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Poisson approximation of Poisson-driven point
processes and extreme values in stochastic geometry

MoriTz OTTO*

Abstract

We study point processes that consist of certain centers of point tuples of an underlying Poisson
process. Such processes arise in stochastic geometry in the study of exceedances of various func-
tionals describing geometric properties of the Poisson process. We use a coupling of the point
process with its Palm version to prove a general Poisson limit theorem. We then combine our
general result with the theory of asymptotic shapes of large cells (Kendall’s problem) in random
mosaics and prove Poisson limit theorems for large cells (with respect to a general size functional)
in the Poisson-Voronoi and -Delaunay mosaic. As a consequence, we establish Gumbel limits for
the asymptotic distribution of concrete size functionals and specify the rate of convergence. This
extends extreme value results from Calka and Chenavier (2014) and Chenavier (2014).

Keywords. Chen-Stein method, Delaunay mosaic, Gumbel distribution, Kendall’s problem, max-
imum cell, Palm distribution, point process approximation, Poisson process, stopping set, total
variation distance, Voronoi mosaic

MSC. 60G55, 60F17, 60D05.

1 Introduction

Point processes and random mosaics are fundamental objects in modern probability and find many
applications, both in theory and practice. Often one is interested in certain geometric features of
the configuration (e.g. the distance of a point to its nearest neighbor or the volume of a cell in the
mosaic). One way to study these properties is to thin the process to a subprocess that is given by all
points with a certain property (e.g. a large distance to its nearest neighbor). More generally, one can
define a point process of certain centers of point tuples. In this article we study those processes in the
situation where the original process is Poisson.

Let n be a Poisson process on the locally compact second countable Hausdorff space (X, X). We
consider 7 as a random object in the space N of locally finite counting measures on X equipped with
its standard o-field A" (see Section [2] for its definition). For m € {1,...,d+1},let g : X" x N — {0,1}
be measurable and symmetric in the first m coordinates and let z : X" — X be a measurable and
symmetric function. For instance, if the intensity measure of 7 is absolutely continuous (such that all
x € ™ are a.s. in general position), we can choose z(x) as the center of the unique (m — 2)-sphere

through z1,...,z,,. We denote the Dirac measure in a point z € X by J, and consider the point
process
1
§:= E Z Q(Xﬂl) 6z(x)- (11)
xEn(m)

Here, the function g can be understood as a selection mechanism that decides if z(x) is considered or
not. We will require that g(x, ) depends only locally on the configuration p around z(x) and formalize
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this concept in Definition . In many applications, there is some compact W C R% and an underlying
function f : X" x N — R that measures the size of a geometrically defined object associated to x (e.g.
its Voronoi or Delaunay cell with respect to ) and g(x, p) := 1{z(x) € W}1{f(x,u) > v} is chosen
as the indicator that encodes whether z(x) € W and whether f(x, ;) exceeds a certain value v € R or
not.

The motivation of our paper is twofold. First, we establish a general Poisson process approxi-
mation result for the process & under the asumption that g satisfies a stabilization condition. Our
method of proof uses Stein’s method and constructs a concrete coupling of ¢ and its Palm measure.
Thus, we avoid the use of Glauber dynamics on the Poisson space which is applied in [5] to establish
Poisson approximation. Second, we demonstrate the flexibility of our approach and derive Poisson
approximation results for large cells in the Poisson-Voronoi and -Delaunay mosaics for general size
functionals. This extends and generalizes results from [9] and [I0]. We make use the theory of the
asymptotic shape of large typical cells in random mosaics (Kendall’s problem) that is contained in a
series articles (see [27, (I8, 23], 19, 22| 20} 211 [7]).

Various results on Poisson approximation of point processes in stochastic geometry can be found in
the literature. In [41] and [42] approximation results for dependent thinnings of point procesesses that
have a density with respect to a Poisson process are derived. The Malliavin calculus on the Poisson
space is used in [43] and [44] to determine scaling limits for Poisson U-statistics. In [16] the theory of
Glauber dynamics for birth and death processes is combined with the Chen-Stein method and a Poisson
approximation result in Kantorovich-Rubinstein distance is derived for U-statistics. [10] uses a d
Poisson approximation result from [I] and [2] together with a discretizetion technique to study extremes
in the Poisson-Voronoi and -Delaunay mosaic. [12] and [32] derive Poisson approximation results for
small and large cells in the Poisson hyperplane mosaic. Poisson approximation for the volume of k-
nearest neighbor balls is discussed in [17], [13], [5] in the Euclidean space and in [33] in the hyperbolic
space. Moreover, Poisson approximation for functionals of Gibbs process is discussed in [41], [42] 2§].
For more information on extreme values in random tessellations we refer to [8, [15] 14} [1T] 6, [40].

This article is organized as follows. We settle our notation and provide background information on
Palm theory and stopping sets in Section 2. In Section 3 we introduce the notion of stabilization that
we work with and state and prove a general theorem on Poisson approximation for point processes.
In Section 4 we study cells in the Poisson-Voronoi mosaic that are large with respect to a general size
functional. Beyond that, we consider large Poisson-Delaunay cells in Section 5.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Point and Poisson processes

Let (X, X') be a locally compact second countable Hausdorff space. Let N denote the space of locally
finite (i.e. finite on compact subsets) counting measures g on X and let ANV be the o-field on N
generated by the mappings p +— u(B), B € X. Examples of elements of N are the zero measure 0 and
the Dirac measure ¢, in the point = € X, given by d,(B) := 1p(z), B € X. We write up := upN B for
the restriction of 4 € Nto B € X. For k € N, x = (z1,...,2;) € X¥, p € N and A € X we write
Ox =04 + -+ 0z, tix := t+0x and x € A if z; € A for every i € [k]. By a slight abuse of notation,
we write = € p if the point z is charged by the configuration y, i.e. pu({z}) > 0.

Suppose u € N is given by u = Zle dg; for some k € No U {oco} and some 1, ...,2; € X (not
necessarily distinct). For m € N we define the factorial measure (see [29], (4.5)) p™ of u by

#

M(m) = Z 5(;vi1,---7-1’im)’

il,-u,’imSk



where the superscript # indicates summation over m-tuples with pairwise different entries and where
an empty sum is defined as zero. (For k = oo this involves only integer-valued indices.) A measure
p € N is called simple if u({z}) € {0,1} for all 2 € R%. Let N denote the set of simple locally finite
counting measures. It is a measurable subset of N (see [39], p. 51) and its induced o-field is denoted
by N.

A point process is a random element ¢ in N, defined over some fixed probability space (2, A, P).
We assume that this probability space is rich enough to support all random objects in this article. By
definition, £(B) is a random variable in Ng U {oo} for every B € X'. A point process ¢ is called simple
if P(§ is simple) = 1.

The central object of this article is the Poisson process. We refer to [29, Chapter 3] for its definition
and basic properties. Particularly useful is the following multivariate Mecke equation (see [29, Theorem
4.5]):

Let n be a Poisson process on X with o-finite intensity measure A. Then we have for all £ € N and
every measurable function f : X¥ x N — [0, oc],

E / £, m) ™) (dx) = / Ef(x, 1 + 8) A(d). (2.1)

2.2 Palm measures and stopping sets

Following [26], Chapter 6, we next introduce Palm processes. Let 1,& be two point processes and
assume that £ has o-finite intensity measure [E£. In general there exists a whole family of Palm mea-
sures, one for every € R?. Palm measures generalize the notion of regular conditional distributions
(see Theorem 6.3 in [25]) and agree with them for & = §, for some 2 € R%. The o-finiteness of &
implies that the Campbell measure Cy, ¢ defined by

Chef = E/f(a:,n) ¢(dx), f: RY x N — [0, 00) measurable,

is also o-finite. There exists a (unique) probability kernel Pf; ¢ from R to N such that for all measurable
f:R¥x N — [0,00) the disintegration

Cref = / / f(, 1) P (dps) EE(dx)

holds. The measure P* € is called the Palm measure of n with respect to & at z. A point process 1n5®
with distribution P7, is called a Palm process or a Palm version of n with respect to £ at x. If £ is
simple, %% can be interpreted as the process 7 seen from x conditioned on ¢ having a point in z. If

¢ =n a.s. we write n* for a Palm version of 7 (with respect to itself) at x and we obtain from Lemma
6.2(ii) in [26] that

P(z e n*) =1.

The process n* — d, is called a reduced Palm process of n at x.

An important tool in the analysis of point processes are stopping sets. They generalize the concept
of stopping times for random variables. Let F denote the system of closed sets in X. We endow F
with the smallest o-field containing Fi := {F € F: F N K # @} for all compact K C X. For F € F
we denote by pp the restriction of y to F. Moreover, let Nz be the o-field on N generated by the
mappings pu+— u(BNF), Be X.

Definition 2.1. A measurable map S : N — F is called stopping set (with respect to the filtration
Np)rer) f {p e N: S(u) C F} € Np for all F € F.



Intuitively, if S is a stopping set and 7 is a random element in N, then S(7) is a random subset of
R such that S(n) only depends on the restriction ns(y) of n to S(n).

From [4, Proposition A.1] we have that a measurable map S : N — F is a stopping set if and only
if S(u) = S(pg(uy) for all u € N and if the following implication holds for all u, p € N:

© = ps(p) = S(p) = S(u). (2.2)

The following lemma is similar to Lemma A.2 in [30]. Since the latter works under a more general
notion of stopping sets, we give a proof of the statement.

Lemma 2.2. Let o, u € N and let S : N — F be a stopping set. Then it holds that
P =My T P HS(p)
and in this case we also have that S(¢) = S(u).

Proof. Let S : N — F be a stopping set and assume that ¢ = p1g(,). Then we have by [4, Proposition
A.1] that S(u) = S(pg(u)) = S(¢). For the other direction we assume that ¢ = jig(,). Then it follows
from (2.2)) that S(¢) = S(u) and, hence, that ¢ = pg(,). O

The next statement will be used repeatedly in Section 3.

Lemma 2.3. Let n and i) be independent Poisson process on X with o-finite intensity measure X\, let
S be a stopping set such that S(n) is a.s. compact and let h : N x N — [0, 00) be measurable. Then
we have

Eh(nsm)a US(n)C) = Eh(ns(n)’ ng(n)c)'

Proof. The argument can be assembled from different sources in the literature (see [4], [45]). Never-
theless, we give a proof for completeness and convenience of the reader. We have

Eh(ns (), Ns(m)e) = ZEh(WS(ny Nsme) Hn(S(n)) =k}
=0

1
=> ME/h(5x,ﬁ5(n)c) 1{ns(y) = dx} n™(dx), (2.3)
k=0
where we recall that dx := 0y + -+ + 0, for x = (z1,...,21) € Xk. By Lemma we have that
ns(n) = Ox if and only if ng(s,) = dx and in this case it holds that S(n) = S(0x). Hence, (2.3) is given
by
E E [ h(S 1 =0} n™(d
S0 B [ BB ns(s00) Hns(an = <} 1) ().
k=0
From the multivariate Mecke equation ([2.1) we obtain that the above is given by

) % /Eh@m (1 4+ 0x) 5(8)e) L{( + 8x) s(5,) = 0} A" (dx). (2.4)
k=0 """

Note that (1 + dx)s(s,) = 0x implies that (1 + dx)g(s.)e = Ns(s,)e- Let ' be a point process that is
independent of n with 7 4 n'. Since N5(sx) and 7g(s,)e are independent, (2.4) is given by

1
= !E/h(dx, Ms(see) Wi = 6x} n'* (dx),



where we have applied the Mecke equation to obtain the equality. Using here Lemma again, we
arrive at

=1
Z M]E/h(dx,ng(n)c) {ns(y) = 6} 1™ (dx)

Z (N> Nsmye) Hn(S () = k} =Eh(ns(), nse)-

3 General result on Poisson process approximation

Let m € [d+ 1] and let n be a Poisson process in X with o-finite and diffuse intensity measure .
In the following we assume that g : X™ x N — {0, 1} is measurable and symmetric in the first m
coordinates, i.e.

g(xla cee axmnu) = g(‘rw(l)a s 7l‘7r(m)’/‘6)

for all z1,...,2, € X, u € N and every permutation 7 : [m] — [m]. We think of g as a selection
mechanism that decides whether an m-tuple x = (z1,...,2,,) is considered or not. Let z : X" — X
be a measurable and symmetric function. We define the point process

f[ﬂ] = ﬁ Z g(X,,U,) 6z(x)7 JIBS N, (31)

’ xeu(m)

and write £ := £[n]. Note that for m = 1 and z(x) = z, the process ¢ is a thinning of the Poisson
process 7. From the multivriate Mecke equation we find that the intensity measure E¢ of € is given
by

B(4) = B [ 12(60) € A} g ™) (%)
= [1609 € B+ 5" (@0), A e (3.2

The goal of this section is to approximate &[n] by a Poisson process under the condition that g is
stabilizing. This concept is defined formally in the next definition. Loosely sopken, it requires that
the value of g(x, i) is determined by the resctriction of y to a ball centred at z(x) with a finite radius.
We write B, (z) for the closed ball with radius » > 0 around z € X.

Definition 3.1. Let g : X" x N — [0, 00) be measurable and symmetric in the first m coordinates and
let  be a Poisson process in X with o-finite intensity measure. We call g stabilizing if there exists a
measurable function R : X x N — [0, c0], such that for all x € X™ we have

(i)

(ii)

(iii) The map pu — Br:(x), u+5x)( z(x)) from N to F is a stopping set.
v)

(i

We call R := R(z, j1) stabilization radius and use the notation S(z, i) := B, .)(2), 2 € R, e N.

R(z(x),n+ dx) < oo P-as.

(X :U') - g(X e BR(Z(X),,LL+6x) (Z(X)))v ne N.

X € BR(z (x),p+0x) (Z(X))a p € N.



Note that from Definition [3.1ii) and (iii) it follows that

g(Xa ,u) - g(x, p BR(z(x)7u+6x) (Z(X)) +xN BR(z(x),;H—Jx) (Z(X))C)7 M, X € N. (33)

This property is sometimes assumed in the literature (see e.g. [37]).
In order to state the main result of this section, we still need to fix some notation. For point
processes £ and v on X the total variation distance is given by

drv (&, v) := sup [P(§ € A) —P(v € 4)|.
AeN
Moreover, we denote by g4 and p— the positive and negative part of a finite signed measure y on X
and by ||| := p+(X) + p—(X) its total variation.

Theorem 3.2. Let & = £[n] be the process defined at (3.1)) with stabilizing g in the sense of Definition
and assume that EE(X) < oo. Let v be a Poisson process on X satisfying Ev(X) < oo and let
X — bx be a measurable function from X™ to [0,00). Then we have

drv(§, v) < [[EE—Ev|+ 1+ To+ T3+ Ty + T (3.4)

where

_ 2EE(X)

m)!

T : /m Eg(x,n + 6x)1{R(2(x),n + dx) > bx } A" (dx),

T, = (ml')g [ Bon 5By -+ 6,) 1{120) = 29)] < be by} A7 (dy) A" (),

&

- (mz‘)2 /m /m Eg(%, 71+ 0xy)) 9,1 + O(xy)) H{R(2(%), 1+ 0xy) > b} A" (dy) A" (dx),

IS

= e o L B0 ) 1+ B M) ()] < b1y}

X I{R(Z(X)a n+ 5(x,y)) < bx} I{R(Z(Y)a n+ 5(x,y)) < by} )‘m(dY) )‘m(dx)a

m—1
1 m—~ m
Ts5 := zz:; m /m /Xmé Eg((x6,¥), 1+ d(x,))9(X, 1 + S 3))A™ " (dx) A" (dy)

with xp := (T1,...,2¢).

The strategy of the proof of Theorem is as follows. First, we construct a special (reduced)
Palm version £ of ¢ = £[n] at a given w € X. Thereafter, we find bounds on the total variations of
the positive and the negative part of £ — £*'. Finally, we combine the two bounds and conclude the
proof of Theorem using a general Poisson approximation result from [3].

Lemma 3.3. Let £ = &[] be the process defined at (3.1) and n~" be a Palm process of n with respect
to € at w such that n5% and n are independent point processes. For E&-almost all w € X,

gw! = g[(néyw)S(w,nfaw) + nS(w,nﬁ’“’)c] — O (35)
is a reduced Palm process of & (with respect to itself) at w.
Proof. 1t suffices to show that

Saw

(77 )S(w,nﬁ’w) + NS (w,néw)e (36)



is a Palm version of n with respect to £ at w. To this end, let h : X x N — [0, +00) be measurable

and let 17 be a Poisson process with n 4 7 such that n and 7 are independent. By independence of 7
and n®% and the definitions of 7% and &, we obtain that

/Eh(w7 (néw)S(w,ng»“’) + nS(w,nEv“’)C) Eg(dw)
~ B [ (w50 + sty €l (dw)

1 oy m
= %E / h(Z(X), nS(z(x),n) + nS(z(x),n)c) g(X, 77) 77( )(dX),

which is by the multivariate Mecke equation ([2.1]) given by

1

m /Eh(Z(X), 1S (2(x),n+0x) + ﬁS(z(x),77+5x)C + 5X) g(X7 n+ 5X) )‘m(dx)7 (37)

where we have used that (1 + dx)g(z(x),n+dx) = NM5(2(x)m+8x) T Ox Dy Definition (iv). Now we apply
Theorem 2.3 with

g: NXN=[0,+00), (,0) = h(z(x), 11+ ¢ + x)g(x, 1 + 0x).

Since g is stabilizing and since S is a stopping set, (3.7]) can be written as

1

= / ER(2(x), 71+ 8) 9,7 + ) A7 (d), (3.8)

which is by the multivariate Mecke equation (2.1)) and the definition of £ given by
1
B [ B0 g 1™ () = B [ b ¢(dw).

Hence, (n5%) S(wmew) T NS (wpew)e 18 indeed a Palm version of 7 with respect to £ at w for E¢-almost
all w. =

Lemma 3.4. Let £ = £[n] be the process defined at ([3.1]) and for E&-almost all w € X let € be the
process defined at (3.5). We have

/ E[(¢ — £), (X)) Eé(dw) < Ty + T,

where Ty, Ty are given in Theorem [3.2

Proof. Let n and 7 be independent Poisson processes on X with intensity measure \. It follows from
the definition of £€*' in (3.5) that the left-hand side of the inequality in the lemma is given by

E / (&[n] = &Els(w,i) + Ms(w,iel + w)+(X) 7] (dw). (3.9)
By definition of £, the integrand can be bounded as follows
(&) — &5 (w.m) + Ms(w,m)e] + 0w)+(X)

= % / 966 m)H{x € (s(w,n) + Nsqwaiye) ™ 3906 ) # 9(%, s + 5w}
x 1{z(x) # w}n™ (dx) (3.10)
+ % /xm g5, MU{x & (is(uw,) + Nswne) ™ F1{z(x) # w} ™ (dx) (3.11)
+ % o g(x,n)1{z(x) = w} n(m) (dx). (3.12)



Now we use that g is stabilizing with stabilization radius R. Hence, by (3.3|) with y := N5 (w,7)e 1S (w

77’77)7
the second indicator in (3.10)) is given by

1{g(%,M5(2(x),m) T NS (2(x)m)enS(wi)e T MS(2(x)m)enS(w,i)) 7 9% NS (w,i) T NS (w,i)e) }-
Note that if S(z(x),n) N S(w,n) = @, we have S(z(x),n) = S(z(x),n) N S(w,n)¢ and S(w,n) =
S(w, ) N S(2(x),n)¢, yielding that
9% M8 (2(x)m) T NS(2()m)enS(wai)e T DS (2(x)m)enS (w,i)) = 9% s (w,i) + NS (w,7)e) s

which lets the second indicator in (3.10) vanish. Using Definition [3.1|iv) we fnd that for S(z(x),n) N
S(w,n) = @ also the first indicators in (3.11)) and the indicator in (3.12)) vanish. Thus, we conclude
that

(€)= st + 5] + 8)+00 < 5 [ gGmL{S(a(x),m) 0 S(w.) £ 2} 1™ (),

Together with the multivariate Mecke equation (2.1)), this shows that (3.9)) is given by

(m1!)2/m /mEq(XﬂH5x>g(y7ﬁ+5y>1{5(z(x),n+5x)ﬂS(z(y),ﬁ+5y> # @} A" (dy) A (dx).

Finally, we want to replace S(z(x),n + dx) and S(z(y),7 + dy
goal, we split he integration area into { R(z(x),n+dx) < bx, R(
of this set. Hence, the above is bounded by

) by deterministic sets. To achieve this
2(y),1+0y) < by} and the complement

e L Bacn+ 8)aly. i+ B R+ 82) > b or RO().7+8,) > by}
x X™(dy) A™(dx)

o L [ B+ 8aly. i+ i) 1100 — 2] < b+ by} A7 (dy) X7(ax).

Here, the first term can be bounded by T} if we assume that R(z(x),n + 0x) > bx (at the cost of a
factor 2) and the second term is T5. O

Lemma 3.5. Let £ = £[n] be the process defined at (3.1]) and for E&-almost all w € X let €' be the
process defined at (3.5)). We have

/ E[(¢ — &) (X)) E&(dw) < Ts + Ty + T,

where T3, Ty, Ts are given in Theorem [3.2

Proof. Let n and 1 be independent Poisson processes on X with intensity measure \. It follows from
the definition of £€*! in (3.5) that the left-hand side of the statement of the lemma is given by

E [ €listuan + Tstwanre) — 6 — )+ (2) €l )

= E/(E[ﬁS(z(x),ﬁ) F 05 00.e) — Oz — £+ (X) g(x, 7) 7™ (dx). (3.13)



Now we use that A is diffuse, which implies by [29, Proposition 6.9] that 1 (and hence also (™) is a
simple Poisson proecess. Hence, we find

(f[HS(z(x) ) T M5¢:00,me] = Oz — €M) +(X)
< /Xm 903 500 T s:00.0) HY € 0 YUg(y. 1) # 9(v+ s (=007 + s00,)°)
X H{x # y}7s(2(x).7) T M5(2(x),)¢) (dY) (3.14)
+ % /Xm 97 s (=) T N800.me) WY & 1™ 1{x # ¥} (As 0,5 + 1sm0.me) (dy). (3.15)
Now we invoke that g is stabilizing and find by with x := n that the second indicator in
is given by

l{g(Y7 77) 7& g(Ya 77’S(z(x),ﬁ)ﬁS(z(y),w) + NS (2(x),7)eNS(2(y),w) + nS(z(y),w)C)}a

where w = Tg(x(x),i) T N9(2(x),7)c- Note that the indicator vanishes for S(z(x),7) N S(z(y),w) = @.
Since in this case also the first indicator in (3.15) vanishes by Definition [3.1f(iv), we conclude that

E / (5[775(wn)+775 e] = b — €)1 (X) €[] (dw)
< ome® [ [ M0, 1 S0, st + o) # 2} Hx £ 3}

X g(%, NG M52 + N5:00.)) Tsz00.) T 15(0.0¢) ™ (dy) 7™ (dx).

Now we apply the multivariate Mecke equation to the outer integral and obatin

ml /m /m 1{S 77 + 0x ) N S(Z(Y)a ﬁS(z(x),ﬁ-{-(Sx) + 118 (2(x),7+6x )© -+ 5x) + @}

X H{x # y} g(x, 7+ 0x) 9(¥; M5 (2(x),ii4+6x) T 1S (2(x),ii+6x)c T Ox)

X (18 ()t ) + M52 4000 + 0x) ™ (dy)A™(dx), (3.16)
where we have used that by Definition (iv) it holds that (74 0x)s(z(x),i+6x) = NS(z(x),i+dx) T 0x- NOow
we use Lemma [2.3| with the stopping set p — S(z(x), 1+ 0x) and with the function i : N x N — [0, o)
that maps (u, ¢) to

> 1{S(2(x), p + 0x) N S(2(y), 1t + ¢ + 0x) # SYU{x # y} g(x, 1) 9(y, b + & + Ix),
yE(M+¢+5x)(m)
we find that ( is given by

mu /m /m 1{S(2(x),n + 0x) N S(2(y),n + 0x) # @} 1{x # y}g(x,n + 6x)g(y,n + dx)

(1 + dx )(m) (dy)A™(dx).
Here we distinguish by the number 0 < ¢ < m — 1 of elements that x and y have in common (note
that £ = m is not possible since x # y). This gives for the above

m—1

Zm /M/Xm , HS (e, y)m +0x) N S(2(y),n + 0x) # @}

=0

9((x6,¥),m + 0x) g(y, n + 0x) ™9 (dy)A™ (dx)
m—1

1
- g)[E/m /Xm_z 1{S(Z<X57y)777+5(x,y)ﬂS(Z( ) 77+5xy)7é®}

m!(m —
=0

X 9((X6,¥): 1 + Sixy)) 9(¥, 1+ Sy ) A (dy) A (dx).



Here, all terms with ¢ # 0 form the term 75 from the statement of the lemma. For ¢ = 0 we distinguish
by the sizes of the stabilization radii. This gives the terms 73 and Tj. O

Proof of Theorem [3.2. By Lemma the process ' defined at ([3.5) is for Eé-almost all w € X a
Palm version of £. Hence, we find from [3, Theorem 2.6] that

drv(é, v) < B¢ — Ev|| + / E|l¢ — &) E€(dw).

Now we invoke Lemma [3.4] and Lemma [3.5] to bound the integral. This finishes the proof of Theorem
3.2 O

4 Maximum cells in the Poisson-Voronoi mosaic

In this section we apply Theorem [3.2] to point processes of centres of large cells in the Poisson-Voronoi
mosaic. Let X = RY (d > 2) with Borel o-field B? with d-dimensional Lebesgue measure Ay and
standard scalar product (-,-). For yu € N and x € pu the Voronoi cell C(x, p1) is the set of all points
y € R? with |y — x| < min,e,, |y — 2|, where | - | is the Euclidean norm. It is a closed convex set with
interior points. If 1 = 7 is a (stationary) Poisson process in R?, the system {C(z, u) : @ € n} is called
Poisson-Voronoi mosaic. For an in-depth introduction to the theory of (random) mosaics we refer to
Section 10 in [39].

Next we explain how we measure the size of a Voronoi cell. Let K¢ denote the space of all convex
bodies (nonempty, compact and convex sets) K C R? containing the origin o as an interior point and
equip K¢ with the Hausdorff metric. Following [20] let & > 0 and call a map ¥ : K¢ — [0, 00) size
functional if ¥ is continuous, not identically 0, k-homogeneous (i.e. X(aK) = a*%(K) for all a > 0
and K € K¢, where aK := {ax : © € K}) and increasing under set inclusions (i.e. £(K;) < %(K>)
for all K1, K> € ICg with Ky C K»). The centred inradius p, (i.e. the inradius of the largest ball with
centre o contained in K) is an example for a 1-homogeneous size functional. The kth intrinsic volume
Vi (k € [d]) of K serves as an example for a k-homogeneous size functional. These size functionals are
discussed in more details in Example [£.2]

We study cells in the Poisson-Voronoi mosaic that are large with respect to a size functional X.
Let ¢ > 0, W C R¢ be compact, 7+ be a stationary Poisson process with intensity v > 0 and let X be a
k-homogeneous size functional. We slightly abuse the notation and write X(C(z, p)) := X(C(x, ) — )
for p € Ny with « € p. For a threshold v., > 0, v > 0, (to be specified in below) we consider
the process

ey 1= Z H{E(C(x,ny)) > Veq} 0. (4.1)

xren

Here, the threshold v is chosen such hat the intensity measure E&., of & satisfies
Eé.(A) = chg(4), ~>0, Ae B (4.2)
Note that by the Mecke equation and by stationarity of n we have
Eéor (A) = YAa(A) P(Cl0,1, +00)) > ver). (4.3)

To see that v, can be chosen such that (4.1]) exists, note that by [20, Section 9] the distribution
PE(Clom+30)) of (C(0,m, + o)) and the Lebesgue meaure \; are equivalent measures on [0,00).
Together with (4.3)), this implies that the choice

Ve = inf{v > 0: YP(X(C(0,ny + d5)) > v) >}, >0, (4.4)
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indeed satisfies (4.2)).

We need to introduce some more notation. For K € K2 let hx(u) := max{(z,u) : = € K}, u €
S9! be the support function of K. Define

B(K) = % /S () o(du),

where we write o for the uniform distribution on the unit sphere S%~! in R?. There is a constant 7 > 0
such that ® and ¥ satisfy the sharp isoperimetric inequality
®(K) > m2(K)Y*, K ekl (4.5)
That this inequality is sharp means that there is some K € lef with more that one point for which
equality holds in (see [20} Section 3]). Every such body is called an extremal body. For example,
if ¥ is the d-dimensional volume, 7 = (drg) ™! and the extremal bodies are exactly the d-dimensional
balls centred at the origin o.
We call a non-negative, continuous, 0-homogeneous functional ¥ : K¢ — [0, 00) deviation functional
if it has the property that 9(K) = 0 holds for K € K¢ with (k) > 0 if and only if K is an extremal
body. Such deviation functionals always exist. For example,

P(K
I = TE(SK)EW _

from (5) in [20] defines a deviation functional. There exists a continuous function f : (0,400) —
(0,400) with f(0) =0 and f(¢) > 0 for £ > 0 such that

O(K) > (1+ f(e)r2(K)Y* for 9(K) >,

which sharpens . Any such function is called a stability function.

The following statement is Theorem 1 in [20] (specialized to the Poisson-Voronoi mosaic). Suppose
that a stationary Poisson process 1 with intensity -, a size functional 3, a deviation functional ¥ and
a stability function f (for ®, ¥ and ¢) are given. Then the following holds. There exists a positive
constant ¢y (depending only on 7) such that for all e > 0 and v > 0 we have

P(9(C(0,my +80)) = € | B(C(o,my +60)) > v) < e1 exp(—cof(e)v?*), (4.6)

where ¢; > 0 depends only on d, ¥, f, €.

Next we determine the asymptotic behavior of v, as v — oco. Since v, — 00 as v — oo (which
follows from the definitoon of v.., together with the equivalence of P*(C(+%)) and \; on [0, 00)) we
find from Theorem 2 in [20] that

lim y_lv;;l/k log P(X(C(0,1y + 0)) > very) = —2%dkgr, ¢>0,

Y—00

where 7 is the constant from (4.5). Since v~ tv,. g/ k log vy is given by

Yo E Lo P(S(0, 1y + 8,) > ves)

log(YP(3(0, 1y + do) > vepy)) 1)*1
log

111;;1/19 logy — 2%dkgt as

and since YP(X(0,ny + do) > ve) = c for all ¥ > 0 we conclude that v~
vy — 00.
In our Poisson approximation result for &., we will need the following condition on the extremal

bodies of the size functional X. For K € K% let 7,(K) be the radius of the smallest ball with center
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o containing K (centred circumradius) and p,(K) be the radius of the largest ball with center o
contained in K (centred inradius). We assume that there exists a function h : [0,00) — (0, 1] such
that for some ¢ > 0:

po(K)
ro(K)

> h(e) for all K € K2 with 9(K) < e. (4.7)

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that a stationary Poisson process 1y with intensity v > 0, a size functional
3., a dewviation functional ¥ and a stability function f are given and that holds for some € > 0.
Let W C R? be compact, ¢ > 0 and let v, be a stationary Poisson process with intensity c. Then we
have for all § >0

ey 19, 5,0 0) < Gt OROR000]

where the constant C > 0 does not depend on ~y. Here, ¢q is the constant from (4.6) and k(a) is the
volume of the intersection of an infinite cone with apex o and angular radius arcsin (ﬁ) and of a
d-dimensional ball centred at o with volume 1.

As the proof will show, the expoenent of + of the right-hand side of the statement in Theorem
has a clear geometric interpretation. While the first term ¢y f(¢) comes from and can be
interpreted as the approximation error of a large Voronoi cell by an extremal body, the second term
h(g)?k(h(e)) stems from a stabilization result for Voronoi cells whose shape is close to that of an
extremal body (see Lemma [4.3)).

We now demonstrate how Theorem applies to concrete size functionals ¥ and how it can be
used to derive extreme value statements for large cells in the Poisson-Voronoi mosaic.

Ezample 4.2. (a) Let ¥ := p, be the centred inradius. Then 7 = 1/d and the isoperimetric inequality
[@5) reads p,(K)¢ < d®(K), K € K¢, where equality holds if and only if K is a d-dimensional ball

(o)
centred at the origin o. We choose the deviation functional

I(K) == M e [0, 1.

Hence, for & € (0,1) we have that 9(K) < e if and only if 2245 >

h(e) := %—IZ and a stability function is given by f(¢) := (%%Z)d — 1. Since

%—jri. Therefore, (4.7) holds with
{po(C(x,1y + 62)) > v} = {ny N Bay(z) = &}

d

¢ =279 "y og(v/c). Letting c:=e for t € R and

=i [ (G20 1) D (T5)] >0

we find from Theorem [.1] that for all § > 0

we choose v

P(2%kqy max po(C(z, 1y))" —logy < t) — exp(—Ad(W)e_t)‘ <Cy¥™M, teR,y>0.
TENy

This shows that maxe, aw po(C(2,1))? is in the domain of attraction of Gumbel distribution and
quantifies the rate of convergence in statement (2a) from Theorem 1 [9].
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(b) Let ¥ := V. (1 < k < d) be the kth intrinsic volume (in particular, Vj is the volume, dV;_ is the
surface area and 2V} /g4 is the mean width). From (15) in [20] we have that

1 (k'(d — k‘)!I{d_k

d/k
; ) Vi(E)Y* < d(K), K e KL

dkg

As in (a), the extremal bodies are precisely the d-dimensional balls with centre at o. Hence, ¢ and a
can be chosen as above.

As a preparation for the proof of Theorem [3.2] we show that the function
g(z, 1) = Lz € WIL{Z(C(z, 1)) > ver}, = €RY e Ny, (4.8)

is stabilizing in the sense of Definition [3.I] and we construct a stabilization radius that satisfies the
conditions from Definiton Following Section 6.3 in [35] let K;(z), 1 <4 < I, be a finite collection
of infinite open cones in R? with angular radius 7/6, apex at = and union R%. For p € N, we define

Ri(z,p) : =inf{r > 0: K;(z) N By(x) # @}, i€l (4.9)
R(z,p) =2 lnglzggcl Ri(z, ). (4.10)

Then we have

C(x, 1+ b2) = O(2, hp (e 2R(wp)) + 0)

which implies that g from (4.8) is stabilizing. Since P(R(x,7,) < 0o) = 1 and since p +— B(z, R(x, 1))
is a stopping set we conclude that R is a stabilization radius. By construction we find that

P(R(0, 1+ 65) > 1) < 1— (1 — e /2N L =1/ a5 o0, (4.11)

Next we derive a more refined stabilization property that holds in a mosaic for which is underlying
point configuration is augmented by a given element y € R%. Let S{y_x}L denote the unit sphere in
the linear subspace orthogonal to y — x. We define the infinite cone

Ko(z,y) ={y+tly—z) tatly—zlu: t>0,u €Sy 1}

Hence, K,(x,y) has apex o, axis y — = and angular radius arcsin ( \/117)
In the proof of our main theorem of this section we will make use of the following statement.

Lemma 4.3. Let z,y € R? such that p + O(zy) € Ns. Let 9(C(z, pp+ 6(zy)) < € for some e >0 and
assume that condition (4.7)) holds for e > 0. Then we have

C(z,pt+0(z) = Clz,uN Ko(z,y)" +wN Ko(2,y) +0zy)), w € Ny,

where a := \/% with h from (4.7)).

Proof. First note that p,(C(x, u+0(z4))) < |x;y| . By (4.7)), this together with the condition ¥(C(x, u+
O(z,y))) < € yield that ro(C(z, p + 0(z4))) < gﬂh_(g Hence, it suffices to show that
T — T —
2 —w| > |2h(;;| for all z € {y} U Kq(z,y), w € 83(95, |2h(j|) nH (2), (4.12)
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Figure 1: The cone K,(x,y) is marked in blue.

where H ' (y) is the closed half-space that contains x and which is delimited by the bisecting hyperplane
of [x,y]. We use the parametrizations z = y+t1(y — z) + ta|x —y|v and w = y+ s1(y — x) + sa2|z — y|u
with

11 1 he)
- — - 2 > I
Sl I T ) \/4h(6)2 el =0 e [0’ = h(a)2t1]

and u,v € Sy, ;1. We have

|z — w|2 2 2
> (t1 —s1)" + (t2 — s2)
|z —y[?
which attains its minimum value ﬁ fort1 =0, t9 = 0 and s1 = —% (under the constraints on sy,
s9, t1 and tg from above). This shows (4.12]). O

Proof of Theorem[].1. For v > 0 we apply Theorem with the function g from (4.8)), z(z) = =z,
A=y g N W and the stabilization radius R defined at (4.10]). Let

by := b, = 2(3I7 ' log~)Y4, =z e RY, (4.13)

and let v, be a stationary Poisson process in R? with intensity c. From Theorem (with 75 = 0
since m = 1) we obtain that

dTV(&C,'y N VV, Ve N W) < HE(éc,'y n W) - E(Vc N W)” + TI + T2 + T3 + T4
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with
Ty = 2B, (W) [ BS(C(.y +62)) > v Rlavn, +60) > b,)do.
7= [ [ Ul =) < 2 JREC @, +62) > 0 PO, +8,)) > v) dy
Ty =2 /W /W B(S(C(@, 1y + 82)) > v, S(Cy, 1y +8)) > terys R@, 1, +62) > by) dy da,

Ty =2 /W /W 1]z — y| < 253} EL{E(C 1+ S0)) > Vorys SCWhy + 6a))) > e}
X 1{R(.%', My + 6(z,y)) < b’w R(yv Ty + 5(x,y)) < b'y}dy du.

where d := d)\; denotes integration with respect to the Lebesgue measure ;. In the following, a; > 0
(i € N) are positive constants that do not depend on 7. Their precise values are not important for the
argument.

First we show that the total variation on the right-hand side vanishes. Note that by the Mecke
equation, by stationarity of n and by we have

Efcry(A) = n/\d(A)]P’(E(C(o,n,Y +0,)) > ”077) =cha(A) =v.(4), A€ Bd;

which yields that the intensity measures of &., and v. coincide for all v > 0 and ¢ > 0.
The estimate of T1. We bound the probability in the integral of T} by

P(R(x,ny + 65) > vey) <1 — HP(R,;(:):,% +05) >by) =1—(1— e_V(bV/z)d/I)I < Je b/
iel

where R;(x, pt) is defined at (4.9)). Using the definition of b, we find that

< 29Ev (W) Ag(W)

«
<L

Ty
3 72

The estimate of To. Since X is translation-invariant and 7, is stationary, T is bounded by

ag log ~y

Ty < 42 Aa(W)Aa(Ba, (0))P((C(0, 11 + 80)) > vey)? < 5

where we have used the definitions of b, and of v, to obtain the second inequality.
The estimate of T5. We estimate the probability in the integral of T3 in the same way as we did
for Ty. This yields the bound

Ty < 2 Aa(W)2e e/ DT < %

The estimate of Ty. Let € > 0 be the constant from Theorem We distinguish by the shape of
C(z,my + 0(z,y)) which gives the bound

272 /W /W |z —y| < 26, }P(E(C(2,1y + d(z4)) > Very, H(C(2, 1y + O(ay)) > €) dyda (4.14)

+ 72 /W /W Hlz —y| < 2b7}]E l{E(C(m,m + 5(x,y))) > Ve, 19(C($,T]»y + 5(x,y))) <e}
X H{E(C(:my + b)) > veny U(C(Ys 0y + O(zy))) < €} dyda. (4.15)
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Since the probability in (4.14]) uses the augmented process 1 + (. ) instead of 1 + d,, we can not
directly invoke (4.6)). Instead, we apply the Mecke formula to the inner integral and use that 7, is
stationary. This gives

292 Xg(W)E Z 1{C(0,ny + o) > vcn, V(C(0,ny +65)) > €}
yENNBa,,

Next distinguish by the number B, := 1(Ba,) of points of 7, in By, . This yields (4.14)) the bound

22 \g(W)EB,1{B, < 2EB,}1{%(C(0,1, + 65)) > Ve, 9(C(0,1y + ) > €} (4.16)
+ 292 Xa(W) EB,1{B,, > 2EB,}1{%(C(0,7y + 00)) > ey, V(C (0,77 + 80)) > €} (4.17)

Since EB), = v(2b,)%k4 = 4931 log(v)rg we obtain for (4.16) the bound

A’ A g(Wn) EB,P(S(C(0, 1 + 65)) > ven) P(O(C (0,1, + 8c.)) > € | X(C(0,0y + 80)) > Very)
< aylog(7) exp(—cof (e)vil ),

where we have used (4.6]) to obtain the inequality. For (4.17) we find by Cauchy-Schwarz the bound

2v*A\a(W)\/EB,\/P(By > 2EB,). (4.18)

Recall that B, follows a Poisson distribution with parameter EB,. Hence, we find from the Chernoft
bound [31} Section 5.3]

PX > u) < @V

eulogu

u> A (4.19)

where X is Poisson distributed with parameter A > 0, that (4.18|) is bounded by

eIEB QEB.Ye—EB.Y

/ - -1
2')/2)\(1 EB \/ 2EB, 10g(2E5,) <2’72)\d(W)\/]EiBWe EB-(1/2—log2)

< a57274d315d(2710g2)\/@’

where we have used that EBy = 4931 log(7)kq

To bound we use that and the trivial relation r,(K) > hy(K), v € S¥!, imply that
ro(K)4 > dr¥(K)%*. Since we have assumed ([@.7), this gives for £(K) > v and ¥(K) < ¢ that
po(K)? > h(e)%drv¥*. Hence, is bounded by

/ / 1{|z = y| < 265} E1{po(Cy, 1y + 0o ))" > h(e) drv?/E}
X 1{2( (957777 + 5(x,y))) > Ve, 19(0(337% + 5(90,3,/ )) < E} dydx'

Now we use Lemma {.3{ and exploit that po(C(y, 7y + d(z,))) > s implies that n, N Bas(y) = @. This
gives the bound

2 _
3 =l < 2 B 0By g ) = )
x H{X(C(x, My N Ko(z,y)“ + 5($,y))) > Ve, HC(y,n N Koz, y)" + 5(95,1/))) <eldydw
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pp— A 3 c . .
where a := Jioh@E Since the processes 17, N K, (z,y) and 1y N Kq(x,y)¢ are independent, we arrive

at the bound
2
— < —
7 [ e = < 2} B 0 Kao9) 0 By gy ) = 2)
X P(E(C(w, Ny N Ka(xa y)c + 5(:6,3/))) > Uc,'y) dydz.

Now we use Lemma again and note that \g(K,(z,y) N B.(y)) = r¥kqk(h(e)) for r > 0. Hence, the
above is bounded by

ye Aa(W)Aa(Bap, ) exp ( - 2dh(5)dd7v%’“mdk(h(s))*y)
< o log(y) exp ( - 2dh(5)dd7v§l’4{kndk(h(5))7).
Finally, we complete the proof and collect the bounds of the T-terms. This gives

as lo as
% + =+ aalog(y) exp(—cof ()0e)

+ gy 4BIRa2l82) | Moo 4 log(7) exp ( - th(&‘)dd’r?}i{f,‘idk(h(8))’)’).

aq
drv(Eer NW,ve, NW) < 2+

1

Using that v~ vc_,fyi/k logy — 2%k 4T as v — oo we conlude that for all § > 0,

Ay (€ VW, ey 1TV < Gy~ in [0 O RO )]

for a constant C' > 0 that does not depend on 7. O

5 Maximum cells in the Poisson-Delaunay mosaic

In this section we apply Theorem [3.2] to processes of centres of large cells in the Poisson-Delaunay
mosaic. As in the previous section we work in the Euclidean space X = R? (d > 2) with Borel o-field
B¢ and d-dimensional Lebesgue measure \y. Let p € Ng and x := (z1,...,2441) € u(dH) be in general
position. Let B(x) be the (unique) open d-dimensional ball that has the points z1,...,x411 on its
boundary and let z(x) be its centre. If p N B(x) = @, we call the simplex S(x) := conv(z1,...,Z411)
a Delaunay cell. The system of all such cells is called Delaunay mosaic.

Let A be the space of all d-simplices with circumcentre at the origin o, equipped with the Hausdorff
metric. For k > 0 we call ¥ : A — R a size functional if it is continuous, k-homogeneous and such
that ¥ attains a maximum on the set of simplices with vertices on the unit sphere and if V/ nL/k
is bounded (where Vj is the volume). Examples for size functionals are the volume and the inradius
(see Example [5.2). We slightly abuse the notation and write 3(S(x)) := 3(S(x) — 2(x)) for x :=
(z1,...,7a41) € (RY)I! in general position. For ¢ > 0, a threshold v, > 0, v > 0, (to be specified
below) and a stationary Poisson process 7, of intensity v we consider the process

1 y Y 1{nNB(x) = 2} {E(S(%)) > v} 6-0- (5.1)

SR RS

x€n2d+1)

Particularly useful in the asymptotic study of random cells is the notion of the typical cell Z, in a
Delaunay mosaic generated by a Poisson process with intensity . This is any random simplex with
distribution given by

P(Zy €)= ME/B{z(X) € [0,1]}1{S(x) € J1{n, N B(x) = @}ngd“)(dx), (5.2)
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with some constant 4 > 0 that only depends on d (see [39], p. 450 and (10.31)). This allows us to
write the intensity measure of & as

B (A) = vBaAa(AP(X(Z,) > ves), A€ B (5.3)
We choose the threshold v, in (5.1]) as
Ve i= inf{v > 0: v84P(X(Zy) > v) < c}. (5.4)

By (5.3) and Lemma below it holds that E. ., = cAq.
For S € A let r(S) denote the circumradius of S and define 7 := max{¥(S) : S € A, r(S) = 1}.
Since ¥ is k-homogeneous we obtain that

2(S) < 7r(S)k, SeA. (5.5)

If equality holds in , we call S € A an extremal simplex. Following [19] we define a functional v
that measures the deviation of a simplex S € A from a regular simplex as follows. Let S € A and
U1, ..., uger € ST be such that conv(ui, ..., uqy1) is a regular simplex. Then we define 9(S) as the
smallest number o > 0 such that there are points v1,...,v441 € S¥~! such that conv(vy, ..., vg41) 18
similar to S and ||u; —v;|| < a for i € [d+ 1]. Note that ¥(S) = 0 if and only if S is a regular simplex.

As in [19] we call f:[0,1) — [0,1) a stability function of ¥ and ¢ if f(0) =0, f(g) > 0 fore >0
and

2(S) < (1= f(e)r(S)*r for all S € A with 9(S) > e.

Let 3, ¥ and f be as above and v, ¢ > 0. It was shown in Theorem 1 in [I9] that there is a
constant ¢y > 0 depending only on X, 9, f and d such that

P(9(Z,) > e | 2(Z,) >v) < 1 exp(—cof(e)v¥Fy), v >0, (5.6)

where ¢; > 0 depends only on d, €, X, ¥, f.
Next we determine the asymptotic behaviour of v, for fixed c as v — co. By (5.4) and Lemma
we have that v., — 00 as v — co. Hence, Theorem 2 in [19] implies that

lim 7o Y log P(S(Z,) > vey) = —kar ™ YE. (5.7)

Y—00

1

Since v~ vgg/k log vy is given by

log(VP(X(Zy) > vey)) 1)—1

v_lv;;l/k logP(3(Z,) > UC;Y)( log 7

we conclude from (5.7) and the definition of v, that vy v, 5/ F logy — kgT~* as v — oo.
The next statement is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that 1, be a stationary Poisson process with intensity v > 1, X is a size
functional, ¥ is a deviation functional with stability function f and T from . Assume that all
extremal simplices of ¥ are reqular. Let ¢ >0, W C R? be compact and let v, be a stationary Poisson
process with intenisty c. Then we have for all § > 0 and all € € (0,1/d)

drv (€ N W, v N W) < CAf~minleof(EI=1E)] o 5 1

where the constant C > 0 does not depend on . Here, I(g) := féﬁ(l — 52)4/2ds.
d
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In the following example we discuss applications of Theorem to concrete size functionals.

Ezample 5.2. (a) For the volume ¥ = Vj it was shown in [I8] that the extremal simplices are regular
and that there is a constant ¢y > 0 only depending on d such that for every ¢ € (0,1) we have that

Va(S) < (1 = cge®)r(S)4r for all S € A with 9(S) > &

Hence, a stability function is given by f(¢) = cqe?. In dimension d = 2 the distribution of the volume
of the typical cell in the Poisson-Delaunay mosaic is known explicitly from [38] and given by

e 2
P(Va(Z,) > v) = o K1/6(7m)du v >0,

9 Sy 3v3
where K /(u) is the modified Bessel function of order 1/6. Since Kj5(u) = (/5,e"(1 + o(1)) as
u — oo we find for v, 1= i;g log( ) that

hm YP(Va(Zy) > vey) = c.
Letting ¢ := e for t € R we obtain from Theorem for all € € (0,1/2):

‘P(ﬂ max {Va(S(x)) : 2(x) € W,ny N B(x) = @} —log(3y) < t) —exp(=A(W)e™h)| < CO~M
xen,Y

for all t € R and v > 1, where M := min[cocqe?,1/6 — ¢ + (1/2 — £)3/3]. This quantifies the result
from Section 3.2 in [10].

(b) Let X(S) = p(S) be the inradius (i.e. the radius of the largest ball inscribed in S). Then the
extremal simplices are also precisely all regular simplices. In was shown in [I9], Section 4] that for the
constant ¢4 from (a) and € € [0, 1] it holds that

p(S) < (1 —cqe?/d)r(S)r for all S € A with 9(S) > ¢

Hence, a stability function is given by f(¢) = cqe?/d.

The following spherical Blaschke-Petkantschin formula (Theorem 7.3.1 in [39]) will play a funda-
mental role in the proof of Theorem For u := (uy,...,uq+1) let Ag(u) be the d-dimensional
volume of the convex hull conv(uq,...,ugy1) of ui,...,ugs1. Let o be the uniform probability distri-
bution on the unit sphere S4~1 and kg := 7%2/T'(1 +d/2), d € N, be the volume of the d-dimensional
unit ball, where I'(-) denotes the Gamma function. Let f : (R?)?*! — [0, 00) be a measurable function.
Then we have

/ fANTF = dl(dky) d+1// / f(z 4 ru)rt 1t Ay(u) o (du) drdz (5.8)
(Rd)d+1 Rd 0 (Sd-1)d+1

where z +ru = (z +ru1,...,2 + rUg41).
From the Mecke formula and ([5.2)) we obtain for all v > 0 that

d+1
’y —YK4T (X d
P(r(Z,) > 0) = 5 [ 1660 € D1 60) > o) X (),
which is by (5.8) given by
Vﬁdddcd /oo —5.d—1 : _/ d+1
Baldr1) ) )1/d6 s7*ds with Cg:= ey Ag(ua) oy (dua). (5.9)
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Figure 2: The figure shows the situation of Lemmal[5.3|for d = 2 and ¢ = 2. The dashed drawn triangle
is regular.

Using here that P(r(Z,) > 0) = 1 and that [;° e *s?"!ds = I'(d), we find

1 oo
P(vkar(Z,)* > v) = F(d)/ e %5 lds, v >0, (5.10)

ie. ’y/{dr(Zw)d follows a Gamma distribution with parameter d.

Lemma 5.3. For £ € [d+ 1] let x € (R)™ and y € (RY)! such that x and (x,,y) are in general
position. We assume that

Bx)N{y1,.. ., Yar1—e} =9,  Bxey) N {ze, ... 2ap} = 2.
and that 9(x) < € and ¥(x¢,y) < € for some € € (0,1/d). Then we have
Aa(B(x) U B(x4,y)) > (1 = I(€))kgr(x)? + kar(xe, )"
. 1
with I(g) := f%%(l — 52)4/2ds.

Proof. Let ps be the inradius (radius of the largest inscribed sphere) and rs be the circumradius (radius
of the smallest circumscribing sphere) of a regular (d+ 1)-simplex. We use the fact that dps = r5. For
1 <k<d+1let H_j be the (unique) hyperplane through {z1,..., 2441} \ {zx}. It follows from the
definition of ¥ that ¥(x) < e implies that

. 1
| Jnin d(z(x), H_x) < r(x) (3 + 5). (5.11)

Let H™, be the closed halfspace that is bounded by H_; and that does not contain z(x). We have

Ad(B(x) U B(x¢,y)) > Ma(B(x)) + Aa(B(x¢,y)) — 1§I]I€122{+1 M(B(x) N HZ,). (5.12)
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For d(z(x), H_j) = ar(x) we have
1
MN(B(x)NH-,) = r(x)%kg /1_ (1—s2)%2ds.

Hence, we find the assertion from (5.11]) and (5.12)). O

Proof of Theorem[5.1} Let m =d+ 1,y >0 and ¢ > 0 and W C R? be compact. We apply Theorem
with A := vy Ag N W and

g(x, 1) = 1{z(x) e W}1l{pN B(x) = &, £(S5(x)) > ve~}-

We choose the stabilization radius R(z,u) := ||z — x1]| if there is a unique (d + 1)-tuple x =
(x1,...,2q41) € p%Y) (up to permutations of the components of x) such that z(x) = z (in this
case R(z,pu) = r(x)) and R(z, u) := 0o, otherwise. Let

bx = by = (37 'k, " log 7)), (5.13)
This gives the bound

dTV(éc,'y NW,v.N W) < HE({C,Y n W) — E(I/C N W)” + Ty + T+ T35+ Ty + Tk

where
d+1
T, - W [ 100 € WILE(S() > v {70 > b, )P, 1 Bx) = ) XS (),
2d+2

= d+1 //1{2 ) € W [2(x) — 2(y)| < 26y} 1{E(S(x)) > vey, B(S(Y)) > veqy}

><IE”(TMWB( x) = @) P(n, N B(y) = &) Ay (dy) A" (dx),
2d+2

d+1 // 1{2(x) € W, 2(y) € WH{E(S(X)) > ver B(S(y)) > ver}

x 1{?“( ) > by YP((my + d(xy)) N (B(x) U B(y)) = 2) A7 (dy) A7 (dx),
2d+2

Ta= d+ 1 // 1{2 E w, |Z( )_ Z( )| <2b }1{2( ( )) > 'Uc,'y’E(S(Y)) > Uc(y}
X 1{7°( ) > by }P((11y + O(xy) N (B(x) U B(y)) = 2) \g™ (dy) Ag™ (dx),

T3 =

~20+2-2
T5 = EZ m // 1{z(x) € W, 2(x¢,y) € W}I}IL{E(S(x)) > Ve, 2(S(X¢,¥)) > Ve }

X P((ny + S(xy)) N (B(x) U B(x,y)) = @) A7 (dy) A (dx).

From and the choice of v, 4 in we find that E. , = Ev.. Hence, ||E({.,NW)—=E(v.NW)|| =0,

v > 1. Next we bound the T-terms from the right-hand side. In the following, «; > 0 (i € N) are

positive constants that do not depend on . Their precise values are not important for the argument.
The estimate of T1. From the definition of b, we have that T3 is bounded by

Q”derlC)\d(W)
(d+1)!

Now we invoke the definition of the typical cell Z, from (5.2)) and use (5.10)). This gives for the above

/l{z(x) € Wii{ykqr(x)¢ > 3log W}E_WdT(x)d Ag“(dx).

9 2 00 1 d—1
2eyAa(W)2BaP(vkar(Z)? > 3logry) = ny)\d()ﬁd/ e %5 lds < %. (5.14)
F(d) 3logy Y
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The estimate of To. By definition of the typical cell Z, we find that T3 is given by

ag log~y
v

Y Xa(Bay, )Aa(W)BIP(E(Zy) > vey)® < (5.15)

The estimate of Ts. For the estimate of T3 we assume (at the cost of a factor 2) that r(y) < r(x)
and bound T3 by

2d+2

e ) 160 € W) € WILEG0 > 0110060 2 1)

x P(n, N (B(x) U B(y)) = @) \g" (dy) A+ (dx).
Now we apply (5.8)) to the inner integral and obtain for the above

221 dAN g (W) Cyd!
d?((d+ 1)1)?

with the constant Cy from (5.9). We apply (5.§) a second time and substitute s := yrgr?. Thus we
arrive at

/r(x)dzl{z(x) e Wii{r(x) > by}P(n, N B(x) = @) Ag“(dx)

)del

oo 0o
2 1 _ d 4 as(lo
013’72d+2 / T‘2d 16 YR p — a472 / 52d 16 Sds < ( g7
by yrabd Y

The estimate of Ty. Let € > 0. We consider the shapes of the simplices S(x) and S(y) and split
T4 into

2d+2
e // L{I(S()) < 2, (S(y)) < }1{2(x) € W, |2(x) — 2(¥)| < by, 7(x) < by, 1(y) < by}

X 1{2 (%)) > Verys 2(S(¥)) > ver }P((1y + Oixy)) N (B(x) UB(y)) = @) AT (dy) A% (dx)
(5.16)
2d+2
T [ HOS0) > 11{E0) € Wea(x) = ()] < 20117 (x) < by, r(y) < by}
X 1{5(s < 1) > Uy BS(3)) > e B, + Syy) 0 (BX) U B(y) = 2) A+ (dy) AL (dx).
(5.17)

To estimate (5.16) we assume (at the cost of a factor 2) that r(x) < r(y) and use that Lemma
implies that for 9(S(x)) < € and ¥(S(y)) < ¢,

Aa(B(x) U B(y)) > (1 = I(e))kar(x)* + rar(y)? > (2 = 1(e))rar(x)*.

where I(e fd 1, (1—s 2)d/2ds. Since |2(x) — 2(y)| < 2by and 7(y) < b, implies by the triangle
1nequahty that |z( ) yil <3by,i=1,...,d+ 1, we find for (5.16) the bound

9 2d+2)\ B d+1

Tt (10 € WH{SS() > veobe TS N @), (1)

Now we invoke (5.5) which says that 7r(x)* > %(S(x)) for x in general position. Hence, r(x) >
(Very /T)VF for B(S(x)) > ver. Therefore, the above is bounded by

2,},2d+2 /\d(B3bv )d+1ef'ynd(lfl(s))r—d/kvg,/wk

((d+1)1)?

/ 1{2(x) € WHL{E(S(x)) > v Je 500" xEH1 (dx0).
(5.19)

22



Since the integral is by definition of v, equal to cAg(W), we find from the definiton of b, for (5.19)
the bound

ag(logy) " exp(—yra(1 — I(e))r~YkvdlF).
An analogous application of the triangle inequality as above yields for (5.17)) the bound

472d+2 )\d(BBb—y )d+1
((d+1)1)?2

for which we obtain by the definition of the typical cell Z, and by (j5.6) the bound

/1{19(5(X)) > e}1{z(x) € WH{E(S(x)) > vey Je 70 AT (dx),

ary* N Bap, ) TP(S(Zy) > vey)P(0(Zy) > € | B(Zy) > vey)

< as(logy) ! exp(—co f(e)vdFy).

The estimate of Ts. To estimate Ty we distinguish by the circumradii r(x) and r(xy,y). This gives

d 2d+2 ¢

> g ) M0 S ) < SIS > s NS00 ) > o)

x 1{z(x) € W, 2(x1,y) € WHP((ny + S(xy)) N (B(x) U B(x¢,y)) = @) Ay (dy) Ayt (dx)
(5.20)
d 2042

3 e 100 > b 002 S 00) > v, (S v) > )

x 1{Z(X) € W, 2(xe,y) € WIP((1 + S(xy)) N (B(x) U B(xe,y)) = 2) Az~ (dy) g™ (dx)
(5.21)

where the factor 2 in the second term comes from the assumption r(x) > r(xs,y). In (5.20) we next
distinguish by the shape of the simplices S(x) and S(xy,y). This gives the bound

d ~2d+2-¢
S g gy ) MOS0 <2 0(5k03) < P < b ey <)

x 1{z(x) € W, z(xt,y) € W}P((1y + Sxy)) N (B(x) U B(x¢,y)) = @) Ay~ (dy) AT (dx)
(5.22)

2d+2 l
+Z£' d+1- //1{“9 )) > e}1{r(x) < bn, (x¢,y) < 0 }UB(S(x)) > ver}

x H{z(x) € W, z2(x¢,y) € W}P((1y + 0(x,y)) N (B(x) U B(x4,y)) = 9) AT (dy) AT (dx).
(5.23)

For (5.22) we exploit now the bound (5.19) and use that by the triangle inequality |z(x) — y;| <
|2(x) — 21| + |21 — 2(x0,¥)| + |2(%0,¥) — vi| < r(x)+2r(xg,y) fori=1,...,d+1— £ This gives the
bound
d — _
72d+2 e)\d(B3b«,)d+1 ¢
2(d+1-12)!

/ 1{2(x) € WH{D(S(X)) > vey }e 21O \IH (qx),
/=1

which can be bounded exactly as (5.18)) above and we arrive at the bound

ag(log ) exp(—yrq(1 — I(e))r = Fud/F).
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For ([5.23)) we use again that |z(x) — y;| < r(x) + 2r(xe,y) for i = 1,...,d+ 1 — £. Analogously to
the estimate of ((5.17) we find the bound

ao(log 7)* exp(—co f(e)vn/* 7).
Finally, we dicuss (5.21)). Since |z(x) — y;| < 3r(x) for r(x¢,y) < r(x), we find the bound

d 9y 2d+2-1
ZLMHJ_EE/M@%wﬁﬂEHN@>bﬁH4@€W@MmﬂB&%ﬂﬁﬂﬂmﬂ
=1

d )d1=Cy2d+2-¢
Z 28 g, d+ i _75) /r(x)d<d+”>1{r(x) > b, }1{z(x) € W}P(n, N B(x) = @) A4} (dx).
=1

which is by (5.8]) bounded by

d — —
d—i—l)\ Z 2(2 "fd d+1 Z,de—i-Q 0 poo LA 1021 —ymar? g M
d+1-12)! = .
=1 thd + b Y

Finally, we collect the bounds of the different 7T-terms and obtain that

01 (g ) i

,72

asl 1 1 d
2logy as(log7) n a11(logy)

v 7
+ (ag(log 7)™ + ag(log 7)%) exp(—yra(1l — I(e))7~ ¥ *vilk)
+ (ag(logy)*H! d/kn).

dTV(gc,'y N W Ve M W) <

+ ao(log 7)) exp(—co f ()

Hence, we conclude from the asyomptotic form of v, that for all § > 0 and some constant C' > 0
drv(Eey NW,ve N < Cy—minleof().1-1(2)],

O

Lemma 5.4. For ally > 0 the distribution P>(Z~) of ¥(Zy) and the Lebesgue measure A\ are equivalent
on [0, 00).

Proof. First we show that P¥(%47) is absolutely continuous with respect to A; on [y~ /%, 00). For A € B!
we have by Theorem 7.3.1 in [39]

d 0
P(X(Z,) € A) = % /Sd 1)d+1/ 1{X(conv(ru)) € A}e_v’ﬂdrdrdQ_lAd(u) dro®l(du).  (5.24)

Since X is k-homogeneous and ¥ (conv(u)) is assumed to be bounded, we have that ¥(conv(ru)) € A
if ¥ € A/%(conv(u)). Thus, the inner integral in vanishes if A is a A;-null set.

Next we show that the Radon-Nikodym density of P¥(%7) with respect to the Lebesgue measure
A1 is positive on [0,00). From Lemma 1 in [I9] we obtain for a > 0 and all € > 0

dPWw)( . P(X(Z,) €a[l,1+h))
dA; hl0 ah

> d/k,\d _ hd d/k '
> a(a”ty) exp (— S (L 42)a?ty) >0

This gives that P2(%7) and \; are equivalent measures on [0, 00). ]
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