f1/2) — fo) < —1/d. Let € > 0. Then

ne—nﬂfg?‘,‘fL
— pVdenri0((f1/2)=fo—fre) < 1/d b~ ((J1/2)—fo—fre/2)logn _ o(1)
nl—l/de—nrngl(%—e) - )

so by Lemma@ I, = o(n*~Yde=n0rif1(3-29)) " Also by Lemma nl=V/d exp=rrabfi(ate) —
o(I,). Hence by the convergence in probability of (,/I, to 1 which follows from ([2.3)),
with probability tending to 1 we have nl=V/dexprabh(zte) < ¢ < pl-1l/de=nfrfi(3-2)

and ([2.7)) follows.

Now suppose b™ = b~ = b for some b > 0. Then if fob < (1/d) + f1b/2 we have
(fo— f1/2)b < 1/d so b < b, and applies. By (2.6) we have ¢, = n!~boter(),
Conversely if fob > (1/d) + flb/2 we have (fo— f1/2)b > 1/d and b > ¥, so (2.7 applies
and tells us that ¢, = n!~(/d—/1b/2+ee(1) O

Proof of Theorem[2.]. Here we assume as n — oo that I, = ©(1) (which implies nré =

©(logn) by Proposition and Lemma [4.1). Then by Lemma for some § > 0 we
have dT\/(S;N an) = 0(6_6nr;j‘).

By Proposition (when &, = K] — 1) or Proposition (when &, = R]) and
Markov’s inequality, for both those cases drv(&,,S)) < P&, # S, < E[&, — S)|] =
O((nrd)1=4), and therefore by Lemma and the triangle inequality, drv (&, Z1,) =
O((nrd)1=4) = O((logn)'~?) in those cases.

Now suppose &, is K,,—1 or R,,. By Proposition 5.5 (when &, = K,,—1) or Proposition
(when &, = R,,) and Markov’s inequality, for both those cases P[¢, # S,] < E[|¢, —
Sal] = O((nrd)*=4), and therefore it suffices to prove that drv(S,, Z7,) = O((nrd)=%).
By Lemma we have for some § > 0 that dpv(S., Z;,) = O(e™9"%), so it suffices to
prove that E[|S! — S,|] = O((nrd)t=9).

Recall that P, = {X1,..., Xz }. Let m = m(n) = [n**]. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the Chernoff bound from Lemma [3.4[(ii),

E[|S;, — SulH{|Zy —n| > m} < (E[max(Z,,n)’])"*(P[|Z, — n| > m])"/?
< (2n? + n) 2 exp(—Q(n'/?)). (5.23)

For i = 1,2,... write V; := Xz 4, and Y/ := X, ;. Then Y},Y5,... are v-distributed
random vectors, independent of each other and of P,. Observe that

1S, — Sul1{Z, <n < Zy +m) < 2(1{73 N B, (Y) = 2}

+ > YP.nB, () ={z}}).

2€PnN By, (Y:)
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Therefore using the Mecke formula followed by Fubini’s theorem we obtain that
B[S — Su|1{Z, <n < Z, +m}] <m/ V(Brn (2)) gy

+mn [ / e Dy (dy)u(da)
Brn x
< n VAL 4 (nfnax®r)n VAL, = O(n~ 4 (logn)). (5.24)
Also Y], Y,, ... are v-distributed random vectors, independent of each other and of X,,.
Then since (1 — v(B,, (z)))" ! < 2e7™(B=@) for all large enough n and all z € A,
E[|S!, — Su[1{n < Z, <n+m}] < ]E[Z (1{x.N B,,(v)) = 2}

i=1

- Y HANB.@) = {a})

2€XNBy,, (Y])

< m/ (1—v(B,, (x)))"v(dx) + mn/ /B (1 —v(B,, )" 'v(dy)v(d)
= O(( rn~ VALY = O(n~Y*logn).

Combined with (5.23)) and ([5.24)) this shows that E[|S’ —S,|] = O(n~"*logn) = O((nrd)'~9)
as required. O

Proof of Theorem [2.7. Assume the uniform case applies. We first show that for any v € R
we have:

e Vifd=2

5.25
cae 2 if d > 3. (5:25)

it 30, % =y then Jig i = {

The case d = 2 of (5.25) is obvious because p, = e~ in this case. Suppose d > 3. If
lim,, o0 7 = 7, then as n — oo the second term in the right hand side of (|1.4)) satisfies

- ~d,—nf ford - (2 —2/d)logn\-1+1/d _ n \-1+1/d
074, [0Ark e 0r g7, DA T ) o2 (k)gn>

= 0,1,0a(0/(2 = 2/d)) Ve = cqpe P,
and moreover the ratio between the two terms in the right hand side of (|1.4)) satisfies

ne*neforg

0 JOA el 2

— — _ d
= Og_1|0A| tnrd—tenblora/2

_ O((logn)( n )‘1+2/d) — o(1),

logn

and ((5.25)) follows.

Now suppose |v,| = O(1), which implies nr? = O(logn) as n — oco. By (5.25)
and a subsequence argument we have that p, = ©(1) as n — oo. Let &, be any of
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K, —-1,R,, K] —1 or R,. By a simple coupling argument for 0 < s < t we have
drv(Zs, Z;) <t —s. Hence by the triangle inequality

dTV(fny Zun) S dTV({na Zln) + |]n - ;un|

If d = 2 then by Proposition 4.7/ and (T.4) I, = p,(1 + O(nr2)~1/2); hence by Theorem

2.4
drv(én, Z,,) = O((logn) ™) + O((nr;)~1%) = O((log n)~1%).

2
If d = 3 then by Proposition and (1.4), I, = pn (1 + O(%) ); hence by Theorem

z d
dre(60: ) = Of(logm) ™) + O (Eg2))") = o (EER)’).

Thus we have part (a). In particular, for all d > 2 we have dTV(fn, .) — 0 so that if
Yn — 7y then by -Wehavefn—>Z — if d =2 and &, — 2 if d > 3, which
is part (b).

For part (c), now assume and (L.2). First suppose d = 2. By Proposition
n — oo we have I, = p,(1 + O(( ~1/2)) and (2.12) follows from (2.2)). Also by (2.3 .
from Theorem [2.1] and Proposition

[5"—1\] [?"<”—1>H el
Hn Hn
and hence

Suppose d > 3. By Proposition 4.8} as n — oo we have [,, = ,un(l + O((lognr))za.

dAe -/

7] =0t ),

nrd

Hence using we have - Also by (2.3 - from Theorem |2 n and Proposition

we have
[Z—lﬂ G =0 =] oG )

and hence ([2.15)). O

6 Asymptotics of variances

Throughout this section we make the same assumptions on d, A and f that were set out
at the start of Section [3| We also assume that and hold, i.e. that nrd — oo
and liminf(Z,) > 0 as n — 0.

We shall prove that if &, denotes any of K,, — 1, K/ — 1, R, or R/, then Var[¢,] is
asymptotic to I, (which was defined at (2.1])) as n — oo; in the case of Var[K,, — 1] and
Var[R,,] we require the extra condition d > 3.

Later we shall show that the number of non-singleton components has negligible vari-
ance compared to the number of singletons. This goal will be achieved by estimating
separately the variance for the number of non-singleton components of small (i.e., smaller
than 0r,), medium and large (i.e., larger than pr,) diameter, and showing that each of
these three variances is o(1,); the constants d, p will be chosen later.
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6.1 Variances for small components: Poisson input

Next we consider for G(P,,r,) the number of small non-singleton components K, , , and
the number of vertices in such components, R;, , , (as defined at ( (G-2)), for sultably small

(fixed) p

Proposition 6.1. There exists pg > 0 such that if 0 < p < py then as n — oo we have

max(Var[K]

n,0,pl»

, Var[RnOp]) = O((nrﬁ)l_d]n). (6.1)

We divide the proof of this proposition into a series of lemmas. Given p > 0 and given
n, for x,y € A define the events 7, := A, ,(x,P,) and T, = M, 0,(x, PY), where
Moz i (X) was defined at (3.14). Also, recalling the definition of .%,(z, X) at (5.1)), set
&y = TN Fo(x,PE) and &,y = Tpy N Fp(x, PPY). We begin with the following bound
based on the Mecke formula.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose p € (0,1). Then

VarlR, o, ~ElRo )<t [ [ P70 Tyt (62)
AﬂB4rn
VarlK}, ] = E[K)o ) <n [ [ o o FE NGy ). (63
Proof. By the Mecke formula, we have E[R] , | = n [, P[Z;]v(dx). Using this and the

multivariate Mecke formula we obtain that

E[Rl0,(Rio, = V] = ElRy 2 =02 [ [ (P12, 1 7,.] = PLZIPLZ; ) u(dy)v(da).

For ||y — z|| > 4r, > 2(1 + p)r,, we have P[.7, | = P[.Z,]P[.7,], and (6.2)) follows.

The proof of (6.3)) is identical, with K] , , replacing R, ,, and &,, replacing 7, ,

throughout. O

The rest of the proof of Proposition [6.1]is devoted to estimating the double integral at
(6.2). We deal separately with the integrals over pairs (z,y) satisfying (i) ||y — z|| > ry;
(ii) prn < |ly — x| < rp, and (iii) ||y — z| < pry,. Let §; be as in Lemma [3.1]

Lemma 6.3. Suppose 0 < p < min((fo01/(20 fmax))*%,1). Then as n — co we have
n [ ] o ooy FZeu N Tl (dy)de) = O exp(= (1 fo/3)mrs)). (64)

Proof. Since P[.7,, N T, ,|1{r, < ||y — z|| < 4r,} is symmetric in  and y it suffices to
prove the estimate for the integral restricted to (x,y) € A x A with x < y, i.e. y € A,.
For such (z,y), if 7, ,N 7, , occurs, then P,N(B,, (x)UB,, (v))\ (B, (x)UB,. (y)) = 2.
Hence
P72y N Tyal < exp(=nv|(By, () U B, (y)) \ (Bpr, (2) U By, ())])
(Y

< exp(—nv/(By, () = nv(By, (y) \ Br, (%)) + 218 fruax(p1n)")-

39



By Lemma [3.1] if ||z — y|| > 7, then v(B,, (y) \ B.,(z)) > 2fodird. Therefore if we take p
to be so small that 20 fuaxp? < fod1, the third (positive) term in the exponent is less than
half the second (negative) term. Hence P[Z,,,N.9, ] < e ™ Brm(@)=duforri Tt follows that

n2// P[T,, N T, v(dy)v(de) < nl,0 fuax(4r, defélfonmdl’
e one e o E1 7o N Tl (@) (de) < nlb fs(4r2)

and (6.4)) follows. O

Lemma 6.4. Let x,y € A with ||z —y|| € (prn,rn]. Then P[T,, N T ] =0.

Proof. The condition on ||z — y|| implies that y € C,, (z,PY) and diam(C,., (z, P¥)) > pry,
which negates the event .7, . O

Lemma 6.5. Suppose 0 < p < min((81fo/(0 fumax)) @V, 1). Then as n — oo we have
e P( Ty N Ty alv(dy)v(de) = O((nrd) L), (6.5)
A JANBpr, ()
Proof. Let z,y € A with ||z — y|| € (0, pry]. Then 7, , = 7, ,. Define event
Ney = {Pu((Br, (2) U By, (y)) \ Bjy—ay (2)) = 0}.
By assumption fumaxp? 10 < 61fo. If < y, using Lemma [3.1] yields

P[] < exp(—nv(B,, () = 2061 fory |y — @l + 7 fmaxlly — 2[|)
< exp(—nv/(B,, (x)) — nd for, " ly — =])). (6.6)

Similarly, if y < = then
P Aey] < exp(—nv(B,, (y)) — ndyfory ™" lz = ylI). (6.7)

Hence, recalling A, := {y € A : z < y} and using Fubini’s theorem we obtain that
2
n P, lv(dy)v(dx
Lo oy Bl o)
< nQ// e—nV(Brn(:v))—nélforfi’lIIy—wHV(dy)V(dx)
- A JANBy, (x)
1n? / / e~ Bra )= fort™ eyl 4V (dy)
A JAyNBory, (y)

<20, fons / oo fortull g,
BPTn (O)

= 21 frax Lo (nrd=H) 4 el gy = O((nrd)t=41,,). (6.8)

Bnpr,‘;ll (o)

Next, let z denote the furthest point from z in C,, (z, P%Y). If z = y then N, , occurs.
Thus if 7., \ N, occurs then z # y and hence z € P, with ||y — z| < ||z — z|| < pry,
and moreover P, N (B, (z) U B, (2)) \ Bj2—s|(x)) = @. That is,

{Tey \ ey} {32 € P By, (2) \ By (7) : Pu((Br,(2) U By, (2)) \ Bjz—y(2)) = 0}.
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Hence by Markov’s inequality, the Mecke formula and Fubini’s theorem,
2 P[Toy \ Naylv(dy)v(d
" /Amern(x) [ ’y\ ,y}’/( y)v(dx)
=" / / / eﬂw[(Br"(Z)UBM('Z))\an—zn Oy (dz)v(dy)v(de)
B

prn (2)\Bjly—a| (

<n? // —nV[(Brn(w)UBm())\BHz 2| (= (fmax9||2 z|| v (dz)v(dz).
B

P’rn

By the same estimates as at and (now with z instead of y), the last expression
is bounded by

B N (DR
T prn

+ ngfmaxe/ / Hx _ ZHd Brn(z)) n6lf0"‘271“:E*Z"y(dx)V(dz)
ANBpr,, (2

<2n?f2 0OI, e’”‘;lf”" Hll} 40| 4t
BP’"n (O)
= O(n2(nr~)1,) = O((rs 1),
Combining this with yields (/6.5]). O

Proof of Proposition[6.1. Applying Lemmas [6.3] [6.4] and [6.5] we obtain that provided p is

taken small enough, we have as n — oo that

W o o BTN Tty (dr) = O((nr) L), (6.9)
Hence by Lemma (6.2, we obtain that
(Var[R,, ] = E[R,, o))+ = O((nr)' I,). (6.10)

Also, by Lemma 5.6, provided p is small enough we have E[R/,, | = O((nrg)'~*I,). Com-
bining this Wlth (6.10) and using the nonnegativity of variance, we obtain the statement

about R, , , in (6.1)).

Since éaxvy C T,y we still have with 7, , replaced by &,,. We can then derive
the statement about K, , , by a similar argument; instead of Lemma we now use part
of the proof of Proposition [5.5]

6.2 Variances for small components: binomial input

Next we consider for G(&,,,r(n)) the number of small non-singleton components K, ,
and the number of vertices in such components, R, , (as defined at ), for suitably
small (fixed) p

While the asymptotic variance for small components in a Poisson sample was obtained
above by computing the first two moments and exploiting the spatial independence of the
Poisson process, we shall bound the variance for small components in a binomial sample
by a very different argument, namely, the Efron-Stein inequality from Lemma [3.5] This
does not work so well, in the sense that our bound does the job only in dimension d > 3.

41



Proposition 6.6 (Variance estimates for small non-singleton components: binomial in-
put). If d > 3 then there exists 05 > 0 such that if 0 < p < 5 then Var(K,,) =
O((nrd)?=4I,) as n — oo, and Var(R,o,) = O((nr)>~L,) as n — oco.

Proof. By the Efron-Stein inequality (3.7)),
Var[Ruo,] < n /A E[(Dy Rug,p(Xo1))2v(dz)

=1 [ El(D] Ruop(Xom)J0(da) + 1 | EID; Ruop(Xomr) P (de).

Similarly

Var(Ko,) < [ BIDS Koo (X)) Fv(de) +n [ (D Koo (Xoor)P(da)

Moreover for all finite ¥ C R? and z € R\ X we have D} K, ,(X) < Df R,.0,(X) and
D K, 0,(X) < D;R,0,(X). Therefore the result follows from the next two lemmas. [

Lemma 6.7. Let p be as in Lemmal5.60. Then as n — oo we have
1 [ D Ro (X ) Pli(de) = O((nrd) 1), (6.11)

Proof. Note D} Ry, ,(X,-1) is non-zero only if 0 < diam C,(z, X7 ;) < pr,, in which case
DI Ry 0,(X,—1) is either 1 (if #(X,—1 N By, (z)) > 1) or 2 (if #(X,,—1 N B, (z)) = 1).
Hence

n /A E[(D} Roop(Xo_1))2v(dz) < 4n /A P[0 < diam C,, (z, X% ,) < pro]v(dz)
= 4E[ Ry 0,0(X0)]
Then the result follows from Lemma [5.6] O

Lemma 6.8. Let 0, be as in Lemma|3. 1 and suppose 0 < p < min((8; fo/(2fmax®))/ @D, 1).
Then as n — oo, we have

n /A E[D; Ruop(Xo1)]v(dz) = O((nr)>~1,,). (6.12)

Proof. For x € A, observe that D R, ,(X,_1) is bounded above by N, ,, where Ny, de-
notes the number of vertices y € A),_1 such that ||y—z|| < 2r, and 0 < diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) <
pryn. Therefore

(D Ryop(Xn-1))? < Ny = Nig + Nip(Nig — 1). (6.13)

Let Ny, be the number of ordered pairs (y, z) of distinct points of X,,_1 N By, (x) such
that 0 < diam(C,, (y, X—1)) < pry, and y < u for all uw € C,, (v, X,—1) \ {y}, and z is the

point in C,, (z, X,—1) furthest from y. Let Nj, be the number of ordered triples (z,u,y)
of distinct points of X,_1 N By, (x) such that 0 < diam(C,, (z, X,,—1)) < pry,, and z < v
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for all v € C,, (2, X,—1) \ {z}, and wu is the point of C, (2, X,_) furthest from z, and y is
another point of C,, (z, X,_1).
Then Ny, < 2Ny, + N3 ,. For n large we have

BN < [ (B ) U B () \ Bl () () ()

AmBQTn (27) AyﬁBPTn (y)

Therefore using Fubini’s theorem we obtain that

n / E[Ny.]v(dz) < 2n° / ¢~ (Bra ) / e~ 01fonri ==yl v(da)v(dz)v(dy)
A A AymBPTn (y) BQT’FL (y)
< 9MHlg 2 p2pdp / o1 forr i ull 7y,
— max n n Rd
= O((nr$)?=1,). (6.14)

Next, we have that for n large

E[N,] < n® /

B2rn

1 —v[(B,,(2)UB,, (u))\ Bju_s(z))"*
(@) /B,wn( )nA /Bm_zmz)( (B, () (@) \ Biju—))(2)])
v(dy)v(du)v(dz)
< Bfar® [ [ sl st e o 32),
BQ'rn(m) Bprn(z)mAz

Then using Fubini’s theorem and a change of variable v = u — z we obtain that
n/AE[Ng,J]V(d:E) < 2d+102f§1axn4ri/Ae_"”(BT"(’Z))V(dz) /]Rd e‘élf(’"rg_lllq’”||v||ddv
= O(n?’r?‘fln(nrg_l)_w) = O((nrg)?’_QdIn). (6.15)
Combined with this shows that
n /A E[Ny.Jv(dx) = O((nrd)>1,). (6.16)

Next consider Ny ,(N;,—1), which equals the number of ordered pairs (y, z) of distinct
points of A,,_1 N By, (x) such that both C, (y,X,_1) and C, (z,X,_1) have Euclidean
diameter in the range (0, pr,,]. For such (y, z) we cannot have pr, < ||y — z|| < r,; we
distinguish between the cases where ||y — z|| < pr,, and where ||y — z|| > 7,.

Let Ny, be the number of ordered pairs (y, z) of distinct points of X,,_; N By, (x) such
that ||y — z|| < pr, and diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) < pra.

Let Ns, be the number of ordered quadruples (u,v,y, z) of distinct points of A,,_; N
By, (x) such that u < w for all w € C,. (u,X,_1), and v is the furthest point from u in
Cy, (u, X,—1) and y, z are two further points in C,, (u, X,—1) and diam(C,, (u, X,—1)) < pr,.
Then

Nyp < 2Ny p +4N3, + N5
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For n > 4 we have that

ENs ] <nt[ —f (Bl (1)))?
ANBay., () J AuNBpry, (1)

(1= v[(By, (u) U By, () \ Bjo—uy(uw)])"~*v(dv)v(du),
and hence by Fubini’s theorem, for n large

n / E[Ns v(dzx) < 62214 f3 ndrd / e Bm ) y(du) / de*foémrii*nwnHszddw
A A R

n

= O(n* L, (nr& 1734 = O((nrd)*=211,).

n

Combined with (6.14]) and (6.15)) this shows that

n /A E[Ny,]v(dz) = O((nrd)>~1,). (6.17)

Let Ng . be the number of ordered pairs (y, ) of distinct points of X,,_; N By, (x) such
that ||y — z|| > rn, y < z and both diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) and diam(C,, (z, X,—1)) lie in the
range (0, pr,]. Then Ny (N1, — 1) = Ny, + Ng, and

E[N..] < n? /

o o e o) (= VB ) U B GD (B () U B (1))

v(dz)v(dy).

By our choice of p we have 2 fa8p? < 81 fy. Then by Lemma for n large and y € A,
z € A, with ||z —y|| > 7y,

V[(Br,(y) U By, () \ (Bpr,, (y) U By, (2))] = v(By, () + 201 fory = 2fumaxt (pra)?

> v
> v(B,,(y)) + o fory.
Hence for n large,

E[Ng ] < 2n2/ e*m'(Brn(y))félfom‘ifmaxg(27071)dy(dy)7
AﬂBgrn (1’)

so by Fubini’s theorem, for n large

max

n/AIE[NG,x]V(dx) < glt2d g2 62n3rid/Ae’"”(BT"(y))"slfonrgu(dy)
= 0((nrg)26761fonrﬁ[n) — o(ef(élfo/mnr;{[n)_

Combined with (6.17)) this shows that
n/ E[Nl,x(NLx — 1)]V(dx) — O((n/r.z)Qden)
A

and combined with (6.16]) and (6.13)) this gives us (6.12)). O
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6.3 Variance estimates for medium components

We now consider the ‘medium-size’ component count, denoted K, ., or K, _ , (as defined
at (5.2))) with 0 < e < p < co. We also consider the number of vertices in medium-sized
components, denoted R, ., or R _ . We shall bound the variances of all four of these

quantities using Lemma [3.5] i.e. using the Poincaré or Efron-Stein inequality.

Proposition 6.9 (Variance estimates for medium-sized components). Let 0 < ¢ < 1 <
p < oo. Let &, stand for any of R, . ,, R, K., or K] Then there exists ¢ > 0

n,€,p’ n,€,p"

such that Var(€,) = O(e~“"1,) as n — cc.

Proof. Note that DTK,, . ,(X) < D™R,,. ,(X) and D™ K, ,(X) < D™ R,,. ,(X). Analo-
gously to the proof of Proposition [6.6] but using the Poincaré inequality instead of the

Efron-Stein inequality in the case of the results for R}, . 5 and K], _ ,, we can obtain the

result from the next two lemmas. OJ

Lemma 6.10. Let 0 < e <1 < p < 0. Then there exists c > 0 such that
n [ E(D; Rucy(X1)v(de) = O™ 41,); (6.18)
n /A E[(D; R ,(Py))*]v(dz) = O(e =" 1,). (6.19)

Proof. Observe that D R, . ,(X,_1) is bounded above by the number of vertices y €
X1 N By, (x) such that diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) € (er, pr,]. We denote this quantity by
N77:L,.

Let Ng, be the number of ordered pairs (y, z) of distinct points of &,,_1 N Bs,,, ()
such that diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) € (er,pry) and y < u for all u € C,, (y, X,—1) \ {y}. Then
N7y < 2Ng,

Fix 6 > 0 small, as in the proof of [12, Lemma 3.4], and discretize R into cubes of side
dr, as in that proof. Assume 40d*> < min(dy/0,1), where d, = d(¢,2p) is as in Lemma
of the present paper. Then

BN <ot [ [ S0 N A4)© By yag (O \ (001 4,)"w(de)u(dy),

where the sum is over a finite (and uniformly bounded) number of possible shapes o
that could arise as the union of those cubes in the discretization containing points of

o %/,si/:gi)e.mma , the continuity of f, and the bound (1 — u)? > 1 — du, we have for
n large that

v([(0 N Ay) @ Biy_yasyr, (0)] \ (0N Ay))
AB_yasye, (9) N A) +285(1 — Vd5)*r]
(y) NA) — (1= (1= Vdd)")ord + (3/2)8xre]
> (B, (y)) = 20f (y)N(B, (y) N A) + (5/4)(1 — 6) f(y) o,
> v(By, () = 20f (y)r;, + (9/8)d2f (v)r,
> v(B,,(y)) + da fory,

= (1=0)f(y
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and thus there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for n large
E[Ng,] < c’n2/ / e Bra W) =02f0mri (12 1 (dy). (6.20)
B3PT7L (x) B3P7‘n (7;)
Hence by Fubini’s theorem there is a constant ¢’ such that for n large
n/ E[Ns . Jv(dx) < c”n37"721d/ e Bru W) =02 fonriiy gy
A A
= O((nrﬁ)%"w‘)wgfn).

Next, let Ny, denote the number of ordered triples (y, z, u) of distinct points of &,,_;1 N
Bs,y, (z) such that diam(C,, (y, X,—1)) € (ern, prn] and y < v for allv € C,, (v, X,—1) \ {v}-
Then

N?,z(N7,x - 1) S 2N8,9c + N9,ac-

Using Lemma [3.2] again, we can find a new constant ¢ > 0 such that for n large

B[Noa] <n® [ S0 = (101 Ay) @ By, (0] \ (7.0 Ay)" ™ (v By, (1)) dy)

B3P’rn (CC) (e

< Cln3TT2Ld / 6_”V(Brn (y))—d2 fonrd V(dy),
o B3P'rn ($)

and hence by Fubini’s theorem there is a further new constant ¢’ such that
n/A]E[Ng’m]y(dx) < c”n4rf;d/Ae””’(Brn(y))"wom’fw(dy)
= O((nrd)Pe=%2fomrif ).
Combined with this shows that

n /A E[(D; Rne(Xnt) 0 (de) < 1 | N7, + Neo(Ne, = 1)]p(da)

= O((nry)’e P ),

and follows. The proof of is similar, using the Mecke formula. O]
Lemma 6.11. Let 0 < e <1 < p < oo. Then there exists ¢ > 0 such that

n [ ElD) Roep(Xor) P(da) = O( 1, (6.21)

n [ EID} Roep(P)2Iu(da) = O(e "41,); (6.22)

Proof. Let 65 and ¢ be as in the previous proof. If D} R, . ,(X,—1) > 0 then diam(C,, (z, X?_,)) €
(ern, prn). We discretise R? into cubes of side 67, as before. For each possible shape o
(i.e., a union of cubes of side dr,), let E,, be the event that ¢ is the shape induced by

C,(z,X* ), i.e. the union of those cubes in the discretization which contain at least one
point of C,, (z, X* ;). Given X, D C R¢ with X finite, let X (D) := #(X N D). Then

(D;gar,s,p(Xn—l))2 < Z 1Ex,<7(]‘ + Xn—l(U))27
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and hence

n [ (D} Rucp(Xaa)vde) S [ 3 (PlEuq) + 2Bl 1(0)1p,

o:x€o

+E[X,_1(0)*1p, ])v(dx). (6.23)

If E, , occurs there is a point y of X,,_1No with y < z for all z € &,,_1 N\ {y}, so using
Lemma (3.2 as in the preceding proof, we obtain for n large that

PE,o < (= 1) [ (1= u(((0 N Ay) ® By_yan,, 0]\ (701 4,)" 2(dy)

<om / e~ Bra ) =S2fonrid gy,
e
and hence by Fubini’s theorem there exist constants ¢, ¢ such that

n/A Y PIE, Jv(de) < 2n2/A > e Bra W) =02fonriiy (g (dac)

o:x€Eo o:x€a 9

A

oy€o 9

< C/nZTd/ efnu(Brn(y))f(SQfonrgy d
sdniry | (dy)

ogyeo
< "'t e 0o (6.24)

where for the third line we used the fact that A(c) is bounded by a constant times r¢,
and in the fourth line we used the fact that there are a bounded number of shapes o that
contain y and are consistent with the diameter condition.

Next, let Ni(o) denote the number of ordered pairs (y, z) of distinct points of &X;,,_1No

such that y < u for all points of X,,_y No \ {y}. Then &,,_1(0) <1+ Ny(o). Therefore
E[(Xn-1(0) = D1k, ] <E[Ni(0)1g, ]

Nes

<n(n—1) [ [1=v(l0NA) & By_yay,, )\ (0 N A)) " vldz)v(dy)

The z-integral is bounded by a constant times r¢, and by a similar application of Fubini’s
theorem to the one at (6.24) we obtain that

nf > Bl(Xa(0) = Vs, Jv(de) = O((nrd)?e2fomri ). (6.25)

Next, let No(o) denote the number of ordered triples (y, z,u) of distinct points of
X,—1No such that y < v for all v € X,,_1 No \ {y}.

Then provided X,,_1(¢) # 0, (X,_1(0) — 1)(X,—1(0) — 2) is the number of ordered
pairs of vertices of X,,_; No, other than the first one in the < order, and equals Ny(o). If
E. , occurs the &,,_;(0) # 0. Hence

E[(X,1(0) = D(X1(0) = 2)1p. ] = ENa(r, o)1
<n’ [ [ [ =wllenA,) @ By_yap,, )]\ (0.1 A,)" vldu)w(dz)v(dy).

47



2d

~¢,and by a similar application of

The (z,u)-integral is bounded by a constant times r
Fubini’s theorem to the one at (6.24)) we obtain that

n/A 3 E[(X (o) = 1)(Xr(0) — 21, ] = O((nrd)>Ie 02foms),

o.x€o

Combining this with (6.23]), (6.24) and (6.25]) we obtain (6.21]).
The proof of (6.22)) is similar, using the Mecke formula. O

6.4 Variance estimates for large components

Proposition 6.12 (Variance estimates for moderately large components). There ex-
ists p € (4,00) such that if &, stands for any of R, pogn)y2, R

;,p,(logn)% then Var(fn) = O(e_”rg[n) as n — oo.

/
n,p,(logn)?? Kn7p7(10gn)27 or

Proof. Analogously to Proposition [6.9] the result follows from the next two lemmas. [

Lemma 6.13. There exists py > 1 such that for any fixed p > py we have as n — oo that
n /A E[(D3 Rap tiogmyz (Xn1))2]v(dz) = O(e™ ™  1,); (6.26)
n /A E[(D¥ R togmy2(Pa))(dx) = O(e™"1,). (6.27)

Proof. Let p > 4. For y € X,_1, adding a point at = can only increase the diameter
of the component containing y. Therefore if adding a point at x causes y to be in a
component of diameter in the range (pr,, (logn)?r,] when it was not before, then y must
previously have been in a component of diameter at most pr,, and since also the added
point at z affects this component we must have |y — z|| < (p + 1)r, < 2pr,. Also
event A * (x,X,_1), defined at , must occur. Therefore defining N, :=

/4, (log n)?
#(Xn—l N BQprn (JI)), we have -D;Z_Rn,p,(logn)2 (Xn—1> < Nz]-%/*

n,p/4,(logn
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Lemma[3.8 and a standard moment estimate on the Binomial

distribution,
E[(D; R p.gogn2(Xn-1))*] < (BN (PLAL 14 1052 (€, K1) 2
= O(n*ry exp(—(Bp/8)nry)),

where 3 is as in Lemma 3.8 Choosing p so that 8p > 8(6f, + 3), and using Lemma [4.1]
we obtain that

J2 (@ Xn1) Hence by the

1 [ BUDI Ry ognys (K1) Pli(de) = Ofne™ @02y = (e, ),

as required for (6.26]). The proof of (6.27) is similar. O

Lemma 6.14. There exists py > 1 such that if p > py then as n — oo,

n /A E[(D; Ra p tiognyz (Xn1))2]v(dz) = O(e™ ™  1,); (6.28)

d

n /,4 E[(D; R togmy2(Pa))(dz) = O(e™"1,). (6.29)
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Proof. Let p > 1. For this proof, given n and given x € A let N, denote the num-
ber of vertices y € A,_1 N Bauogny2r, (x) such that C,, (y, Xn1) N By, (x) # @ and
diam C,, (y, Xn—1) € (pry, (logn)?ry,]. Then Dy R, , qogn)z (Xn—1) < Ny

We have that E[N,| < .J; , + Jo,, where we set

o= [, nBldiam(C, (3, X2)) € (pra, (o5 n)*ralJu(dy)

/ nPldiam(Cy, (y, X)) € (ly — [|/2, (log n)*ra]Jv(dy).
BQ(log n)2rn (m)\B3P7‘n ('7")

Let 3 be as in Lemma (3.8, By that result,
Jiz < nfmaxe(?)prn)d exp(—ﬁpnri). (6.30)
Also by Lemma [3.8]
ngn/ exp(—B(|ly — z||/2)nr® v (dy
e[ expl=A(ly =l 2 ()
< fos | exp(—B(|jull /2y du

RNB3,r, (0)

— o [ eIl (B~ /2) o
{v:llvll>3prn (B/2)nrii )

= (2/8)" frnax (nrd)'~ d/ etd0 " dt

ppnrd
< B fuep® e

where the constant ¢ depends only on d. Combined with ( - this shows that if we
take p > (0fy+3)/8 then for n large E[N,] < exp(—(0fy + 2)nr?) for all z € A, and then
using Lemma, [£.1] we obtain that

n /A E[N,]v(dz) = O(e"*1,). (6.31)

Next, observe that E[N, (N, —1)] < J3, + 2J4, where we set

= [ L nPlim (G (3, X25) € (pra, (ogn)r () (dy):
BPTn 3PTn
Jip = / / n?P[diam(C,, (y, X'%)) € (||ly — z||/2, (log n)*r,
4, B (N B o) 31y 10 [diam(C,., ( 3)) € (]l 1/2, (log ) ry]]
v(dz)v(dy).
By Lemma [3.§]
Jse < 02 (frmax®(3prn)h)2e 00 (6.32)
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Also by Lemma |3.8],

< 2 _ _ d—1 _d
T [ (=Bl — ol 2nri ) Fussbly — |)v(dy)

< 0’ frnat exp(—B(|lull/2)nry ") [[ul|*du

max
R\ Bzprp, (0)

272
=n max

—|v]l d 3 d-1 jgy~2d7
¢ v nry (%
/{1}'|’U|>3prn(6/2)n7,§ll—l} H ” ( / )

(2/6>2d iax( d)2—2d/ et d 24 dt
pPBnrd
S 06 fmaxp TLT' € pﬂnrn

where the constant ¢ depends only on d. Combined with - this shows that if we take
p > (0fy+ 3)/B then for n large E[N,(N, — 1)] < exp(—(0fy + 2)nr?) for all x € A, and
then using Lemma we obtain that

n /A E[N,(N, — D)]v(dz) = O(e™""*I,,).

Combined with ((6.31]) this shows that (6.28) holds. The proof of (6.29) is similar. O

6.5 Variance estimates: conclusion

Putting together the preceding estimates, we obtain the asymptotic variance for K/ and
(when d > 3) for K,:

Proposition 6.15. Assume that nr — oo and liminf(I,) > 0 as n — oo. Then

Var[K!] = I,(1 + O((nr®)=9/2)); (6.33)
if d >3 then Var[K,] = L,(1 + O((nr®)'=%/?)). (6.34)

Proof. Note K, = S} + K, , ., where S}, and K], _ , were defined at (4.3), (5.2).
Let p € (4 oo) be as in Proposmon E Let ,00 be as in Proposition E Let € = py.
Let Wy, := K], 10g ny2.00- Since [W, — 1| is bounded by Z, +1 (where Z, = #(P,)), the
Cauchy—SChwarz mequahty and Lemma [5.4] yield that

Var[IW,] = Var[W,, — 1] < E[(W, — 1)*] < <E[<Z + 1))V RW, £ 1)1
= O(e 2" T,). (6.35)

Then K:ZOOO = Ko+ Koo+ K ogny2 + Wa. By the estimate (u+v+w+x)?

4(u*+v? +w? 4+ x?) (a consequence of Jensen’s inequality), Propositions|[6.1} [6.9]and [6.12]

along with (6.35)),

Var[K;z ,0, oo] < 4(Var[Kn ,0, 6] + Var[Krlz € p] + Var[K;L,p,(logn)Q] + Var[Wn])
= O((nrH)=1,). (6.36)
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By Proposition , Var[S!] = I,(1+ e‘Q(mg)). Hence by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Cov(S), K} g0o) = O((nrd)1=D/2[) "and thus
Var(K)) = Var(S)) + Var(K]

)+ 2Cov(S), K, o) = In+ O((nri)(l_d)ﬂ]n),

n,0,00 ,0,00
which is (6.33]). The proof of (6.34)) is similar, but now using Proposition instead of
Proposition which accounts for the different power of nré in (6.34)). O

We can now also determine the asymptotic variance for R} and (if d > 3) for R,,.
Proposition 6.16. Under assumptions (4.1)) and (4.2), as n — oo we have

Var[R.] = I,(1 4+ O((nrd)1=9/2y). (6.37)
if d>3, Var[R,] = L(1+ O((nrd)*=42)). (6.38)

Proof. Let 0 < e < p with € < py and py as in Proposition [6.I] By Jensen’s inequality
and Propositions and

Var[R, o 1ogn)2] < 3(Var[R]

n,0,e

= O((nr®H)'=1,). (6.39)

|+ Var[R] _ ]+ Var[R;7p7(logn)z])

n,E,p

Since |R! — S! — R;%O’(logn)g\ < Z,, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Lemma ,

E[|R,, = S, = Royo o2’ < (EIZ2])'(PIR, # S, + R, o ogmy2])

= O(e™™2],).

logn)?

Then using (6.39)) and Jensen’s inequality again yields

Var[R'/n - ‘91/7,] < Q(Var[R; - S':z - R;L,O,(logn)Q] + Var[R;,O,(logn)z]) = O((nrg)l_d]n)'
(6.40)

By Proposition Var[S!] = I,(1 + e ). Using this along with and the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives us .

The proof of is similar. We use Proposition instead of Proposition and
Proposition [4.5] instead of Proposition [4.4] O

6.6 Proof of convergence in distribution results

Proof of Theorem[2.5. By Proposition we have Var[K!] = I,(1 + (nr®)0-9/2). By
Proposition we have Var[R!| = I,(1 + (nr?)1=9/2). Thus we have (2.8). If d > 3
then by Propositionwe have Var[K,,] = I,(1+O0(nrd)*=%2) and by Proposition
we have Var[R,] = I,,(1 + O((nr?)!=%/2)). Thus we have (2.10).

By (6.36) in the proof of Proposition if ¢ =K, —1, or in the proof of
Proposition [6.16] if £/, = R,

Varlg, — S, = O((nry,)' ~1,).
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Hence Var(I;'/2(¢, — S, — E[¢, — S.])) = O((nr?)'=%). Hence by Lemma [3.6]

d (1,'2(&, — B[E)]), N(0,1)) = O(dk (I, "/*(S), — I,,), N(0,1)) + (nr) =973,

n

and ([2.9) then follows by ([2.22)).

When d > 3 we prove (2.11]) similarly. In the binomial setting we get (nr?)?~¢ instead
of (nrd)'=?in (6.36)) or (6.40)), and therefore Var(I,'/?(¢,—S,—E[¢,—5,])) = O((nrd)?=9).
Therefore using Lemma and ([2.23) we have

d (I, (& — E[&]), N(0,1)) = O(dx (I, "* (S, — L), N(0,1)) + (nri)3=/%)
_ O(( )2 d)/3+] 1/2)

Using the fact that I, = I,,(1 + O(e~“™")) for some further constant ¢ by Lemma
and using Lemma again we obtain ([2.11)). []

Proof of Theorem[2.8 We assume (1.1]), (1.2)) and that v is uniform on A. For n > 1
define v, as at (1.2)) and set a, := —7,, so a, := (2 — 2/d)(logn — 1{d > 3} loglogn) —
ndforl. By (1.2)), a, — oo as n — oo. We claim I, — co. Indeed, if d = 2 then

— 2 —
ne "o = petnTlosn o,

so that I, — oo by Proposition [£.7 If instead d > 3 then

n logn

which tends to infinity because, by (1.2)), for n large we have nf ford < 2logn. Therefore
by Proposition [4.8 we have I,, — oo in this case too justifying our claim.
Suppose d = 2. By Proposition 4.7 E and as n — oo we have I, = pu,(1 +

O((nr2)~%/?)) and then (2.16)) follows from Also by Lemman [2-8) and (2.9).
/ / / / 1/3
(Bl ) < (2o ],N<o, 1>) + (Var((u - 1), - BIED))

frd
= O((nr2) 3 ¢ I~ 1/2)+O(<(in)1/2—1>2/3>

= O((nr2) ™3 + p, %), (6.41)

and hence

2
Now suppose d > 3. By Prop081t10n asn — oo we have I,, = u, <1+O<(log”§)> ))

nry
Hence using we have , and using we have .
Also using Lemma | we can obtain ([2.20) - from and - ) from (2.11)), in both
cases by similar steps to those used at - ) to derlve O]

52



References

[1] Bobrowski, O. and Krioukov, D. (2022) Random Simplicial Complexes: Models and
Phenomena. Higher-Order Systems, Eds F. Battiston and G. Petri, pp. 59-96. Underst.
Complex Syst. Springer, Cham.

[2] Boucheron, S., Lugosi, G. and Bousquet, O. (2004) Concentration Inequalities. Ma-
chine Learning 2003 (Eds. O. Bousquet et al.), LNAI 3176, pp. 208-240. Springer,
Berlin.

[3] Ganesan, G. (2013) Size of the giant component in a random geometric graph. Ann.
Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 49, 1130-1140.

[4] Higgs, F., Penrose, M. D. and Yang, X. (2024) Covering one point process with an-
other. arXiv.2401.03832

[5] Last, G. and Penrose, M. (2018) Lectures on the Poisson Process. Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, Cambridge.

[6] Meester, R. and Roy, R. (1996) Continuum Percolation. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge.

[7] Penrose, M. (2003) Random Geometric Graphs. Oxford University Press, Oxford.

[8] Penrose, M. D. (1999) A strong law for the longest edge of the minimal spanning tree.
Ann. Probab. 27, 246-260.

[9] Penrose, M. D. and Yukich, J. E. (2003) Weak laws of large numbers in geometric
probability. Ann. Appl. Probab. 13, 277-303.

[10] Penrose, M. D. (2023) Random Euclidean coverage from within. Probab. Theory
Related Fields 185, 7T47-814.

[11] Penrose, M. D. and Yang, X. (2024) Fluctuations of the connectivity threshold.
arXiv:2406.00647v3.

[12] Penrose, M. D. and Yang, X. (2023) On k-clusters of high-intensity random geometric
graphs. arXiv:2209.14758v3

23


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00647
http://arxiv.org/abs/2209.14758

	Introduction
	Statement of results
	Results for general f
	Results for the uniform case
	Overview of proofs

	Preliminaries
	Geometrical tools
	Probabilistic tools
	Percolation type estimates

	The number of isolated vertices
	Mean and variance of the number of isolated vertices
	Asymptotic distribution of the singleton count
	Asymptotics for In in the uniform case

	Proof of first-order asymptotics
	Asymptotics of means
	Proof of first order limit theorems

	Asymptotics of variances
	Variances for small components: Poisson input
	Variances for small components: binomial input
	Variance estimates for medium components
	Variance estimates for large components
	Variance estimates: conclusion
	Proof of convergence in distribution results


