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THIN-SHELL CONCENTRATION FOR ZERO CELLS OF
STATIONARY POISSON MOSAICS

ELIZA O’REILLY

ABSTRACT. We study the concentration of the norm of a random vector Y uniformly
sampled in the centered zero cell of two types of stationary and isotropic random
mosaics in R™ for large dimensions n. For a stationary and isotropic Poisson-Voronoi
mosaic, Y has a radial and log-concave distribution, implying that |Y|/E(|Y|?)2 ap-
proaches one for large n. Assuming the cell intensity of the random mosaic scales like
e"Pn where lim,, o pn = p, |Y| is on the order of \/n for large n. For the Poisson-
Voronoi mosaic, we show that |Y|/\/n concentrates to e ?(2me) "2 as n increases, and
for a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaic, we show there is a range
(Re, Ry,) such that |Y|/y/n will be within this range with high probability for large n.
The rates of convergence are also computed in both cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

Random mosaics, also called random tessellations, have long been studied in sto-
chastic geometry and give rise to interesting classes of random convex polytopes. Some
well-known classes of random mosaics are built from Poisson point processes, either in
R™ or in the space of hyperplanes in R”. Statistics of the cells of these random mosaics
have been well-studied, particularly in dimensions n = 2 and n = 3. See [7] and [15
Chapter 10] for more background and further references. Particular attention has been
paid to the zero cell and the typical cell, two random convex polytopes induced by the
random mosaic. The zero cell is the cell of the mosaic containing the origin, and the
distribution of the typical cell is obtained by averaging over all cells in a large bounded
subset and then increasing this subset to the entire space.

Recently, there has been more interest in high dimensional random tessellations, par-
tially due to applications in signal processing [I3] and information theory [2]. For these
applications, it is important to understand the asymptotic geometric properties of the
convex polytopes induced by random tessellations, in order to decode and reconstruct
high dimensional signals with small error. Some recent work has considered high di-
mensional Poisson mosaics in particular, focusing on the volume and shape of the zero
cell and typical cell as dimension n tends to infinity [II, [0 [10]. For example, in [I], it
is proved that the volume of the intersection of the typical cell of a Poisson-Voronoi
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mosaic with intensity A and a co-centered ball of volume u tends to A=H(1 — e=*)

the space dimension tends to infinity.

In this paper, we aim to better understand the nature of the zero cell of stationary
Poisson mosaics in high dimensions by considering a phenomenon in asymptotic convex
geometry called thin-shell concentration. It is well-known (see e.g. [3]) that a radial
random vector Y in R” with density f(x) := g(|x|), where g : R — R is log-concave,
satisfies the following: For some absolute constant C' > 0, for all t > 0,

" E(L) e
(E[Y]2) n

This inequality implies the norm of Y will be concentrated in a “thin-shell” around its
expectation for large dimension n, and is called a thin-shell estimate. A major open
problem in asymptotic convex geometry is the thin-shell conjecture, which claims that
(@) holds for all log-concave random vectors Y in R™ normalized so that E(Y) = 0 and
E(YY;) = 6, fori,j = 1,...,n. The best currently known thin-shell estimate follows
from the following deviation estimate: for absolute constants C, ¢ > 0,

P(|[Y] = V7| > tv/n) < Ce= ™V for all ¢ > 0,

as

and was proved by Guédon and Milman in [§]. We refer to the monograph [4] for more
on thin-shell estimates and log-concave random vectors.

In the following, we study to what extent the phenomenon of thin-shell concentration
occurs for the random vector that, conditioned on the random mosaic, is uniformly
distributed in the centered zero cell. By “centered”, we mean that an appropriately
chosen center of the cell is located at the origin, for instance, the center of the largest
ball contained within the cell. If this random vector is concentrated around its mean
in high dimensions, then most of the volume of the zero cell of the random mosaic will
be contained within a narrow annulus around its center.

One motivation for the study of the norm of this random vector is data compression.
Random mosaics can be used to compress data in R™ such that all data contained
in the same cell of the tessellation will have the same encoding. This is the case, for
instance, in one-bit compressed sensing using hyperplane tessellations, see [13] and [14].
Reconstructing the original data with small error requires that all data within the same
cell of the tessellation are close together. The volume of the cell is not a useful metric
in this case, since a very thin cell could have small volume and also contain signals that
lie very far apart. The norm of the random vector studied in this paper is a more useful
metric to ensure the mass of the cell does not lie far away from the center.

Our study of the random vector chosen uniformly from the centered zero cell begins
with the observation is that its distribution is shown to depend on the typical cell, as
shown in Lemma 2.1l This is due to the fact that the distribution of the zero cell has
a Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to the distribution of the typical cell. We
then restrict to studying two types of stationary random mosaics, a stationary Poisson-
Voronoi mosaic and a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaic, since in
both cases there exists an explicit representation for the distribution of the typical cell
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that allows for computations. Both of these random mosaics are isotropic, that is, their
distribution is invariant under rotations about the origin. This implies that the random
vector of interest will be radially symmetric. In the Poisson-Voronoi case, we show that
this random vector is also log-concave, and thus satisfies the thin-shell estimate ().
We also prove strong deviation estimates by direct computation.

The main complementary results can be stated as follows. For each n, let X, be a
stationary random mosaic in R™ where the intensity of cell centroids is ™" and assume
lim, .o pn = p € R. Let Y,, denote a random vector in R™ such that, conditionally on
X, Y, is uniformly distributed in the centered zero cell of X,,. For the Poisson-Voronoi
mosaic, we show that |Y,|/1/n concentrates to e=?(2re) ™2 as the dimension n increases.
Exponential rates of convergence are also computed, as shown in Theorem B2l In the
case of the zero cell of a Poisson hyperplane tessellation, we show there exists an interval
(Ry, R,) such that |Y,,|/y/n will be contained in this interval with high probability for
large dimension n. Rates of convergence are also computed in this case as shown in
Theorem (4.3]

2. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

Let F denote the set of closed sets in R™ and define ' := F\(). Similarly, define C,
IC, C’, and K as the set of compact sets in R", the set of compact and convex sets of
RR™, and their non-empty counterparts, respectively. Random sets will be studied with
hitting probabilities using the following notation. For A, B C R", define

Frp={F e F:FNA#0D}, FB.={FeF:FnB=0}

and
FB .= FinFB,
The open ball in R™ of radius R centered at the origin is denoted by B,(R) and the
unit sphere by $"~!. The measure o,_; will denote the uniform probability measure on

$"~1 i.e., the normalized spherical Lebesgue measure. Also, let &,, denote the volume of
the unit ball B, (1), and w, the surface area of the unit sphere $"~!. Note that w, = nk,

%, where I(z) = [[° e~"¢*~dt is the gamma function. Stirling’s formula

implies the following asymptotics that will be used throughout the paper: as n — oo,

1 /2re\"? 2 .
(2) Rp ~ —— (E) : Rpy ~ E, and o Vamn.
VTN n n Rn—1

A mosaic is defined to be a collection of convex polytopes in R" such that the union
is the entire space and no two polytopes in the collection share interior points. Let
IM denote the set of all face-to-face mosaics (see [15, Section 10.1]). Then, a random
mosaic in R" is defined to be a particle process in R", that is, a point process in C’,
such that X € IM almost surely. The polytopes contained in the mosaic will be referred
to as the cells of the mosaic.

The intensity measure of a stationary particle process X is defined as O(-) := E[X (-)]
and can be decomposed in the following way. Let ¢ : C — R™ be a center function, a

and k,, =
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measurable map which is compatible with translations, i.e. ¢(C + ) = ¢(C) + x for all
x € R". Define the grain space

Co:={C el :c(C)=0},
and the homeomorphism (see [15, Section 4.1] for more details)
P :R" xCy—C'; (x,C) =z +C.

Theorem 2.1. (Theorem 4.1.1 in [I5]) Let X be a stationary particle process in R™
with intensity measure © # 0. Then there exists a number \ € (0,00) and a probability
measure Q on Cy such that

0 =\0(r® Q).

The number \ is called the intensity of the particle process and it will also be referred
to as the cell intensity. @ is called the grain distribution. The point process of centers
of the cells of a stationary mosaic is a stationary point process in R"™ with intensity
A. For a stationary random mosaic X, a random set with distribution Q is called the
typical cell of X. It is known that that the expected volume of the typical cell is given
by the reciprocal of the cell intensity, i.e.,

Q EV(2) = [ VEQUK) = 5.

The zero cell of a random mosaic, denoted by Zj, is defined to be the cell the origin
is contained in. Another interpretation of the typical cell is the distribution of the zero
cell under the Palm distribution P° of the cell centers (see [I5, Chapter 3]). That is,
for all A € B(K'),

(4) P(ZcA) =P (Z, € A,

where PY is the distribution conditioned on a cell center being located at the origin.

The following result shows an important relationship between the distribution of
the zero cell and the typical cell of a stationary random mosaic. In particular, that
the distribution of Zy — ¢(Zy) has a Radon-Nikodym derivative with respect to the
distribution of Z given by V(-)/E[V(Z)].

Theorem 2.2. (Theorem 10.4.1 in [I5]) Let X be a stationary random mosaic in R".
Denote its typical cell by Z and zero cell by Zy. For any nonnegative measurable and
translation invariant function f: K' — R,

Elf(20)] = =

An application of the above result gives the density of a vector uniformly sampled in
the centered zero cell of a random mosaic.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a stationary random mosaic in R™ with zero cell Zy and typical
cell Z with respect to a center function ¢ : C — R™ as previously defined. Let Y be a
random vector in R"™ such that conditioned on X,

Y ~ Uniform(Z, — ¢(Zy)).
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Then, for all nonnegative measurable functions g : R* — R,

Blo(V)) = [ ala) g

i.e., Y has a density given by fy(x) =P(x € Z)/E[V(Z)].
Proof. Let g : R™ — R be a nonnegative measurable function. By the definition of Y,

Elo(¥)] = BB = E | 5075 | o0leen-azonds].

Note that the nonnegative function f : K" — R defined by f(+) fm ) pe.—c(yde
is translation invariant, since for any t € R and K € K',

1
K+1t)= ———— 1 _ d
FE+0) = e | o ey

1
= m/ng(@l{xekﬂ—c(f{)—t}dx
1

= VK) /n 9(7) Lzer —c(ropdr = f(K).
Then, by Theorem and the fact that ¢(Z) = 0,
1
Elg(Y) =E 1 _ d
0] = [ [ oenazons

= mE [V(Z)—)/n (z )1{xez—c<Z>}d$}

Applying Fubini’s Theorem gives the final result. U

3. P0OISSON-VORONOI MOSAIC

The first type of random mosaic we consider comes from the Voronoi cells of a Poisson
point process in R". Let N be a stationary Poisson point process with intensity A and,
for x € N, define the Voronoi cell of N with center = by

Clz,N) ={z€e R": |z—z| <|z—y|forall y € N}.

The collection X := {C(z, N) : x € N} is a stationary random mosaic and is called the
Poisson-Voronoi mosaic induced by N. The intensity A of the underlying Poisson point
process is the cell intensity of the induced mosaic.

We first show that for a stationary Poisson-Voronoi mosaic X, the density of the
random vector Y that is uniformly distributed in Zy — ¢(Zy), conditioned on X, is log-
concave. We also compute the moments of its norm. In this case, the center function ¢
assigns to each cell the point of the underlying Poisson point process it corresponds to.
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Proposition 3.1. Let Zy be the zero cell of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi mosaic as-
sociated to a Poisson point process N with intensity X in R™. Define the random vector
Y, such that conditioned on Zy, Y ~ Uniform(Zy—c(Zy)). Then, Y has the log-concave
density

fr(x) = Ae el
and for all k € IN,

I(1+£)
E[lY"] = —
(Akin )
Note that the moments of |Y| have the following asymptotic approximation: by (),
k
n2
E[|Y]*] ~ _ as n — o0.
o A (2me)s
The fact that Y has a radial and log-concave density implies |Y'| concentrates to
L T(1+2):
(5) E[|Y]?]z = (1+5) vn as n — 0o,

(Akp) ™ Ainy/2me’
by the thin-shell estimate (Il). We can also prove strong concentration inequalities by
direct computation.

Theorem 3.1. Define the random vector Y in R™ as in Proposition [31. Let 0* =
E|Y|?. Then there exists an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that for all t > 0,

P(Y|>(1+to)<e
and for allt € (0,1) and n > 2,
P (Y] < (1—1t)o) < erin-t,

_cen In(1+4t)
)

Considering a sequence of these vectors in increasing dimensions, we obtain the fol-
lowing threshold result when the cell intensity grows exponentially with dimension.

Theorem 3.2. For each n, let Zy, be the zero cell of a stationary Poisson-Voronoi
mosaic in R™ with cell intensity €™, and assume lim, ,. p, = p € R. Define the
random vectors Y,, such that, conditioned on Zy,,, Y, ~ Uniform(Zy,, —c(Zy,)). Then,
0, R<e?(2me)”
I, R>e"(2me)”

[T NI

ﬁumﬂév@mz{

D=

For R < e P (2me)" 2,
JLHOIO%IIIIPOYA <VvnR)=p+ % In(27e) + In R,
and for R > e~ (27re)_%,
Tim. % In (—InP(]Y,| > vnR)) = p+ % In(27e) + In R.

We now provide proofs of the above results.
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3.1. Proof of Proposition 3.1l By Lemma 2.1, [3), and (4]), the density of Y satisfies

_ PreZ2)

where B, (z,|z|) denotes the ball in R™ with center z and radius |z|, and the third
equality follows from Slivnyak’s theorem [I5] Theorem 3.3.5]. This density is clearly
log-concave.

For the moments, switching to polar coordinates and using another change of vari-
ables (y = Ak,r") gives

EYP) = )\/ |z fFe Mk dy = Anm/ PR lem AR g
n 0

00 1+E_1 1
y n n _ 1 y n
= A\nk, Y d
" /0 ()\Fan) ‘ NAKy, ()\Iin) Y
= (Amn)_%/ yreVdy = (Ak,) WD (1 + 5) .
0 n
3.2. Proof of Theorem [B.l By Proposition Bl
©) P(Y|<R)=x [
n(R)

A&en R?
= / e Vdy =1 — e Ml
0

By @), 0" = (k) "'T (1 +2)%, and thus

= AP’(x € Zp) = AP(N(By(z, [2])) = 0) = e ",

R

— n _ _ n

e Mnlel" Qg = )\n/in/ e A gy
0

Note that I'(x) < 1 for x € [1,2]. By the inequality 1 — e~ < 2 and the assumption
n > 2,

2

2 .
P|Y|<(1—-t)o)<T (1 + —> (1 —1)" <T(2)2enn07D = gnin(=)
n

Similarly, by (Bl) and (@),
P(|Y] > (1+t)0) =1~ P(|Y] < (1 +t)o) = e T+,

By the identity I'(x + 1) = 2I'(z), the fact that I'(x) is increasing for x > 2, and
inequality 1 4+ z < e,

Hence, for ¢ = e,

nln(1+t)

P(Y] > (1+t)0) < e
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3.3. Proof of Theorem First, by (@),
]P(|Yn| S \/ER) —= 1 —_ 6_enpnﬁn(\/ﬁR)n‘
For all R > 0, by (@),

1 1 n
" kp(VNR)" ~ NG <e””(27re)§R> , asm — 00.

Now assume R < e™” (271'6)_%. The above asymptotic implies P(]Y,| < /nR) — 0 as
n — oo and there is an o > 0 such that for all n large enough,

ale Kk, (vnR)") <1 — e En (VIR < " ki (VnR)".
Thus,

1 1
lim —InP(|Y,| < vnR)=p+ 5111(271’6) +InR.

n—oo N,

N

Next assume R > e~? (27e)"2. Then, P(|Y,| > v/nR) = e~ (VnR" 5 0 asn — oo,

and
1 1
lim —In (—InP(|Y,| > v/nR)) = p + 3 In(27e) 4+ In R.

n—oo M
4. PoissoN HYPERPLANE MOSAIC

The second type of mosaic considered here is the stationary random mosaic induced
by a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process. A hyperplane process in R”
is a point process in the space of (n — 1)-dimensional affine subspaces in R"™, denoted
by H™.

The following theorem provides a decomposition for the intensity measure of a sta-
tionary and isotropic hyperplane process. Note that elements of the space H" are of
the form H(u,7) :={z € R": (z,u) = 7}, where v € R" and 7 € R.

Theorem 4.1. (Theorem 4.4.2 and (4.33) in [15]) Let X be a stationary and isotropic
hyperplane process in R™ with intensity measure © # 0. Then, there is a unique number
v € (0,00) such that for all nonnegative measurable functions f on H",

doe = h H(u,7))dro,—1(du).
[pao = [ [ st naee,

The parameter + is called the intensity of the hyperplane process. Its relation to the
cell intensity A of the induced random mosaic is given by (see [15], (10.4.6)])

- VRn—-1 "
(7) A=Ky < . )

Now, define the center function ¢ to return the center of the inball of a convex
polytope, where the inball is the largest ball inside the polytope. A representation
for the distribution of the typical cell of a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane
mosaic with this center function was obtained by Miles [I1] in dimension two, and was
extended by Calka [5] to all dimensions. The result can be described as follows.
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Let X be a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process with intensity -~y
and X be the induced random mosaic. Let R € R™ and (Uy,...,U,) € (5" )" be
independent random variables, where R is exponentially distributed with parameter 2y
and (Uy, ..., U,) has a density with respect to the uniform measure that is proportional
to the volume of the simplex constructed with these n + 1 vectors multiplied by the
indicator that this simplex contains the origin. In particular, R has the distribution
of the inradius of the typical cell of X. Then, let Xp be the hyperplane process X
restricted to R™\B,(r). Let C; be the polytope containing the origin obtained by
intersecting the n + 1 halfspaces bounded by the hyperplanes H(U;, R), i = 0,...,n,
and C, be the zero cell of the mosaic induced by Xg. Then, the typical cell of X is
distributed as C; N Cs.

To state the formal result, we first define the halfspace

H (u,r) :={z e R": (z,u) <r}, ue s reR.

Also, for a hyperplane H, let Hy denote the closed halfspace bounded by H that
contains the origin.

Theorem 4.2. (Theorem 10.4.6 in [I5]) Let X be a stationary and isotropic Poisson
hyperplane process in R™ with intensity . Let Q be the distribution of the typical cell Z

of the induced random mosaic X with respect to the inball center as the center function.
Then, for all Borel sets A € B(K),

me:mwzm%;ﬁémﬁwmﬂaww (  Hin[()H (u.r)eA

HeXNFBn(r) Jj=0

A (Ugy ey un) 1 p (U, ooy Uy )01 (dug)...op—q (duy, )dr.

The triangle notation A, (ug, ..., u,) is the n-dimensional volume of the convex hull
of the vectors ug, ..., u,. The set P C ($"7')"! is the set of all (n + 1)-tuples of unit
vectors such that the origin is contained in their convex hull.

For a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane mosaic, we first have the following
proposition. For C' € K'| let ¢(C) be the center of the inball of C.

Proposition 4.1. Let Zy be the zero cell of a stationary and isotropic Poisson hy-
perplane mosaic in R™ with cell intensity \. Let Y be the random vector such that,
conditioned on Zy, Y ~ Uniform(Zy — c¢(Zy)). Then, for all k> 0,

Fn+k+1) (@)k/n
Tn+ 128 \x/ =

Next, we consider a sequence of these random vectors in increasing dimension n, and
obtain the following result.

E[Y[*] <

Theorem 4.3. For ecach n, let X,, be a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane
mosaic with cell intensity ™. Assume lim,_, p, = p € R. Let Zy, be the zero cell
of X,,, and define the random vectors Y, such that, conditioned on X,,,

Y,, ~ Uniform(Zy,, — c¢(Zo.n)).
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Then, for all R > e~ ?\/me/2,
lim P(|Y,| > vnR) =0,

n—oo

and there is a Ry such that 0 < Ry < e=?y/me/2 and for all R < Ry,
lim P(|Y,| < v/iR) = 0.
n— o0

Also, for R > e="y/me/2,
1 1 2 2
limsup —InP(|Y,| > v/nR) < p+=1In (_e) +InR—e’Ry\/—,
n 2 s e

n—o0

and for R < e~ Py/me/2,

limsup%ln]P(|Yn| <VnR) < p+%ln (W—e) +InR — e’Ry/ 3
e

n—oo 2

Remark 4.1. The lower bound R, satisfies
1 2
p+ =In(2me) +In Ry — e’ Ryy/ — —In2 = 0.
2 me

For all R >0, p+ $In(2me) + n R — e’Ry/2 —In2 < p+ §In(27e) + In R, and thus
p+iIn(2me) +In R, > 0. This implies that

Ry > e_p(27re)_% :

Comparing this with Theorem [3.3 shows that the vector 'Y, chosen with respect to the
Poisson-Voronoi zero cell will have a smaller norm in high dimensions than the vector
Y,, chosen with respect to the zero cell of the Poisson hyperplane mosaic.

Remark 4.2. The above result can be generalized to different scalings for the cell in-
tensity and the norm in the following way. Let the cell intensity be equal to e™»n™* for
each n for some a € R and such that lim,,_,o p, = p € R. By (@) and @), this implies
that the scaling for the intensity of hyperplanes satisfies

1/n
NPn, y N p
Nkn, <e "n ) L& an

Kn Ve

The proof and the conclusions of Theorem[{.3 then follow with the probabilities
P(|Y,| < Rn%_a) and P(|Y,| > Rn%—a).

, asmn — oo.

Before proving the theorem, recall the following special functions. The beta function
is defined by

1
B(z,y) ::/ 71— t)vdt.
0
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The incomplete beta function is defined as B(wz;a,b) := [;t*71(1 —¢)*~'d¢, and the
regularized incomplete beta function is
B(z;a,b)
B(a,b)
Recall that the Gamma function is defined by I'(x) := fooo t*~te~tdt, and we define
the upper and lower incomplete gamma functions by

00 R
Ly(x, R) :== / t*“te7'dt and T'y(z, R) := / t*~tetdt,
0

R
respectively. The following series of lemmas are needed before proving the results.

I.(a,b) :=

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a stationary and isotropic Poisson hyperplane process in R™
with intensity v. Let [0,x] denote the line segment between 0 and the point x. Then,
forr >0,

n—1
2 2
Bn(r)> _ 2Kn—1 1 r T 7 n—11 1
© (‘7:[0,90} 7|z [ nk, ( EE _‘;‘22 2 79 {lz|>r}-

Proof. Note that if » > |z|, a hyperplane cannot hit [0, 2] and not hit the open ball
B,,(r) at the same time and thus © <]—"B"(T ) is zero. If r < |z|, then by Theorem [4.1]

© (f £m§)> =7 / ) / Lim(utn(0,21£0} L{H (ut)n B () =0y Ao —1 (du)
Sn— —00
=2y / / Lr<t< ey Lr< e uyy dton -1 (du)
gn—=1.J0

_ 9y / (2, 4) — 1)1 ()
{vesn—1:(v,z)>r}

<£,u>an_1(du) —2ryo,_1({fv € "1 (v, x) > 7}).
{ves—1:(v,x)>r} |I|

To compute the first integral, first note that the integral does not depend on the direc-
tion of z, only on the norm |z|. We can then assume x = |zl|e,, where e, = (0, ...,0, 1),

and
/ (en,uyo,_1(du) = / UpOp—1(du)
{vesn—t(v,|xlen) 21} {veSn—Lwn> 17}

/ / t(1—t3)" e o(du)dt
(A)n 1 gn—2

—1 Dk, EE
_ (e 1/ t(1—t2)*dt_7(n ) 1/ " 587 ds
— 0

Nk, Nk,

= 27|z

]

(n=1kp 2 . P2\ "7 _ e () P2\ 7
 2nk, n—1 |z|2 Nk |z]2 ’
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where the second equality follows from [12] (1.41)]. The fractional area of a spherical
cap is given by

2 2

on ({0 €S (va) > 1)) = ST (”—_1 1).
Then,

n—1

2\ 7z
B(r)\ Kn—1 o B n—1 1
o (Fioa) = [2””“"' i (1 |x|2) " < 7 g | M

n—1
2Kn—1 2\ 2 r n—11
— ]_ _ — _I r 9~ 1 xr|>ree
e [ nky, ( |$|2) 2] 1t < 2 2)] tet=r)
]

Lemma 4.2. Let Zy be the zero cell of the random mosaic induced by a stationary and
1sotropic Poisson hyperplane process X with intensity v in R™. Let Y be the random
vector such that, conditioned on Zy, Y ~ Uniform(Zy — ¢(Zy)). Then, for R > 0,

n+1,2yREn= 1)

F ( Nkn
P([Y| > R) < NCES :

2 n+1
P(Y| < R) < M ( M N p, (04 1,29R5=) 4 1) (Bt .
4™ \ 2K,-1 NKy, Nknp
Proof. By Lemma 2.1], the density of YV is fy(x) = g[(‘ffzz Using the representation of
Z in Theorem 2]

E[V(Z)]ly™*! / > / s N
P )= —-—""— TP Hin H ;
(xr e Z) = A - e x € [ o N[ |H (uy,7)

HeXNFBn(r) J=0

AN\ (ugy ooy un) 1 p(ug, ..y u Han 1(duy;)d

and

First, we see that
Plee () HIn(H (w,r) | = H Voer—(u;m P (X (fﬁ';%r)) = 0)
HeXNFBn(r) J=0

-o(#o”).

Il
s T

<
I
[en]

Lizer—(u;m)€
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’7n+1 /oo / . . n -
- P Hi O () H (uy
Ln(R)C (n + 1) 0 (§n—T1yn+1 ¢ re Am 0 ﬂ (uJ7 T)

HeXNFBn(r) j=0
. An(UQ, )1p UQy oy W Ho‘n 1 duZ drdax
=0
= e~ 2o o (Fony”) A 1 1 Op—1(du;)drdz
n_l_l/Bn(R / /S" Lyt PH faeH (ui,1)}On—1(dus)

_ / / oo’ | -
= e e @ ANnlp | Yiwun<ry On—1(du;)drdz.
n+1Jg.(reJo ($n—1)n+l g =)

Making the change of variables ¢t = ﬁ, observing that the innermost integral does not
depend on the direction of x, and using Fubini’s Theorem gives
qu>R)

n—+

—o(Fm{ie L
= gl / |$|/ e~ lzlt, )/ AanH1{<en,ui)§t}0n—l(dui)dtdx
(Snfl)n+1 i—0

n+1

= fyn / / ‘ —27x|t —®<.7:B”(‘z‘t)> / "
= x|€ [ [0,2] dSL’ Aan 1 en,ui)<t Jn_l(dul)dt
n+l 0 n(R)° (§n—1)n+1 H { )<t

=0

By Lemma [4.1] and a change to polar coordinates,

/ |x\e‘”'m'te_@(F[gZ%‘z‘t))d:c
n(R)°

_/ |I|e—2“/|m|t “/|m|{ Ky 1(1 tz) _tl(l t2)( %)}1{t<1}dx
n(R)

n—1

0o Kp—1 2\ 2 n=11

—r {21&—{-(—7 1—t —tl;_,2 , )1{t§1}1|

—n/-fn/ r"e (1-2) 2(*73) dr.

R
Now, using the identity I1_,(a,b) =1 — I.(b,a),

B (||t) <

- —o(Fbn _

/ |z]e”2llte (7o )d:)s = n/@n/ e i dy,
n(R)° R

where

nkn

(1) = t 2 (] - 2)T gl (355h)) 0<t <
) 2, t>1.

Note that f,, attains its minimum at ¢ = 0 and that

2"’{%—1

(8) f(0) =

Nky,

13



Then, by the change of variables y = ~ f,,(t)r,

ni [ eI Ongy = M / T prendy= " P+ L fuOR).
(/L (V)™ Ssaor (Vfult))™

This gives us that

(9)

L Fﬁn+Lyﬁ®R{/ -
Y|>R Aﬂ_lllenw 1 (dwy)dt.
(| | ) + 1 / fn(t)n—i-l (S7L71)n+1 P i {( y z>§t}0- 1( u)

Since the upper incomplete gamma function is decreasing in its second argument, for
all t > 0,

2Ky
Lo+ 196(0R) < T (n+ 152251 ),

n

where we have used (§]). This gives the upper bound

PY:&%<FW+L¢xﬁ”
(V1= R) < Fin+1)

(n+1) "
AN, 1 Tite wr<nnon_1(du;) | dt| .
n—+1 / .f n+1 (/Snl)n+1 P Z];! {{en,us) <t} 1( )> ]

The term in the parentheses is the right hand side of (@) for R = 0, and is thus equal
to 1. Hence,

FuQr+LvR%%?>
I'(n+1)
For the upper bound of P(|Y| < R), we follow a similar procedure up to the equality

[Tt LAKOR) | -
P(Y] < = Ayl Lrien u n—1(du;)dt.
(i = [P [ St T s au)

The lower incomplete gamma function is not decreasing in ¢ like the upper incomplete

gamma function, so one cannot proceed exactly as above. Instead we first use the upper
bound

P(Y|> R) <

An]-P 1 en,ui)<t Un—l(dui) S / An]-P Un—l(dui)-
/(Snl)n+1 g { )<t (§n—1)n+1 g

Then, by the fact that
2nwn—1

WA(UOa..., )1P Ug,y ..., U Ho‘n 1 duz
n—1

is a joint density (see equation (11) in [6]), we have

Kn(n+1) (Kn_1\"
Ap(tgy -y uy)l ey U n1(du;) = ,
[Snl)n+l (U(] ) P Uo HU 1 U 2m NKy

14




where we have used the fact that w, = nk,. This gives

P([Y| < R) < e, (“"‘1)n/w Le(n + Ly f®)R) 4,
0

27\ nk, fu(t)"

Now, note that for ¢t > 1, f,(t) = 2t, so
/ Co(n+1,vfu(t)R )dt§ 1 / F(n—l—l)dtzf(n).
1 fn(t)n—l—l 2n+1 1 tn+1 2n+1
Thus,
niy (Ena \" [ [fTeln+ Lyfu(R) . T(n)
P(lY|<R) < —2 (2L RN dt

(Vi< < fr (f2) | [ Rt B0,y 2

Next we show that the function

Lo(n+1,7/n(H)R)
fu()m

is decreasing and thus reaches its maximum at ¢t = 0. It suffices to show h/ (t) < 0.
Indeed, we first observe that the derivative of f!(t),

f’(t)={1+]t2 (3,754, 0<t<1

hn(t) :==

n 2, t>1,

is positive. Then, by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus,

d

gl +Lyfu(t)R) = e IOR (Y F () R)" (YR) £ (1),

and by the quotient rule,

Halt) = -z (B0 T+ LA (OR) = (0 + DA LT+ 127,(0) )
f’rll(t> —vfn( n+1
~ 7ty (P DL+ Lafu()B) = e OR (A 0OR)™).

Since f,, and f/ are positive, it suffices to show the following inequality for A’ to be
negative:

(10) e OR (4 (R < (n+ De(n+ Ly fu(t)R).
Indeed, since e~* > e~* for all t € [0, 2],

Ly(n+1,2) = / e 'tdt > e_x/ t"dt = e " :
0 0 n +1

Letting x = 2y f(t)R gives (I0), and hence h'(t) < 0. Thus, by (),
2 n+1
P(Y| < R) < M ( M N p, (04 1,29R5=) 4 1) (Bt .
4\ 2K,_1 nky, nky,

We now prove the main results.

xn-ﬁ-l
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4.1. Proof of Proposition [4.1l. By Lemma [A.2]
BIYPI =k [ o B(Y] = )y
0

. /oo yk—lF“(n +1, QW%y)dy
—Jo I'(n+1)

k /oo 1 /oo -
= — Yy t"e”'dt | dy.
F(n_'_ 1) 0 2,}/":;2;12/
Then, by Fubini’s Theorem,

k o 2
E[Y|* <7/ tnet / F=1dy | dt
[||]_F(n+1)0 e <0 y T dy

oo k k
— #/ tne—t nkn " dt = F(n+k+1) NKnp
Cin+1) Jo 29Kn—1 Fn+1) 29Kn—1

Applying () gives the final conclusion:

Fn+k+1) frp\F/m
BIYH < Tt ()

4.2. Proof of Theorem To prove the results, we will compute asymptotic ap-
proximations on the bounds from Lemma [£.2l These bounds depend on the intensity of
the hyperplane process associated to the random hyperplane mosaic, so we first observe
the relationship of this intensity to that of the cell intensity in this setting.

Let ,, denote the intensity of the Poisson hyperplane process X, that corresponds to
the Poisson hyperplane mosaic X,, with cell intensity e"”*. By (@) and (@), -, satisfies

1
nk, [erm\r eP
11 = ~ —n as n — oo.
(11) T K1 ( K ) Ve

Define the constants ¢, := v,/nR 2:2’:1 and the limit

. . 2K'n—l . 6p 2
= s = =e’Ry/ —,
n—00 n—00 Nk, n—00 n\/ 2 e
where the second equality follows from (2) and (I]]]) Then, by a modified application
of Laplace’s method (see [A.2)), for ¢ > 1,

n(Incn—cn)
(12) Tu(n + 1, 290/n RN = To(n+ 1, eon) ~ "o
Nk, (c—1)

and for ¢ < 1,
(13) r ( 1.9 \/—R/{n_1> r ( 1 ) nncen(lnC”_C”)
n nV 1 = n ,CpM) ~ -
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First assume R > e *y/me/2, which is equivalent to ¢ > 1. By Lemma [4.2] (I2)), and
Stirling’s formula, as n — oo,

Ly (n+1,¢,n) 1 e\n  cemnen—en)  pon(nen—cntl)
P(|Y,| > vnR) < RPN (_) n _ ,
(ol = V) I(n+1) V2mn \n (c—1) V2mn(c —1)

and thus

1
limsup — InP(|Y,| > v/nR) < limsup(In¢, —¢, +1) =lnc—c+1

n—oo N n—o00

1 2 2
=p+—ln(—6> +InR—e’Ry\/—.
2 T e

Now assume that R < e™?y/me/2, which is equivalent to ¢ < 1. By Lemma [1.2]

Do) ()"

Ie(n+1,c,n)

2
P(Y,| < VaR) < " ({‘L) Ty (n+1,em) | 1+

Rn—1

Note that by (I3) and Stirling’s formula,

Ly(n+41,c,n)  cermen—entl)

Tn+1) Vn(e—1)

as n — Q.

Thus by (@),

n+1
I'(n) (W’l) 1 (K" T+ 1)
Iy

li =1
n 00 Ie(n+1,¢,n) nS0o 1 (n+1,c,n)

Also, again using (2)) and (I3)),

nlﬁi NnKkny T\ n % Cen(lncn—cn+1)
Ie(n+1,¢an) ~ <—> <—> ————, asn — oo.
4n 2'%n—l 2 271' (]_ —_ C)

Putting these observations together gives

1 1
limsup —InP(]Y,| < vnR) < p+ ~In

e 2
g 1 — PRy =
nooo N 2 (2)+HR - e

APPENDIX A. LAPLACE METHOD

Lemma A.1l. Let a,b € R such that a < b and let {a,}nen be a sequence of real
numbers such that lim,,_, a, = a. Consider a function f(t) that attains its minimum
at t = a on the interval [a,b) and f'(t) is continuous. If f'(a) > 0, then as n — oo,

b —nf(an
/e‘”f“>dt~e -
an nf'(a)
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Now suppose f(t) attains its minimum at t = b over the interval (a,b] and {b, }nen is
a sequence of real numbers such that lim,_,, b, = 0. If f'(b) <0, then as n — oo,

bn _”f(bn)
/ et~ —E .
o nf'(b)

Proof. To prove the first statement, let £ > 0 such that f’(a) —e > 0. By the continuity

of f’, there exists § > 0 such that |t — a| < 20 implies f'(t) < f'(a) + . In addition,

0 can be made small enough so that § < I’_T“ Then, there exists M such that for all

n>M,0<b-—a,and |a —a,| <. Fix n > M. By Taylor’s theorem, for each
t € [an, b], there is some & € (ay,t) such that

f@) = flan) + f/(&)(E — an).
Then, for all t such that |t — a,| < J, we have that [§ — a,| < J, and the triangle
inequality gives | — a| < 20. This implies

ft) < flan) + (f'(a) +&)(t = an).

Since the integrand is positive,

b an+0 an+90
/ oI gt > / eI gt > / o—n(Flan) +( (@)+2) (t=an) g

—nf(an 5n(fl(a)+ ) —nf(an
_ el / Y gy = (1= s,
) Jo n(

n(f'(a) +e f(a) +¢)
Then, since this inequality holds for all n > M,
b onft)q
e t ,
lim inf % ————— > lim inf (1 _onls (a)+e>> _ 1
n—00 e n n—00
n(f'(a)+e)

For the upper bound, a similar Taylor series argument gives that there exists ¢ > 0
such that for all n large enough and ¢ such that |t —a,| < 0,

ft) = flan) + (f'(a) —e)(t — an).
Then, define
C:= inf f(t)> f(a),

te[a+%,b}
where the lower bound follows from the assumption that f achieves its minimum at a
on the interval [a,b), and define n := C' — f(a) > 0. Note that for all ¢ € [a + g,b],
f(t) > f(a) +n. Then, for all n large enough,

b an+48 b
/ e at :/ e Wqt —I—/ e Wt
an an an+90

an+0 b
< / o) (@) =<)(t—an) gy 4 / oC 4
an a+%

) o e—nf (an) on(f'(a)—e) v
<(b—a)e " 4 —— -
(b—a)e +n(ff(a)—a)f e *dy
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e—nf(an)
=0b-—a)e " 4+ —u—

O =9
where the first upper bound uses that fact that for all n large enough, b > a,,+0 > a+ g.
This upper bound implies

(1 _ 6—6n<f'(a)—e>> ,

b _nft
: an © fOar B 1N\ —nn _ —on(f'(a)—e)\ _
hm_)sup —5 Shm_)sup{(b an(f'(a) —e)e™™+1—e =1,
T a@-e) e

since > 0 and f’(a) —e > 0. These limits hold for all € small enough, and thus,
[P emni Dt

The second statement of the lemma is proved similarly.
OJ
Lemma A.2. Let {c,}nen be a sequence of positive real numbers and assume that
lim, o ¢, = ¢ € (0,00). Then, asn — oo, if ¢ > 1,
n(Inecn—cn)
ce
rin+1,¢,n) ~n""—,

and if ¢ < 1,
Cen(lncn—cn)

(1-¢)

Ty(n+1,¢,n) ~n"

Proof. By a change of variables,

Cy(n+1,¢,n) = /

CnM

o

e tdt = n”“/ e_"(y_lny)dy.

For ¢ > 1, the function f(y) = y — In(y) has a minimum at ¢ on the interval [¢, 00).
Also observe that f'(y) = 1 — %, and for ¢ > 1, f'(¢) =1 — % > 0. Thus, by Lemma

A

—n(cn—Incyp) Cen(ln Cn—Cn)

e
Lu(n+1,c,n) ~n™tt =n
( ) n(l—%) (c—1)

Similarly,
Fg(n + 17 Cnn) = / e—ttndt _ nn-i—l/ e—n(y—lny)dy7
0 0

and for ¢ < 1, f(y) = y — In(y) hits its minimum at ¢ on the interval (0,c| and
f'(¢) =1—2 < 0. Thus, again by Lemma [AT]

Cen(ln Cn—Cn)

(1-¢)

Cy(n+1,¢,n) ~n"
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