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Abstract

A marked lattice is a d-dimensional Euclidean lattice, where each lattice point is
assigned a mark via a given random field on Z¢. We prove that, if the field is strongly
mixing with a faster-than-logarithmic rate, then for every given lattice and almost every
marking, large spheres become equidistributed in the space of marked lattices. A key
aspect of our study is that the space of marked lattices is not a homogeneous space,
but rather a non-trivial fiber bundle over such a space. As an application, we prove
that the free path length in a crystal with random defects has a limiting distribution
in the Boltzmann-Grad limit.

1 INTRODUCTION

Consider a Lie group G, a non-compact one-parameter subgroup ®* and a compact sub-
group K. Let A\ be a probability measure on K that is absolutely continuous with respect
to Haar measure on K. Given a measure-preserving action G x X — X, (g,z) — xg on a
probability space (X, .27, i), it is natural to ask under which conditions the “spherical” aver-
age P, defined by P,f := [, f(2ok®")dA(k) converges weakly to y, or any other probability
measure. In general the best one can hope for is convergence for u-almost all xq. Proofs
typically require an additional average over ®', and may be viewed as generalizations of the
classic Wiener ergodic theorem; see Nevo’s survey [21] and references therein. If the space
X is homogeneous, then the weak convergence of the spherical average P, can be proved
for all xg, with a complete classification of all limit measures, by means of measure rigidity
techniques that are based on Ratner’s measure classification theorem for subgroups gener-
ated by unipotent elements [22]. There is now a large body of literature on this topic, see
for instance [24, 8, 7, 16, 17, 19]. In some settings, spherical equidistribution may also be
deduced directly from the mixing property of ®® [10]. The first example of spherical equidis-
tribution in the non-homogeneous setting for all (and not just almost all) z is given in [9],
where the analogue of Ratner’s theorem is proved for the moduli space of branched covers
of Veech surfaces, which is a fiber bundle over a homogeneous space. A major advance in
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this direction is the recent work by Eskin and Mirzakhani [11] and Eskin, Mirzakhani and
Mohammadi [12], who prove a Ratner-like classification of measures in the moduli space of
flat surfaces that are invariant under the upper triangular subgroup of SL(2,R). This is used
to prove convergence of spherical averages in that moduli space, with an additional ¢ average
as above, which yields an averaged counting asymptotics for periodic trajectories in general
rational billiards.

The goal of the present study is to construct a natural example of a non-homogeneous
space (the space of marked Euclidean lattices), which is a fiber bundle over a homogeneous
space (the space of Euclidean lattices), and to prove spherical equidistribution for every
point in the base and almost every point in the fiber. Our findings complement a theorem
of Brettschneider [3, Theorem 4.7], who proves uniform convergence of Birkhoff averages for
fiber bundles with uniquely ergodic base under technical assumptions on the test function
and fiber transformation.

This paper is organized as follows. We introduce the space of lattices in Section 2, then
the space of marked lattices in Section 3, where the marking is produced by a random field
on Z¢. The main results of this study, limit theorems for spherical averages in the space of
marked lattices, are stated and proved in Section 4 and 5. The former deals with convergence
on average over the field, the latter with a fixed realization of the random field. Section 6
applies these results to the setting of defect lattices, where lattice points are either randomly
removed, or shifted from their equilibrium position. Section 7 explains how these findings can
be used to calculate the limit distribution for the free paths lengths in the Boltzmann-Grad
limit of a Lorentz gas for such scatterer configurations.
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2 SPHERICAL AVERAGES IN THE SPACE OF LATTICES

Let Gy = SL(d,R) and let 'y = SL(d,Z). We represent elements in R¢ as row vectors,
and define a natural action of Gy on R? by right matrix multiplication. The map

ToM — Z°M (2.1)

gives a one-to-one correspondence between the homogeneous space ['g\Go and the space of
Euclidean lattices in R? of covolume one. The Haar measure 1o on Gy is normalized, so that
it projects to a probability measure on I'g\G¢ which will also be denoted by py.

Let G = Gy x R? be the semidirect product with multiplication law

(M, &)(M', &) = (MM', €M’ + £ (2.2)

where &, & are viewed as row vectors. The group G is a bundle over G with fiber R?. The
subgroup I' = 'y x Z% is a lattice in G. The Haar measure on G is j = pig X Lebga. It induces
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a probability measure on I'\G which will also be denoted by u. The groups Gy and G act on
R? by linear and affine transformations, respectively, which are given by

R A Gy R A G (2.3)
(v,9) — vg (v, (M,€)) —»vM+ & =:v(M,¢E), (2.4)
and
7% ~ T 7' AT (2.5)
(v,9) = vg (v, (M,€)) = vM + € =v(M,E), (2.6)

where concatenation denotes matrix multiplication. We embed Gy <— G by M — (M, 0),
and identify Gy with its image under this embedding.
As in the linear case, the map
Ig+— Z% (2.7)

gives a one-to-one correspondence between the homogeneous space I'\G and the space of
affine Euclidean lattices in R? of covolume one.
We will need other subgroups of G in addition to Gy. For &€ € R?, put

G if £ € R%\ Q¢,
T\ (1,8G(1,6)7 ifgeQl,

The subgroup I'e = I' N G¢ is a lattice in G¢. We denote by pe be the Haar measure on G,
normalized so that a fundamental domain of the I's-action in G¢ has measure 1. We denote
the induced probability measure on I'¢\G¢ also by ue. When € ¢ Q7 we put I'e = I' and
pe = . Thus, when &€ € Q% pg can be identified with a singular measure on I'\G supported
on the closed subspace I'\I'G¢ >~ I'¢\G¢ of X. Define the translate

(2.8)

Xg = F\FGﬁ(]l,f), (29)

again a closed subspace of X, which we equip with the subspace topology. Note that X, =
I\I'(1,€&)Go. The measure fig on X defined as the translate of s,

figA = pe(A(L,€)7) (2.10)

for any Borel set A C X¢. Fort € R and w € U C R, with U open and bounded, define
the matrices

e—(d=1)t 0 0 u
Pt = < of ld_1€t) , R(u) = exp <—uT ILd—lO) . (2.11)

The map U — S¢, u + e, R(u)~!, where e, is the first standard basis vector, is a diffeo-
morphism onto its image if U is sufficiently small; cf. Remark 5.5 in [17]. More generally, we
can take any smooth map E: U — SO(d) such that

E:U—EU)cCS"  u— e E(u)!, (2.12)
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is invertible and the inverse is uniformly Lipschitz. We will furthermore assume in the
following that the closure of E(U) is contained in the hemisphere {v € S¢™* : e, - v > 0},
and that Leb(U) = 0.

For a given absolutely continuous probability measure A on U, t > 0 and € € RY, M € G,,
let P, = Pt(’\’M’g) be the Borel probability measure on X, defined by

nf= [ fan= [ 10@OME@PN) (213)

ueclU
for any bounded continuous f: X¢ — R. Note that the restriction to maps E: U — SO(d) is
purely for technical convenience. There is no loss of generality, since M is arbitrary and the

maps U — S¢ w +— e; E(u)"' M~ cover the sphere for finitely many choices of M € SO(d);
cf. [17].

Theorem 2.1 ([17, Sec. 5]). Fort — oo,
P = Jie. (2.14)

Recall the above weak convergence means that for every bounded continuous f: X — R,
limy oo P f = ﬁ{f

We will now show how the space of lattices can be viewed as a subspace of the space of
point processes in R?. The extension of this to marked point processes will be a key element
in this paper.

Let M(RR?) be the space of locally finite Borel measures on R”, equipped with the vague
topology. The vague topology is the smallest topology such that the function

FMRYH SR, peuf (2.15)

is continuous for every f € C.(R?) (the space of continuous functions RY — R with compact
support). The space M(R?) is Polish in this topology [13, Theorem A 2.3]. We embed the
space of affine lattices in M(R?Y) by the map

X o MERY, e Y4, (2.16)
yEZx

For technical reasons (which will become clear in Corollary 2.4) we will need to treat the
space of lattices X slightly differently; define

: Xo — M(R?), T Z dy- (2.17)
yeZez\{0}
Proposition 2.2. The maps ¢ and 1y are topological embeddings.

Proof. To establish the continuity of ¢, we need to show that, for every f € C.(R?), z; — =
in X implies ¢(z;)f — t(x)f. By the I'-equivariance of ¢, it is sufficient to show that g; — ¢

in G implies
o fw = > f) (2.18)

yeZdg; yE€Zig



Let A be the compact support of f. Since g; — g, the closure of A’ = Uj(Agj_l) is compact.
Hence Z¢ N A’ is finite. For a € Z?\ A’ we have f(ag;) = f(ag) = 0, and for the finitely
many a € Z N A" we have f(ag;) — f(ag).

The map ¢ is injective, since the lattice Zx uniquely determines z € I'\G. Let i: X —
L(X), z + 1(x). To establish the continuity of i~*, we need to show that ¢(x;)f — v(z)f for
every f € C.(R?) implies z; — = in X. Fix g = (M,€) € I'z. Then e, M, ..., e, M forms
a basis of ZYM, where e, are the standards basis vectors of Z%. Set ey = 0 and define for
k=0,1,...,n,

1 if ly — exgll < 3
fro() =2 3ly —ewgll if3<|y—ergll <9 (2.19)
0 if ly — exgl| = 6.

Note that fi s € C.(R?). By the discreteness of Z4g, there is §, > 0 such that for all § € (0, &),
all k=0,1,....n,

W) feo =Y Fro(y) = frolerg) = 1. (2.20)

y€Zdg

Since by assumption ¢(z;) frs — ¢(z) frs = 1, given 6 > 0, there is j, € N such that for every
j = jo and for every k, there is at least one element in Z%z; within distance § to egg. Call

this element y,(fj ). Then

()

Yy, —ewg=eM+E& forevery k=0,1,...,d, (2.21)
and therefore ' .
y](j) —y) > erg—eqg = €M forevery k=1,...,d. (2.22)
Because of this and the fact that the lattices Z%z; — y(()j ) and Zdx — & both have covolume
one, the vectors 'yg]) - y(()]), oy - yé]) form a basis of Z%z; — y(()]) (for all sufficiently large
j). Then
vyt —yy’ |
M; = : €Go, &=y (2.23)
v —yf’
Now (2.21) implies g; = (M}, §;) — g = (M, §) and thus x; — 2.
The proof for g is almost identical. O

Every random element ¢ in X defines a point process © = ¢(¢) in M(R?). Let ¢; be the
random element distributed according to P;, and ¢ according to fig, with € ¢ Z?. Theorem 2.1

can then be rephrased as (; BN (. In view of Proposition 2.2 and the continuous mapping
theorem [13, Theorem 4.27], this is equivalent to the following convergence in distribution for
the point processes ©; = ¢(¢;) and © = ¢(¢) in the case &€ ¢ Z, g, = 19(¢;) and Oy = 14(¢)
for & € Z¢. To simplify notation we suppress the dependence on &; © depends on the choice
of £ € R\ Z°%.



Theorem 2.3. Fort — oo,
0, % O (£¢7ZY), Oy, - O, (£ezY). (2.24)

We now turn to the finite-dimensional distribution of the above point processes, cf. [17,
Sec. 5].

Corollary 2.4. Letn € N and Ay, ..., A, C R? bounded Borel sets with Leb(4,;) = 0 for all
1. Then, fort — oo,

(OuAL,...,0:4,) —5 (OA,...,04,) (&¢ 2%, (2.25)
(Oo4d1,...,00:An) -5 (OpAy,...,004,) (& €7 (2.26)

In view of [13, Theorem 16.16], the main ingredient in the derivation of Corollary 2.4
from Theorem 2.3 is to show that Leb(A;) = 0 implies that ©A; = 0 almost surely, and
©pA,; = 0 almost surely. This follows from Siegel’s integral formula [25, 26], which says
that EQyB = Leb(B), EOB = Leb(B) for every B € %(R?) (note that this identity is
straightforward for & ¢ Q¢, since it follows directly from the translation invariance of ©).
Note that ©A; = 0 fails for & € Z? if 0 € A,. This is the reason for removing 0 in the
definition (2.17) of 1. But Siegel’s formula implies Leb(A;) = 0 if and only if ©pA, = 0
(resp. ©A, = 0) almost surely. Therefore the statement of Corollary 2.4 is in fact equivalent
to Theorem 2.3 via [13, Theorem 16.16]. We will exploit the analogue in the treatment of
marked lattices.

The following lemmas will be useful below.

Lemma 2.5. For A € Z(R%),
P(OA>1)<LebA (£¢7Z%, P(OyA>1)<LebA. (2.27)

Proof. This follows from Chebyshev’s inequality followed by Siegel’s formula. O

Lemma 2.6. For A € Z(R?) and L € Z,,

(L+L)™ " (£¢QY),
POA> L) <ae {(1 LD (EeQi\Z9), (2.28)
and
P(©oA > L) <4 (14 L) (2.29)
Proof. See [15, Theorems 4.3, 4.5]. O



3 MARKED LATTICES AND MARKED POINT PROCESSES

We will now extend the discussion in the previous section to the space of marked lattices,
which is defined as a certain fiber bundle over the space of lattices. The key point is now to
identify this space with a marked point process.

Each map w: Z? — Y, where Y is the set of marks, produces a marking of the affine
lattice Z?g with g € G: the point y € Z%g has mark w(yg™'). A Y-marked affine lattice is
thus the point set

{(mg,w(m)) | m € Z%) (3.1)

in RY x Y, and can be parametrized by the pair (g,w) € G x Q, where Q = {w: Z? — Y} is
the set of all possible markings. Note that, for v € T, the point y = m~yg € Z%g has mark

w(yg™) = w(my) = w,(y(vg9) ™), (3.2)

where w,(m) := w(my). Hence (g,w) and (vg,w,) yield the same marked affine lattice. This
motivates the definition of the left action of I' on G x Q by v(g,w) := (79, w,). We define a
right action of G on G x Q by (g,w)g’ := (9¢’,w). In analogy with the homogeneous space
setting we define

X =T\(G xQ) (3.3)
and
Xe :=T\I'(Ge x Q)(1,€). (3.4)
For the case &€ € Z¢, we have
Xe =I\I'((1,8)Go x Q) =I\I['(Gy x (1, =€) =I'\I'(Gy x Q) = Xp. (3.5)

which in turn can be identified with the space I'g\(Gp x Q) via the map I'((M,0),w) —
[o(M,w). Note that the point I'((1,£)M,w) = I'(M,w,—¢)) is mapped to I'o(M,wa —¢))
under this identification.

Lemma 3.1. The map
[(g,w) = {(mg,w(m)) | m € Z%} (3.6)

yields a one-to-one correspondence between X and Y -marked affine lattices of covolume one.

Proof. For (g,w) and (¢, w’) to yield the same marked lattice, it is necessary that Zlg = Z4g'.
Hence ¢’ = g for some v € I'. But this implies w’ = w, and hence (¢’,w’) = v(g,w). O

We now extend the above correspondences to the topological setting. Let Y be a topo-
logical space, and endow the space of all markings €2 = YVZ with the product topology.
Define the topology of G' x € by the product topology, and on X, X¢ by the quotient and
subspace topology, respectively. If Y is locally compact second countable Hausdorff (lescH),
then R? x Y is lescH. Consider the measurable space (Y, Z(Y)) with Borel o-algebra #(Y),
and define M(R? x Y') as the space of o-finite Borel measures on R? x Y equipped with the
vague topology. Under these assumptions, M(R? x V) is Polish [13, Theorem A 2.3].



Set
o X 5 MR XY),  T(g.w) = > dyuwe) (3.7)
yeZlg

and

AR XO — M(Y) X M(Rd X Y), F(g,w) — <5w(0g1)7 Z 5(y,w(ygl))) . (38)

y€Zig\{0}

These maps are well-defined and injective by Lemma 3.1. Note that s maps the point
P((1,&)M,w) =T(M,wa,—¢) with € € Z4, M € Gy to

(%(—s)a > 5(mM,w<m—s>) : (3.9)

mezd\ {0}
Proposition 3.2. The maps » and »y are topological embeddings.

Proof. To prove continuity of s, we need to show that (g;,w;) — (¢9,w) in G x © implies

> fywilyg ) = > flywlyg™)) (3.10)

yEngj y€EZdg

for every f € C.(R? x Y). As in the proof of Proposition 2.2, the compact support of f
reduces the problem to showing that f(ag;,w;(a)) — f(ag,w(a)) for finitely many a € Z°.
The latter follows from the continuity of f.

Let 521 X — »#(X), x — 3(z). To establish the continuity of 7!, we need to show that
s(z;)f — »(x)f for every f € C.(R? x V) implies z; — x in X. We already know from
Proposition 2.2 that g; — g. Fix m € Z¢, and define for g € G, h € C.(Y),

h(t) if |y — mg| < $
frs(y,t) =4 23y —mgl)h(t) if § < |ly —myg| <o (3.11)
0 if ly — myg|| > 6.

Note that f, 5 € C.(R? x Y). By the discreteness of Zdg, there is §y > 0 such that for all
d € (0, o),

(@) fas = Y frs(y,w(yg™)) = fas(mg,w(m)) = h(w(m)). (3.12)
yELig
Since g; — g, for given § > 0, there is jo € N such that for all j > jo,
(@) fos = > Fus(.wi(yg; ")) = fus(mg;, wi(m)) = h(w;(m)). (3.13)
yELlg;
Now s(z;)f — (z)f for every f € C.(R?xY') implies h(wj(m)) — h(w(m)) for every fixed
he C.(Y) and m € Z%. That is, &, (m) — du(m) in M(Y). Any open set B containing w(rm)
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satisfies O,m)B = 1 and Oym)0B = 0. Thus d,, (m)B — 1 for any open set B containing
w(m) [13, Theorem A 2.3], and therefore wj(m) w(m). This implies w; — w in the
product topology of €.

The proof for s is similar to the above, with the following modifications. Eq. (3.10) is
replaced by

(A0s ) X Awews) > (Abos) X Aeur)

y€Zig;\{0} yeZig\{0}

(3.14)

for every (f1, f2) € Co(Y) x C.(R? x Y'), which is seen to hold as in the argument for .
Let 32: X — (X)), 2 — sp(z). To establish continuity of 3!, it is enough to show
that

[%Q(I’j)(fl, fg) — %()(ZL’)(fl, fg), for all (fl, fg) - CC(Y) X CC(R2 X Y)] = [ZL’j — [L’] (315)

We know from Proposition 2.2 that g; — ¢, and need to show that w; — w. For any
m € Z%\ {0}, define fy,, s as in (3.11). It follows from discreteness of Z%g that there is 5y > 0
such that for all § € (0, oy,

(), Frpg) = (hl<o>, S fh2,5<y,w<yg—1>>) (3.16)
yeZig\{0}

= (1 (w(0)), fs(mg,w(m))) (3.17)

= ((w(0)), ha(w(m))). (3.18)

Since g; — g, we have

500(75) (P, fhos) = (hi(w;(0)), ha(wj(m))) (3.19)

for all 7 > jo. Thus, we have

(71(w;(0)), ha(wj(m))) = (71 (w(0)), ha(w(m))) (3.20)

for all bounded continuous functions hy, hy and m € Z¢\ {0}, inasmuch as (0w;(0)» 0w;(m)) —
(600 Ou(my) In M(Y) x M(R? x Y) for each m € Z? \ {0}. This implies that w; — w in
the product topology on 2, as needed.

[

To define probability measures on the space &g of affine marked lattices, let us fix a
random field n : Z? — Y, m ~ n(m) defined by the probability measure v on the measurable
space (€, 2) (where 2 = 2(Q) is the Borel o-algebra on Q = YZ* with respect to the product
topology) via

P(n(my) € Ay, ... ,n(my) € Ay) =v{w € Q |w(my) € Ay,...,w(my) € A} (3.21)
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for all Ay,..., Ay € B(Y). In other words, 7 is a random element in €2 distributed according
to v.
We define the mizing coefficient of order k of the random field n by

Ui(s) = sup {Op(ma, ..., myp)|mq, ... ,my € 27, ||m; — my| > s if i # j}, (3.22)
where || - || is the Euclidean norm, and
Ie(my,...,my) = sup ‘ P(n(my) € Ay, ...,n(my) € Ay)

—P(n(my) € Ay)---P(n(my) € Ay)|. (3.23)

We say n is mixing of order k if
lim Jx(s) =0, (3.24)

S—00
and mizing of all orders if it is mixing of order k£ for all £ € N. Note that mixing of order
two need not imply mixing of order three; cf. Ledrappier’s “three dots” example [14, 6].
Given &€ € R? and a probability measure p on Y, we also define

fe(s) = sup s |P(y(m) € A) — p(4)|. (3.25)

Im+€][>s AcA(Y)

If limg_o Bo(s) = 0, we say n has asymptotic distribution p. The presence of € in (3.25) is
purely for notational convenience further on.

The above mixing conditions will be sufficient for the results in Section 4. We will need
the following stronger variant for our main results in Section 5.

Given a non-empty subset J C Z? and a map a : J — Y, we define the cylinder set

Qy={w e Q|w(m)=a(m)VYm e J}. (3.26)

The subalgebra generated by all cylinder sets 2, for a given J is denoted by %;. The
separation of two non-empty subsets .J;, Jo, C Z% is defined as

sep(J1, J2) = min {|lm; — mo|| : my € Ji, My € o} (3.27)

We define the strong-mizing coefficient of the random field n by

a(s) = sup {oz(Jl, Jg)‘Jl, Jo C Z% non-empty, sep(Jy, Jo) > s}, (3.28)
where
a(Jy, Jy) = sup {}V(Al N Ag) — I/(Al)y(A2)‘ c AL € By, As € %’JQ}. (3.29)
We say n is strongly mizing if
sli_)rgo a(s) = 0. (3.30)
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Note that, in the case of singleton sets, we have

a({mi},{ms}) = J2(m, my). (3.31)

Thus strong mixing implies mixing of order two. In fact, strong mixing implies mixing of
any order. This follows from the following observation. For k& > 2, put

ag(s) := sup {ozk(Jl, ce Jk)‘Jl, ..., Jx C Z non-empty, sep(.J;, J; ;) = s for i # j} (3.32)

where

ar(J1, ..., Jx) == sup {

k
I/(Al ﬁ---ﬂAk) — HV(AZ')

LA € @JZ}. (3.33)

Lemma 3.3. If a(s) = 0 then ag(s) — 0 and 9x(s) — 0 for all k > 2.
Proof. Note that ax(s) — 0 implies Jx(s) — 0, since
ak({ml}a-"a{mk}) :ﬁk(mlw"amk)' (334)

We will show that ayg(s) — 0 implies agy1(s) — 0. The claim then follows by induction on
k. We have B, C #; for J:= JyU---U J; and therefore

A::A1ﬂ~-~ﬂAk€%J. (335)

This in turn implies

k+1

1 (J1s s Jrgr) :SUP{ (AN Agta) HV

LA € ,%Z} (3.36)

< sup { V(AN Apy1) — v(A)v(Agsr)
k1

+ sup { v(Agsi1) — H v(A

The first term equals a(J, Jx11), and the second satisfies

sup {

A€ :@J, Ak—i—l € %J,Hl} (337)

LA € %L}. (3.38)

k+1

Ak+1 H V(A

Az € %JZ}

C A€ %JZ} = Oék(Jl, cey Jk), (339)

because v(Ag11) < 1. Therefore ay41(s) < au(s) +a(s), which yields the desired conclusion.
U
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An important example of a (strongly) mixing random field is the case when 7 is a field
of i.i.d. random elements with law p, and thus «a(s) = 0 for all s. In this case we write
v = v,. Note that v, is invariant under the I'-action on €. Given such v,, consider the
product measure pg X v, on Gg x Q. We denote the push-forward of this measure (restricted
to a fundamental domain for the I™-action) under the projection map

G§ x Q= X§> (g,w) — F(g,W)(]l, E) (340)

by fig . Recall pg is normalized so that it projects to a probability measure on X, which
implies fi¢ , is a probability measure. Note that g , is well defined thanks to the I'-invariance
of v,,.

A random element ¢ in X defines a point process = = 3(¢) in M(R? x Y). The Siegel
formula for the space of lattices yields:

Lemma 3.4. Let £ ¢ Z¢. For D € B(R? x Y),
EZD = (Leb xp)D. (3.41)

Proof. Tt suffices to consider D = A x B with A € #(R?) and B € %(Y). Since the n(m) are
independent with law p, we have ZD = ©(A)p(B). The expectationis EEZD = E(OA)p(B) =
Leb(A)p(B) by Siegel’s formula. O

A further special case is when {n(m),m € Z} is a collection of independent random
variables with 7(0) distributed according to py and n(m) distributed according to p when
m # 0. In this case we write v = v, ,. Note that v, , is now invariant under the I'y-action
on 2. Given such v, ,, consider the product measure 9 x v,,, on Gy x 2. We denote the
push-forward of this measure (restricted to a fundamental domain for the I'g-action) under
the projection map

Go x Q — Xp, (9,w) — I'(g,w) (3.42)

by [10,p0,p- Since fo is normalized so that it projects to a probability measure on Xy, also
[lo,p0,p 1S a probability measure. Here fig,,, is well defined because of the I';-invariance
of v, ,. A random element ¢ in Xy defines a random product measure (¢, =) = »#(¢) in
M(Y) x M(R? x Y), where ¢ is a point mass and Z a point process.

Lemma 3.5. For D € (Y xR xY),
E(p,Z0)D = (po x Leb xp)D. (3.43)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to consider D = By x A x B with A € #(R?) and By, B € Z(Y).
Since the n(m), n(0) are independent with law p and p, respectively, we have =D =
po(Bo)O0(A)p(B). The expectation is EZED = po(By) E(©9A)p(B), and the claim follows
from Siegel’s formula E ©yA = Leb A. O
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4 SPHERICAL AVERAGES IN THE SPACE OF MARKED LATTICES:
CONVERGENCE ON AVERAGE

Let t € R, M € Gy, € € R4, w e Q, U C R a bounded set with measure zero
boundary (as in Section 2), A an absolutely continuous Borel probability measure on U, and

v a probability measure on () defined by the random field 7.
We define the Borel probability measures P¥ = P&M“Y and Q, = QY on X by

Pef = [ A0 OME@, w)Adu), (@)
Quf = / / SO, &) ME(u)®!, ') Adu)di (), (4.2)
weQuelU

for bounded continuous functions f : Xz — R. The principal result of this paper is that P
converges weakly to g, (if € ¢ Z%) or [ig p,, (if € € Z%) for v-almost every w (Theorem 5.1).
We will first prove this fact for the averaged Q).

Theorem 4.1. Assume the random field n is mixing of all orders with asymptotic distribution

p. Then, fort — oo,
w, Jle, (§¢2Z7)
< {ﬁO,po,p (5 S Zd)a (4‘3)

where pg is the law of n(—&).

Let ¢; be the random element distributed according to ), and ¢ according to jig ,. The-

orem 4.1 (¢ ¢ Z9) can then be rephrased as (; N (. Similarly, for & € Z?, let ¢, be the
random element distributed according to @, and ¢ according to fig ,, ,- Theorem 4.1 (£ € Z<)

can then be expressed as well as (; 4 (. In view of Proposition 2.2 and the continuous
mapping theorem [13, Theorem 4.27], this is equivalent to the following convergence in dis-
tribution for the random measures =; = »((;) and = = () (&€ ¢ Z%), (¢1,Z0.) = #0((;) and

(10, Z0) = 50(C) (€ € Z).

Theorem 4.2. Assume 1 is mizing of all orders with asymptotic distribution p. Then, for
t — 00,

2, L 2 (647, (vnS0) -5 (9,50) (E€ZY). (4.4)

Theorem 4.2 (and hence Theorem 4.1) follows from the convergence of finite-dimensional
distributions by [13, Theorem 16.16] stated in the following propositions.

Proposition 4.3. Let &€ ¢ 7%, and assume n is mizing of all orders with asymptotic distri-
bution p. Letn €N, Dy,..., D, € B[R x Y) bounded with 2D, = 0 almost surely for all i.

Then, fort — oo,

(5D, ...,5:D,) -5 (EDy,...,ED,). (4.5)
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Proposition 4.4. Let & € Z%, and assume 1 is mizing of all orders with asymptotic distri-
bution p. Letn € N, Dy,..., D, € B(R? x Y) bounded with ZgD, = 0 almost surely for all
i, and By € B(Y') with ¢ By =0 almost surely. Then, fort — oo,

— —_ d —_ —_
(QOtBQ, ‘:‘O,tDla B ‘:‘O,tDn) — (QOB(), ‘:‘ODla R ‘:‘ODn) (46)

Proof of Proposition 4.3. 1t is sufficient to consider test sets of the form D; = A; x B; with
A; € B(RY) bounded and B; € ZB(Y) such that Z(4; x B;) = 0 almost surely. In view of
Lemma 3.4 the latter is equivalent to (Leb xp)(4; X B;) = 0. We also assume without loss
of generality that A; are pairwise disjoint. '

Corollary 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and the Chebyshev inequality imply that for every bounded
Dy = Ay X By we have

limsupP(Z,Dy > 1) < limsupP(0;4p > 1) < P(O4; < 1) < Leb 4. (4.7)

t—00 t—o0
Hence sets Dy = Ay x By where the closure of Ag has small Lebesgue measure have small
probability, and we can thus remove such sets from the D;. This explains why, without loss

of generality, we may assume from now on that the A; are convex and that the hyperplane
{z1 = 0} does not intersect the closure A of A := U}, A;. Set

»Ct,'u, = Zd(]l’f)ME(’u,)(I)t’ (48)
and write ¢ = m(1,§)ME(u)®' € L;,, with m € Z% uniquely determined by q. Writing
e; = (1,0,...,0) for the first standard basis vector in R, we have

qg-es=m(1,EME(u)® -e, =e " V(m+ &) ME(u) - e (4.9)

and hence for some constants c¢y; > 0, ¢4 > 0 (depending only on M resp. A and M)
Hm + &l = CMH(m +&M| > cMe(d_l)t‘q . el‘ > cAMe(d_l)t, (4.10)

uniformly for all g € A, t > 0.
For a small parameter € > 0 to be chosen later write U = U\" U US?, where

Ul(a) ={ueclU:3q, #q, € AN Ly st (g —qy) - €1] <e} (4.11)

and U2(E) =U\ Ul(a). The set Uz(a) comprises directions corresponding to lattice points m € Z4
that are el V’-separated. That is, for ¢, = m,(1,&)ME(u)®* and g, = my(1, €)M E(u)d!
with u € Uz(a), we have

(@, — q,) - e1 = (my — my) ME(uw)®! - e; = eV (m; —my)ME(u) - e; (4.12)
and hence

Hml — m2|| 2 CMH(ml — mg)MH 2 CMe(d_l)t‘(ql — q2) : 61‘ 2 cMee(d_l)t. (413)
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We will use the higher-order mixing property to show that markings at such points become
independent. The set Ul(e) includes directions in which there are some lattice points that are
close. We will show that the measure of such directions tends to zero as ¢ — 0.

For non-negative integers rq,...,7r,,

P (S,(A; x B;) =1, Vi) =P (Et(AZ- X B)) =1 Vi | u € U§E>) +0 ()\(Uf))) L (4.14)
We deal with the first term by writing

P (Et(Az X Bz) =T Vi | u < UQ(E))
~-3p (Et(AZ- ¥ B)) =ri, Ef(Ax Y) =L Vi |u e Uéa)) . (4.15)

ll ----- l7L20

Split the summation into terms with max; [; < L and max; [; > L for some large L. For the
latter,

Sop (Et(A,. % B) =15, Sy(A; x Y) = L, Vi | u € U2(E)> (4.16)
e
< ) P(E(A xY) =1; Vi) (4.17)
l1,..., =0
max; l;>L
<P (E(AXY)>L) =P (6,(A) > L), (4.18)

and by Corollary 2.4 there is to(L, A) such that for all ¢ > ¢,(L, A),
P(04(A4) > L) <1.01 xP(O(A) > L) = O((1+ L)%, (4.19)

where the last bound follows from Lemma 2.6. We conclude that, for all L > 1,

limsup > P (Et(A,. X B)) =ri, E(A; x Y) =L Vi |u € U;)) = O((1+ L)™%). (4.20)
t—o0
max (21

Let us now turn to the remaining term

S (Et(Ai X B)) =15, So(A; x Y) = L Vi | u e U2(‘5>> . (4.21)
0<ly,..ln<L

The only terms which contribute are those with [; > r;. We have

P (Et@‘h X By) =i, S(AixY) =1 Vi|u€ UQ@)
1 .

— W / P(#{m c Ji : n(m) c Bi} =T Vi | u) ]l{#h:ll} e ]l{#Jn:ln}d)\(’U:), (4.22)
2

U
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where J; = L, N A;. By the choice of Uz(e), all contributing lattice points are cpreel@1-
separated, and so, by mixing of all orders,

“T1( X (T Ewim e s« ] 20m) ¢ 2)))

mesS m¢S
+ OL (’19”[, (CMEQ(d_l)t)) s (423)

where the sum is over all subsets S of J; of cardinality r;. There are (il) such subsets.

Again by the choice of UQ(E), all contributing lattice points are furthermore at distance at
least c4 eV from €. Since 1 has the asymptotic distribution p, we therefore have

n

P(#{m e J;:n(m )eB}_rle‘u:H )i

i=1

+OL(19nL(CM86(d Dt )) +OL(55(CA Me(d 1)t)), (424)

where p; = p(B;). Now

1 o= R o)
m / ]l{#Jl:ll} cee ]l{#Jn:ln}d)\('u,) =P (*—‘t(Az X Y) = lz Vi | u € U2 ) (425)
uf®
—P(E(Ai xY) =1, Vi) + O (A(Uﬁ)) . (4.26)
and thus
L L n
Z...ZP(_t(AxY)—le|u€U2€>H )l
li=r1 lpn=rn 1

L L

=5 Y PE(A X Y) =1 Vi) ﬁ —p) 0 (MUP)), (27)

l1=r1 In="n =1

where the implied constants are /-independent. Therefore, using Corollary 2.4,

limsup| S P (Et(Ai X B)) =15, So(A x V) =L Vi | u e UQ@)
=00 1 octy, . ln<L

L L n
=) D) POA) =LY () DT < B©) ) (4.28)

l1=r1 Ilpn=rn =1

where
E® :=limsup A({U®). (4.29)
t—o0
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As observed earlier,

Y O POA) =LY =0 (1+L1)%, (4.30)

l1yey In>0
max; l;>L

by Lemma 2.6. This yields

limsup| Y P (Et(AZ- ¥ B)) =11, (A X Y) =L Vi | u € U2(5)>
=250 T o<ty ln<L
=) D POA) =LV [T (H) Vil « (14 L)+ E©. (4.31)
l1:7“1 ln:Tn =1

By the definition of =,

n

i...ip(@ ) =1; Vi) H l =P (E(A; x By) =1 Vi). (4.32)

l1=r1 In=rn =1

Combining the estimates (4.20) and (4.31) yields for L — oo,

lim sup | P (Et(AZ- X B)=rVi|ue US)) ~P(S(A; x B)) =1 Vi) | < E©.  (4.33)

t—o0

Here € > 0 is arbitrary. In view of (4.14) and (4.33), what remains to be shown is that
E®) — 0 as e — 0. To this end, notice that

AUF) <Y Mu e U #(AN (ke ke + 2] x R N Z4(1, &) ME(u)d') > 2}
keZ
— ZIP’ (©:(AN ([ke, ke + 2¢] x RTY)) > 2).

keZ

(4.34)

Since A is bounded, the number of non-zero terms in this sum is O(1/¢), where the implied
constant depends only on A (not on t). Taking the limit ¢ — oo yields (Corollary 2.4)

E®) L ZIP’ ([ke, ke + 2¢] x RTY)) > 2). (4.35)
kez

Because we have assumed that the closure of A does not meet the hyperplane {x; = 0}, for
each k > 0 the set AN ([ke, ke + 2¢] x R?7!) is contained in the cylinder

3(01,02,0) = {(Il, .. .,ZL’d) c Rd 10 <1 < o, H(IQ,. .. ,Zl,’d)H < C} (436)

form some ¢; > 0, co > ¢1 + 2¢, and C sufficiently large in terms of A. (The case of negative
k is analogous.) Therefore, when d = 2 and ¢ € Q?, we have [17, Lemma 7.12]

P (©(AN ([ke, ke +2¢] x RY)) > 2) = O(e?loge), (4.37)
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and so E¢) = O(gloge) — 0 as ¢ — 0. In all other cases we have (use [17, Lemmas 7.12] for
£€€Q? d>3, and [17, Lemmas 7.13] for € ¢ Q?, d > 2)

P (©(AN ([ke, ke +2¢] x RTY)) > 2) = O(e?), (4.38)

that is £ = O(g) — 0 as ¢ — 0. O

Proof of Proposition 4.4. The proof is almost the same as that of Proposition 4.3. We have
that =, is a random point process on R that is jointly measurable with a random variable
on Y whose marginal is ¢,. We follow the steps of the previous proof until (4.14). For
r; € NU{0}, ¢ > 1, we have

P (QOtBO = 1, EO,t(Ai X Bz) =7 VZ) (439)
=P (%Bo =1,Z04(A; x B;))=mVi|u € U2(€)> + O (A(Ul(e))> ) (4.40)

The next substantive modification is in the application of mixing of order nL in (4.21), which
becomes

Z P (QOtBO = 1, EO,t(Ai X Bz) =T, EO,t(Ai X Y) = lz Vi ‘ u c U2€)) (441)
0<l1 . ln <L
L L
=3 BBy =1)P (Eovt(Ai XY) =1, Vi |uc U2(E)> (4.42)
li=r1 ln=rn
(LA 7+ Ousis ™)) + O (ffennse™)))
=1
(4.43)

Note that here P(¢;By = 1) = P(pBy = 1) = po(By). The remainder of the proof runs
parallel to that of Proposition 4.3. O

5 SPHERICAL AVERAGES IN THE SPACE OF MARKED LATTICES: ALMOST
SURE CONVERGENCE

Let us now turn to the main result of this paper. We say the random field 7 is slog-mixing
(slog stands for strongly super-logarithmic), if for every 6 > 0

Za(e&) < 0. (5.1)

This holds for instance when
a(s) < C(logs)™'* (5.2)

for all s > 2, with positive constants C e.
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Main Theorem 5.1. Fiz £ € R? and M € Gy. Assume the random field n is slog-mizing
with asymptotic distribution p. Then there is a set Qo C Q with v(Q) = 1, such that for
every w € g and every a.c. Borel probability measure X\ on U,

w W ﬁ&,p (€¢Zd)
e {ﬁ (€ e z9), (53)

as t — 00, where py = Ou(—g)-

Let ¢ be the random element distributed according to FP;’, and ¢ according to fig .

Theorem 5.1 (¢ ¢ Z%) says that ¢¥ 4 ¢ for v-almost every w. Similarly for & € Z4,
let ¢;” be the random element distributed according to Py, and ¢ according to i p,, Where

po = Ou(—g). Theorem 5.1 (§ € 7Z%) can then be expressed as well as (¥ N (¥ for v-almost-
every w. (The w-dependence of (¥ is only through py.) Again, in view of Proposition 2.2
and the continuous mapping theorem [13, Theorem 4.27], this is equivalent to the following
convergence in distribution for the random measures =¥ = (¢#) and = = »(¢) (¢ ¢ Z9),
(¢f, Z8,) = 20(¢), (¢*,Z0) = 50(¢¥) (€ € Z%). Note that here oY = ¢ = d,(—¢). Thus, if
w is fixed, then ¢¥ is deterministic and independent of ¢, and we may state the convergence

solely for =, rather than the joint distribution (yy,=5,) used in the case of random w
(Proposition 4.2).

Theorem 5.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, for every w € Qy and every a.c.
Borel probability measure A on U,

o 4 - e d
= T = (£¢Zd)v Zop T =0 (€¢Zd)- (5.4)

Again by [13, Theorem 16.16], Theorem 5.2 (and hence Theorem 5.1) follows from the
convergence of finite-dimensional distributions:

Proposition 5.3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 with & ¢ 72, for every w € Qy,
every a.c. Borel probability measure A\ on U, every n € N and all Dy,...,D, € B(R? xY)
that are bounded with ZD, = 0 almost surely for all 7,

(E¢D1,...,Z¢D,) —= (EDy,...,ED,). (5.5)

Proposition 5.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1 with & € Z2, for every w € Qq,
every a.c. Borel probability measure X\ on U, every n € N and all Dy,...,D, € B(R? xY)
that are bounded with ZyD; = 0 almost surely for all i,

—w —w d — —
(‘:‘O,tD1> e ‘:‘O,tDn) — (:‘ODla cee :ODn)- (56)

The proof of these two propositions will require the following lemma. For each { > 0,
define 6; C B(R? x Y) as the collection of sets D = A x B with the following properties:

(i) A€ B(R?) is convex and contained in the ball of radius 1/¢ around the origin,
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(i) B € A(Y) such that (Leb xp)(A x B) =0,
(iii) ([~¢, ¢ xRHYNA=2.

Lemma 5.5. Givene > 0, ( < oo, there are constants sg, to such that for allt > to, |s| < so,
w € Q, and every D € 6, (in fact we only require property (i) in the definition of €;),

P(E¢D #=,,D) <k, P (S5,D # =545D) < e (5.7)
Proof. We have

=Y (A x B) = #{(m(1,§)ME(u)®'"* w(m)) € Ax B: m € Z%}

= #{(m(1,&)ME(u)d',w(m)) € Ad™ x B:m € Z%} (5.8)
=E/(A®7" x B),
and therefore
P (D #E;,,D) <P (6,(AAAD™) > 1). (5.9)
For the latter we have
lim P (@t(AAAéD_S) > 1) =P (@(AAAQD_S) > 1) < Leb(AAAD™), (5.10)

t—00

by Corollary 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. The claim follows from the fact that
liII(l) Leb(AAAD™®) =0 (5.11)
S—r

uniformly for any convex A contained in a fixed ball. The proof for =, is identical. O

Proof of Proposition 5.3. We have

/IP (2YD; = r; Vi)dv(w) = P (E,D; = 1, Vi), (5.12)
Q

where =; is the process considered in Proposition 4.3. Our first task is to show that

V3(t) = / [P (2YD; = r; Vi) — P (5,D; = r, Vi) dv(w) (5.13)
- / [P (2D, = r; Vi) *dv(w) — P (Z,D; = 7, ¥i)” (5.14)

decays sufficiently fast for large ¢, uniformly for all a.c. Borel probability measures A on U
and all Dy,...,D, € 6 (with n arbitrary but fixed), thus allowing an application of the
Borel-Cantelli lemma to establish almost sure convergence.
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Let Z¢;, =¢5 be two independent copies of =. The corresponding rotation parameter
is denoted by wi, us, respectively, which are independent and distributed according to .
Then

/[P(EfD,-:r,- vz')fdy(w):/lp(z;jlp riy Z2,D; = 1, Vi) dv(w). (5.15)

Q Q

We condition on e; E(u;)™!, +e; E(uy) ™! being close or not. Let 6y < 1 be small to be chosen
later depending on ¢. If miny ||e; F(u;) ™! £ €1 E(uy)7!|| < 6y, then we estimate trivially to
get

/P (E¥1D; =i, E¢oDy =13 Vi | min lerE(u) " £ e1E(us) || < 0p)dv(w)  (5.16)
Q

N

()\ X )\){(’U,l,’UIQ) € U2 . Hltin ||€1E(’U,1)_1 + 61E(U2)_1H < 90} (517)
= (A x ) {(un,u2) € U2 : [lerB(uy) ™" — e E(us) ™' < 6}, (5.18)

for 0y sufficiently small, since E(U ) is contained in a hemisphere (recall the assumptions
following (2.12)). Let M be the Lipschitz constant of the inverse of the map U — E(U) C
S9! u — e E(u)~'. Then, using the fact that A has density X' € L'(U,du), we bound
(5.18) by

A x A) {(ur,u2) € U? : ||lug — uo| < M6y} (5.19)
< (A A) {(ur,u2) € U? : ||ug — us|| < MOy, max{\(u1),N(uz)} < K} (5.20)

+ (A x A) {(ur,u2) € U? : |Jug — uo|| < MOy, max{X(u1), N'(uz)} > K} (5.21)

< K?(Leb x Leb) {(u1,us) € U? : |us — uo|| < M6y} (5.22)
+AMueU: N(u) > K} (5.23)

—d— 1
<y KMot + = (5.24)
for any K > 1, where the implied constant depends only on U. If we pick K = 6’_(d_1

we get the bound Q(d V73 for this regime. Consider the complementary case, et E(uy)™t +
e1E(uy)7t|| > 6y. Recall that for every i, the closure of A; does not intersect a (-neighborhood
of the hyperplane {z; = 0}, and A; is contained in a ball of radius 1/¢. This implies
that the set A;®*E(u)~! asymptotically aligns in direction +e;E(u)~!, avoiding a el 1)t
neighborhood of the origin. More precisely, there is a constant C¢ > 0 such that

g2~ E(w) ™" — @@ E(us) ™| = Cebpel™V! (5.25)
for all g, € A;, g, € A; and all 4, j. Hence for m,, my defined by

q, = (my + &)ME(u,)®, q, = (Mo + &) M E(u,)d’, (5.26)
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we have
My — ma|| > el (my — my) M| > cpCefpel® ! (5.27)

This shows that the lattice points m;, my, € Z¢ that contribute to u; and w, respectively,
are at distance at least ¢y Cefpe@ V! apart. Thus, by strong mixing,

/ P (D, = riy 2,05 = 11 Vi | ller Bun) ™" + €1 E(us) ™| > o) dv(w) (5.28)
Q
=P (Et 1D‘ =Ty, Et 2DZ' =T V1 ‘ ||€1E(’LL1>_1 + elE(u2)_1|| > 90) (529)
+ O (e Cefloe! D), (5.30)

where =, 1, Z; 2 are independent copies of =;, and the implicit constant in the error term is
independent of the choice of A and of Dy, ..., D, € %;. Estimate (5.24) yields

P(E1Di =71y, EioDi =1 Vi | |lerE(uy) ™" £ e1E(uz) ™| > b)) (5.31)
=P (S, D; = 14, EiaDi = 13 ¥i) + 065 V"?) (5.32)
=P (5D =r)" + 00" (5.33)

Altogether we therefore have

(d-1)/

sup V(1) < aearCebpe' D) 46, (5.34)
)\7D1 ----- Dy,
where the supremum is taken over all a.c. A and all Dy, ..., D,, € 6;. If we choose 0y = ™"
for any v € (0,d — 1), we get
sup Z V3(t) < Z a (eprCee 1771 4 e @DI3) < oo (5.35)

""" Dn teoN tedN

for every § > 0 by the slog-mixing assumption (5.1) and monotonicity of c. All of the above
estimates are uniform in A and Dy, ..., D, € .
From the Borel-Cantelli Lemma we conclude that, for every € > 0,

v {w eQ: sup }IP’ (E%Di =7 ‘v’i) - P (Ek(;Di =7 Vz)‘ > ¢ forim. k € N} =0.
A

,D1,...,Dn,
(5.36)
Now choose § > 0 and kg such that for all £k > kg, 0 < s <9,
sup | P (EpsD; =13 Vi) — P (S5, Di = 1 Vi) | < = (5.37)
AD1,. Dy 2
This is possible in view of Lemma 5.5, since
| P (Z5D; = 1; Vi) — P (25, D = 1; Vi) | Z P (5D # E55.,Ds). (5.38)
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This shows that (set ¢t = kd + s)

v {w eQ: sup ‘IP’ (EfDZ =r; Vi) —P (E(;W(;JDZ- =r; Vz)‘ > % forim. t € R+} =0.
A

7D1 ----- D,
(5.39)
By Proposition 4.3, for every a.c. A and all Dy,..., D, € ¢,

Hence (5.39) implies that there is a set (¢, of full measure, such that for every w € Q¢ ,, all
a.c. Aand all Dy,..., D, € €,

lim P (2 D; = r; Vi) =P (ED; = r; Vi). (5.41)

t—o0
Corollary 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and Chebyshev’s inequality imply that for every Dy = Ay x By we

have

limsupP(ZY Dy > 1) < limsupP(0;4p > 1) < P(04; < 1) < Leb 4 (5.42)

t—o00 t—o00

for all w € Q. That is, the probability of having at least one point in a small-measure set
is small, which shows that (5.41) in fact holds for all sets of the form D; = A; x B; with
A; € B(R?) bounded and B; € #(Y) such that (Leb xp)(A4; x B;) = 0, provided

w€ Q=) Q- (5.43)
k=1
The convergence in (5.41) holds for all n for a given w, if
we Q=[] , (5.44)

n=1

which still is a set of full measure. The extension of (5.41) from product sets A; x B; to
general sets D; follows from a standard approximation argument. O

Proof of Proposition 5.4. This is identical to the proof of Proposition 5.3, with Proposition
4.3 replaced by Proposition 4.4. O

We conclude this section with two corollaries of Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, for every w € §y, every a.c. \, and
every bounded continuous f : R x Xg — R,

(5.45)

| t - e, (¢ )
tlgglo(]/f(u,r((n,g)ME(um,w))k(dw— / fdA {dﬁoﬂw (€ € 29,

UXX&

where py = d,(—¢).
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Proof. This follows from Theorem 5.1 by the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.3
in [17]. O

Let us assume that there is a continuous map ¢ : U x {2 — Q. Then the following is an
immediate consequence of Corollary 5.6.

Corollary 5.7. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.1, for every w € §y, every a.c. \, and
every bounded continuous f : R x Xg — R,

lim [ 7D OME@)P plu.))A(du)
U

- [ f<r<g,so<u,w'>>>dx<u>><{dﬁﬁ’p(g’” (€F 2 (546

U e dﬁO,vaP(.Q? w,) (E € Zd)>

where py = d,(—¢).

Proof. Apply Corollary 5.6 with the test functions f defined by

f(u,I(g,w)) = f(I'(g, (u, w))). (5.47)

6 RANDOM DEFECTS

Spherical averages were used in [17] and [19] to establish the limit distribution for the
free path length in crystals and quasicrystals, respectively. The plan for the remainder of
this paper is to explain how spherical averages on marked lattices can be exploited to yield
the path length distribution for crystals with random defects. The idea is to start with a
perfect crystal, whose scatterers are located at the vertices of an affine Euclidean lattice
L = 74(1,&)M, and then remove or shift each lattice point with a given probability. This
can be encoded by a marking of £ as follows. The set of marks is Y = {0, 1} x R, where the
first coordinate describes the absence or presence of a lattice point, and the second its relative
shift measured in units of » = e*. The corresponding marking is denoted by w = (a, z) with
a:7%—{0,1} and z : Z¢ — R The defect affine lattice is thus

{(m+ &M +rz(m): mecZst. a(m)=1}. (6.1)

In the case when & € Z¢, it is natural to shift the above point set by —rz(—¢) so that the
shifted set contains the origin. To unify notation, let us therefore define the field z¢ by

{z(m) —2(-§) (£ezY

=(m) (€ ¢ 7). (62)
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In fact, for our application to the Lorentz gas, it will be convenient to shift the point set by a
more general vector 3, where 3 is a fixed bounded continuous function U — R%; we denote
the shifted set (for all & € RY) by

Prw={(m+ &M +r[ze(m) — B(u)] : m € Z¢ s.t. a(m) = 1}. (6.3)
és in the case of lattices (4.8), we are interested in the rotated-stretched point set P, =
PrwE(u)®', which reads explicitly (for r = e™)

Pru = {(m + & ME(u)®" + ([z¢(m) — B(u)| E(u)).
+e (e - [z¢(m) — B(u)]E(u))e; : m € Z s.t. a(m) =1}, (6.4)

where (), is the orthogonal projection onto the hyperplane perpendicular to e;.
We map the marked affine lattice (viewed as an element in X') to a defect lattice (viewed
as an element in M(R%)) by

o X = MR, T(gw e > ag )oyewey (€ EZY, (6.5)
yeZig

o0: Xo = M(RY),  T(gw) = Y alyg™")yrawer (€ E€ZY), (6.6)
y€Zig\{0}

where w = (a, z). The motivation for this definition is as follows. Define the family of maps
Jt 1 Q — Q by

Ji(w) = Ji(a,z) = (a, 21 +e (e 2)e;) (6.7)
and (for later use)
Joo(w) = J(a, z) = (a, z1). (6.8)
Then
o(T((1,§)ME(u)®', Ji(a, [ze — Bu)]E(w)) = Y 4, (6.9)
YEPt u
and, for & € Z¢,
oo(P((L,E)ME(u)®, Ji(a, [z¢ — B)]E(w)) = Y 4. (6.10)
y€P:\{0}

We will first discuss the relevant spherical averages in X, and then show they map to
the above point processes.

Theorem 6.1. Assume 1 is slog-mixing with asymptotic distribution p, and p has compact
support. Fiz M € Gy and &€ € R%. Then there exists a set Qy C Q with v(Qy) = 1, such that
for every w = (a, z) € Oy, every a.c. A and every bounded continuous f : R x X — R,

i [ F(O((LOME@)S, Jfa, [ ~ Bw)))Mdu)

-/ f(F(g,Joomc[z;—ﬁ(u)}E(u»))dA(u)><{jgj”@’(;“'(’j');,)) ebgy O
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where py = d,(—¢).
Proof. Since p has compact support and 3 is bounded,

sup sup |eg - [z¢(m) — B(u)|E(u)| < oo, (6.12)

uwelU meZzd

and hence Ji(a, [z¢ — B(u)]|E(u))(m) — Jo(a, [z — B(uw)|E(w))(m) uniformly in u € U,
m € Z%. The claim now follows from Corollary 5.7. O

The following is the key to translate the above convergence into the setting of point
processes.

Lemma 6.2. The maps o and og are continuous.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Proposition 2.2; we sketch it in the case of o.
We need to show that x; — z € X implies that, for every f € C.(R?),

> ai(yg N+ zi(yg ) = > alyg )y +z(yg ). (6.13)

Since f is of compact support, the sums above are finite, and we can rewrite the left hand
side as

> ai(ygVfw+ ziwgr ) = > aj(m)f(mg; + z;(m)), (6.14)

yEngj meZd

which is another finite sum. In particular, for all m in the support, we have that a;(m) =

a(m) and |z;(m)—z(m)| < € once j > jo. The statement (6.13) now follows from continuity
of f. O

For u randomly distributed according to A, we define the random point processes
= = Z Oy, Eg,t - Z Oy (6.15)
YEPu YyEP:,w\{0}
for & ¢ Z¢ and & € Z4, respectively. If € ¢ Z?, we furthermore set

= =0 (0(g, Juo(a, zE(u)))) (6.16)

with (g, (a, 2)) distributed according to fie , and u distributed according to A. That is, Zisa
random affine lattice Z%g distributed according to u, where each lattice point is removed, or
shifted in the hyperplane V| = {0} x R?"! according to the push-forward of the probability
measure A X p on U x {0,1} x R? under the map (u, a, z) — (a, (zE(u)),). If p is rotation-
invariant, then this measure is independent of A. In the case &€ € Z%, we put

=0 = 00(T'(g: Joc(a, [2¢ — B(w)]E(w)))) (6.17)
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with (g, (a, z)) distributed according to fig 4, , and u distributed according to A. This means

that =, is a random lattice Z%g \ {0} distributed according to o, where each lattice point
is removed, or shifted in the hyperplane V|, = {0} x R?"! according to the push-forward of
the probability measure A x p on U x {0,1} x R? under the map

(u,a,2) = (a, ([z — 2(=€) — B(w)|E(u))L). (6.18)
This measure depends on A even if p is rotation invariant.

Theorem 6.1 implies via Lemma 6.2 and the continuous mapping theorem the following
convergence in distribution.

Corollary 6.3. Under the conditions of Theorem 6.1, for every w € 2y and every a.c. A,
= d_ = =, d_ =
Ev S 2 (£¢ 7Y, S5 — S0 (€€ (6.19)

The following Siegel-Veech type formula allows us to simplify the assumptions on the test
sets for the finite-dimensional distribution. Set

7= p(1,R%). (6.20)
Lemma 6.4. For A € Z(R?),
EZA=pLebA (£¢7%), EZA=pLebA (£eZ%). (6.21)
Proof. For f € C,(RY),
EZf =/ Y a(m)f(mg + ([z(m) — B(w)]|E(w))1))d\(u) dfig o(g, (a,2)).  (6.22)

By Lemma 3.4, we have then

BEf= [ f@+(ly - Bw)EwW).) Leb(de)p(Ldy)irw),  (623)
RAXRIXU
which, after translating « by —([y — B8(u)]E(u)), ), yields
EZf = / f(x) Leb(da)p(1, dy)d\(u) = pLeb f. (6.24)
RAXRIXU
The proof for EO is identical. O

The following is a direct consequence of Corollary 6.3 and Lemma 6.4.

Corollary 6.5. Assume the conditions of Theorem 6.1. Then, for every w € Qq, every a.c.
A, everyn € N and all Ay, ..., A, € B(R?) that are bounded with Leb A, = 0 for all i,

(EAy,..., BA,) -5 (BAy,...,EA,) (£¢79 (6.25)

and
(Z%,41,.., 28,4, -5 (BoAy,...,50d,) (£e€ZY. (6.26)
Proof. Lemma 6.4 implies that Leb A, = 0 implies éAZ = 0 almost surely and éOAi =0
almost surely, and the claim follows from [13, Theorem 16.16]. O
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7 FREE PATH LENGTHS IN THE LORENTZ GAS

For a given point set P C RY, center an open ball B¢+ y of radius r at each of the points
y in P. The Lorentz gas describes the dynamics of point particle in this array of balls, where
the particle moves with unit velocity until it hits a ball, where it is scattered according to a
given scattering map. The configuration space for the dynamics is thus K, = R?\ (B2 + P).
Given the initial position g € K, and velocity v € Sil_l, the free path length is defined as
the travel distance until the next collision,

7(q,v;r) :=inf{t >0:q+tv ¢ K,}. (7.1)

The distribution of the free path length is well understood for random [2], periodic [1, 5, 17]
and quasiperiodic [19, 20] scatterer configurations. We will here consider the periodic Lorentz
gas with random defects introduced in the previous section, where the scatterers are placed
at the defect lattice

P, = {mM +rz(m) : m c Z? st. a(m) = 1}. (7.2)

Note that the papers [4, 23] discuss the convergence of a defect periodic Lorentz gas to
a random flight process governed by the linear Boltzmann equation in the limit when the
removal probability of a scatterer tends to one. In this case the free path length distribution
is exponential, whereas for a fized removal probability < 1 the path length distribution has
a power-law tail; cf. (7.13).

As in [17], we will consider more general initial conditions, which for instance permit
us to launch a particle from the boundary of a scatterer (which is moving as » — 0). Let
B : Sil_l — R? be a continuous function, and consider the initial condition q + rB(v). If
q € Z*M and the initial condition is thus very near (within distance O(r)) to a scatterer, we
will avoid initial conditions inside the scatterer, or those that immediately hit the scatterer,
by assuming that 3 is such that the ray B(v) + Rsov lies completely outside B¢, for each
veSst.

The following theorem proves the existence of the free path length distribution for (a)
random initial data (g + r3(v),v) for q ¢ Z¢M fixed, and v random with law A, and (b)
random initial data (q + r@(v) + rz(qM '), v) for q € Z4M fixed, and v random with law
A

Theorem 7.1. Assume n is slog-mizing with asymptotic distribution p, and p has com-
pact support. Fiz M € Gy and q € R?. There exist continuous, non-increasing functions
Fi: Rog — R with F5(0) =1 (s € Zsg) and a set Qg C Q with v(Qy) = 1, such that the
following hold for every T > 0, every (a,z) € o and every absolutely continuous Borel
probability measure \ on S

(i) If g € R*\ QM and T > 0, then

1irr(1] Mo e St r® (g +rB(v), v;r) > T} = Fy(T). (7.3)
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(ii) If @ = s7'mM with s € Z=o, m € Z2, gcd(m, s) =1, and T > 0, then
lin% Mo e ST r®r(q +rB(v),v;r) > T} = F(T). (7.4)
r—

(iii) If ¢ € Z2M and T > 0, then
lin% Mo e ST r? (g +rB(v) +rz(gM™),v;r) = T} = Fy(T). (7.5)

Proof. The proof follows from Corollary 6.5 in the case of one-dimensional distributions
(n = 1) by the same arguments as in [17]. This proves the existence of the limits with

Fy(T) =P (Z2(T,1) =0) with & ¢ Q%, (7.6)
F(T) =P (2Z(T,1) =0) with & = s~ 'm,
F(T) =P (Z0Z(T,1) =0) with £ € Z%,
where
Z(T,R) :={(21,...,3q) € RY:0 <y <T,|[(2a,...,2q)| < R}. (7.9)

Note that the limit process = is independent of the choice of & when & ¢ Q?, and only depends
on the denominator of & when &€ € Q% \ Z¢; cf. [17] for a detailed discussion. Furthermore =
is independent of & € Z<. O

Let rmax be the infimum over the radii of balls centered at the origin that contain the
support of p(1, -) (which we have assumed to be compact). Then the maximal distance
between a point in the random affine lattice © and its displacement in = is Tmax- Denote by
F, the corresponding path length distribution

F(T)=P(0Z(T,1)=0) (s#1), Fi(T)=P(6,Z(T,1)=0). (7.10)

Lemma 7.2. ForT > 0, B
Fy(T) = Fs((1 4 rmax) ™ 'T). (7.11)

Proof. We have
P(ZZ(T,1) = 0) 2 P (OZ(T,1 + rmax) = 0) = P (OZ((1 + rmax) 7, 1) = 0),  (7.12)
where the last equality follows from the Gy-invariance of ©. 0

This lemma allows us to obtain lower bounds for the tails of Fy(7") in terms of the free
path length asymptotics derived in [18]. In particular, Theorem 1.13 in that paper implies
the power-law lower bound

71'% (1 +r )l_d 2
2 T+ O(T 1 a). 7.13
204T(52) (d) (=) T
Note that this bound becomes ineffective in the limit of large 7.,... The bound is also
consistent with the exponential distribution in the limit of removal probability — 1 discussed
in [4, 23], if the free path length is measured in units of the mean free path length, which
diverges as the removal probability tends to one.

Fo(T) >
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