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Random polytopes in convex bodies:
Bridging the gap between extremal containers

Florian Besau? Anna Gusakova” Christoph Thale®

Abstract

We investigate the asymptotic properties of random polytopes arising as convex hulls of n
independent random points sampled from a family of block-beta distributions. Notably, this family
includes the uniform distribution on a product of Euclidean balls of varying dimensions as a key
example. As n — oo, we establish explicit growth rates for the expected number of facets, which
depend in a subtle way on the the underlying model parameters. For the case of the uniform
distribution, we further examine the expected number of faces of arbitrary dimensions as well as
the volume difference. Our findings reveal that the family of random polytopes we introduce exhibits
novel interpolative properties, bridging the gap between the classical extremal cases observed in
the behavior of random polytopes within smooth versus polytopal convex containers.

Keywords. Beta polytope, block-beta distribution, expected f-vector, expected volume difference,
meta-cube, product body, random polytope.
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1 Introduction and results

1.1 Motivation and background

Random polytopes, arising as convex hulls of a finite but large set of randomly chosen points in a given
convex container, play a significant role in numerous fields of mathematics and applied sciences. Their
study lies at the intersection of probability theory, geometric analysis, integral geometry, combinator-
ics, and approximation theory. Beyond their theoretical appeal, random polytopes play significant role
in various applications in areas such as optimization, computational geometry, statistical learning, and
data science, where they used to model and solve complex problems related to shape approximation,
volume estimation, and geometric inference.

A primary motivation for investigating random polytopes is to understand and model random struc-
tures and processes in high-dimensional spaces, which are increasingly common in modern scientific
inquiries. In machine learning, for example, random polytopes help approximate solution spaces in
optimization problems, while in data analysis, they provide insights into the geometry of data distri-
butions. Furthermore, the probabilistic properties of random polytopes — such as their volume, surface
area, and the number of faces — are of great interesting since they reveal fundamental properties of
random geometric objects.

In the literature, two set-ups are typically studied:

i) random polytopes generated by random points in convex bodies with smooth boundary (meaning

i d Lyt ted b d ints i bodi ith th bound i
that the boundary is twice differentiable and has positive Gauss curvature at every boundary
point),

(ii) random polytopes in convex polytopes.
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These two cases exhibit radically different behaviors. For instance, if K € R? with Voly(K) =1 is a
convex body with smooth boundary and K, is the convex hull of n independent and uniform random
points in K, then by [37, Thm. 4] the expected number of j-dimensional faces f;(K,) of K, behaves
asymptotically as

d

Efj(Ky) = &5 Q(K) nav (1 + o,(1)), jefo,...,d—1}, (1.1)

-

where ¢3’j € (0,00) is a constant only depending on d and j, 0,(1) indicates a sequence that tends to
zero with n — oco. Here, Q(K), defined by

QK) = /M k(K %) T HO L (dx),

is Blaschke’s classical notion of affine surface area of K, see [31, 32, 49]. In this expression, x(K;x)
denotes the Gauss curvature of the hypersurface K at a point x € 9K, and H ! is the (d — 1)-
dimensional Hausdorff measure.

In contrast, if P C R? is a polytope with Volg(P) = 1, and P, is the convex hull of n independent
and uniform random points in P, then

Efj(Pn) = ¢4 T(P) (Inn)*~ (1 + 0,(1)), je{0,...,d—1}, (1.2)

by [37, Thm. 8], where cd € (0,00) is another constant only depending on d and j, and T’ ( ) is the
number of complete flags of the polytope P. A complete flag of P is a sequences Fy C Iy C ... C Fy_1,
where each Fj, i € {1,...,d — 1}, is a face of P of dimension 1.

Similarly, for the expected volume difference, we have

E Volg(K \ K,) = ¢ Q(K) ™7 (1 + 0,(1)), (13)
(Inn)d-t

EVoly(P\ P,) = ¢ T(P)

(14 0a(1)), (1.4)
with constants ¢, ¢)” € (0, 0o) only depending on d. This result follows from (1.1) and (1.2) together
with Efron’s identity [16, Eqn. (3.7)], which implies that for general convex bodies L C R? with
Volg(L) = 1, Efo(Ly,) and n(Voly(L) — E Volg(Ly,)) are asymptotically equivalent as n — oo, where
L,, denotes the convex hull of n independent random points uniformly distributed in L.

The asymptotic behavior in (1.1)—(1.4) highlights a general pattern: for containers with smooth bound-
ary, the expected number of faces behaves asymptotically like a power of n, whereas for polytopal
containers, it grows logarithmically. For additional details on these and related results, we refer to the
survey articles [5, 26, 35, 38, 42| and the references therein.

Given the dichotomy between the smooth and the polytopal case, a natural question arises: what is
the expected behavior of random convex hulls in a ‘generic’ convex body? Bardny and Larman [7,
Thm. 5] demonstrated that, in the sense of Baire category, the behavior of Ef;(Ly) and E Voly(Ly,)
for most convex bodies L C R? is unpredictable. Specifically, for infinitely many n,
Inn)d1
EVoly(L\ L,) < i Qs

n

and,
EVoly(L\ Ly) > n~ &1 by,

where (ap)n>1 and (b, )n>1 are arbitrary sequences of positive real numbers with a,, — oo and b, — 0
as n — oo. A similar oscillating behavior also holds for Ef;(Ly,), see [4, Cor. 3]. In other words, for
generic containers, the expected volume and the expected face numbers oscillates between the smooth
and the polytopal case.
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Figure 1.1: Simulations of uniform random polytopes generated by n = 1000 points in a cylinder
d = (2,1) (left), the unit ball d = (3) (middle) and the cube d = (1,1,1) (right).

This raises a major open question in the field: are there ‘natural’ classes of convex bodies which do
not exhibit such a chaotic behavior and interpolate between (1.1) and (1.2), or between (1.3) and (1.4)
respectively? The principal aim of this article is to address this question by introducing a family of
convex bodies that serves as an interpolating class, which displays the growth rate of both extremal
cases in a unified framework.

The asymptotic results in (1.1)—(1.4) and the question posed above are closely related to the geometric
properties of the floating bodies associated with the container body in which the random polytope is
constructed. We recall that the (convex) floating body Lis), 6 > 0, of a convex body L C R? arises
from L by removing all caps of L with volume at most J, see the survey article [49]. More precisely,
Lisy = {H" : Volg(H™NL) < 6}, where H* stand for the two half-spaces determined by a hyperplane
H. Then, if L, is the convex hull of n independent and uniform random points in L with Voly(L) = 1,
it is known from [7, Thm. 1] and [4, Thm. 1] that

CVOld(L \ L[l/n]) < EVOld(L \ Ln) < Cd Vold(L \ L[l/n]): (15)
and
C’erOld(L \ L[l/n]) < EfJ(Ln) < Cd’I’LVOld(L \ L[l/n]): (16)

for all n > Ny, where ¢ € (0,00) is an absolute constant and cgq, Ny € (0,00) are constants only
depending on d.

However, there are only few classes of convex bodies L for which the volume Voly(L \ L(5) is explicitly
known or even for which the asymptotic order as § | 0 can be determined. This behavior is primarily
understood for convex bodies with sufficiently smooth boundary [10, 47] and for polytopes [11, 46].
Notably, there are also some special planar examples constructed in [48].

These observations reveal that the relations in (1.5) and (1.6) between floating bodies and random
polytopes are insufficient to address our question. Rather, the reverse approach will hold: via (1.5)
and (1.6), our results on random polytopes will introduce a new class of convex bodies L for which
the asymptotic behavior of Volyg(L \ Li5) as d | 0 can now be analyzed.

1.2 Principal results

To introduce our setup, let d > 2 and m € {1,...,d} be integers, and consider an m-tuple d :=
(di,...,dp) € N™ such that dy + ...+ d,,, = d. We define the origin symmetric convex body Zqy as



the product

m
Zy =[] By cRY, (1.7)
i=1
of d;-dimensional centered Euclidean unit balls Bgi, i € {1,...,m}. Throughout the article, we use

the natural identification of the d;-dimensional linear subspace {0} F+di-1 x R x {Q}di+1+-+dm
with R%. Alternatively, Z4 can be described as the unit ball in R? given by the norm

|(x1,...,%xm)|lz, == max _||x;]2 for x; € R%,
ie{1,...,m}
As a Minkowski sum of Euclidean balls, the convex body Zg is also a zonoid, but in general not a
zonotope. Let us discuss some special cases:

(i) m = 1: Here, d = (d), and Zg reduces to the d-dimensional Euclidean unit ball BS. This case
represents the classical smooth container, which has been studied extensively, for example in
1, 8, 9, 14, 29, 33].

(i) m =d: Ford = (1,...,1), Zg is the centered cube B = [~1,1]%. As a Minkowski sum of line
segments, this body is a zonotope. This case represents the classical case of polytopal containers
studied, for example, in [2, 4, 6, 11, 22, 37, 39, 40, 46].

(i) m = 2: If d = (k,d — k) for some k € {1,...,d — 1}, then Zg = B5 x B¢*. For example,
Zig-1,1) = B4 x [~1,1] is the d-dimensional cylinder of height 2 having a (d — 1)-dimensional
Euclidean unit ball as base. A special case will be played by Lagrangian produces of balls. They
arise if d = 2k is even and Z 1) = BY x BE. We remark that Lagrangian products of convex
bodies have recently played a significant role in the construction of the counterexample to the
famous Viterbo conjecture for capacities in symplectic geometry [23].

In this paper we are considering the random uniform polytope
Pn,d = Co {Xl, oy Xn},

where X4,...,X,, are independent random points chosen uniformly in Zy. More generally, we also
consider the random block-beta polytope

Pra = co{Xy,..., X},

n

where the generating points X;, i € {1,...,n}, are distributed according to a block-beta distribution on
Zq with block-parameter := (f31,..., 8m), where 81,..., B, > —1. See Figure 1.1 for some examples
of these random polytopes for different containers in R3.

To define our setup more rigorously, for each i € {1,...,n} we group the coordinates X;1,...,X; 4 of
X, according to the block structure of Zy as X; = (XZ(-D, . ,Xgm)) with XZ(-j) = (Xigja1,-- s Xig;4d;)
and where ¢; :=dy + ...+ d;_1 for j € {1,...,m}. Then, we require that for each i € {1,...,n} and
j € {1,...,m} the block-coordinates XZ(»] ) are independent and beta-distributed on R% with parameter
Bj, that is, XY has probability density

(% +8;+1) , i
fo,4,(y) = —2—1—"(1—|yl3)¥ forye By. (1.8)
m2 (B + 1)

Notably, if 51 = ... = (,, = 0, then the generating random points X; are uniform in Zy.

Let us recall from [27, Lem. 4.4] that the beta distribution on a Euclidean ball B} with parameter
8= "Tfk > 0 arises as the projection of the uniform distribution on B3 under orthogonal projection
onto R¥. Since such projections will play an important role in our investigation, working with beta

distributions from the beginning is a natural choice in this context.



To present our main result, we set, for 51,..., 3, > 0,
m
d::Zdi and B::Z@'ZO,
; i=1

and introduce the beta-adjusted dimensions

b d; + B
(N 1_"_62’

Since §; > 0 we have 1 < k; < d; and k; = 1 if and only if d; = 1.

Throughout this article we use the notation a,, < b, for two sequences (a,)n,>1 and (b, ),>1 of positive
real numbers to indicate that there are constants ¢, C' € (0, 00) only depending on the model parameters

d and such that ¢ < liminf 32 <limsup 3= < C.
n—oo Un n—oo "

ie{l,...,m}.

We are now prepared to present the main result of this paper. This result describes the precise
asymptotic growth as n — oo of the expected number of facets of a random block-beta polytope in
terms of the maximal beta-adjusted dimension.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz integers d > 2 and m € {1,...,d}, and an m-tuple d = (dy,...,dn) € N, such
that dy+...4+dy, = d. Further, let 51,...,8m >0 and set = ((1,...,Bm). We consider the random
block-beta polytope Pora and define kmax := max ki and #kmax := #{i : ki = kmax}. Then,

)

kmax—1

Efa-1(P, q) = nkmaxiT (In p)H#hmax—1,

To see that the family of random polytopes we constructed answers the question raised earlier, let us
revisit the special cases (i)—(iii) outlined above. We also refer to Table 1 for examples in small space
dimensions and Figure 1.2 for a simulation study in R?.
(i) m =1: For d = (d) and = (f) for some 8 > 0, we have kyax = % and #kmax = 1. In this
d—1
case, Theorem 1.1 shows that Efy_1(P, ;) < nd+23+1, recovering thereby the result obtained in
[28, Thm. 1.18]. In particular, taking 5 = 0, we obtain the asymptotic growth (1.1) for random
convex hulls in convex bodies with smooth boundary.

(i) m = d: Then d = (1,...,1), and we have kpax = 1 and #knax = d. Thus, Efy_1(P, 4) =
(Inn)4!, independently of the choice of the beta parameters f31,. .., 3q > 0. This recovers the
asymptotic rate given by (1.2) for random convex hulls in polytopes.

(iii) m = 2: Here we have d = (k,d — k) for some k € {1,...,d — 1}. Suppose that §; = 2 = 0.
Then kpax = max{k,d — k} and #kmax = 2 if 2k = d, while #kyax = 1 otherwise. Thus, we
have

max{k,d—k}—1 1 f Qk d
nmax{k,dfk}Jﬁl nn i =d,
Efd—l(Pn,d) = { max{k,d—k}—1

nmax{k,d—k}+1 otherwise.

The example in case (iii) shows that in even space dimensions Lagrangian products of balls play a
special role, leading to the emergence of an additional logarithmic factor. We shall now explain this
phenomenon in more detail.

At first, Theorem 1.1 and its proof reveal that if the product body Zg4 has precisely one factor whose
beta-adjusted dimension dominates all the others, the facets of P, ; will eventually cluster in this
part of Zy, whose local behavior is that of a smooth convex body. The number of facets lying in
other parts of Zy are of lower order. Conversely, if there is more than one factor with maximal beta-
adjusted dimension, the order of Efs_1(P,, 4) increases by an additional logarithmic factor. Intuitively,
this logarithmic factor corresponds to the number of surplus facets that are generated by connecting
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Figure 1.2: Numerical simulation for fo(P,q) with n < 10° and with 10 repetitions for each step
for the five different containers cases that can occur in R* from top to bottom: the ball Zyy = Bj
in purple with growth rate n3/5, the cylinder Z@31) = B3 x Bl in blue with growth rate n'/2 the
Lagrangian product Z; oy = B2 x B2 in green with growth rate n/3lnn, Zig11) = B2 x B2, in yellow
with growth rate n'/3, and the cube Zaain) = B2 in red with growth rate (Inn)3.
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points of two (or more) of different clusters of points, concentrating in the parts of Zy of maximal beta-
adjusted dimension. The power of logarithm reflects the number of relevant clusters, or, equivalently,
the number of maximal beta-adjusted dimensions of Z.

For example, if we consider block-beta polytopes in the Lagrangian product B§ X B§ in RY with
d = 2k, the main contribution to Efq—1(P, 4) comes from facets that are located close to the 2(k —1)-
dimensional ‘ridge’ submanifold S¥~1 x S¥=1 c R?, arising as the intersection of the two ‘mantle’
hypersurfaces S*~! x BY and B§ x S¥~! whose union give the boundary of By x BS.

The striking phenomenon just described is reminiscent of the situation encountered in [39], where
the authors considered the convex hull of random points uniformly distributed on the boundary of a
simple polytope. They showed that in their setup the main contribution to the expected number of
facets comes from those facets which are close to the ridges of the container polytope, that is, the
intersections of two neighboring facets.

Additionally, it is noteworthy that the random polytopes we consider fall outside the usual scheme
which distinguishes between smooth and polytopal containers as described earlier. The convex contain-
ers under consideration are in general not polytopes. However, they still have singular submanifolds
in their boundaries around which the facets of the random polytope cluster. This leads to new asymp-
totic growth rates for E fdfl(Pn,d) in which powers of n and logarithmic factors occur at the same
time.

In view of the relations (1.5) and (1.6) we can extend the result of Theorem 1.1 to the expected number
of faces of arbitrary dimension as well as to the expected volume in the special case of the uniform
distribution, which corresponds to the choice g1 = ... = 5, = 0. We note that in this case the
beta-adjusted dimensions satisfy k; = d; for i € {1,...,m}. However, for face numbers of sufficiently
large dimension an extension to general block-beta distributions is possible, see also Remark 4.2.
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Table 1: The asymptotic order in n for Ef;(P, q) for particular examples of d in small space dimen-
sions.

Corollary 1.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1.1 the following holds:
(A) We have

kmax—1

Efj(Pm ) < mFmaxt (In n)#kmax
forallj € {[d/2] = 1,....d ~1}.
(B) In the uniform case = (0,...,0), we have

Ef] (Pn7d) = n% (ln r,'l):/é/:dmaxfl7
forallj €{0,...,d -1} and
2 P
Voly(Zq) — EVolg(Pp.a) < n dmax+I(In n)# max—1

With dmax = max d; and #dmax := #{i : di = dmax}-

The remaining sections of this article are dedicated to establishing our Main Theorem 1.1. The
initial preparation is explained in Subsection 4.1 and builds upon classical ideas going back to the
seminal work of Rényi and Sulanke [40, 41]. We therefore recall some classical notation and outline
some essential background material in Section 2. Notably, in Lemma 2.4, we also present a proof
for a slightly generalized version of a lemma due to Affentranger and Wieacker [2], concerning the
asymptotic behavior of certain product integrals. This is extension is crucial in the latter part of our
proof, to determine the asymptotic order as described in our main theorem.

A key geometric insight is gained by investigating the symmetries of our container body Zy. This
enables us to reduce many problems from Zg to the m-dimensional cube BY! := [—1,1]™, which we
refer to as meta-cube. In Section 3 we explain this new reduction to the meta-cube in detail alongside
with necessary geometric estimates. Following this, we carry out the proof of our Main Theorem 1.1,
as well as Corollary 1.2, in Section 4. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section 5 with additional
remarks on our investigations and a collection of open problems for future exploration.

2 Preliminaries

In the following we recall some notation and background that will mostly be used for the initial
preparation of the proof of our Main Theorem 1.1 in Subsection 4.1. For a general background on
asymptotic geometric analysis and convex geometry we refer to the books [3, 17, 43].

2.1 Notation

By R we denote the set of real numbers and also use the notation Ry := [0,00). We usually work
in the d-dimensional Euclidean space RY, which is supplied with the Euclidean norm |x||2 and the
Euclidean scalar product x-y, where x, y € R% The unit ball and the unit sphere in R? are denoted by
BY :={uecR?: ||lulls <1} and S := {u € R?: ||ul|y = 1}, respectively, and we denote by o4_; the
spherical Lebesgue measure on S*~!. The total spherical Lebesgue measure of S4~! will be abbreviated
with wg == 04_1(S¥ 1) = Ig&d//;) The convex hull of a set A C R? will be denoted by co A. Moreover,
we write H(w, s) := {x € R?: x-w = s} for a hyperplane with normal direction w € S%~! and (signed)



distance s € R to the origin and HT(w,s) := {x e R?:x-w > s}, H (w,s) .= {x e RY: x-w < s}
for the corresponding closed half-spaces.

For a vector w € R? we write wr, ..., wq for its coordinates. On the other hand, if we identify R?
with the block space R% x --- x R with m € N, dy,...,dy > 1 and di + ...+ dy, = d, we write
wl) e Rh . w(™ € Ré for the block coordinates of the vector w. In addition, if the individual
coordinates of the block coordinates of w are relevant, we indicate them by w; j, where i € {1,...,m}
and j € {1,,d7,}

Throughout the article we write a,, < by, respectively a,, 2 by, for two sequences (ap)n>1 and (by)n>1

of positive real numbers to indicate that there is a constant ¢ € (0, 00) only depending on the model
parameters d and such that lim sup Z—: < ¢, respectively ¢ < linnf_l> iolgf g—:. We have a,, < b, if and only

n—oo
if a, < by, and ay, 2 by.
In what follows write C' and C' g for generic strictly positive constants that can change from line to
line and only depend on the model parameters and d as indicated in the subscript.

2.2 The Blaschke—Petkantschin formula

A tool that lies at the heart of many of the computations in the theory of random polytopes is the
affine Blaschke-Petkantschin formula, see [44, Thm. 7.2.7]. It is an integral-geometric transformation
formula that, in our application, allows to replace d-fold integration over R? by first an integration
over all d-tuples of points that span the same affine hyperplane, followed by an integration over all
affine hyperplanes of R%. The Jacobian of this transformation has a geometric interpretation as the
volume of the convex hull of these points, up to powers and multiplicative constants.

Proposition 2.1 (Blaschke-Petkantschin formula). Let f : (R4)? — R be a non-negative measurable
function. Then,

/ f(x1,...,xq9)d(x1,...,%Xq)
(Rd)d

d—1)!
S vy Volua(eo fyn ) dngun (31 a) dsoa 1 (aw),
Sd-1 JR JH(w,s)d

where dg(w.s)X indicates integration with respect to the Lebesgue measure on H(w,s).

2.3 Polyspherical coordinates

To integrate over sets of the form Zy as defined in (1.7) we need a kind of spherical coordinate system,
which is adapted to their product structure. Given d = (di,...,d,,) € N™ such that >, d; = d we
can decompose R? = A R% into a product of d;-dimensional orthogonal subspaces R%. Thus, a
unit vector w € S¥~! decomposes uniquely into

m
W = E Vils,
=1

for u; € S =R% NS? and v = (v1,...,0,) € ST ! = {v e S™ v > 0}. In other words, S¢!
can be written as an M-product of SH—1, ... S~ for M = ST‘I (or M = S™1). In general, by an
M-product we refer to a set of the form

H(Kl,...,Km) ={vix1+ ...+ UXy (V1. Um) € M, x; € L},

M
where M C R™ and K7, ..., K,, C R? are fixed, see [18].
Integration over S%~! can be written as integration over the components of the M-product with
M = Sﬁffl, a technique which is known under the name of polyspherical coordinates. In what follows,
we identify S%~! with the subsphere S N [{0}d41F+dit x RE 5 {O}ditrttdm] jo ST} oy
is a sequence of pairwise orthogonal subspheres on S%~1.



Proposition 2.2 (Polyspherical coordinates). Let d > 2 and f : S¥~1 — R be non-negative measure-
able function. For a sequence of strictly positive integers d = (dy,...,dy) such that Y ;" d; = d we
have

_ mv»u» mvdrla. W) | opm—1(dv). .
[ foaataw = [ [/S édm1f<; : )[[ #1(dw)| oa(dy). (21)

Proof. We consider the 0-homogeneous extension of f to R?\ {0} defined by f(x) = f(x/||x||2). Now,
by integration in usual spherical coordinates, writing x = rw with r > 0 and w € S?~!, we have on
the one hand

[0 ax = ( /0 g dr) [ £ o (@w).

On the other hand, by first decomposing R? in the orthogonal product [/, R% and using spherical
coordinates in each of the corresponding subspaces and again on the radii, we find

. F(x) e X3 ax

m
= / N / (Z ) H e IIill3 dx; (spherical coordinates x; = r;u;)
R% Rdm :
i=1

1

m m _72 B
N /[0 ngl ] /d 1 (Z; Ti“l') [Te ladi—l(dui)l dr
>) i= i1

(spherical coordinates r = (r1,...,7y) =1rv, > d; =d)

/O/Sml/S L P> ) el [ acad | om(av) dr
(S0 =1and f(rx) = f(x))

(o) [ o o (B Tt

i=1
This concludes the proof, since [;° rd=le=r* qr = (%) < oco. O

Remark 2.3. Note that Proposition 2.2 can also be deduced from [44, Lem. 6.5.1] by induction on
m > 2. Indeed, this follows since for m = 2 and dy = k € {1,...,d — 2} the integral formula (2.1)
reads as

f(w)og_1(dw)

§d—1

= /Sk_l /Sd_k_l /02 f((sina)u + (cos@)v) (sina)*(cosa)?*daog_j_1(dv) op_y (du).

We note that by symmetry we also have

f(w)og_1(dw) =2""™ /Smil [/Skll . /Sk B (Z vzuz> H il %7 g, 1 (dw;) | o1 (dv).

Sd—1

2.4 Integral asymptotics

In the proof of Theorem 1.1 we need information about the asymptotic behavior of a certain type of
integrals. Such integrals have previously been encountered in the theory of random polytopes in [2,
Sec. 3], and in a different but closely related form also in [39, Lem. 2.4]. Since we need an extension,
we provide an independent proof, which also works for real-valued parameters a and not only for
integers as in [2].



Lemma 2.4. Fixm eN, m>1, and let « >0, a1 > a3 > ... > ap >0 and c € (0,1].

(1) Suppose that apy—1 — am > 0. Then

1 1 T(am + 1)(cn)_(am+1)
1 —cxy - ap)" %]t - admday, .. .dey = 1+ 0,(1)),
fy ooy ey Y ) @ —a )
(2) Suppose that £ € {1,...,m — 1} is the smallest index such that ay = ... = a,,. Then

1 1 _ T(ag + 1)(en) (@t (log n)m™—*
— “ e n—a,,a1 ... pdm —
/ /0 (I—cxy - xm)" 2] rom Ay, ... dx (a1 = ap) - (ar —an) (1+o04,(1)).

Proof. If apy_1 — @y, > 0 consider the substitution z,,(t) = ——%——. This yields

CNT1 T —1
1 1
:/ / (L —cxy - ap)" Y2l - aim day, ... day
0 0

1 1 renzizm—1 t\n—«a —Q,—
= (cn)(@mtD) / . / / (1 — —) tomg@—am =L g0 =0l gy L da.
0 0 n

Next, we apply Fubini’s theorem and integrate with respect to z1,...,Tm—1:

t\n—a g . —
I(n) = (cn) (“’"“/ / / / 1——) gamgam=l  gomo1=om=l o L dzydt
n

cnxy .- zm,

(am+1) _
— i 1 _ n atam a1 am—1__ _@m-2—am—1
- Lm—2
am 1 — Gm

% (1 _ (M)“m‘la’”) Ay ... daydt

(cn)~(am+1) t

_ 51+ 0u(1) /Ooo (1- —)n_at“m dt,

(a1 — am) -+ (am—1 — am n

as n — oo. This yields the first part of the lemma once we notice that the last integral is I'(a,, +
1)(1+0,(1)), as n — oc.
For the second part we start by writing

1 1

:/ / (1—cxy- xp)" “aft -zl dey, ... dey
0 0
1 1 .

a £—1
:/0 /0 .7}11“-33‘6_1 Jl(n;xl,...,$g_1)d$g_1"'d$1,
with
Ji(ny e, ..., xe—1) / / 1—cxy- )" Yxe - xp) dzy. .. dagy,.

To deal with the asymptotic behavior of Jy(n;x1,...,x¢—1), as n — oo, we follow the first steps of the
proof of [2, Lem. 3.1], which deals with the case that a; and « are integers (however, these steps to
not use this property). This yields that

(log(czy -+~ mp_1(n — a)))™*
(cx1---wpq(n — a))oet!

Ji(ny e, .. xe—1) = (L + 0,(1)) Jo(ny 1, ... 1),

with

cr1zi—1(n—a) n—a
Jo(nyx, ... ) 1= / (1 __Z ) 2% dz.
0

n—uoa

10



To deal with the asymptotics of Ja(n;z1,...,2—1), as n — oo, we deviate from the argument of [2]
and instead use the substitution z = cxq - - - 21 (n— )y to first rewrite Ja(n;z1, ..., z¢_1) in the form

1
Ja(ms, ... o) = (cx1 - 2o (n — o))t /0 e o (y) dy,

with
ag

Yy
(1 —cxy- - xp-1Yy)®

The next step is to observe that the function h takes its minimum zero at y = 0 and that

h(y) == —log(l — cxy -+ x4—1Yy) and o(y) =

e 2

o(y) = 2% + caxy - o1y + O(y™ ),

h(y) =cx1- x4y +

as y — 0. This brings us into the position to apply [50, Thm. II.1.1] with g = 1, ag = cx1 - xp_1,

a=as+1,bp=1and cy= bo?/u = (czy---x4—1)~ (@D in the notation of [50]. This yields
Hag

(n — a)%t!

Jo(nyzy ... me—1) = (L+ 0,(1))T(ag + 1) e

as n — oo. In fact, computing the second-order term in this expansion shows that the sequence o, (1)

can be chosen independently of x1,...,x,_1. Plugging this back into Jy(n;z1,...,zs—1) we arrive at
) _ (log(cxy -+ xp_1(n — oz)))m_é (n — a)ari'l
Ny, we) = (4 on(1)) (cxy- a2 1(n — a))mtl I(ag + 1)W

=(14o0,(1))T(ag+1)(cay--- xg,ln)_(“"'ﬂ)(log(cwl cexp1(n— a)))m_g
= (1+ 0, (1)) (ag + 1) (cay - - 2p_1n) "D (logn)"~.

Finally, this can be combined with the representation of J(n) to conclude that

1 1
J(n):(1+on(1))F(ag—|—1)(cn)_(a’f+1)(logn)m_€/ / p et e gy L dy
0 0

['(ap + 1)(Cn)_(ae+1)(log nym—t
(Ctl - ag) . (a€—1 _ CLZ)

= (1 4 0,(1))

as claimed. n

3 Reduction to the meta-cube and geometric estimates

In this section, we introduce the concept of meta-objects, which allow us to describe the geometry of
our d-dimensional product body Zgy in terms of a simple geometric object: the m-dimensional cube
B := [-1,1]™. Throughout this section and in the remainder of the document, we will use the
following notation and conventions. Recall from (1.8) the definition of the beta density fgq on R
with parameter 5 > —1. The normalization constant of this density will be denoted by

(% 45+ 1)

, and we put cg = C.1, cgo =1, (3.1)
oD (85 + 1)

Cg,d =

Moreover, if = (f1,...,0m)andd = (di,...,dy) forsomem > 1, B1,...,Byn > —land dy,...,dp >
1, we set

Fat) = f @y = T 1),
=1

11



Z(2,1) N H+(W, S)

VvV = (’Ul, ’UQ)

W = v1Uu] + v2u2

€1
uy

Figure 3.1: In the left figure we see a cap Z 1) N H*(w, s) (in orange) of the cylinder Z, 1y C R? (in
blue) and on the right we see the corresponding meta-cap C*(v,s) C [—~1,1]%

where x is a point in R?%, d := d; + ... + d,,, with block coordinates y; € R%,...,y,, € R¥. The
-content of a Borel set A C R¢ will be denoted by

Z/Af a(x)dx

In the notation we use, the lower index d will always be the sum of the coordinates of the vector d. In
particular, if d = 1 := (1,...,1), we put P,,,(4; ) := Pp,(A4; ,1) for Borel sets A C R™. Moreover,
for an affine hyperplane H C R¢ we define

Volg_1(ANH; ,d) = [ a(x)dax,
ANH

with dgx referring to the integration with respect to the Lebesgue measure on H, and use the abbre-
viation Volg_1(AN H; ) for Volg_1(ANH; ,1).

It will turn out to be convenient for us to extend the definition of Volg_1(A N H; ) to the case d =1
in the following way. A zero-dimensional affine subspace H (v, s) with normal vector v = (+1) € S* =
{=1,+1} and distance s € R from the origin is identified with the point sv = (+s) € R. Also note
that R is isometric to the single point at the origin. Thus, by formally putting x := y + sv = (+£s)
and y := (0) € R?, we can write

VOIO(A N H(Va 3); ) = / Cﬂ(l - ‘SVP - Hy,lg)/j dH(v,s)y = Cﬁ(l - 82)51{3 € A}: (32)
ANH(v,s)
where A C R is a Borel set and 5 > —1.

3.1 Meta-objects

Let m > 1, dy,...,dp > 1 and d = (dy,...,dp). The product body Zg, defined at (1.7), is sym-
metric with respect to the direct product SO(d) := [[i"; SO(d;) of the special orthogonal groups
SO(dy),...,S0(d,,). The orbit of a point x = (x(1), ... (m)) € Zg with respect to SO(d) is denoted
by

[X]sow) = {(& x(™)) : such that [|x®y = [|[xP || for all i € {1,...,m}}.
In particular, we have that Wy, := Zy/SO(d) = [0,1]™, i.e., a vector r = (r1,...,my) € [0,1]"
uniquely determines an orbit

r= [(rluh s 7rmum)]SO(d) € W,

12



where u; € S%~! is chosen arbitrarily for all i € {1,...,m}. At the same time, for any x € Zy there
is a unique z € W,,, and u; € S%~1 i € {1,...,m}, such that x = (z1uy,..., z,u,;,). Further, for any
choice of vectors u; € S%~1, i € {1,...,m} consider the m-dimensional linear subspace

L(uy,...,uy) :=1in{(0,...,0,u;,0,...,0): i € {1,...,m}},

where lin stands for the linear hull (span), and denote by proj,, ., : R — L(ui,...,uy) the
orthogonal projection operator onto L(uy,...,u,). Due to the SO(d)-symmetry of Zy4 we thus have

m
projuh...’um(Zd) = H co{—u;,u;} = B.
i=1

We refer to BY} as the meta-cube associated with Zg.

For our purposes, it will turn out to be enough to consider the geometry of the meta-cube BZ in
order to understand the geometry of the underlying product body Z4. In particular, if we consider
a hyperplane H(w,s) = {x € R?: x - w = s} with normal direction w € S¢~! and (signed) distance
s € R to the origin, we find that the intersections Zg N H(w,s) and the caps Zy N H'(w,s) are
congruent to Zg N H(w,s) and Zg N H* (W, s), respectively, for all w € [W]so(a)- In other words, for
any v = (v1,...,v,) € S 1 all the caps Zg N H(w,s) with w = (vjuy,...,v,1,,) are congruent.
Also note that

DOy, (Zet N H (w,5)) = B2 OV HH (v, 5).

We therefore refer to the section
C(v,s): =Bl NH(v,s) CR™,
and to the cap
Ct(v,s) =B NH"(v,s) CR™,

of the meta-cube as the meta-section and meta-cap with meta-normal direction v € S™ 1, respectively.
Up to SO(d)-transformations, the meta-section C(v, s) uniquely determines the shape of all sections
Zgq N H(w,s) C R?, while the meta-cap C*(v,s) uniquely determines the shape of all caps Zg N
H*(w,s) C R? for w = (viuy,...,v,ly), where u; € S%~1 is arbitrary for all i € {1,...,m}, see
Figure 3.1 for an illustration in R3.

The next lemma provides the crucial connection between the S-content of a meta-cap and a meta-
section and a cap and a section corresponding to the product body, respectively.

Lemma 3.1. For anyw € ST letv = (vy,...,vp) € Sffl C Wy, be such that w = (viug, ..., vnUy)
for some w; € S%~1 i € {1,...,m}. Then, for all d = (di,...,dp) with d; > 1 and all =
(B1y.-, Bm) with B; > —1,i € {1,...,m} we have that

IEDd(Zd N H+(W7 S); 7d) = (H CCML> Pm(c+(v7 S); (d - ]1)/2 + )7
i—1 CBi,di—1Cp;

and

VOldfl(Zd N H(Wv 8); ad) = (H %> VOlm—l(C(Va S); (d - H)/2 + )? (33)
i—1 ©Bi,di—1CB;

where cgq and cg are the normalizing constants of the beta density given by (3.1).

Proof. Due to SO(d)-symmetry of Zy and SO(d)-invariance of f 4(x), and since the cap ZgNH ™ (w, s)
and the section Zg N H(w,s) are congruent to the cap Zg N HT(w, s) and the section Zg N H(W, s)
for any w € [w]so(d), respectively, without loss of generality we may assume that

w = (1,0,...,0), ie{l,...,m}

13



By definition of a meta-cap we have

Py(Za N H* (w,s); ,d) :/ f a(x)dx
deH+(W S)

:/d1 /d H{(y1.--- ym) € HN(w,8)} [ co.a, (1 = llyill3)” dyi.
By By™ i—1

We use the following change of variables. If d; = 1 we write z; = y; € B = [~1,1] and, otherwise,
zi =yin € [-1,1] and y; = (Yi2,---,Yid,), satisfying ||¥:ll2 < /1 — 22 for i € {1,...,m}. Further,
recall that u; = (1,0,...,0) and, hence, the condition (y1,...,ym) € HT(w, s) is equivalent to

m m
sz‘(y@' ‘u;) > 8 = Z%‘Zi > s,
i=1 i=1

with our new choice of coordinates. The latter implies z € H" (v, s) and together with z € B we
arrive at

Py(Za N H (w,s); ,d) = /m (21, 2m) € H (v, 5)}

><H/ 5.0, (1= 2 = |FB*1{15ill2 < /1~ 22} di e

di—1, g
:/ HM(lfzi) 7 thidg
CH(v,s) ;=1 CBidi—1

4,Ug

_ (ﬁ Cﬁd) P (CH(v,s); (d—1)/2+ ),

i—1 CBi,di—1CB;

where we recall our convention that for d; = 1 we write [zo(1—22—|ly[|3)? dy = (1—2%)? and ¢z = 1.
To show (3.3) we proceed in the same manner and start by writing

Vol 1(Za O H vy )= [ [Tenanl— 8" diu (1)
ZaNH(w,s) ;4

Using the same change of variables z; = y;1 € [—1,1] and y; = (yi2,...,¥iq,) if di # 1 for i €
{1,...,m} as before, we obtain

Volg—1(Zg N H(w,s); ,d)
= Lo T L =52 = 19 11500 < 1= 22052

= (H Cﬁd) Voly,—1(C(v,8); (d —1)/2+ ),

i—1 CBi,di—1CB;

where we recall convention (3.2) for the case m = 1. O

3.2 Geometry of meta-caps and meta-sections

In this subsection we obtain some bounds for the S-content of the meta-caps C* (v, s) and the meta-
sections C'(v, s). They will turn out to be one of the crucial geometric estimates we require in oder to
prove Theorem 1.1. Let v € ST_l and set

= ) d = -2 i i
= ot ) -2,
Note that for m = 1 we have S = {1} and therefore ||v||; =1 and s1(v) = —1 for all v € SY..
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Lemma 3.2. For any v € ST, € (—1,00)™ and —||v|l1 < s < ||[v|li we have
m 52‘+1
oo )= I fmin {2 )
P (v ) <] (omin { =2, |
Furthermore, ifm =1, s >0 and f € (—1,00), or if m > 2 and € [0,00)™, then

Vol 1(C(v,) ) (vl 57 T (min { =2, 1})%'

i=1 2v;
Proof. We start by considering P,,,(C* (v, s); ). By definition we have

P, (Ct (v, s); Hcﬁl/ Hl—yl )i dy;

Ct(v,s) i1
= H cs, / TT = w)% (1 + )7 dys. (3.4)
i=1

BIOH*(v,s) i

Let zg =1 = (1,...,1) be the vertex of the meta-cube BZ}, which, as it is easy to ensure, belongs to
the cap B N H*(v,s) for all s < ||v||1, since zg - v = ||v||;. Further, let

ti:=max{qg>0:1—-qge; € B2 NH"(v,s)}, ie{l,...,m},

where eq, ..., e, are unit vectors of the standard orthonormal basis of R™, and set z; := zg — t;€;.
We note that
v|i—s
t; = min{””l,Q} .
Vj

In fact, this identity follows from the fact that zg — ge; € H' (v, s) is equivalent to

o vl —s
Zo-V—qU; > S = s ———,
(%

while zg — ge; € BY! implies ¢ < 2. Also we note that by construction we have
co{z0,21,...,2m} C B2 NHY(v,s),

and by (3.4) we get

(C+ V 8 > HCIBZ/ ﬁ(l — y?)ﬂl dyz (35)

co{z0,21,...,Zm} ;1

Consider the simplex

co{zp,z1,. .. zm}{ZazzZ Zazfl a; €0, 1]}

For any y € co{zo,21,...,2Zn} we thus have y; = 1 —a;t;, i € {1,...,m}. We choose new coordinates
(21,...,2m) € [0,1]™ introduced by

i—1
yi=1—t(1—z) ][z  i€{l,....m}, (3.6)
/=1
where the empty product in case i = 1 is interpreted to be equal to 1. Note that for any (z1,...,2m,) €
[0,1]™ we have
m i—1 m i—1 % m
Z(l—zi)HZgZZ(HZg— Hzg) Zl—HZgE [0,1],
i=1 (=1 i=1 (=1 =1 i=1
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and, hence, y € co{yo,¥1,--.,¥Ym} by choosing oy =[]/~ z¢ € [0,1] and a; = (1 — %) Hé;ll zp € [0,1]
for i € {1,...,m}. Moreover, the Jacobian of the transformation (3.6) is

dy; 1™ O i
det { ] = || t:z""
< dz, i,£=1>‘ g

Combining this with (3.5) we obtain

m _ Bi+1
HZBZ'C@. (min{HV”ls,Q}> ) /[0 " 9(z; s,v)dz, (3.7)

i=1 Vi

P (Ct(v,s); ) > (

where the function

o) e Tramict o (T2 W[Vl = s i)
9(z;s,v) = H 2" (1 — %) H 2 1-— mln{ ST } (1—2z) H )
(=1

i=1 {=1

is positive on [0, 1]™. Further, we note that for any z € [1/4;3/4]™ we have

m 3 _ Bi
§(z;s,v)227c Hmin{(l—4min{%s,l}> 1y >279 >0,
Hence, the integral in (3.7) is bounded below as follows:

/ 9(z; s,v)dz > / g(z;s,v)dz > C > 0.
[0,1]™ [1/4;3/4]™

Together with (3.7) this finishes the proof of the lower bound in the first claim.
For the upper bound we note that for any y € C*(v,s) = BZ N H*t(v,s) we have

l—yigmin{HvHI_s,Q}, ie{l,...,m}.
(%

Indeed, since y € BT we have 1 —y; < 2 for all i € {1,...,m}. On the other hand, if y € H' (v, s),
then y - v > s. Hence,

| gy < U 2tz = VIl s
U (%

Thus, by (3.4) and by substituting z; = (1 — y;)/2, we see that

P, (Ct (v, s); H / 52(1+y)521{1—min{HVH18 2}<yz§1}dyZ

Uy

Ivlli—s
min{—1—1}
2%itte / T~ ) dy
0

c HB L Bl fmin {125 4 1Y),
i=1 2v;

where for a,b > 0, B(a,b;z) = [7 2% (1 — 2)’=1dz, x € [0,1], is the incomplete beta function. For
t,z €[0,1] we have 1 —t <1 —tz < 1, which yields

1 a ifb>1
B(a,b;x) = :z:“/ 71— zt)P T dE < z*/a U=
0 z*B(a,b) if be (0,1),

ﬁ"::]g H

for all z € [0, 1]. Thus,

PO (v,s); ) < € T (min {222 517

i=1 Vi
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This complete the first part of the proof.

Now consider Vol,,,—1(C(v,s); ). We start by noting that for m = 1 we have v = (1) and ||v||; = 1.
Then, by (3.2), for any 0 < s < 1 we get

Volg(C(v,s); ) = cs(1 — s%)? < max{2° 1} c5(1 — 5)°.

Moreover, in this case we also have

(vl " (min {2 )0y

U1

and the claim for m = 1 follows.
So, let m > 2. Then, by definition, we have

m m

VOlmfl(C(‘B 8); ) = H Cp; / H(l - yl)ﬁl(l + y@)ﬁl dH(V7S)y. (38)
i—1 B7*NH(v,s) i—1

Since C(v,s) C Ct(v,s) we conclude that for any y € B” N H(v, s) it holds that

Ogl—yigmin{nvulsﬂ}, ie{l,...,m},

;

as follows by the previous argument.

In order to estimate Vol,,,—1(C(v,s); ) we proceed as follows. Assume without loss of generality that

U > v foralli e {1,...,m —1}. Then 1 < ||v||; < mu,, yields 1 > v,, > 1/y/m and

C_Ivlh=s vl—s

Um (%

1—

forallie{l,...,m—1}.

Let Hy, := {x € R™: &, = 0} 2 R™ ! and consider the orthogonal projection C(v,s) of C(v, s) onto
H,,. Note, that e, is a normal vector of H,, and C(v,s) C H(v,s) with normal vector v. Hence we

can parametrize C(v,$) by ym(y1, .-, Ym-1) = (s — ;-';1 vi¥i)/Vm, where the relative Jacobian is
m—1 9
(% Vil2 1
Vit V= 1+ 3 5 =M L
—~ vp, U Um

For (5,, > 0 we have

Thus, from (3.8) we derive

RO e CLTELY K | e

Um Um C(v,s) ;-1

C v — s\t m-t ,
e T

B HVHl - $ Um (vi8) ;=1

From the previous argument for any y € C(v, s) we have

1—§i:1—yi§min{"’”1_8,2} forallie{l,...,m—1},
v;
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since ¥ = (y1,- .-, Ym—1) for some y = (y1,...,ym) € C(v,s). This leads to
VOlmfl(é(Va 8); )
c (Hv!h - s)ﬁm“

T vl =

C (HVHI _8>/3m+1

T vl —s

C (Hvul —s)ﬁm“

~ vl -

-1

3

/(1 — )P {1 —min{”vul_s,?} <y < 1}(31%
R

Vi

B (1 4B +ﬁi;min{”"”1_s, 1})
2’1)1'

=

Um

-1

3

=

Um

-1 _ Bi+1
<mm {Hvllls 1}) ,
1 2’01'

Finally, we note that for s > —||v||; and since vy, > 1/y/m, we get

3

Um

(2

[vl1—s
2Um

<Vmlv|i < mzmmin{”vnl_s,l},

2Um,
which finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3.3. For any v € ST, € (=1,00)™ and s € (s1(v), ||v|1) we have
s 1
Pr(CH(v,8); ) = IV =) [T oy
i=1

Note that s € (s1(v),||v|[1) implies in particular that the latter interval is not empty and ||v|j1 # s1(v),
which is equivalent to v; > 0 for alli € {1,...,m}.

Proof. This bound is a direct corollary of Lemma 3.2, since for s1(v) < s < ||v||; and any i € {1,...,m}
we have

vl =s _ vl =) _, -

v (2
Lemma 3.4. For any v € ST, €[0,00)™ and s € (max{s;(v),0}, ||v][1) we have
o 1
Voly—1(C(v, 8); )= (IvllL — )" o7 7"
i=1

For m =1 we may choose 51 > —1. Note also that for m > 2 we have s1(v) > 0, while for m =1 we
have s1(v) = —1.

Proof. The upper bound is direct consequence of Lemma 3.2, since for s1(v) < s < ||v|; and any
i€{l,...,m} we have

vl =s _ Ivlh = s1(v)

Uy Uy

<2

For the lower bound we again distinguish the cases m = 1 and m > 2. For m = 1 we have v = (1),
||lv|[i1 =1 and s;(v) = —1. Further, note that by (3.2) for any 0 < s < 1 and 8 > 0 we have

Volg(C(v,s); ) = cg(1 — %) > min{2% 1}es(1 — 5)°,
which together with

(vl =97 (min { =2 1) = e,

U1

finishes the proof in this case.
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If m > 2 we use the representation

Vo (€0 ) = TTew [ TT0 -4 duey (39
=1

Further, set

V=S o), deqnom) forse (suv), Vi), (3.10)

2mu;

and consider for € := (e1,...,&,) and ¢ € [0, 1] the embedded box B (ce) = [[I%[-1+cei, 1 —cgi] C
BZ. First, let us point out that for any ¢ € [0, 1] we have

) # Bl (ce)NH(v,s) C BXNH(v,s)=C(v,s).

Indeed, consider the vertex yo = (1 — ce1,...,1 — c&y,) of B2 (ce). Since s < ||v]|1 we have
m
- (vl = s) c(Ivlls — s) cy | cs
Fo=3 w(1- AL Alvih =s) _ AN
voFo= (- T5 ) = Ivh - S (1= 5) +5 > s,

which implies yg € BZ(ce) N Ht(v,s) # 0. At the same time, one can ensure that yo is the only
vertex of BY(ce) contained in B (ce) N H*(v,s). More precisely, without loss of generality assume
that vy, = minjegy ) vi- Then for any vertex d of Bil(ce) by taking into account that |[v|1 > s1(v)
and s > s1(v) we have

v o Ay, li o

2 2m
= i) - Oy, D),
= D = v+ LB IO R ) <

Hence, for any ¢ € [0,1] the set B (ce) N H'(v,s) is an m-dimensional simplex with vertices yo and
}N’izg’o—aeiGBg(CE)mH(Vas)a ie{lv"'am}a

where ey, ..., e, are again the unit vectors of the standard orthonormal basis of R™. In order to

determine ¢; we note that y; € H(v,s) implies

s=yiv=yo-v—tw=|vii(1-2)+5 — T = g:(l_;)(ﬂvlllﬂ)

2 2 Vg
Thus,
1 1-9" m
Vol (BZ(ce) N H (v, s)) = — Ht = %(Hv”l —s)" Hvi_l.
mei1 me i=1

In particular, we obtain that
d
Voly,,—1(BX(ce) N H(v,s)) = 1 Vol (B2 (ce) N HY (v, s))
s

_ M(\\vlh — sy o (3.11)
’ i=1

19



Further, we note that BZ(e) C BZ2((1/2)e) and for any y € B2((1/2)e) \ BX(e) we have that
1—g <y <1—¢g;/2forallie{1,...,m}. Now, combining the above observation together with
Equalities (3.11) and (3.9) for any € (—1,00)™ we get

Vol,—1(C(v,s); ) > c / (1—y1'2)’8idH v,s)Y
H g m((1/2)€) (ng(s))mH(v,s)i:l_[l v

> H e, min {(1— (1 —&,)*)%, (1 - (1 —&;/2)*)%}
=1
x (Volyy—1(BZ((1/2)€) N H(v,s)) = Vol _1(BZ(e) N H(v, 5)))
> C (vl = 5P [T,
=1

where we additionally used (3.10) and that 2 > 2 —¢;/2 > 2 —¢; > 1 for all ¢ € {1,...,m}. This
finishes the proof. O

3.3 Bounds for a Sylvester-type functional

Let Pg(w,s)(-; ,d) be the probability measure appearing as a restriction of Py(-; ,d) to the hyper-
plane H(w,s). Formally, for any Borel set A C H(w, s) N Zg we have

IEDH(w,s)(A; ,d) :/Af’d(X) dH(w,s)x7

where fa (%)
~ L Ld, X
falx) = Volg_1(Zq N H(w,s); ,d)’
is a normalized version of the block-beta density f 4. Let X4, ...,X  be independent random points

with distribution Py ) (-; ,d) and consider the Sylvester-type functional G(w,s), defined by

Volg_1(co{Xy,...,Xq})
Volg—1(Za N H(w,s))

G(w,s) =E

A functional of this type is well-known to appear in the analysis of random polytopes, see, for example,
[37]. It does therefore come at no surprise, that it also shows up in our considerations, especially in
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Note that since f d and Voly_1 are SO(d)-invariant we have G(w,s) = G(W, s) for all W € [W]go(q)-
Thus, G(w, s) only depends on the meta-vector v of w and on s. In view of this, we will sometimes
abuse notation and write G(v, s) instead of G(w, s).

In the next lemma we show that G(v, s) is bounded from above and below uniformly for all v € S’f_l
and s € (s1(v),||v]|1). Although much more could be said about G(w, s), this is the only property we
require about this functional in our further analysis.

Lemma 3.5. For any € [0,00)™, any W = (viuy, ..., UnUy,) with u; € S%~! and v € ST, and for
any s € (max{0, s1(v)},||v]1) we have

0< qu7 < G(W,S) <1.
Proof. The upper bound is a trivial consequence of the fact that

Volg_q(co{x1,...,%xq})
Volg_1(Za N H(w,s)) —

for all x1,...,xq € ZgN H(w,s).
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For the lower bound we set

vl

i Y > 0, ie{l,...,m}, for s € (s1(v), ||v]l1)- (3.12)
We note that for any i € {1,...,m}, since s € (s1(v), ||v]/1), we have
M= M =) miegm 1 513
2mu; 2mu; mu; m
For € := (e1,...,&m) consider the set

Za(e) = {(xW, ... x): [xO g <1, i € {1,...,m}}.

With this definition it follows that ((1—e1)uy, ..., (1—&m)un) € Za(e)NH ™ (w, s) and, hence, Zg4(g)N
H(w,s) # 0. Moreover, Zg(e) N H(w,s) C Zgq N H(w,s). Further, for any x = (x(I), ... x(™) ¢
Zq(e) N H(w, s) we have

fat) =[Tesa - IxD1% > [[@ =)’ = C (vl - ) [T o7,

=1 i=1 i=1

as follows from (3.12) and (3.13). Combining Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 we obtain

d+m+ﬁ_1 m _M_ﬁi
Volg—1(Za N H(w,s); ,d) <C ([v]i—s) 2 [Tvi 7
i=1
and
d+m m _ditl
Volg_1(Zg N H(w,s)) < C (|v|li—s) 2 ! Hvi 2.
i=1
Combining these estimates we get
Volg_1(co{x1, ..., xa}) & +
GW,S :/ Xz‘d w.s)Xi
( ) (ZaNH (w,s))? VOldfl(Zd ﬂH(W, S)) 2:1_[1f ’d( ) H(w.s)
T (@)t
> Ca, (v =)~ DD T
i=1
d
></ Volg_1(co{x1,...,xa}) | | du(w,s)Xi
(Za(e)NH (w,s))4 z:l_Il )

Mmoo (d+1)(d;+1)

= Ca, (vl =) D T (Volaa (Zae) 1 Hws )™
i=1
Volg_1(cof Y1, ..., Ya})
E 3.14
[Vold_l(Zd(s) NH(w,s))|’ (3:14)
where Y71,..., Y are independent random points distributed uniformly in Zy(e) N H(w, s).

Now, we note that from the main theorem of [19] (with its predecessor [12] dealing with the planar
case d = 2) it follows that

Volg_1(co{Y1,...,Yq}) ] - [Vold_l(co{zl, o Zg))
Voly_1(Za(e) N H(w,s))| — Voly_1(B3™)

] = Cyq >0, (3.15)

where Z1, . .., Z4 are independent random points uniformly distributed in the (d — 1)-dimensional unit
ball Bgil. The constant Cy can explicitly be computed as in [44, Theorem 8.2.3] and yields the
corresponding lower bound for the expectation in (3.14).
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It remains to estimate Voly_1(Zq(e) N H(w, s)) from below. In what follows we will show, that

d+m

Volg_1(Zg(e) N H(w,s)) > Cqa(||v]1 —s5) 2 * H v; , (3.16)

which together with (3.14) and (3.15) will finish the proof.
We start by considering the case when d = (d;) = (d), corresponding to m = 1. In this case we have
— (v1) = (1), 51(v) = 1 and

1+s
Za(e) = {x € R x| <1— &1 = ; 3

The latter is the d-dimensional ball of radius 1* € (s,1), where 0 < s < 1. Moreover, Zy(e) N H (w, s)

is a (d — 1)-dimensional ball of radius 3+/(1 — s)(1 +3s) > $1/(1 — s). This directly implies

d+1

Voly_1(Za(e) N H(w, s)) > Ca(l — 5) T = Ca(|V]l1 — s) T vy

and the proof of (3.16) in this case follows. If on the other hand m > 2, we first note that

m
projul,...,um(zd(E)) = ng(“«") = H[il + &4, 1- Si]a
i=1
where we recall that w = (viuy,...,vmuy), u; € S5 i € {1,...,m} and proj,, . ., is defined in

Section 3.1. Further, using the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 we introduce the change
of variables z; = y;1 € [-1+¢4,1 — &) and 5 = (Yi2, ..., ¥iq;) if di # 1 for i € {1,...,m}. Then, we
get

Volg—1(Za(e) N H(w,s)) = dir(w,s) (Y15 Ym)

/Zd(s)ﬁH(w,s)
<H<<1 —e) )
Bz (e)NH(v,s) \;—

=Cq ) dH(v,s)Z~ (3.17)

We continue noe as in the proof of the lower bound in Lemma 3.4. More precisely, we define &; := 3¢;/2,

i € {1,...,m}, and consider for € := (£1,...,&y) the box BZ(¢) = %, [-1+&;,1 — &] C BZ(e).

Again, it is easy to check, that a vertex yo = (1 —&1,...,1 — &) belongs to BZ(€) N C* (v, s), since
vl 3

V-yo= 1 +Z>S’

for any s € (s1(v), ||v]l1) and BZ(e)NC(v,s) # (. Moreover, y is the only vertex of BZ}(€) contained
in B”(g) N C*(v,s), implying that the latter is an m-dimensional simplex with vertices yy and

~ ~ Vi1 — S .
i = o — (H lélw Jei, ie{l...,m},
7

where eq, ..., e, are the unit vectors of the standard orthonormal basis of R™. This implies that
d m
Vol 1 (B2() N H(v,)) =~ Voln(BR(E) 0 HY (v, ) = Cu(Ivll = 9™ [T (318)

For z; € [-1+ &;,1 — &;] we have

(l-—eg)P—22>(1-)—-(1-5)2=2 (2 - ;&:) . (3.19)
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Combing (3.17), (3.18), and (3.19), we find that

m d;i—1
Voly_1(Zg(e) N H(w,s)) > Cq B (H((l — )% - 212) 2 ) dp(v,s)Z
Bri(e)nH(v,s) \;—1

di—1

> Cy (ﬁgd > (2- i«,) : ) Vol_1(B™ (&) N H(v,s))

d—m
ch(Q_Qi) (vl - ) 1H”

m

d+m

> Ca(|lvllh — s) T_lnv ,

where in the third line we used (3.12) and (3.13) and in the last line we applied the fact that m > 2
and, hence, 2 — 5/(2m) > 0. This finishes the proof of the lemma. O

4 Proofs of the main results

The main body of this section is devoted to the proof of our main Theorem 1.1, the proof of Corollary
1.2 will be the content of the final Section 4.7.

Recall that d = (dy,...,d,) is a sequence of positive integers and = (B1,...,58mn) € [0,00)™
Furthermore, we set

d:=>d;i and B:=)» (>0,
i=1 i=1
and recall that the beta-adjusted dimensions k = (ko, ..., ky,) where defined as
di + i
1+ 5

ki == >1 for i € {1,...,m},

and where we additionally set

d+p5 &
ko := tiki > 1,
m—+ 5 ;

for t; :== 15 € (0,1] and Y7 t; = 1.

4.1 Initial preparation

We start by applying the classical ideas going back to Rényi and Sulanke [40, 41] for investigating
the convex hull of a random point set. Since with probability one the random polytope P, ; =
co{X;,...,X,} is simplicial, the facet number can almost surely be represented as

fd,l(and) = Z 1 {co{le, ..., X, } is a facet of and} .

1<j1<<ja<n
Using the fact that the random points X; are all identically distributed we find

n

Efdfl(Pn’d) = (d) /(Z y P(co{x1,...,x4} is a facet ...
d
d
. of co{x1,..., %0, Xg41,.-, Xn}) H Py(dx;; ,d).
i=1

The points x1,...,x4 determine with probability one a hyperplane H(w,s) with normal direction
w = w(x1,...,Xq) and distance s = s(x1,...,X4) from the origin. Note that co{xi,...,x4} is a
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facet of co{xi,...,xq,Xgs1,..., X} if and only if the points X411,...,X,, are either contained in
the half-space H™(w, s) or in H~(w, s). Using this observation we can now apply the affine Blaschke—
Petkantschin formula we rephrased in Proposition 2.1. Recall that

Volg—1(Zg N H(w,s); ,d) :/ [ a(x) dg(w,s%,
ZaNH(w,s)

where f g is the block-beta density, i.e.,

fd, (X) = fd, ((yla” . 7ym)) = Hfdi,ﬁz‘(y’i)ﬂ X = (y17-~7Ym) € Rdl X X Rdm?
=1

see (1.8). We derive

Efi-1(P,q) = (d;”! (Z) /SH /R [([P’d(Zd N HY (w, s); ,d)"*d + (Py(Za N H (w,s); ,d))"*

x Volg_1(Zgq N H(w,s)) Volg_1(Zq N H(w,s); ,d)?G(w,s)dscy_1(dw)

—(d- 1)!(3) /Sd_l /R (1-Pa(Zan HY (w,); al))" "
x Volg_1(Zgq N H(w,s)) Volg_1(Zq N H(w,s); ,d)!G(w,s)dsog_(dw),

where we recall that G(w, s) stands for the Sylvester-functional we introduced at (3.3). Here, in the
last step we used that Ht(w,s) = H (—w, —s).

Finally, we recall that the cap Zy N H*(w, s) and the section Zyg N H(w,s) are up to SO(d)-symmetry
determined by the associated meta-cap and meta-section, see Lemma 3.1. We therefore decompose
w € S into u; € S%~! using polyspherical coordinates, see Proposition 2.2. Since Zg is SO(d)-
symmetric and the block-beta distribution is SO(d)-invariant, we find that for any choice of u; € S%~1
we have for w = >, v;u; that Ct (v, s) and C(v,s) determine Zy N H* (w,s) and Zy N H(w, s) for
v € ST up to some rotation from SO(d) (see Section 3.1). Thus, by Lemma 3.1 and Proposition
2.2 we get

Efu(Py) = [ (ﬁ o il) (=€ apuer )™
+ i=1

X Vol 1(C(v,5); (d — 1)/2) Vol,,_1(C (v, s); )IG(v,s)ds opm_1(dv),

where we set = (d—1)/24+ € [0,00)™ and write G(v, s) for the value of G(w, s) for w = 37, v;u;
for any choice of u; € S%71 i.e., such that [W]so(a) = v (see Section 3.3).

We are now ready to proceed with our geometric estimates.

4.2 Step 0: The case m =1

Note that for m = 1 instead of polyspherical coordinates in R? we just use standard spherical coordin-
ates, and by the radial symmetry of the S-distribution we find
s a [ A A
Efs1(Plg) =n / 1 (1= CaPi([s5,11:3))" " Volo(s; (d — 1)/2) Volo(s; B)*Ger, 5) ds,

where 3 = (d —1)/2 + § € [0,00) and we recall that by (3.2),
Voly(s; B) := ca(1 — s2)?  for s € [-1,1].

Now, for 5 < 0 we have Py([s, 1]; 5) > 3, which yields

n? /0 (1 —Py([s,1]; 3))" % Volg(s; (d — 1)/2) Volg(s; B)G(e1, s) ds < o e %M for n — .
-1
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It follows that
Efs 1(P? ) =< nd / 1(1 —P1([s,1]; 3))" " Voly(s; (d — 1) /2) Volg(s; B)G(er, s)ds + e M. (4.1)
’ 0

Next, we apply Lemma 3.2 to (4.1), estimate G(ei1,s) by Lemma 3.5 and substitute h(s) =1 — s to
obtain

1 n—d d
Bfaa(P) =t [ (1= Coah™#8)" R (W) o0 g 4 00,

Finally, substituting z(h) = an’dh%Jrﬁ , yields

d—1 nCp,d d—1 ko—1

- ’ —d d—1- gt - 2

Efd,l(Pgd) = ndF2BH / (1—z/n)"" % #2541 dz + e O < pkotT
’ 0

for kg = k1 = %. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1 for the case m = 1. In what follows we

thus assume that m > 2.

Remark 4.1. Note that our arguments for m = 1 are valid as long as B = (d —1)/2+ 8 > 0, which
in particular implies that for d > 3 we may choose g > —1.

4.3 Step 1: Reduction to a corner of the meta-cube

We recall that the support function of a convex body K C R? is given by h(K,u) := maxx - u,
xXE

u € S% 1. Tt describes the signed distance from the origin to a supporting hyperplane of K with unit
normal direction u and uniquely characterizes the convex body K, see [43, Sec. 1.7]. The support
function of the product body Zy is given by

m m
hZ4,W) =maxx -w = Zh(Bgi,Wi) = Z [will2.
i=1

XEZY =1

Thus for v € S™~! and w € S~ such that [w]so) = v, i.e., w = 31" vyu; for u; € S%~1, we have

ZanH(w,s) £ 0 < Cv,s)#0 <= |s|<h(Za,w)= |villull = V]
=1

Then,

Efu1(Pq) = [ (ﬁ vfi_1> / i (1-C aBu(C(v,): )"
=1

S i =lvilx
X Vol _1(C (v, s); (d — 1)/2) Vol,,_1(C(v, 5); )G (v,s)dsom_1(dv).
Next, we substitute h(s) = (||v||1 — s)/2, and obtain
d rrodi1) [V n ~\n—d
Efaa(Po) =0 [ (T[] [ (1= C aPu(CHv vl = 20):)
+ \i=1

% Vol 1(C(v, [¥l]1 — 2): (el — 1)/2) Vol 1 (C (v, [[v]}1 — 2h): YG(v, 5) dh o1 (d¥).

Now, for v € SPTHif h > ||v]e = Max;e(1, m} Vi, then CH(v,||v]1 — 2h) contains the simplex
spanned by the vertices zg := 1 and z; := 1 — 2e; for i € {1,...,m}, since

v-z; = ||v]1 — 2v; > ||v|1 — 2h.

Thus, P,,(CH(v,||v|[1 — 2h); ) > Pp(co{zo, ..., 2zm}; ) =:Cy € (0,1) for all h € [||V]so, [|V]|1]- Using
this and since we can upper bound Vol,,,_1(C(v, ||v||1 —2h); (d—1)/2) and Vol,,_1(C (v, ||v|1—2h); )¢
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by a constant that only depends on d and , see Lemma 3.2, and since G(v, ||v||1 —2h) < 1, we conclude

that
d ‘T die1 Vil n -~ \n—d
w [ (TEe) [ (10 aBa(@ s vl — 20 )
+ =1

Voo
X Voly,—1(C(v, ||v][1 — 2h); (d — 1)/2) Vol,y—1 (C(v,||V|1 — 2h); ~)dG(v, s)dh op—1(dv)

< C gni(l = Cy)nd =0 for n — oo.

This yields

Efd 1( nd)
" 1¥][oo )
f (Hlvfi‘l) [ (1= aPuct @ vl =21 )" G vl 21
smot M 0

X Voln_1(C(v, ||[v]1 = 2h); (d = 1)/2) Volp_1(C(v, |v]l1 — 2R); )¥ds op—1(dv) + e O

m 1v]|oo B
v (H“) [ (1=C aPu(@* vl =20 )" Gl vl — 20)

m—1 Ni=1 0
SY

X Vol 1(C(v, ||[v]l1 = 2R); (d — 1)/2) Vol 1 (C (v, [v]l1 = 2h); )¥dsop_1(dv), (4.2)

where we drop the error term e =9 because we will see in the end that it will be dominated by the
asymptotic order in n of the remaining term.

4.4 Step 2: Upper bound
Since G(v, -) < 1 and by applying Lemma 3.2 on (4.2) we derive

[[v]oo

di+l g n—
2 1
Efq—1( ndf, /Sm1 / (1—C’ deln{ 1} )

m h 12 . m h dig’l
X Hmin{,l} Hmin{,l} —(d+1) Hv dh opm—1(dv).
i=1 Vi i—1 v
Next, we write ¥(m) for the set of permutations of {1,...,m} and decompose ST_l into m! open

subsets by assuming that 1 > v 1) > ... > () > 0 for some 7 € ¥(m). Note that the set of vectors
v E Sr_f*l that are not contained in the union of these open subsets have measure zero with respect
to o.,—1 and can therefore be ignored. Thus,

Efy_1( <S> P (4.3)

TGE(m)

where we set

Ur(1) m b d; +1 n—d
— nd _ i _
O (n):=n / / (1 C’dem{m’l} )

=1
VEST_I 0 ¢
1>’U7.(1> >--->'U7—(m)>0

o B @)% ds; m
X H min {, 1} p(d+1) (H vfi1> dh op—1(dv).
i=1 ve

=1
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and we just write ®(n) for 7 = id.
Now, assuming w.l.o.g. 1 > v1 > ... > v, > 0, we have that 1 = 37", v? < mov?, which yields

1>wv > \/% We parametrize the spherical simplex via v1 = v (v, ..., vm) = /1 — 31", v2, which

has the Jacobian q .
Om—1 _ ./ 2 _
= 1 = .
d('UQ, . ) + valn "

ey Um

®(n) = nd // /Ovlg(h,vg,...,vm)dh(ﬁdvi>,

1>v1>...>v, >0
v§+...+v72n§1

Thus,

where we set

h d1+1+5 m h d+1 n—d
g(h,va, ... vp) == (1—0 ’d<01> Hmm{ 1} )

h (d+1)d1+l+dﬁ m h (d+1)di+1 . m ‘
X (() H min { 1} ’ h*(dﬂ)vfl H vfl’*l .
V1 =1
Introducing the change of variables h = h/vy and % = v;/v1, i € {2,...,m} with Jacobian v]™ and

noting that for 1 > @i > ... > @, > 0 we have #3 + ... + 92, <m —1 < v;? — 1 and that v; > < 1 we
further get

®(n) < n? / /lg(ﬁ,@,...,ﬁm)dh <ﬁ2dm> ,
, i

1>09>...>9m>0

n—d

G2, B) = [ 1= C gh ™t Hmm{fl,l}

=2 Vi

dj+1
2

(d+1) 4 ap il (e 7 —(d+1) T dim1
x | h 1 H min< —, 1 h H v; " .
i=2

Next split the domain of integration and set, for j € {2,...,m — 1},

&7 (n) == n? // [Jilg(h,@,...,@m)dﬁ (E[zd@i>,

0<tm <...<P2<1

and

O™ (n) = nd // /jmg(ﬁ,@g,...,@m)dh (szd@i>,

0<tm <...<P2<1

ol (n) = nd // /J:g(ﬁ,ﬁz,...,ﬁm)dﬁ <i:ﬁ2dﬁi>.

0<tm <...<P2<1

We may treat all cases simultaneously by assuming ¢; := 1 and 9,41 := 0. Then
m .
n) =< Z d(n).
j=1
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Similarly, we define the integrals ®J(n) for any 7 € X(m) by replacing the indices 2,...,m by
7(2),...,7(m).
Let us briefly remark here that for ®/(n) we have
0=yt <...<Vjy1 <h << <=1,
which, since v; > 0, is equivalent to

0=0pt1 <vm<...<vjp1<h<vy;<...<v1 <1

This relates to the case where the hyperplane H(v,||v|1 — 2h) strictly separates the vertices zg = 1
and z; =1 —2e;,i € {j+1,...,m} from the vertices {z; : i € {1,...,7}}, i.e., i < j is equivalent to

[vlly =2k > vl = 2vi = v - 2,

which is in turn equivalent to z; ¢ C* (v, ||v||1 —2h). Thus, in this case the meta-cap C* (v, ||v||y —2h)
contains the (m — j)-simplex co {zo, zj+1,2Zj+2,- - ., Zm}-

We shall show now that we can eliminate all coordinates @; for i > j+1. Notice that for h € (Vj41,75)
we have for all i > j + 1,

L
v; T U
and for all ¢ < j we have R
B 5
— <2<
(¥ V;
Let us introduce the notation
J J
d(j) :=> _d; and B(j) = Bi
i=1 i=1
Using Fubini’s theorem to first integrate over the coordinates v41,..., 7y, we estimate
d; +1 n—d
. ~ d +1
v sat [ [ 1o0ah®E H( )
0<h<tj<...<t1=1
(d+1) T +dp;
| D) = +ds H h j—(d+1)
i=2 Ui

m I3 J
X ( 11 /0 ﬁf"_ldﬁi) (H@f"_ldﬁi) dh
i=7 =2

i=j+1
d;+1
<E>22++,3i
i (%

// 1_C,dﬁ121
d+1
d+1)4t 1 ap, h BRI 1-d di—1
x| pd+1) +BH = j—1-d0) H dw; | dh,
(2

n—d

0<h<tj<...<t1=1
1=2
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where we interpret the empty product as 1. Using the substitution z( ) = h /v; we find that

1 B d; +1 —‘,—ﬁ n—d
d( ) . 1
b [ ] [ e w14
0<9;<...<v1=1 1=2 !
i—1 ~ d; +1
lh (’U]> (d+1) —5—+dp;
= \Vi

» (Z(dﬂ)U‘(Jg*j+d,8(j)1~)§d+1)d1+1
) (-1 Jj—1 5.\ —(di—1)
x 2 1B gy (] (vj) dd; | dd;.

1=2

Next, we substitute u;(9;) = 0;/9; < 1 for i € {2,...,5 — 1}, u1(9;) = 9; < 1, and arrive at

_ n—d
/ / / (1 B dzd(ggﬂw( i) H 4 +1+Bz)

O<ur<...<uj—1<1

_ j—1
y ( (d-+1) 290+ 1 ap(5) H ) L—1=d0) g (H ui—(di+1)dui> .

= 1=1

Since all our arguments can be applied similarly to any permutation 7 € ¥(j — 1), i.e., such that
7(i) =i for all i € {4,...,m}, we also find that

n—d
— d; +1
> wmset [ [1-c= o
[0,1)9

TeX(j—1) i=1
A+ | 3 i VI @ (4 ) 48, =
w | @D (L +B0G)) +i-1+83) e ) de (] dwi | -
i=1 =1
Finally, we substitute for i € {1,...,j — 1},
d; +1 _ 44261
+8Bi dx; ; .
wi(u;) = u; duz =C gz, T
and
. . 2
zo(2) = Z%W(i) ? - C dx;*d(]’)ﬁﬁ(j)?j’ (4.4)
z

and arrive at

O s S e B L

. —d
j-1 "
‘ d—1- 540 __ i il
E @i(n) S nd /[0 1 (l —C d | I $z) o d(j)+28(j)+J I | x, d;+2B;+1 H dz;
A i=0

TEX(j—1) i=1 i=0
_ &1
-1 \"% d—1--
J 41
—nt [ 1-callm) Ile " aw
[0,1)7 i=0 i=0

where we set

d; + B

K o=k =
Bi +1

7

and ky =

By Lemma 2.4 we conclude that

ST @i(n) < nthect (Inp) e, (4.5)
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with ‘
ko= K d ki .= €40,...,7—1 :kzj—kzj .
max Ze{é‘fla:?—l} 1 an # max # {z { ) 7] } max}

Thus, the j-tuple (k:g, ki,...,kj—1) determines the asymptotic rate in n and it depends on the j-tuple

(k1,...,kj), since kj is a strict convex combination of k;, i € {1,...,j}. Further, note that (4.5) also
implies
. Ik =1 .
Z dl(n) S max n Fmaxt (In n)#kfﬁa"_l, (4.6)
TEX(m) TeX(m)
where
. . J ﬁT N 1
kﬁngx = max{kT(l), ey kT(j*l)? kéﬂ-}, ké"r = Z (z) ‘I‘(i)7

i=1 Zi:ﬂﬁf(k) +1)
j—1

and  #khn = > Hkeay = kg + 1T = kliny - (4.7)
i=1

We also note that k7. < kitL7 for any j € {1,...,m — 1} and 7 € X(m). Indeed, we have

max;e(y,.. j—1} kr) < maxieqr,. 5y ki) and

A |
T Z (%)
k‘(]) = Zj )kT(Z) S max k ()
=1

1 (Bry +1 i€{l,....5}
At the same time, for any j € {1,...,m—1} and 7 € X(m) if kiT = kfn";('r we have #kIT < #kIHLT,
In order to show this consider the following two cases. First, if k. ;) = kJT . then
#kgntiﬂ- #kmax + 1 + 1{k6+1 7= kgnax} - 1{kj "= kgr’lax} > #kmax
On the other hand if k. ;) < kJT ., then
, J B + ,
k‘(J)’T = Z - 7() kT(i) < k‘IJﬁTX,
i1 D1 (Brey + 1) *
and in this case we also have
e = Hhliaoe + 1R = K} 2 Ak
Combining these observations together we conclude that for any j € {1,...,m — 1} and 7 € X(m) it
holds that
Khax—1 JELT

n max+1 (lnn)#kmax 1 < n n;;x +1 (1 n)#kgn-'z;}{f
By (4.6), for any j € {1,...,m}, this implies

Yoo dln) s > @fn S Y e

TEX(M) TGE(m) TEE m)
Thus, by (4.3) we derive
k;;l'lx T
Efa-1(Pog) S D @-(n) S max n T (I ) o,
TEX(M) TEX(M)
where
. d+p
kmax = maX{koa kT(l)’ B kT(m—l)}a ko == B+ m’
m—
and #kmax - Z l{k’T(Z) = k;lax} + 1{k0 = k;—nax}' (48)

This concludes the proof of the upper bound for m > 2.
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4.5 Step 3: Lower bound

From Step 2 we expect to see the maximal asymptotic order in n to appear for the case when a
hyperplane H (v, s) strictly separates zg = 1 from all other vertices z; = 1 — 2e; for ¢ € {1,...,m} of
the meta-cube. To gain control over the ordering of the coordinates v; we again decompose Sﬁffl and
restrict to h < minjeqy .,y v in (4.2) to apply Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4. This gives

Efi-1(Poa) 2 Y ¥r(n),

TEX(m)

where we set

v KWG*wﬁ@>

m—1
veS!
1>v,(1)>... >V (m) >0

A>nd
mo N () S
(T

2 ! +dﬁz
—(d+1) (H v; ) dhop—1(dv).
For simplicity we write ¥(n) if 7 = id.

We assume without loss of generality that the coordinates of v are order in such a way that 1 > v >

di+1

. > ¥y, > 0. Using the same argument as in Step 3, namely the substitutions v; = /1 — >, v?
and h = h/vy, 9 = v;/vi, i € {2,...,m} we get

et L Ll srepty

1>92>...>0:,>0

d+1) 4t 4 ap, h R —(d+1) 1\ i (T
x | R4TD T +5H (d+1) H dh ( I] dw; -
=2

221)Z

d; n—d
i+ 8s

Again, as in Step 3, for ®™(n) we now substitute z(h) = h/@,, first and then w;(;) = @,/ for
i€{2,...,m— 1} and u1(0y,) = Up,. This way, we arrive at

1 m—1 d+1 n—d
vzl [ [{ime s IR
0

1>Um—1>...>u1 >0

m m—1 (1) L +8; ) +6: m—1
(s D) ()
i=1

=1

Combining these estimates for all 7 € ¥(m — 1) yields

-1 g +1 n—d
Z . (n) > n? / <1—C dzd+2m+5 H +Bz>

T€X(m—1) [0,1)m =1
m—1 (d— ditl g, : m—1
X (g(d—l)(dz B)+m—1+p H u; 1)( 2 +B)+ﬁ) dz (H dui> .
=1

Now, using the substitution (4.4), we calculate

1 d1_ki=1

m—1 n
Z U, (n) 2 d/[} (1—074;11—[%‘) Hmilkﬁldxi,
0,1]™ i=0

Te€X(m—1) 1=0
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where we recall that
d+ S

CB+m
We are now in the position to use Lemma 2.4 to conclude that

ko

kl"l‘laX71 -
]Efd—l (Pn,d) 2 Z \IIT (n) Z TIGIlEa(i(n) n khaxt+1 (h’l n)#kmax_l’
TEX (M)

-
where k] ..

and #k7 .. are defined as in (4.8). This completes the proof of the lower bound.

max

4.6 Step 4: Conclusion
Step 1-3 show that

X

Fpax—1 P
Efd*l (Pn7d) = Ténza(.ir(l) n kmax+1 (ln n)# max ,

where k] ..

From this relation we see that the asymptotic growth rate of Efq_1 (P, 4) as a function of n is controlled
by the m-tuple (ko,kr(1),-- -, kr(m—1))- Applying a permutation 7 € ¥(m) on d and may change
the asymptotic rate, because we obtain all m-tuples (ko, k1, ..., /%j, ..., km), where l%j indicates that

9
the corresponding term is dropped from the sequence. If we order k1 = --- = k¢ > kpy1 > -+ > ki,
ki—1
then, for £ # m, the dominating rate is n¥1+1 (Inn)*~!, which is realized, for example, by the sequence

(ko, k1, ..., km—1) and we have

and #k] ... are defined in (4.8).

max

l;max = k1 = Fmax and #]%max ={= #kmax- (49)

On the other hand, if we have ¢ = m, then kg = ... = k;, and for all sequences (ko, k1, .. ., l%j, ey km)
k1—1

we also have (4.9) and the maximal rate is nﬁ(ln n)™~1. This concludes the proof of Theorem

1.1. O

4.7 Proof of Corollary 1.2

Part (B) is immediate by combining (1.5) and (1.6) with Theorem 1.1 in the uniform case. To deduce
(A) from Theorem 1.1 we first notice that almost surely P, is a simplicial polytope. In particular,
each of its facets is almost surely a simplex of dimension d — 1, which has precisely (jffl) faces of
dimension j € {0,...,d — 1}. Since each j-dimensional faces of P,.q must be a j-face of at least
one facet, we have f;(P, 4) < (j_‘il)fd,l(Pmd). Putting Cy := maxjego,.. a—13{( d )} and taking

Jj+1
expectations we thus conclude that

Efj(Pa) < CiEfa1(P, q)- (4.10)

A type of reverse inequality can be deduced from [24, Thm. 3.2], which says that for any d-dimensional
polytope P and j € {0,...,d — 1} one has that

. : - N1 4] 5
fi(P) 2 pld f)faa(P)  with p(dj) =\ 50 f g ] (4.11)

However, it holds that p(d,j) > 0 only for j > {%J — 1, while p(d,j) = 0 for all smaller values of j,

see also Remark 4.2 below. Putting ¢4 := min;coda) g gy p(d,j) > 1/2, this yields
2 e
1
Efj(Pna) = iEfd—l(Pn,d)’ (4.12)
for j € {{4] —1,...,d — 1}. Combining (4.10) with (4.12) proves part (A) of Corollary 1.2. O
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Remark 4.2. That we have to exclude the cases j < L%J — 1 from Corollary 1.2 is not surprising.
In fact, any linear inequality between f;(P) in this range for j and f4_1(P) even for d-dimensional
simplicial polytopes would contradict the upper-bound theorem in which the so-called cyclic polytopes
appear as mazximizers, see [51, Thm. 8.23]. This is in line with the observation that p(d,j) = 0 in
(4.11) for j < L%J — 1. We refer to [24] for further discussions.

5 Open problems and conjectures

The results established in the present paper raise a number of natural questions, conjectures and point
to interesting open problems, which might be addressed in future works.

First, one might wonder if our results change if we replace in case of the uniform distribution the
product of balls in the definition of Z3 by a product of general convex bodies having a reasonably
smooth boundary.

Conjecture 5.1. Let m € N. Fori € {1,...,m} let K; C R% be a conver body whose boundary is
twice differentiable with positive Gaussian cm’vature everywhere and such that Volg, (K;) = Voly, (32 ).

Consider the product K = K1 x ... x K, C R withd =di +...+d,,, and let Pr.a(K) withn > d+1
be the conver hull of n independent and uniformly distributed random points in K. We conjecture that

Efj(Pn, ( ))"\Ef_]( ncd(ch)) fO’l“jE{O,...,d—l},

and
Volg(K) — EVolg(Py.a(K))= Voly(Zgq) — EVoly(Pra(Za))-

Note that the case m = 1 is describing the well-investigated behavior of a random polytope whose
generating points are distributed independently and uniformly inside a smooth convex body, see, for
example, [13, 15, 20, 21, 30, 34, 45]. Hence for m > 2 this problem would pose a significant
extension of the theory of random polytopes inside convex containers.

To tackle this conjecture, one should aim to replace Lemma 3.1 and similar results by using local
approximations of the form

(H riBgZ) NHY(w,s) c KNH"(w,s) <HR BYi ) NHT(w,s),
=1

where 0 < r; < R; for i € {1,...,m} may be chosen with respect to w = > 1", vu; € Sé-1,
The conjecture can directly be verified for ellipsoids. Indeed, consider an arbitrary sequence of linear
subspaces (L1, ..., Ly) of R? such that dim L; = d; and L;NL; = {0} for all i # j. Choosing ellipsoids
FE; C L; we may define ZEH = E,+ ...+ E,,. Then there is a affine transformation 4 : R — R such
that A(L;) = R%, A(E;) = BYi and A(Z8Y = Zy. In particular, det A is determined by the volumes
of the ellipsoids F;:

VOld
det A = H Vol (B d)

Taking = (0,...,0) in Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2, by affine invariance, we have that

Efj(Pna(Z3Y) = EBf;j(Ppa(Za))  for j€{0,...,d 1},

and
Voly(Z§") — EVolg(P,.a(Z3h) = (det A) [Volg(Zy) — EVolg(Pn.a(Za))] -

In particular, if we normalize E1, ..., E,, in such a way that Voly, (E;) = Bgi for all i € {1,...,m},
this shows that Conjecture 5.1 is valid for K = Zﬁu.

Corollary 1.2 says that for general block parameters the expected number of j-faces of P, ; is of

the same order as the expected facet number E fd_l(ded) as long as j > L%j We believe that this

restriction of the domain for j is in fact not necessary.
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Conjecture 5.2. For all j € {0,1,...,d — 2} it holds that

Efj(Pd,d) =Efi-1(Pyq)-

In view of the inequality f;(P) > min{fo(P), f4—1(P)}, which holds for any d-dimensional polytope
P according to the main result of [24], to prove the previous conjecture it would be sufficient to show
that Efo(P; 4) < Efa—1(P,;4)- In view of Efron’s identity for random polytopes, the latter would in

turn follow from the correct asymptotic order for the so-called T-functional of P, ; we will be asking
for below.

In view of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 it is natural to ask for the precise constant for the asymptotic
expected face numbers and the asymptotic expected volume difference. For simplicity, we formulate
the problem for the expected number of facets only.

Open Problem 5.3. Assume the set-up of Theorem 1.1. Find the constant ¢ 4 € (0,00) which
satisfies

kmax—1

1 - —#kmax+1 —
im0 Fmaxt (Inn)~# Efa-1(P,q) =c¢ a.

How does this constant depend on the model parameters and d?

Even if one restricts to the case of the uniform distribution, which corresponds to the choice =
(0,...,0), finding a convenient description of ¢ g4 seems a rather challenging task. A reason for this
can be found in Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 1.1 presented in Section 4.6. Whereas the first step of the
proof of Theorem 1.1 allow us to restrict the further analysis of the expected facet number to the level
of the meta-cube, the steps 2 and 4 of the proof uncovers that the main contribution to E fd—l(Pn,d)
might — depending on the beta-adjusted dimensions — not only be cause by the contributions of
the vertices of the meta-cube as one would expect from similar considerations for classical random
polytopes as in [6, 22, 37]. To determine ¢ g it would be necessary to gain precise control over
the further configurations that contribute to Efq_1(P, 4). We remark that if m = 1, d = (d) and
= (p) = (0) the value of the constant ¢ 4 is known to be

d(d—1)

o st T(1+ 4)0(4H) dm(r(d;l )dfrf
c = /1 dy

AT @Dl () 1 ’

see [1, Cor. 3.

In our main results, presented in the introduction, we have restricted ourself to the range in which
the block-parameter satisfies € [0,00)™, although the beta- and the block-beta distribution are
well defined in the larger range € (—1,00)™. Even further, many of our auxiliary geometric estim-
ates developed in Sections 3 remain valid in this full rage of parameters. However, in some of our
computations were were not able to tackle the situation in which (some or all) our beta-parameters
are between —1 and 0. The main difficulty in this regime is that the corresponding beta-density is
unbounded. Also note that for §; € (—1,0) the beta-adjusted dimension k; = (d; + 5;)/(1 + Bi) > d;
is no longer bounded from above.

Conjecture 5.4. The results of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 hold for € (—1,00)™.

A verification of this conjecture would be of particular interest in conjunction with a solution to
Problem 5.3. The reason for this is the fact that as § — —1 the beta-distribution in the d-dimensional
unit ball Bg weakly converges to the uniform distribution on the (d — 1)-dimensional unit sphere S~
Moreover, as 3 — 0o, the suitably rescaled beta-distribution on BY weakly converges to the standard
Gaussian distribution on R?. Studying the constant ¢ d in such limiting regimes would potentially
give insights into the geometric and combinatorial structure of block-polytopes where (some or all)
generating random points are sampled with respect to a distribution with is either singular with
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respect to the Lebesgue measure (uniform distribution on S¢~1) or has unbounded support (Gaussian
distribution).

For a d-dimensional polytope P and real numbers a and b, the T-functional of P is defined as

Top(P):= > h(F)*Voly_1(F)",
FeFq_1(P)

where the sum is taken over all facets F' of P and h(F') denotes the distance of F' to the origin. The
T-functional comprises a number of interesting geometric parameters associated with P. For example,
Too(P) = fa—1(P) is the number of facets, Tp1(P) is the surface area, 17} 1(P) is the volume of P if
P contains the origin, and T1_,1(P) for p € R is the so-called L, surface area of P, see [25] and the
references therein.

Open Problem 5.5. Determine the asymptotic order of ET;, (P, 4), as n — co. How does it depend
on the parameters a and b?

A solution to this problem would be interesting, as it would allow for general to deal with the
asymptotic expected volume of P, ; as well as with its surface area. Currently, the expected volume
is only available if = (0,...,0), see Corollary 1.2. Of course, a sharpening in the spirit of Problem
5.3 would be of interest as well.

In the present paper we were dealing mainly with the asymptotic order of the expected facet number
of the random polytopes P, 4. For a deeper understanding of the random variable f;_1(P, 4) it would
be of interest to investigate, for example, its second-order properties and its fluctuation behavior.

Open Problem 5.6. Determine the variance asymptotics fq—1(P, 4) and prove a central limit the-
orem together with a rate of convergence for this sequence of random variables, as n — oo.

We assume that the asymptotic order of the variance of fq_1(P, ;) may be tackled by a more refined
analysis of the geometry of the meta-cube. It would be interes‘cing to see if, for example in the case
m = 2 corresponding to a product consisting of precisely two factors such as Zy = BS x Bg*k , the
Lagrangian products again play a distinguished role in the variance asymptotics. We expect this to be
the case and also conjecture that this effect is be visible in the rate of convergence in the corresponding

central limit theorem.
In this paper we constructed P, , as the convex hull of n > d + 1 independent and identically

distributed random points in Zy and found the asymptotic growth of Efq_1(P, 4), as n — oo. It is
natural to expect that this result continues to hold if the deterministic number n of points is replaced
by a random number N of points, where N is Poisson distributed with mean n.

Conjecture 5.7. Forn € N let N,, be a Poisson random variable with parameter n. Then

Efa-1 (PMd) = Efa— (Pn,qj) :

Although such an additional randomization might seem artificial at first sight, it is on the other
hand rather natural (and in some cases even necessary) to work with such a Poissonized model when
dealing with the central limit theorem for the facet number. The main reason behind is the strong
independence property of Poisson point processes, which makes the Possonized model typically easier
to work with, see [22, 36] for example.
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