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Abstract

Poisson processes in the space of (d — 1)-dimensional totally geodesic subspaces (hyperplanes) in
a d-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant curvature —1 are studied. The k-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure of their k-skeleton is considered. Explicit formulas for first- and second-order quan-
tities restricted to bounded observation windows are obtained. The central limit problem for the
k-dimensional Hausdorff measure of the k-skeleton is approached in two different set-ups: (i) for
a fixed window and growing intensities, and (ii) for fixed intensity and growing spherical windows.
While in case (i) the central limit theorem is valid for all d > 2, it is shown that in case (ii) the central
limit theorem holds for d € {2, 3} and failsif d > 4 and k = d — 1 orif d > 7 and for general k. Also
rates of convergence are studied and multivariate central limit theorems are obtained. Moreover, the
situation in which the intensity and the spherical window are growing simultaneously is discussed.
In the background are the Malliavin-Stein method for normal approximation and the combinatorial
moment structure of Poisson U-statistics as well as tools from hyperbolic integral geometry.
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1 Introduction

Random tessellations in R? form a class of mathematical objects that have been under intensive inves-
tigation in stochastic geometry during the last decades. In addition to intrinsic mathematical curiosity,
a major reason for continuing interest in random tessellations is that they provide highly relevant mod-
els for practical applications, for example, in telecommunication or materials science [16} 41} 42, 50].
One of the principal random tessellation models in Euclidean space is induced by a Poisson process of
hyperplanes. In R? with d > 2 and in the stationary and isotropic case, the construction of a Poisson
hyperplane tessellation can be described as follows. Fix a parameter ¢ > 0 and consider a stationary
Poisson point process on the real line with intensity ¢. To each point p; of the Poisson process we attach
independently of each other and independently of the underlying Poisson process a random vector u;
which is uniformly distributed on the unit sphere S%~! of R%. Then to each pair (p;,u;) € R x S%!
we associate the hyperplane H; := {z € R? : (z,u;) = p;} and call the random collection of all such
hyperplanes a (stationary and isotropic) Poisson hyperplane process in R¢ with intensity ¢. The random
hyperplanes H; almost surely divide the space R into countably many random convex polytopes. The
collection of all these polytopes is a (stationary and isotropic) Poisson hyperplane tessellation in R? with
intensity t. We remark that the intensity parameter ¢, roughly speaking, controls the expected surface
content of the Poisson hyperplane tessellation per unit volume. More precisely, t = EH?~1(Z N [0, 1]%),
where Z = |J;2, H; is the random union set induced by the Poisson hyperplane process and H~1 stands
for the (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure.

For Poisson hyperplane tessellations many first- and second-order quantities are explicitly available
for a broad class of functionals and also a comprehensive central limit theory has been developed over
the last 15 years, cf. [18 20,31, [51]] and [56, Chapter 10] as well as the many references cited therein.
In the literature, central limit theorems for functionals of Poisson hyperplanes have been considered in
two different set-ups. In a first setting the tessellation is restricted to a fixed (usually convex) observation



window and the asymptotic behaviour is explored when the intensity ¢ of the underlying Poisson pro-
cess is increased. Alternatively, the intensity is kept fixed, while the size of the observation window is
increased. By a simple scaling relation both set-ups are equivalent when homogeneous functionals (such
as intrinsic volumes, positive powers of intrinsic volumes or integrals with respect to support measures)
of the tessellation are considered, see [31, Corollary 6.2].

While the spherical analogues of Poisson hyperplane tessellations, namely Poisson great hypersphere
tessellations, were investigated, for example, in [[1} 23 21}, 22} |38]], only few results seem to be available
for such tessellations in standard spaces of constant negative curvature, see [4} |48] 55, [61]]. The spher-
ical space of constant positive curvature especially features by its compactness, which in turn implies
that Poisson great hypersphere tessellations almost surely consist of only finitely many spherical random
polytopes, In contrast, Poisson hyperplane tessellations in a standard space of constant negative curva-
ture display a number of striking new phenomena that cannot be observed in their Euclidean or spherical
counterparts. It is the purpose of the present paper to initiate a systematic study of intersection processes
of Poisson hyperplane tessellations in the d-dimensional hyperbolic space H? and to uncover some of the
anticipated and remarkable new phenomena. We confine ourselves to the study of the total volume (in
the appropriate dimension) of the intersection processes induced by Poisson hyperplanes in a (hyperbolic
convex) test set. We explicitly identify the expectation and the covariance structure of these function-
als by making recourse to general formulas for and structural properties of Poisson U-statistics and to
Crofton-type formulas from hyperbolic integral geometry. In addition and more importantly, we study
probabilistic limit theorems for these functionals in the two asymptotic regimes described above for the
Euclidean set-up. While the central limit theorems for growing intensity and fixed observation window
are a direct consequence of general central limit theorems for Poisson U-statistics [31} 51,158} 159], it will
turn out that the limit theory in the other regime, that is, when the intensity is kept fixed and the size of
the observation window is increased, is fundamentally different. We will prove that here a central limit
theorem in fact holds in space dimensions d = 2 and d = 3. On the other hand, we will show that a
central limit theorem fails for all space dimensions d > 4 if the total (d — 1)-volume of the union of all
hyperplanes is considered. For the total volume of intersection processes of arbitrary order this will be
proved for technical reasons only for dimensions d > 7. We emphasize that this remarkable and surpris-
ing new feature is a consequence of the negative curvature of the underlying space and has no counterpart
in the Euclidean or spherical set-up. Another interesting and unexpected feature is observed in this regime
for the asymptotic covariance matrix of the vector of k-volumes of the k-skeletons, &k = 0,...,d — 1.
This matrix turns out to have full rank for d = 2, but it has rank one in dimension d > 3. In addition,
we will study the situation in which the intensity and the size of the observation window are increased
simultaneously. In this case it will turn out that in all situations where the central limit theorem fails for
fixed intensity, the Gaussian fluctuations are in fact preserved as soon as the intensity tends to infinity,
independently of the behaviour of the size of the observation window (as long as it is bounded from
below).

As anticipated above, the proofs of our results concerning first- and second-order properties of the
total volume of intersection processes rely on general formulas for U-statistics of Poisson point processes
as presented in [30] and on tools from hyperbolic integral geometry as developed in [8 15, 54, [60].
The central limit theorems we consider will be of quantitative nature, that is, we will provide explicit
bounds on the quality (speed) of normal approximation measured in terms of both the Wasserstein and
the Kolmogorov distance. Their proofs are based on general normal approximation bounds that have
been derived in [12, 51} [59]] using the Malliavin-Stein technique on Poisson spaces (see collection [44]]
for a representative overview concerning this method). This directly implies the central limit theorem for
fixed windows and growing intensities. On the other hand, for fixed intensity and when the window is
a hyperbolic ball B, of radius  around a fixed point in H¢, crucial building blocks of these bounds are
Crofton-type integrals of the form

/ HF(H N B,y (dH),
Ap(d,k)

where Ay (d, k) denotes the space of k-dimensional totally geodesic subspaces of H and s, is the suit-



ably normalized invariant measure on Ay (d, k) (all terms will be explained in detail below). While in the
Euclidean case the asymptotic behaviour of such integrals, as » — o0, is quite straightforward, this is not
the case in the hyperbolic set-up. In contrast to the Euclidean case, it will turn out that their behaviour cru-
cially depends on whether [(k — 1) is less than, greater than or equal to d — 1 (see Lemma[16)). In essence,
the latter is an effect of the negative curvature, which in turn causes an exponential growth of volume
of linearly expanding balls in H?. To show that a central limit theorem fails in higher space dimensions
is arguably the most technical part of this paper. We do this by showing that the fourth cumulant of the
centred and normalized total volume of the intersection processes does not converge to 0, which in turn
is the fourth cumulant of a standard Gaussian distribution. However, to bring this in contradiction with a
central limit theorem we need to argue that the fourth power of the total volume is uniformly integrable,
which in turn will be established by consideration of their fifths moments. This requires a fine analysis
of combinatorial moment formulas for U-statistics of Poisson processes. In essence and in contrast to the
lower dimensional cases d = 2 and d = 3, the failure of the central limit theorem for space dimensions
d > 4 is due to the fact that in these dimensions the contribution of single hyperplanes is asymptotically
not negligible anymore.

We emphasize that the present paper contributes to a recent and active line of current mathematical
research in stochastic geometry on models in non-Euclidean spaces. As concrete examples we mention
here the studies about spherical convex hulls and convex hulls on half-spheres in [3 25} 33]]. Central limit
theorems for the volume of random convex hulls in spherical space, hyperbolic spaces and Minkowski
geometries were obtained in [5], asymptotic normality of very general so-called stabilizing functionals
of Poisson point processes on manifolds was considered in [47]. Again more specifically, the papers
[6, 14} 140, 43]] study various aspects of random geometric graphs in hyperbolic spaces, including central
limit theorems for a number of parameters. Random tessellations of the unit sphere by great hyperspheres
are the content of [[1, 21}, 22} 38]], while so-called random splitting tessellations in spherical spaces were
introduced and investigated in [[L1} 23]. The paper [9]] is concerned with properties of Poisson-Voronoi
tessellations on general Riemannian manifolds. Finally, the geometry of random fields on the sphere is
studied in the monograph [34]] and invariant random fields on spaces with a group action are described
in [35)]. In a similar vein, it is pointed out in [32] that a systematic study of the invariance properties
of probability distributions under a general group action is missing. The book [32] therefore explores
Markov processes whose distributions are invariant under the action of a Lie group.

The remaining parts of this paper are structured as follows. In the next section we formally define
Poisson hyperplane tessellations in H? and present our main results. We start in Section [2.1| with expec-
tations and continue in Section with second-order characteristics associated with the total volume of
intersections processes. Our limit theorems will be discussed in Section [2.3] The necessary background
material on hyperbolic geometry and hyperbolic integral geometry is collected in Section [3.1] the back-
ground material on Poisson U-statistics is the content of Sections [3.2] and [3.3] All remaining sections
are devoted to the proofs of our results. In Section 4] we present the proofs for first- and second-order
parameters and also carry out a detailed covariance analysis, which is needed for our multivariate central
limit theory. Our results on generalizations of the K-function and the pair-correlation function are estab-
lished in Section [5} All univariate limit theorems are proved in Section [6| while the arguments for the
multivariate central limit theorems are provided in the final Section

2 Main results

2.1 First-order quantities

We denote by H, for d > 2, the d-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant curvature —1, which is
supplied with the hyperbolic metric dp (-, -). We refer to Section below for further background
material on hyperbolic geometry and for a description of the conformal ball model for H¢. Let p € H¢
be an arbitrary (fixed) point, also referred to as the origin. For » > 0 we denote by B, = {z € H -
dp,(z,p) < r} the hyperbolic ball around p with radius . A set K C H? is called a hyperbolic convex



Figure 1: Two realizations of a Poisson hyperplane tessellation in H? of different intensities represented
in the conformal disc model.

body, provided that K is non-empty, compact and if with each pair of points x,y € K the (unique)
geodesic connecting = and y is contained in K. The space of hyperbolic convex bodies is denoted by
Kﬁ. Recall that for k € {0,1,...,d — 1} a k-dimensional totally geodesic subspace of H is called a
k-plane and especially (d — 1)-planes are called hyperplanes. The space of k-planes in H? is denoted
by Ax(d, k). The space Ay(d,k) carries a measure py,, which is invariant under isometries of H (see
Section[3.T] for the present normalization of this measure). For s > 0 we denote by H* the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure with respect to the intrinsic metric of H? as a Riemannian manifold. Finally, we write
wy, = 2m*/2/T(k/2), k € N, for the surface area of the k-dimensional unit ball in the Euclidean space
RF,

For ¢t > 0, let 1; be a Poisson process on the space Ay, (d,d — 1) of hyperplanes in H? with intensity
measure tug—1. We refer to 1y as a (hyperbolic) Poisson hyperplane process with intensity . It induces
a Poisson hyperplane tessellation in H¢, i.e., a subdivision of H¢ into (possibly unbounded) hyperbolic
cells (generalized polyhedra), see Figure|l| Fori € {0,...,d — 1} we consider the intersection process

§t(i) of order d — 7 of the Poisson hyperplane process 7; given by

i 1 . .
glg ) = m Z v(SHlm-and—i 1{d1m(H1 Nn...N Hd_i) = Z},
(H,.;Ha—i)en] !

where nf;i is the set of (d — i)-tuples of different hyperplanes supported by 7;, 6.y denotes the Dirac
measure and dim( - ) stands for the dimension of the set in the argument. In this paper we are interested
in random variables of the form

Fi), = / HI(ENW) € (dE)
! > H(HiN...NHgy "W) 1{dim(H, N ... N Hy_;) = i}
) — - i 1m - —i) =1
(d - Z)' | 1 d—i 1 d—1 )
(H1,...,Hd,i)€ni;l

ey

where W C H? is a (fixed) Borel set in H? . In other words, F, ‘E‘i,)t measures the total ¢z-volume (i.e., the

t-dimensional Hausdorff measure) of the intersection process §§i) within W. For example,

R =S witwaw) =w (|J Bow)

Heng Hemn



is the total surface content of the union of all hyperplanes of n within . On the other hand,

1 .
Fy) == >, MHin..nHgeWdim(HN...N Hy) = 0}

(Hi,...Ha)en}

is the total number of vertices in W of the Poisson hyperplane tessellation, i.e., the total number of
intersection points induced by the hyperplanes of ;. In the Euclidean case these random variables have
received particular attention in the literature, see e.g. [[17, 18,124} 26, 127,31}, 37,151} [56]] and the references

cited therein. As in the Euclidean case, we will start by investigating the expectation of Féé)t.

Theorem 1 (Expectation). If W C H? is a Borel set, t > 0 and i € {0,1,...,d — 1}, then

(i w; w d=i  yd—i
EFV[Z/)t _ Witl ( d+l> . /Hd(W).
" Wil \ Wy (d—)!
Remark 1. In comparison with the Euclidean and spherical case we observe that precisely the same
formula holds in these spaces. This is not surprising, since the proof of Theorem [I] is based only on
the multivariate Mecke formula for Poisson processes and a recursive application of Crofton’s formula
from integral geometry, see Section{] Since the latter holds for any standard space of constant curvature
k € {—1,0,1} with the same constant (cf. [8, 54]), independently of the curvature x, the result of
Theorem |1 holds simultaneously for all standard spaces of constant curvature x € {—1,0,1}. In other
words this means that the expectation IEFV(IZ,)t is not an appropriate quantity to ‘feel’ or to ‘detect’ the
curvature of the underlying space. For this we will use second-order characteristics.

2.2 Second-order quantities

In a next step, we describe the covariance structure of the functionals F‘S[i,)t, i€{0,1,...,d — 1}, in-
troduced in (I)). The following explicit representation for the covariances will be derived from the Fock
space representation of Poisson U-statistics.

Theorem 2 (Covariances). Let W C H¢ be a Borel set, lett > 0, and let i, j € {0,1,...,d —1}. Then

min{d—i,d—j}

COV(FV(IZ/?“ F{S;]/)t) = ) cgpat®™IT / HIY(ENW)? pg_n(dE)
n=1 Ah(d,d—n)
with , , odiim
o= Wi+1 Wji+1 Wd+1
P ) Wit waemgr (d—i—n) (d— 7 —n)! U wq ’

Remark 2. Since Theorem [2|follows from the general Fock space representation of Poisson U-statistics,

the formula for (Cov(FIEé)t, F‘Sé)t) is formally the same for all spaces of constant curvature < € {—1,0, 1}.
However, the curvature properties of the underlying space are hidden in the integral-geometric expression

Je(W) := / HENENW)? u(dE),
Ap(d,k)

for k € {0,...,d — 1}. In fact, if K € {—1,0} and if we replace W by a ball B, of radius r around
an arbitrary fixed point, we can consider the asymptotic behaviour of Ji (B, ), as r — oo, which is quite
different in these two cases (note that in spherical spaces with constant curvature x = 1 the range of r is
bounded). While in the Euclidean case x = 0, .J;,(B,) behaves like a constant multiple of 74 for all
choices of k, in the hyperbolic case kK = —1 we will show that J;.(B,) behaves like a constant multiple
of el=V7 if 2k — 1 < d, like a constant multiple of re(@~1" if 2k — 1 = d and like a constant multiple
of 2=17 if 2k — 1 > d, see Lemmabelow. In this sense we can say that second-order properties of

the functionals FIEIZ,)t are sensitive to the curvature of the underlying space.



Continuing the discussion of second-order properties of Poisson hyperplane tessellations in H?, we
now introduce and describe the K-function and the pair-correlation function of the i-dimensional Haus-
dorff measure restricted to the i-skeleton of the tessellation. In the Euclidean case these two functions
have turned out to be essential tools in the second-order analysis of stationary random measures (see the
original paper [S3] and the recent monograph [2]] as well as the references cited therein). To be precise,
fori € {0,1,...,d — 1} and fixed ¢ > 0, we first consider the i-skeleton of the Poisson hyperplane
tessellation in H? with intensity ¢, which is defined as the random closed set

skel; := U HiNn...NHy,;.
(Hy,..., Hd_i)EWf’;i

dim(H{N...nHg_;)=i

The i-dimensional Hausdorff measure on skel; is denoted by M;. It is a stationary random measure on
)

H, that is, its distribution is invariant under isometries of H<. Its intensity is defined by \; = EFg 4
where B C H is an arbitrary Borel set with #%(B) = 1. It follows from Theorem 1| that

ot () ®

Wd+1 \ wWd d—1)!

The K-function of the random measure M; is defined by
1
Ki(r)i= 5B [ [ 10< diloy) <) M) M), 7 >0 ®
i HC JB

The condition dj(x,y) > 0 is usually omitted in the definition of the K-function of a diffuse stationary
random measure. For i € {1,...,d — 1}, the proof of the following more general Theorem [3| will show
that K;(r) remains indeed unchanged if we drop the condition dp,(z,y) > 0. For i = 0, however, the
random measure M is a stationary point process in H? and then the restriction dy, (z,y) > 0 is common.
The proof of Theorem will also show that the summands corresponding to indices n € {0,...,d — 1}
in (@) are not affected by the restriction, but the summand with n = d will be zero.

If we define K;(B,r) as in (3)), but for a general measurable set B C H¢, it follows from the sta-
tionarity of 7, that the measure K;( -, r) is isometry invariant and hence a constant multiple of H%(-),
provided it is locally finite. In Theorem 3] this will be shown and the constant will be determined. We
will also see that K;(r) is differentiable, which allows us to consider the pair-correlation function

1 dK;
— (r), r> 0.
wgsinh® ! (r) dr

gi(r) =

Roughly speaking it describes the probability of finding a point on the i-skeleton at geodesic distance r
from another point belonging to skel;.

More generally and in analogy to the covariances considered in Theorem 2] we will consider the
mixed K-function Kj;; for4,j € {0,...,d—1}. Forr > 0 and a measurable set B C H? with H4(B) = 1
it is defined by

1
Ak

1 . A
_1lg / / 140 < (2, y) < r} HY (dy) H' (dx)
Aidj  Jskel; Jskel;nB

Ky(r) = E/Hd/B]l{O < dp(x,y) < r} M, (dy) M (de)

and describes the random measure M; as seen from a typical point of M, in the sense of Palm dis-
tribution. In particular, we retrieve the ordinary K-function by the special choice j = ¢. The mixed
pair-correlation function g;; is then defined in the obvious way by differentiation of K;;, namely,

1 dK;;
wgsinh®1(r) dr

ij(r) == (r), r>0.

As in the case of the K-function, the condition that 0 < dj,(z,y) can be omitted if ¢ > 1 or j > 1.
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Figure 2: Left panel: The pair-correlation functions gg (black curve) and g; (blue curve) for d = 2 and
t = 1. Right panel: The pair-correlation functions gg (black curve), g; (blue curve) and go (red curve) for
d=3andt = 1.

Theorem 3 (Mixed K-function and mixed pair-correlation function). Ifi,7 € {0,1,...,d—1},t > 0
and r > 0, then

m(d,i,j) d—i d—j W 1Wd—n wqg 1 n e
Kij(r) = Z n!( " )( " > ( ) /Osinhd—n—l(s)ds, 4

W— w t
n—0 d—n+1 d+1

(r) 1+m(dzm) '<d—@‘> (d—J> Wd—n ( Wa )"‘1 1
ij (1) = n! ' ’
. n—=1 n n ) Wi—n+1 \Wd+1 (t sinh(r))™

where m(d,i,j) := min{d — i,d — j,d — 1}.

In @) we restrict the summation to n < d — 1 in order to avoid an undefined expression which arises
fori = 7 = 0 and n = d. Alternatively, for n = d the factor wy_,, = wp is wp = 2/I'(0) = 0 and the
product with the infinite integral can be defined to be zero.

In the special case d = 2 and for ¢ = j we thus obtain

4 1 1 1
14— d R
9o(r) Y sinh(r) an () Y sinh(r)’
and for d = 3 and again i = j we get
9 1 36 1
14 2
90(7’) + 2t Sinh(?“) w2 t2 sinhz(r),
(1) =1+ 2 1 L 4 1
r)= -
9 t sinh(r) = 722 sinh?(r)’
(r) =1+ 1 1
92 = 2t sinh(r)’

see Figure[2]

Remark 3. An inspection of the proof shows that Theorem [3|is based only on Crofton’s formula and
Lemma [I0] which in turn is also based on Crofton’s formula. However, since the latter holds for any
space of constant curvature x € {—1,0,1} with the same constant (cf. [8, [54]), independently of the
curvature «, Theorem [3] remains valid also in spherical and Euclidean spaces of curvature x = 1 and
r = 0, respectively. Namely, defining the modified sine function

sin(r) k=1,
sng(r) == r k=0,
sinh(r) k= -1,



we obtain

m{d:i ) d—1\ (d— 7\ wgr1wq wg I\" [T
Kij(r) = E n! HEden - / snd=""1(s) ds
= n n Wa—nt1 \Wd41 T o

and

=145 (919 e ()
ij(r) = n! b
. n—1 n n ) Wd—n+1 \Wd+1 (tsng(r))"

forr >0ifxk € {—1,0}and 0 < r < wif K = 1. Fori = j = d — 1 and k = 1 these formulas have been
proved in [23} Section 6.2] based on a different normalization. Moreover, for £ = 0 the formula for go(r)
appears as the identity (3.15) in [19], while g4_1(r) can be found in [57, Section 7]. As already explained
in [20], for general i € {0,1,...,d — 1} it can in principle be deduced from an explicit formula for the
second-order moments of the total volume of intersection processes, see [36, p. 164].

2.3 Limit theorems

Our next result is a central limit theorem for F; ‘S[i/)t, for a fixed hyperbolic convex body W, when the
intensity parameter ¢ tends to infinity. We will measure the distance between (the laws of) two random
variables by the Wasserstein and the Kolmogorov distance. For their definitions we refer to Section

below.

Theorem 4 (CLT, growing intensity). Let d > 2, i € {0,1,...,d — 1} and let W € lCz be a fixed

hyperbolic convex body with non-empty interior. Let N be a standard Gaussian random variable, and let

d( -, -) denote either the Wasserstein or the Kolmogorov distance. Then there exists a constant ¢ € (0, 00)
such that

(%) (%)

F Wit EF Wit

\/ VarF‘S[i,? ¢

As already explained in the introduction, the central limit problem for F‘E[Z,)t can also be approached
in another set-up, which in the Euclidean case is equivalent to the one just discussed, but turns out to be
fundamentally different in hyperbolic space. More precisely, we turn now to the case, where the intensity
t is fixed, while the size of the observation window is increased. We do this only in the case of spherical
windows in H?. In other words, we choose for W the hyperbolic ball B, (around the origin p) and write

, N Sct_l/2

forallt > 1.

FT(? instead of Fgg . in this case. Our next result is a central limit theorem for FT(? for dimension d = 2
in part (a) and for d = 3 in part (b). Moreover, it turns out that a central limit theorem for Fft) is no
longer valid in any space dimension d > 4, see part (c). We emphasize that this surprising phenomenon

is in sharp contrast to the Euclidean case [18},131}51]] and is an effect of the negative curvature.

Theorem 5 (CLT, growing spherical window). Lett > 1, let N be a standard Gaussian random variable,
and let d( - , - ) denote either the Wasserstein or the Kolmogorov distance.

(a) If d = 2, then there is a constant cy € (0, 00) only depending on t such that

(@ (4)
Fr,t EFT, ,N < ey Tl_i 6—7"/2
VarF,fft)

forie{0,1} andr > 1.



(b) If d = 3, then there is a constant c3 € (0, 00) only depending on t such that
Fr(;) — EF;,Zt) N < {03 ot 1= 2,

\/VarFfi) ’ ey ie{0,1},

(©) Ifd>4andi =d—1orifd > Tandi € {0,1,...,d — 1}, then a central limit theorem for
(Fszt) - EFS?)/ VarF(i) does not hold for r — oc.

rt

forr > 1.

Remark 4. (i) The restriction imposed on the parameters d, ¢ in Theorem 5| (c) is the result of a num-
ber of technical obstacles one needs to overcome in its proof. We strongly believe that a central
limit theorem in fact fails for all d > 4 and all choices of ¢ € {0, 1,...,d — 1}. However, we have
to leave this as an open problem for future work. For some remarks about the potential limiting
distribution in Theorem 5] (c) we refer to Remark[12]

(ii) It is instructive to rewrite the normal approximation bounds in Theorem [5| (a) and (b) as follows.
Ford =2 and i € {0, 1} we have that

F(Z) o EF(Z) 1—iq/2
el A [P S 5 G BT
\/VarFr(i) H2(B:)
and for d = 3 we have, again for r > 1,
) i 1 A
B -ER ) L oy LBy =2
— = 1 i
VarFrg,Zt) o3 B 1€ {0, 1}.

Here é2, ¢3 € (0, 00) are again constants only depending on ¢. This means that in dimension d = 2
and for 7 = 0 the speed of convergence is the same as in the Euclidean case, up to the logarithmic
factor. Moreover, it shows that d = 3 is the critical dimension for the central limit theorem, which
only holds in this case with a rate of convergence which is very much slowed down.

Theorem shows that for fixed radius r and increasing intensity ¢ a central limit theorem for FT(?
with i € {0,1,...,d — 1} holds. On the other hand, according to Theorem [5| (c) the central limit
theorem breaks down for dimensions d > 4 (if the total surface area is considered) or d > 7 (for general
i € {0,1,...,d — 1}) if the intensity ¢ stays fixed and r — oco. Against this background the question
arises whether in these cases the central limit behaviour can be preserved if the intensity ¢ and the radius
r tend to infinity simultaneously. In fact, the following result states that this is indeed the case. More
precisely, it says that, independently of the behaviour of r, the central limit theorem holds as soon as
t — oo (and 7 is bounded from below by 1).

Theorem 6 (CLT for simultaneous growth of intensity and window). Letd > 4 andi=d—1ord > 7
andi € {0,1,...,d—1}. Also, let N be a standard Gaussian random variable. Then there is a constant
¢ € (0,00) such that

FY) —EFY c
VarFr(? TVt
forallr > 1andt > 1, where d( -, -) denotes either the Wasserstein or the Kolmogorov distance.

Remark 5. In dimensions d = 2 and d = 3 we also have normal approximation bounds that simulta-
neously involve the two parameters ¢ and r. In fact, for d = 2 the bounds (35)) and (39) below show
that

d T7t Tvt ’N S ct*l/Q T17267T/2
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holds forall t > 1,7 > 1 and i € {0, 1}. Similarly, for d = 3 the estimates (1)), #3) and (46)) prove that

Fl) —EF{) e S}
7 = N | <c 1/2,-1/2 .,

VarF(Z) t=1/2p1/ S {0, 1},
T?
forall t > 1 and r > 1. In both cases, d( -, -) stands for either the Wasserstein or the Kolmogorov
distance. This way we recover Theorem | for d = 2 and d = 3 in the special case where W = B, with r
fixed and we recover Theorem[5](a) and (b) by fixing .

Finally, let us turn to the multivariate set-up. To compare the distance between the distributions of (the
laws of) two random vectors we use what is known as the ds- and the d3-distance; for their definition we
refer to Section [3.3|below. We approach the multivariate central limit theorem by considering, as above,
two different settings. To handle the central limit problem for a fixed window W € IC;jL and growing
intensities we define for £ > 0 the d-dimensional random vector

(0) (0) (4) (%) (d—1) (d—1)
F L FW,t B IEFW,t FW,t B ]EFW,t FW,t B EFI/V,t
Wi -— pd—1/2 07T yd—i—1/2 0T +1/2 :
Moreover, for i,j € {0,1,...,d — 1} we introduce the asymptotic covariances and the asymptotic co-

variance matrix of the random vector Fyy;, as t — oo, by

i:j 1
777 = lim Cov
w t—o00

F‘E[Z,)t - EFiS[Z/)t FIEIJ/,)t - EFIEI]/,)t i\ 41
pd—i—1/2 ' yd—j—1/2 ’ Tw = (Tl/ff)i?jzo :
The existence of the limit and the precise value of TéVJ follows from (I7) below. It is easy to see that Ty
has rank one, as in Euclidean space.
In view of Theorem [5] for fixed intensity ¢ > 0 and a sequence of growing spherical windows, taking
W = B, for r > 0 we put

.
F)-er) F)-EF) J—9
er/2 ’ er/2 -
Fo. oo FO-EF) FY-EF) F?)-EF) i3
T‘,t L \/; er 9 \/; er 9 \/F er . )
0 0 d—1 d—1
Fs,t) _]EFT(‘,t) Ff,t >_]EF7§,t ) d > 4
er(d—2) P er(d—2) -5

o Nd—1
and define the asymptotic covariance matrix >3 = (oé’y ) ~_of the random vector F;.4, as r — oo, for
,Lh]:

d > 2 by

;

O _gp®) FO)_gp0)
: Fr,t _EFr,t Fr,t _]EFT',t _
rli{go COV er/2 ’ er/2 d - 27
.. (%) (%) (4) (4)
F./—EF FY/ —EF
) . : Tt rt Tt Tt _
o = TILIEOCOV T Trer d =3,
O _gp®) FO)_gpo)
: Fr,t _EFr,t Fr,t _EFr,t .
Tlggo Cov or(d=2) 3 or(d=2) td >4

\

The covariance matrices Y4 are explicitly given by for d = 2, for d = 3 and ford > 4
below. Moreover, in Section [4.5| we determine convergence rates. In particular, we will show that X has
full rank (is positive definite) and X5 has rank one for d > 3. We remark that this is in sharp contrast to
the corresponding result in Euclidean spaces, where the asymptotic covariance matrix has rank one for
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all d > 2, see [18] Theorem 5.1 (ii)]. Note that the dependence of these limits on the fixed intensity ¢t > 0
is not made explicit by our notation, but this dependence is shown in Lemmas 20, 21 and 23.

In order to state the multivariate central limit theorem, we use the do and the ds distance for random
vectors (see Section [3.3]for explicit definitions).

Theorem 7 (Multivariate CLT). (a) Letd > 2 and W € IC%. Let N1, be a d-dimensional centred
Gaussian random vector with covariance matrix Tyy. Then there exists a constant ¢ € (0, 00) such
that

dg(FWt, NTW) < Ct71/2

forallt > 1.

(b) Fixt > 1 and let d = 2. Let Nx, be a 2-dimensional centred Gaussian random vector with
covariance matrix Xo. Then there exists a constant ca € (0, 00) such that

d;j(Frt, Nx,) < czre*’"/Q
forallr > 1and j € {2,3}.

(¢) Fixt > 1 and let d = 3. Let Ny, be a 3-dimensional centred Gaussian random vector with
covariance matrix ¥.3. Then there exists a constant cz € (0, 00) such that

d3(F 4, Nxy) < cgr1/?
forallr > 1.

Remark 6. After having seen that in the univariate case the central limit theorem for d > 4 can be
preserved by a simultaneous growth of the intensity ¢ and the radius r, the question arises whether such a
phenomenon also holds in the multivariate set-up. This is in fact the case, but we decided not to present
the details for brevity.

3 Background material and preparations

3.1 More hyperbolic geometry

Recall that by H? we denote the hyperbolic space of dimension d. For concreteness we may take as a

specific model for H? the d-dimensional Euclidean unit ball BZ, . supplied with the Poincaré metric dj,

given by
2]z — yl2 d
coshdy(z,y) =1+ aue , x,y € BS .,
(1 - ”nguc)(l - ”yngc) e
where || - ||euc stands for the usual Euclidean norm. This is known as the conformal ball model for H¢, see

[49 Chapter 4.5]. However, it should be emphasized that our arguments are independent of the special
choice of a model for a simply connected, geodesically complete space of constant negative curvature
k= —1. We write B(z,7) = {z € H? : dj(x,2) < r} for the hyperbolic ball with centre z € H? and
radius 7 > 0 and put B, = B(p,r), where p is a fixed reference point. In this paper the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure H?, s > 0, is understood with respect to the metric space (Hd, dp).

For later reference we need a formula for the surface area of a hyperbolic ball B(z, r). It is given by

Hdil((?B(z, ) = Wy sinhcz*1(7“)7

where wy = drg = 2n%?/T'(d/2) is the surface area of a d-dimensional unit ball in the Euclidean space
R? and kg is its volume. Moreover, the volume of a hyperbolic ball of radius r is given by

HYB(z,1)) = wq /T sinh?~1(s) ds. ®)
0
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We refer to Sections 3.3 and 3.4 and especially to formulas (3.25) and (3.26) in the monograph [10].
For the special case d = 2, we thus get H?(B(z,7)) = 2m(cosh(r) — 1). Here, cosh and sinh are the
hyperbolic cosine and sine, which are given by
T —x T _ ,—T
cosh(z) = % and sinh(z) = %, z € R,
respectively. We will frequently make use of the fact that cosh(x),sinh(z) € ©(e*), as x — oo, where
©( - ) stands for the usual Landau symbol. Additionally we will use the following inequalities.

Lemma 8. The function sinh satisfies the inequalities
(a) sinh(z) > "% forxz > 0.1, (b) sinh(z) > forx > 0.
Proof.  (a) By the definition of the hyperbolic sine function, we get

2sinh(x)

— = - =31 —e?)>2 forz > 0.1,
e

since exp(2z) > (1 — 2exp(—3))~! forz > 0.1.

(b) This follows from the definition of sinh by basic calculus.
O

Let I(H?) denote the isometry group of H¢ and let I(H?, p) denote the subgroup of isometries which
fix p. We remark that in the conformal ball model, I(H) can be identified with the group of Mébius
transformations of B ., see [49, Corollary 4.5.1]. We denote by GJ,(d, k) the compact space of k-
dimensional totally geodesic subspaces containing the origin p. In the conformal ball model, all elements
of G},(d, k) arise as follows. If p coincides with the centre o of BZ,., then an element of G},(d, k) is the
intersection of BY,. with a k-dimensional Euclidean linear subspace of R?. If otherwise p # o, then an
element of G,(d, k) is the intersection of BY,. with a k-dimensional Euclidean sphere in R? through p

which is orthogonal to the boundary of BZ ., cf. [49, Theorem 4.5.3]. Up to a scaling factor, G, (d, k)
carries a regular Borel measure v, which is invariant under I(HY, p). Since G}(d, k) is compact we can
normalize vy, such that v (Gp(d, k)) = 1. Recall that A (d, k) is the space of k-dimensional planes in
H?. In the conformal ball model all elements of Aj,(d, k) can be represented as intersections with BY
of either k-dimensional Euclidean linear subspace of R? or k-dimensional Euclidean spheres in R? that
are orthogonal to the boundary of BZ .. On A (d, k) there exists a unique (up to scaling) I (H¢)-invariant
measure. In contrast to G},(d, k), the larger space Ay, (d, k) is not compact. Each k-plane H € Ap(d, k)
is uniquely determined by its orthogonal subspace L;_j, passing through the origin p and the intersection
point {x} = H N Lg_. Using these facts, Santal6 [54, Equation (17.41)] (see also [60, Proposition
2.1.6], [15} Equation (9)]) provides a useful representation of an isometry invariant measure on Ay (d, k),

which we use here with a different normalization. For a Borel set B C Ay(d, k), it is given by
e(B) = / / cosh®(dy,(z, p)) 1{H (L, x) € B} H* *(dz) vg_i(dL), (6)
Gr(dd—k) JL

where H (L, ) is the k-plane orthogonal to L passing through x.

Remark 7. The current normalization of the measure p, differs from the normalization of the measure
d Ly, used in [54]] by the constant wg -« - - wg—g+1/(wg - - - w1 ). This also affects the constants in the formulas
from hyperbolic integral geometry taken from [54]. The reason for the present normalization is to simplify
a comparison of our results to corresponding results in Euclidean and spherical space.

According to [54, Equation (14.69)] the measure p; satisfies the following Crofton-type formula. In
fact, the discussion in [8, Section 7] allows us to state the result not only for sets bounded by smooth
submanifolds (as in [54]]), but for much more general sets, which include arbitrary convex sets as a very
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special case. The following lemma holds for 7%t*~* measurable sets W C H? which are Hausdorff
(d +1i — k)-rectifiable. Following [} Definition 5.13], we say that a set W C H is (-rectifiable if £ is an
integer with 0 < ¢ < d and W is the image of some bounded subset of R’ under a Lipschitz map from R*
to H. A set W C H is Hausdorff (-rectifiable provided that ‘(W) < oo and if there exist £-rectifiable
subsets By, Ba, . .. of H? such that H*(W \ ;s B;) = 0. Clearly, any Borel set W which is contained

in an /-dimensional plane is Hausdorff /-rectifiable if it satisfies H*(1V) < oc.

Lemma9. Let 0 < i < k < d— 1, and let W C H® be a Borel set which is Hausdorff (d + i — k)-
rectifiable. Then

/ HI(W N E) p(dE) = — LWL qpariok(yy) )
Ap(d k) Wk+1 Wd—k+i+1

Remark 8. Strictly speaking the case & = i is not covered by [[8]. Although the framework in [8] should
extend to this marginal case, we prefer to provide an elementary direct argument for the case £ = ¢. In
this case, the left side of defines an isometry invariant Borel measure on H?. Therefore, in order to
confirm (7) in this case, it is sufficient to show that the equality holds for W = B, r > 0. Since equality
holds for 7 = 0 and in view of (@), it is sufficient to show that wy sinh? () is the derivative with respect
to 7 of the function defined by

h(r):= / H! (B, N E) pi(dE)
Ap(d,k)

T arcosh ( if)ilff(?)) )
= wkwd_k/ sinh?*=1(¢) coshk(t)/
0 0

where we used (6) and (I8) for the equality. The differential of / can be determined by basic rules of
calculus. Using that arcosh(cosh(r)/ cosh(r)) = 0, we thus obtain

sinh*~1(s) ds dt,

k—2

B (r) = wpwa—r /T sinh?*=1(¢) sinh('r)(coshQ(r) - coshg(t)) dt.

0
The substitution sinh(¢) = sinh(r) - x leads to
1
B (r) = wrwa_k / gd=k-1 (1—2?) "2 e sinh?™1(r) = wysinh®1(r),
0

as was to be shown.

Remark 9. Although both sides of (9) define measures with respect to their dependence on a Borel set
W C HY, for k # i the equality in (J)) in general does not extend from (d+-i— k)-rectifiable sets to general
Borel sets. This is due to deep classical results in the structure theory of geometric measure theory, see
[13 p. 2] or [39, Chapter 3] for an introduction and [[13, Theorem 3.3.13] for the general treatment. In
fact, in the Euclidean setting, fori = 0, k € {1,...,d — 1} and for a general Borel set W C R, the right
side of (9) is always as large as the left side with equality if and only if W is (d — k)-rectifiable.

We will frequently make use of the following transformation formula.
Lemma 10. Let k € {0,...,d — 1}, and let f : Ay(d,d — 1)%% — R be a non-negative measurable
function satisfying f(Hi,...,Hg_x) = 0ifdim(Hy N...N Hy_x) # k. Then

/ PO o0 o) i S H) =@ ) [ J(E) i)
Ap(d,d—1)d—Fk Ap(d.k)

with

d—k
W41 [ Wd+1
e(d, k) = wd+1 ( w; ) .
+
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Proof. Let p € I(H?) be an arbitrary isometry, and let B a measurable subset of Ay, (d, k). Then we have
poV{(Hi,. . Hyg) € Ap(d,d = 1) Hin...N Hyy € pBY)
= " Y({(Hy, ..., Hag) € Ap(d,d —1)*%: Hin...NHy_y, € B})

by the isometry invariance of p4—1. Since up to a multiplicative constant, i is the only isometry invariant
measure on Ay (d, k), the formula follows up to the determination of the constant, which is independent
of the function f. We do this by choosing

kHyN..NHy . NW) dim(HiN...NHy )=k
f(Hl,...,Hd_k):{H( 1 d—k ) dim(H; d—k) =k,

: otherwise,

where W € K¢ is a fixed convex body with H¥(W) = 1. We compute

/ FUHI O ..NHgx NW) p§ =5 (d(H, .. Ha )
Ah(d,d—l)dfk
L gl wi w w -k
_ H d+1 Wit1 HW) = k1 ( d+1>
ik Wq Wi42 Wd+1 Wd

by a (d — k)-fold application of the Crofton formula (7) with the choice & = d — 1 and (successively)
i =k,k+1,...,d— 1 there. On the other hand, applying directly the Crofton formula with i = &, we
get

/ HEW N E) pp(dE) = HYW) = 1.
Ap(dk)
A comparison yields the constant and proves the assertion of the lemma. O

In what follows we use the convention that dim(@) = —1.

Lemma 11. Fixd > 2 and let n € {1,...,d}. Then dim(Hy N...N Hy,) € {—1,d — n} holds for
pry_q-almost all (Hy, ..., H,) € Ap(d,d —1)™

Proof. We apply induction over n and start by observing that for n = 1 there is nothing to show. For
n > 2 we have

prH({(Hiy ooy Hyo1) € Ap(d,d — D)™ dim(Hh NN Hyq) € {=1,d— (n —1)}}) =0

by the induction hypothesis. Let us introduce the abbreviation Ly := HyN... N Hy for Hy, ..., Hy €
Ap(d,d—1)and k € {1,...,d}. We obtain

Wi ({(Hy, .. Hy) € Ap(d,d —1)" = dim(Hy 0.0 Hy) & {—1.d—n}})
-/ V{dim(Lg ) & {~1,d — n}} gl (d(Fh, .., Hy).
Ap(dyd—1)"

We decompose the indicator function as follows:

1{dim(Lg_n) & {~1,d - n}}
— 1{dim(Ly_y) & {~1,d — n}, &im(Ly_u_1)) = d— (n — 1)}
+ 1{dim(Ly_) & {~1,d —n}, dim(Ly_n_1)) = —1}
+ 1{dim(Lyg_) & {~1,d —n}, dim(Ly_m_1)) & {~1,d — (n— 1)}}.

Since the second indicator function on the right-hand side is identically equal to zero, we arrive at

i ({(Hy, . Hy) € Ap(d,d— 1) : dim(Hy OO Hy) & {~1,d —n}})
< / {dim(La_y) & {1, —n}, dim(Ly_(_1)) = d — (n— 1)}
An(d,d—1)n

+1{dim(Ly 1) & {~L.d— (n— 1)}} u_y(d(Hy.... H,)).

®)
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By the induction hypothesis and Fubini’s theorem we get
[ Adim(La o) # (~1d = (- D) s H) =0
Ap(d,d—1)"

which covers the case of the third indicator function on the right-hand side of (8). Finally, we write
¢(Hy,...,H,_1) for an arbitrary point chosen on H; N ... N H,_1 (in a measurable way). Then, again
by Fubini’s theorem, we conclude for the first indicator function on the right-hand side of (8) that

pi  ({(Hy,..., Hy) € Ap(d,d —1)" : dim(Lq_p,) & {—1,d —n},
dim(Lg—(n-1)) = d — (n —1)})

g/ / 1{HiN...NHy1 CH,, HiN...NHy—1 #0}
Ah(d,dfl)”_l Ap(d,d—1)
X pig—1(dHy) py—{ (d(Hy, ..., Hy 1))

< / / {c(Hi,...,Hy1) € Hy} pra—1(dHy) py =1 (d(Hy, ..., Hyo1))
Ap(d,d—1)n=1 J Ay, (d,d—1)
:/ Olulg:ll(d(Hl,,anl)):O
Ah(d,d—l)n71
This completes the proof. O

3.2 Poisson U-statistics

Let (X, X') be a measurable space, which is supplied with a o-finite measure p.. Let 1) be a Poisson process
on X with intensity measure u (we refer to [30] for a formal construction). Further, fix m € N and let
h : X — R be a non-negative, measurable and symmetric function, which is integrable with respect
to u™, the m-fold product measure of p. By a Poisson U-statistic (of order m and with kernel h) we
understand a random variable of the form

Y = Z h(xz1,. .. Tm),

(acl,...,gcm)qu

where n;‘ is the collection of all m-tuples of distinct points of 1, see [30]]. Functionals of this type have
received considerable attention in the literature, especially in connection with applications in stochastic
geometry, see, for example, [12], 24} 28] [29] 131} 44} 1511 158, 59]. In the following, we will frequently use
the following consequence of the multivariate Mecke equation for Poisson functionals [30, Theorem 4.4].
Namely, the expectation E% of the Poisson U-statistic % is given by

EZ =E Z h(z1,. .., Tm) :/ h(z1,. .., 2m) p"(d(x1, .. Tm))- )

(5E17--~79€m)€77;”

In the present paper we need a formula for the centred moments of the Poisson U-statistics % as
well as a bound for the Wasserstein and the Kolmogorov distance of a normalized version of % and
a standard Gaussian random variable. To state such results, we need some more notation. Following
[30, Chapter 12], for an integer n € N we let II,, and II}, be the set of partitions and sub-partitions of
[n] := {1,...,n}, respectively. We recall that by a sub-partition of {1,...,n} we understand a family
of non-empty disjoint subsets (called blocks) of {1, ..., n} and that a sub-partition ¢ is called a partition
if Ujep J = {1,...,n}. For o € IT}; we let |o| be the number of blocks of ¢ and ||o| = | U, J| be
the number of elements of | J ;.. J. In particular, a partition o € II,, satisfies ||| = n. For £ € N and
niy,...,ng € N,letn :=ny + ...+ ny and define

Ji={jeNin+...4ni_1 <j<ni+...4+n}, ieq{l,..., 0},
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Figure 3: Left panel: Sub-partition from I1%%(4,4,4). Right panel: Example of a sub-partition not
belonging to I1%%, (4,4, 4). In fact, the block indicated by the dashed curve contradicts condition (i), the
block indicated_by the dotted curve contradicts condition (ii) and since no element from the last row is
contained in any block also condition (iii) is violated.

and 7w := {J; : i € {1,...,£}}. Next, we introduce two classes of sub-partitions of [n] by

0*(ny,...,ne) :={o eIl :|JNnJ'|<1forall J € cand J' € 7},
%5(n1,. .., ng) i={o € I*(n1,...,ne) : |J| > 2forall J € o}.

In the same way the two classes of partitions II(n,...,n) and II>9(nq, ..., ny) of [n] are defined (just
by omitting the upper index * in the above definition). From now on we assume that n; = ... = ny =
m € N and define, for o € II*(m, ..., m) (where here and below m appears ¢ times),

[o0] := {i € [{] : there exists ablock J € o such that JN{m(i — 1)+ 1,...,mi} # 0}

as well as
*k

So(m,...,m) = {o € l5y(m,...,m) : [o] = [{]}.

The sub-partitions o € II%,(m, ..., m) of [m/l] are easy to visualize as diagrams (cf. [45, Chapter 4]).
The m{ elements of [m/] are arranged in an array of £ rows and m columns, where 1, ..., m form the first
row, m + 1,...,2m the second etc. The blocks of ¢ are indicated by closed curves, where the elements
enclosed by a curve are meant to belong to the same block. Then the condition that o € ITI%,(m, ..., m)
can be expressed by the following three requirements: -

(i) all blocks of ¢ have at least two elements,
(i) each block of o contains at most one element from each row,
(iii) in each row there is at least one element that belongs to some block of o.

For an example and a counterexample we refer to Figure [3]

For two functions ¢; : X4 — Rand go : X% — R with {1,405 € N), we denote by g1 ® gs : Xbattz
R their usual tensor product. We are now in the position to rephrase the following formula for the centred
moments of the Poisson U-statistic % (see [30, Proposition 12.13]):

E(% -B2)]= 3 /XmHUIUI (W), dymt o=l (10)
)

O’GH*Z*Q (my...,m

where h®’ is the /-fold tensor product of h with itself and (h®'), : X™*lol=lloll — R stands for the
function that arises from h®¢ by replacing all variables that are in the same block of & by a new, common
variable. Here, we implicitly assume that the function A is such that all integrals that appear on the right-
hand side are well-defined. This formula will turn out to be a crucial tool in the proof of Theorem [3]

(©).
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Figure 4: Left panel: Partition from HCZOQH(Q, 2,3, 3). Right panel: Example of a partition not belonging
to HC202“(27 2,3, 3). In fact, the diagram is not connected as indicated by the dashed line.

3.3 Normal approximation bounds

In this section, we continue to use the notation and the set-up of the preceding section. But since we
turn to normal approximation bounds for Poisson U-statistics, some further notation is required. For
u,v € {1,...,m} we let IS (u, u, v, v) be the class of partitions in II>5(u, u,v,v) whose diagram is
connected, Wthh means that the rows of the diagram cannot be divided into two subsets, each defining
a separate diagram (cf. [45] page 47]). More formally, there are no sets A, B C [4] with AU B = [4],
AN B = () and such that each block either consists of elements from rows in A or of elements from rows
in B, see Figure[d for an example and a counterexample. We can now introduce the quantities

My (h) == / w @ hy @ hy)y dpl?l, (11)
UGHC"“(U u,v,v) xlel
where
m ~ ~ m—u ~ ~
(1, ... xy) = <u>/ ) h(Z1y ooy Ty Ty e ey Tpea) W N(d(Z1y - ooy T—us)) (12)
for u € {1,...,m} (again, we implicitly assume that h is such that the integrals appearing in (I1)

are well-defined). To measure the distance between two real-valued random variables X,Y (or, more
precisely, their laws), the Kolmogorov distance

dic(X,Y) == sup [P(X < 5) — P(Y < 5)
seR

and the Wasserstein distance

dw(X,Y):= sup [Ep(X)—Ep(Y)|
@€ELip(1)

are used, where Lip(1) denotes the space of Lipschitz functions ¢ : R — R with a Lipschitz constant less
than or equal to one. It is well known that convergence with respect to the Kolmogorov or the Wasserstein
distance implies convergence in distribution. We are now in the position to rephrase a quantitative central
limit theorem for Poisson U-statistics. Namely, [51, Theorem 4.7] and [39, Therorem 4.2] state that there
exists a constant ¢, € (0,00), depending only on m (the order of the Poisson U-statistic), such that

d<m )_mz\/T (13)

Var(% ) = Var(% ’

where d( -, - ) stands for either the Wasserstein or the Kolmogorov distance. Here, one can choose ¢, =
2m7/2 for the Wasserstein distance and ¢m = 19mP® for the Kolmogorov distance.
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Finally, we turn to a multivariate normal approximation for Poisson U-statistics. For integers p € N
and my,...,mp, € N, and foreachi € {1,...,p}, let

%= Y W)

(1‘1, »zml)enzz
be a Poisson U-statistic of order m; based on a kernel function h(Y) : X" — R satisfying the same
assumptions as above. We form the p-dimensional random vector U := (%, ..., %,) and our goal is to
compare U with a p-dimensional Gaussian random vector N. To do this, we use the so-called d»- and
ds-distance, which are defined as

d(U,N) := sup, [Ep(U) — Eg(N)|

d3(U,N) := sup |Ee(U) — Eo(N)|,
heCs3

respectively. Here, C? is the space of function ¢ : RP — R which are twice partially continuously
differentiable and satisfy

- \Y -V
wp ED =W Ve = Vel
ary 12—yl w7y [l =yl
where || - || denotes the Euclidean norm in R and || - ||op stands for the operator norm. Moreover, C? is
the space of functions ¢ : RP — R which are thrice partially continuously differentiable and satisfy
0? D3
max sup go(x)‘ <1 and max  sup 4‘ <1
1<i<j<p yeprp | 07,07 1<i<j<k<p gere | 02,020},

Moreover, similarly to the quantities M, ,(h) introduced in (I1), fori,j € {1,...,p},u € {1,...,m;}
and v € {1,...,m;} we define

My (h, h9)) = / 0 @ hd @ hY) @ ), dul™,
Xl

WGHCOH(’U, u,v,v)

where hq(f ) and hg,j ) are given by (I2)). This allows us to state the following multivariate normal approxi-
mation bound from [58 Theorem 6.3] (see also [[52, Equation (5.1)]). Namely, if N is a centred Gaussian
random vector with covariance matrix ¥ = (07 ;)} ;_,, then

12
d3(U—EU,N) < o Z oij — Cov(%, ;)|
= (14)
(Z v/ Var(%, +1> Z ZZm (h® h()).
i,j=1u=1v=1
If the covariance matrix X is positive definite then also
P
do(U —~ EU,N) < [ ol SIS Joiy — Cov(%. %) 1+
t,j=1 . (15)
p 27[' 3/2 i - 7/2 (
e D A ZVVar 1) 3 3 Sl 00,00
i,j=1u=1v=1

where again || - ||op, stands for the operator norm. We remark that although the bound for d»(U — EU, N)
is not explicitly stated in the literature, it directly follows from [46, Theorem 3.3] together with the
computations in [58, Chapters 5 and 6] for the ds-distance.
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4 Proofs I - Expectations and variances

4.1 Representation as a Poisson U-statistic
We recall that 7, for t > 0, is a Poisson hyperplane process in H? with intensity measure tz4_;. More-

over, for a Borel set W C H% and i € {0,1,...,d — 1} we recall from (T)) the definition of the functional
F‘E[Z,)t. To shorten our notation we put

1 i . i _
i j LY — . ) — _— )
f()<H % ) _ )@ ),H (Hlﬂ N Hy iﬂW) dlm(Hlﬂ N Hy z) 7
b Hdm 0 : otherwise,
which allows us to rewrite F‘Sé)t as
Fy), = 3 FO(HY, ... Hy ).
(H1,...Ha—i)en] !

(1)

In other words, FWt is a Poisson U-statistic of order d — ¢ and with kernel f i), Tt is well known (see
[30} 28}, 29, 31} I51]]) that Poisson U-statistics admit a Fock space representation having only a finite
number of terms. This leads to the variance and covariance representations

d—1
Fiy =S 20mmp r0)2, (16)
n=1

where the functions f,(f) : Ap(d,d —1)™ — [0, 00) are given by

. d—1 . ~ ~
FO(Hy, - Hy) = < )/ FOHy, . Hy Hy o Hao)
n Ap(d,d—1)d—i—n

X ui 11 Md(Hy, . Hy i),
recall (I2), and we write || - ||,, for the norm in the L?-space L?(u7 ) with respect to the n-fold prod-
uct measure of pg—1. Similarly, for i, € {0,1,...,d — 1} the covariance Cov(F; V(V)t,FIE‘J,)t) can be
represented as
min{d—i,d—j}
Cov(F( Ry = S i gy, (17)

n=1
where (-, - ), denotes the standard scalar product in L?(u7_,).

4.2 Expectations: Proof of Theorem ]|

Theorem (1| is a consequence of the transformation formula in Lemma (10| and the Crofton formula in
Lemma 9 with & = ¢ there. In fact, using (9) we obtain

EFV(;)t:td—i/ SO Ha) pg (d(H - Ha o))
’ Ap(d,d—1)d—i

td—i )
= ‘/ HZ(Hlm ﬂHd sz) /,Ld 1(d<H1,...,Hd,i))
(d—1)! Ap(d,d—1)d—1
tdfi / )
( )(d_z), ) ( ) ni(dE)
td i d
=c(d,1 H
(@1) gy HOW)
_ Wit1 (Wd—i-l)d_l = HUW),
Wd+1 \ Wd (d—)!
and the proof is complete. O
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Remark 10. The measure W — IEFV(IZ})t is isometry invariant. One could argue that it must be a constant

multiple of H<, if one knows that it is also locally finite. Theorem shows that this is indeed the case and
also yields the constant.

4.3 Variances: Proof of Theorem
To investigate the variance of Fv(é)t we use the representation as a Poisson U-statistic, especially (I6). We
start by simplifying the kernel functions fT(Li).

Lemma 12. Letn € {1,...,d —i}. Let W C H® be a bounded Borel set. If Hy, ..., H, € A,(d,d—1)
are n hyperplanes satisfying dim(H, N ... N Hy,) = d — n, then

FOHy, .. Hy) = clin, d) HE " (HiN ... 0 Hy N W)

with

c(iyn,d) ==

(d;i) Wit1 <Wd+1>d_n_i

(d—=i)'wg—nt1 \ wq

Proof. We use the definition of fr(li), the transformation formula in Lemma |[10| and the Crofton formula
(in the general form indicated before the statement of Lemma E]) Putting Ly, := Hi N ... N Hy,
this gives

N —1
(")) a0 )

1 : . - . - 8
= f / /Hl(Ld_n NHiN..NHyg_j_,N W) /Lg:llin(d(Hl, ceey Hd—i—n))
(d =) Ja,(d,d-1)i-in
_ dditn) / H(Lgn "W N E) pisn(dE)
(d ) Ap(dyi+n)

_ Ccldyi+n)  wiplwitt
(d Z) Witn+1 Wd—n+1

d—n—1

1 .

= Wil <°"d+1> HIMH N ...NH,NW).
(d—i)lwg—nt1 \ wa

H" (Lan N W)

Here we used that since Ly, is (d — n)-dimensional, the intersection L;_,, N W is Hausdorff (d — n)-
rectifiable. o

For the variances and covariances, we need the L?-norms and the scalar products of these functions.

Corollary 13. Let W C H¢ be a bounded Borel set. If n € {1,...,min{d —i,d — j}}, then
U 1) =eldonid) [ HENE W) i (dE)
Ap(d,d—n)
Especially, the choice W = B, for some r > 0 yields
(F9fGly = e(d, n, i, 5) wn/ cosh?™"(s) sinh™ 1 (s) HE " (Lg_n(s) N B,)? ds,
0

where c¢(d,n,i,j) = c(d,d — n) c(i,n,d) c¢(j,n,d) and Ly_(s) for s € [0,r] is an arbitrary (d — n)-
dimensional totally geodesic subspace which satisfies dp(Lg—rn(s),p) = s.
Proof. The first claim is a direct consequence of the previous lemma and the transformation formula from
Lemma[I0l

The second claim follows by combining the previous result with (6)) and using geodesic spherical

coordinates in the (d — n)-dimensional planes L;_,, through p (see [[10, Proposition 3.1 and Equation
(3.22)]). O]

Proof of Theorem 2] This is now a direct consequence of (I6) and Corollary [13] O
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4.4 Variance: Asymptotic behaviour

In this section we look at the variance of Fr(lt) = Fg} , in the asymptotic regime, as r — oo. We divide
our analysis into the three different cases d = 2, d = 3 and d > 4. Before, we start with a number of
preprations.

4.4.1 Preliminaries
The following lemma will be repeatedly applied below.
Lemma 14. Ifr > 0and 0 < s < 1, then

0 < arcosh <Zgzigg> — (r — s) < log(2).

Proof. We start by proving the lower bound which is equivalent to cosh(r) — cosh(s) cosh(r — s) > 0.
By definition of cosh, sinh and since 0 < s < r we have

cosh(r) — cosh(s) cosh(r — s) = sinh(s) sinh(r — s) > 0.

This yields the lower bound. Next, we turn to the upper bound. We use the logarithmic representation
arcosh(xz) = log(z + va? — 1) of the arcosh-function and the fact that cosh(r)/cosh(s) > 1 for
r > s > 0. Then we get

Lo cosh(r) o — s = 1o cosh(r) cosh?(r) ) s
arcosh (cosh(s)) ( ) =log (COSh(S) * cosh?(s) 1) ( )

627"(63 + 6—3)2 627“

_ 14e2r N e25(e2r + 2+ e 2r —e25 — 2 — e725)
R P (€2 +2 + e %)

1+ 6—47“ _ 625—2r _ e—4s>

65(6r +€—r§ N \/e2s(er _|_e—r)2 B 625>

1+ 26—25 + e—2s—2r

where the last inequality holds because both terms in the argument of the log function are bounded from
above by 1 for s € [0, r]. O

Moreover, we frequently apply the following upper and lower bounds for H?(L;(s) N B,.). As before,
let L;(s) denote an arbitrary measurable choice of an i-dimensional totally geodesic subspace satisfying
dn(Li(s),p) = s,i € {1,...,d — 1}. The following lemma concerns the case ¢ € {2,...,d — 1}.

Lemma 15. [fi € {2,...,d — 1} and 0 < s < r, then

Hi(Li(s) N By) < 21 er=9)(i=1)

1—1
If, in addition, 0 < s < r — 1/2 then

Wi

. (r=s)(i-1) i
31 (i — 1)6 < H'(L;i(s) N By).
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Proof. We start by noting that L;(s) N B, is an i-dimensional hyperbolic ball of radius arcosh (Egzﬁg)

fori € {1,...,d — 1}, see [49] Theorem 3.5.3]. Thus we get

cosh(r)

cosh(s))

) arcosh( )
H'(Li(s) N B,) = wi/ sinh?™! (u) du (18)
0
fori € {1,...,d — 1}. Hence, using Lemma(l4]and fori € {2,...,d — 1} we get
] r—s+log(2) )
H'(Li(s) N By) < wi/ sinh™! (u) du
0

. r—s+log(2) )
< Wi / 1) gy
0

21—1
< ? 21—1 (r—s)(i—1)
=g ¢
— Wi (r-s)(i-1)

1—1

On the other hand, Lemma[14]and Lemma §]imply that

H'(Li(s) N B,) > wi/ B sinh’~ ! (u) du
0

r—s ) 1/2 )
= wj (/ sinh’~ ! (u) du + / sinh®™! () du)
1/2 0
r—s w\ —1 1/2
> W </ <€3> du +/ it du)
1/2 € 0

_ Wi (=) G-n2) L wi
e3=1)( — 1) (6 € ) * 2 4
Wi e(rfs)(ifl)

>
— e300 (i —1) ’

where we used that s < r — 1/2 to obtain the equality in the third line. The last inequality is due to

1 Wy Wy o 1 1 >0
20 G OREDG 1) \i2 eBAEDG 1)) =
The positivity of the last term holds for i > 2, since 21 < e(5/2)(=1) implies that

gi < L1 260,
1

which is equivalent to the desired inequality. O
We will need later the following lemma.

Lemma 16. Letr > 1. Fork € {0,1,...,d—1} and0 < s < r, let Li(s) € Ax(d, k) be a k-dimensional
totally geodesic subspace such that dy(Ly(s),p) = s. Then for any | € N there exist constants ¢, C' > 0,
depending only on k,l and d, such that

cg(k,l,d,r) < wd_k/ cosh®(s) sinh® 1% (s) H*(Li(s) N B,)' ds
0
=/ HE(H N B,y (dH) < C g(k,1,d,7)
Ap(dk)
with
exp(r(d—1)) :lU(k-1)<d-1,

g(k,l,d,r) =< rexp(r(d—1)) :l(k—1)=d—1,
exp(ri(k—1)) :l(k—1)>d—-1.
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Proof. The asserted equality of the two integral expressions is clear from the argument for the second
claim in Corollary T3]

For k£ = 0 the integral is just the volume of a geodesic ball of radius  which can be bounded from
above and below by a positive constant times exp(r(d — 1)).

In the following, we repeatedly use that the intersection L (s) N B, is a k-dimensional hyperbolic ball
of radius arcosh(cosh(r)/ cosh(s)). The constants c and C used in the calculations below only depend on
k,l,d and may vary from line to line. Suppose that k& > 2. The substitution « = r — s and an application
of Lemma|[4]yield

/ cosh®(s) sinh®~ 1% (s) H*(Li(s) N B,) ds
0

= / cosh®(r — ) sinh® % (r — u) H*(Ly(r — u) N B,)! du
0

cosh(r) ) l

r arcosh(cosh(Tiu)
= / cosh®(r — u) sinh® 7% (7 — u) wk/ sinh*1(s) ds | du
0 0

r u+log(2) !
< C/ Gk(r—u) J(d=1-k)(r—u) (2—(k;—1)/ o(k—1)s ds) du
0 0

r l
<cC / L@ (1 wrog@)k-1) g,
=~ k—1

< Cerli—D) /T u(l(k=1)=(d=1)) g,
0
< Cyg(k,l,d,r).

To obtain the lower bound, we first show for v > 0.2 that

/ sinh*~1(s) > / sinh*~1(s) ds > / eF=1(=3) g
0 0.1 0.1
o—3(k—1)
>
- k-1
0-1(k—1)
>
k-1
01(k—1)

(elhmte = 010k
—3(k=1) <e(k—1)(u—0.1) _ 1)

1
> -3(k-1) L (h-1)(u-01)
= k—1 ¢ 20°

Now we substitute again © =  — s. An application of Lemma [§ and the lower bound from Lemma [14]
then yield

/ cosh®(s) sinh®™ 1% (s) H*(Ly(s) N B,) ds
0

= / cosh®(r — u) sinh® =% (r — ) H¥(Li(r — w) N B,)! du
0

cosh(r) ) l

r arcosh —
= / cosh®(r — u) sinh® =% (7 — w) (wk/ ( H sinh*~1(s) ds> du
0 0

r—0.1 u l
> c/ hlr=u) g(d=1=k)(r—u=3) (/ sinh*~1(s) ds> du
0 0
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r—0.1

> cer(@-1) o uld=1) JI(k=1)(u=0.1) g,
0.2
r—0.1

_ eer(dD) (k=1 —(d-1)) g,,
0.2

> cg(k,l,d,r).

For k£ = 1, the proof is almost the same except that we simply use that foa sinhk_l(s) ds = a for
a > 0. O
4.4.2 The planar case d = 2

Although we present a very detailed covariance analysis in Section [4.5| we will separately investigate the
asymptotic behaviour of the variances in Lemmas [I7]—[I9] In fact while the results of Section [4.5] are
necessary for the multivariate central limit theorems, the variance analysis we carry out here is already
sufficient for the unvariate cases. In this and the following two sections, c; will denote a positive constant
only depending on the dimension and a counting parameter ¢ € Ny. If it additionally depends on another
parameter n € Ny, we indicate this by writing, for instance, ¢; ,, or ¢;(n). The value of this constant may
change from occasion to occasion.

Lemma 17. Letd = 2, i € {0,1} and t > to > 0. Then there are constants ¢\ (2,ty), C)(2,ty) €
(0, 00) such that for all v > 1,

D(2,t0) 32 " < Var(FY)) < CW(2,0) 3% ¢
Proof. Fori € {0,1} and n = 1, Corollary[13|and Lemma [16] yield
cie < Hfl(l)H% = ¢ /Or cosh(s) HY(L1(s) N B,)*ds < Cje’.
Similarly, for < = 0 and n = 2 we obtain
1752113 = o /0 " sinh(s)HO(L () N B,)? ds = co /0 " sinh(s) ds = co(cosh(r) — 1).
From (I6) we now deduce that
c(t? +13)e" < 1t¥e” + cot?e” < Var(Fﬁg)) < eitde” 4 eot?e” < C(t2 4 t3)e.
Using that ¢ > tg > 0, the assertion follows for ¢ = 0. The case ¢ = 1 is obtained in the same way, but
requires bounds for only one summand in (I6). O
4.4.3 The spatial case d = 3

Lemma 18. Letd = 3, i € {0,1,2} and t > to > 0. Then there are constants ¢ (3, o), C?(3,ty) €
(0, 00) such that for all v > 1,

D (3,10) 772 e < Var(F)) < CD(3, 1) 52 e

Proof. Corollary[13]and Lemma[I6]imply the upper bound

3—1
Var(F{)) = 72 | fO17 = €72 A7 < e tP e

n=2

It remains to determine the asymptotic behaviour in r of the terms || fQ(i) |2 and || féi) |3. Corollary|13|and
Lemma [I6]yield

e <A< e and e <AV < G
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To deduce the lower bound, it is sufficient to derive a lower bound for the term || fl(i) |3. But
Var(Fy)) > A7} > e t™ 7 e
This completes the proof. 0

4.4.4 The higher dimensional case d > 4

Lemma 19. Letd > 4, ¢ € {0,1,...,d — 1}, and t > tog > 0. Then there are positive constants
D (d, to), C9(d, o) € (0,00) such that for all 7 > 1,

O (d, to) t2(d-)-1 2r(d=2) < Var(Fr(,?) < CO)(d, to) t2(d=1)-1 g2r(d=2),

Proof. Combining Corollary [[3]with Lemma[I6] we obtain

' d—i min{d—2, d—i}
Var(F.Y) - 2D (012 < N g 2T g(d 2,4, r).
n=d—1 n=1

Forn =1 < min{d—2, d—i}, wehave g(d—1,2,d,r) < C; exp(r2(d—2)), since 2(d—2) —(d—1) =
d—3>0.1f2(d—n—1)—(d—1)=d—1—-2n> 0,then g(d —n,2,d,r) < g(d—1,2,d,r). For the
remaining cases, we use that exp(r(d — 1)) is of lower than exp(2r(d — 2)) for d > 4. Moreover, as in
the case d = 3 it follows that ||f(§l_)1 12_, and ||fdl) |2 are of order at most " (¢—1)
bound. '

The lower bound is again derived by just taking into account || fl(z) |2 and by applying the lower bound

g(d—1,2,d,7) > ¢; exp(r2(d — 2)) from Lemma[l6] O

. This yields the upper

4.5 Covariance analysis

In this section we prepare the proof of Theorem [/| by an asymptotic analysis of the covariance structure
of the random vector F, ; in dimensions d = 2 and d = 3.

4.5.1 The planar case d = 2

The following lemma describes the rate of convergence, as r — oo, of the suitably scaled covariances to
the asymptotic covariance matrix Xq = (07’ );‘i]—‘io ford = 2.

Lemma 20. Let d = 2 and t > tyg > 0. There is a positive constant ceoy(2,t9) € (0,00) such that if

r > 1, then
O';J - (COV< N er/2 = ’ = er/2 - < Ccov(2,t0) t3—z—j,r26—r’ 1,] € {07 1}'
Moreover,

2 (412 1 8 12
5 _ (t ((;) ta—l—;) 8¢ a> (19)

8 424 4dta
s

and a = 4 - G with Catalan’s constant G ~ 0.915965594. In particular, 39 is positive definite with
det(3,) = 2t3a.

Proof. Since F,; is a vector of Poisson U-statistics the covariance representation (17) shows that, for
i,7 €40,1},

EE R E A
Cov d d ’ i =e 7

n=1
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and it remains to compute the scalar products. Using (I8]) and Corollary [I3] we get

o) a

<f1(2)7 fl(])>1 = 0(27 17 Za]) <2 4/ COSh(S) aI‘COSh2 (
0

' h
= 0(2’ 1)iaj) -2 4/ COSh(T‘ — 5) arcosh2 L(T) ds
0 cosh(r — s)

_ (i.d) ' r—s s—r 2 s 1+ e
=q /0 ("% 4+ e°7") arcosh (e (1 o=y ds

with ¢} = 4. ¢(i,1,2)¢(j, 1,2). We have c(0,1,2) = 2/ and ¢(1,1,2) = 1, and hence

2\ 2 4\ 2 p)
Cgo,o) =4 <> = <> , cgl’l) =4, cgl’o) = cgo’l) =4.—= §
v Y

s s

Furthermore, again by Corollary [13]
(), 192 = e(2,2,i,5) 2 / sinh(s) ds = /) (¢ + ¢ 2)
0

with ¢§") = (2/m)c(i, 2,2)c(j, 2, 2). In particular, ¢\ = 1/(2r).
In the following, we use that

1 —2r
arcosh <es <1++§(ST)>> < arcosh (e*) < s +log(2). (20)
25—

For (i, ) € {(0,1),(1,0), (1,1)} we then deduce from the dominated convergence theorem that

i,j Ii (4,9) ;3—i—j " -5 —2r4s h2 s 1 +€72T
oy’ = lim ¢t /0(6 +e ) arcos <e (14—62(3_T)>) ds

= cgl’])t?’_z_] / e~ % arcosh?(e®) ds =: cgz’])t?’_z_] a
0
and, in addition we have
O_g,o = cgo’o)t?’ -a+2t* CéO,O)‘

Since a = 4 - G by the following Remark we obtain the specific values of U;’j fori,j € {0,1}, and
hence the determinant of the asymptotic covariance matrix Yo given in (19).
Next we prove the asserted rates of convergence. For (7, j) € {(0,1), (1,0),(1,1)}, we get

i (Fﬁ? —EF} F)—EF} ) '
oy” — Cov : : : :

er/2 ’ er/2
—2r
| sy i) 3ieg [ —s L —2rts o o Lte
't a—c;'t /0 (e *+e ) arcosh <e <1 o2 ds
. Y 1 —2r
< cgw)tgzj/ e~* ( arcosh?(e®) — arcosh? | e e T ds (21)
0 1+ GQ(S_T)
—2r
) ,3—i—j [ —2r+s of s 1+te
+c; 7t /0 e arcosh <e (1 apTemy ds (22)
+ cgl’j)t?’_z_J / e~ % arcosh?(e®) ds. (23)
T
Applying (20) to the expression in (23] we get
o o0
/ e~ % arcosh?(e®) ds < / e *(log(2) + s)*ds < cr?e™". (24)
T T
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Using (20) for the expression in (22)) we obtain

r —2r
/ e~ 2"t arcosh? ( ° 1t+e
0 1+ 62(5 r)

| /\

~2r+s arcosh? () ds

s [e
/ ~Ir¥s(s 4+ 1log(2))% ds

e (25)

IN

IN

Finally, we treat the expression in (21)). An application of the mean value theorem in the first and (20) in
the second to last step yields

T 1 —2r
/0 e ® <arcosh2(es) — arcosh? (es <1++e§(sr)>)> ds

T 1 —2r d
S/ e ® (es —e’ <H>> max — (arcosh?(2)) | ds
0 1+ e2(s—7) {( s ) ] dz
zel|eS| —5—= ),€

1+62(sf'r)
< /T e2(s=r) = 2r 2 arcosh(e?) s
>~ 0 1 + 62(8—7") \/<€S+6_2T+S>2 _q
1+€2(577'>
_ /T e (2~ 1) 2 arcosh(e®) s
0 \/625 S e2(s=2r) _ o—4(r—s)

_ 2 arcosh(e®)
27" 23

- / — 1) — ds
\/ —e” e —

2T/ Vv e2s — 1 arcosh(e®) ds
0

< ce2”/ e’(s +log(2)) ds
0
<cre . (26)

Thus, a combination of (24)), (23) and (26) yields the result for (i, 5) € {(0,1), (1,0),(1,1)}. Finally, if
(7,7) = (0,0) we obtain the result by additionally taking into account that

\cgo’o)(l +e 2 —2e7") — Cgo,o)

| <ce™.
This completes the proof. O

Remark 11. The relation a = 4G can be confirmed by Maple. It is not clear to us how Maple verifies this
relation. Since we could not find the current integral representation of the Catalan constant in one of the
lists available to us, we provide a short derivation. We first use the substitution ¢ = exp(— arcosh(e?))
ore® = (¢t +t) and then expand (1 + ¢?)~2 into a Taylor series under the integral sign. This leads to

o0 P12
a:/ e_sarcoshZ(es):/ aToe (Int) dt—2/ V(i 4+ 1)t%(1 — t*)(Int)? dt.
0 0

By the substitution t = e¥ we obtain

1
, 2
2 nt)dt = —— .
/0 (In) (2i + 1)
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Hence we can interchange summation and integration to get

a=14 <Z(—1)i(i " 1)(21,+11)3 I 1)(2¢+13)3>

1=0

N RN | L~ qyio 1
- <2G+ 2 LD gy~ D+ 22<‘1yw>

1. 1. 1 1
=4(=G+-G+=-—--)=4G.
<2G+2G+2 2) G

4.5.2 The spatial case d = 3

Now we turn to the case d = 3 and again describes the rate of convergence, as r — 0o, of the suitably

. . . . o 7,7\d—1
scaled covariances to the asymptotic covariance matrix Xq = (04”);Z0-

Lemma 21. Letd = 3 and t > ty > 0. There exists a positive constant cqoy(3,to) € (0, 00) such that

-2 et
oy’ — Cov : =, — :
Vrer Vrer

for r > 1. The matrix X3 has rank one and is explicitly given by

< ceov(3,t0) "7 i 5 € {0,1,2},

Lt5 Lt4 2£4t3

%, %
Yy =2 | Tt mys g2 | (27
ot Lt ot

Proof. Fori,j € {0,1,2}, the covariance formula for Poisson U-statistics yields that

it 6—i—j—mn 1/ £ £()
\/?er ) \/FGT ; 3 n(fn 7fn >7l

As in the planar case d = 2 we compute the scalar products. We let Lo (s) be a 2-dimensional subspace
in H® having distance s > 0 from the origin p. For n = 1 Corollary [13|and Equation (T8) yield

(i) (i) ) (’) min{3-i,3j}
Cov (Fm ~EF,) Fy —EF} > .

10 = wne(3,1,,4) / cosh®(s) H(La(s) N By)? ds
0

cosh(r)

T arcosh ( cosh(s) ) 2
= wiwic(3, 1, i,j)/ cosh?(s) / sinh(u) du | ds
0 0

T 2
I o 9 cosh(r) B
= wywic(3, 1,1,])/0 cosh”(s) (cosh(s) 1) ds

= wiwi (3,1, i,j)/ (cosh(r) — cosh(s))? ds
0

= wiwi (3,1, i,j)% (r + 27 cosh?(r) — 3sinh(r) cosh(r)).
In addition, using Lemma [I0]and Lemma[I6] we obtain
A s <ee®  and  (f) )5 < ce¥
Since ¢(3,2) = 1,¢(0,1,3) = 7/16,¢(1,1,3) = 7/4and ¢(2, 1, 3) = 1, we obtain (3, 1,0,0) = 72/28,

.2
c(3,1,0,1) = 72/26, ¢(3,1,0,2) = m/2%, ¢(3,1,1,1) = 72/2%, ¢(3,1,1,2) = 7/2% and ¢(3,1,2,2) =
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1. Moreover, we have

ggj = lim 7" 7 wiwic(3,1,4,5) = v te " (r + 2r cosh?(r) — 3sinh(r) cosh(r))

r—00

N

y 1
= t5_l_] w%wlc(3> 1> Zmy)Z
= 5779 21%¢(3, 1,14, 7).

Therefore we conclude that the asymptotic covariance matrix 23 is given by (27). Clearly, 33 has rank
one. Moreover, we obtain

- o520 )
0—3’ - COV : : : :

e T vre
< 5777 4n2e(3, 1,1, ) 1/2 - rle 2" (r+2r cosh?(r) — 3sinh(r) cosh(r))]|
min{3—4,3—j;}
+rle™?r Z to—imi—n n!<fr(zi)7 fﬁbj)>n
n=2

< Ccov(?); tO) tS_i_j 7,—1’

where we used that |[1/2 — r~*e=2"(r 4 2r cosh®(r) — 3sinh(r) cosh(r))| is bounded from above by a
constant multiple of r—1 as » — oo. This completes the proof. O

4.5.3 Thecased > 4

In order to describe explicitly the limit covariance matrix 3(d) for d > 4 we need the following lemma.

© T
/0 cosh™(x) da = 5 F(%)

Lemma 22. For o > 0,

Proof. Substituting first u = e® and then tan(z) = u, and using (tan?(z) + 1)~ = cos?(x), we get

0o oo -l w/2
/ cosh™(z) dx = 20‘/ g du = 20‘/ sin® 1(z) cos® 1 (2) dz =: I,.
0 1 (wr+1) /4
The trigonometric identity 2 sin v cos & = sin(2«) and the substitution y = 2z yield
w/2 /2 (&
I, = 2/ sin® 1(2z2) dz = / sin® 1 (y) dy = vr 22) .
/4 0 2 I'(%%)

This completes the argument. O

Depending on the dimension, we will bound the speed of convergence by means of the function
e " 1 d =4,
h(d,r) =< re 2" :d=5,
e ?"  :d>6.
Lemma 23. Letd > 4 and t > ty > 0. There exists a positive constant cqoy(d, to) € (0, 00) such that

e FY -rrY FY) -EFY)
94 ov or(@=2) 0 or(d-2)

< Ceov(d, to) P4 I n(d,r), 0,5 €{0,...,d—1},

for r > 1. The matrix X4 has rank one and its entries are explicitly given by
Wd—1Wq
49-2(d — 3)(d — 2)’

where the constants c(i,1,d), c(j, 1, d) are introduced in Lemma

ol = 1241770 (4,1, d) ¢(, 1, d) i,j€{0,...,d—1}, (28)
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Proof. Recall that

FY -EFY FY _—EFY mind—bd—g} o
COV( ﬂ;(d—Q)r <, 7te(d—2)r e D D e O M (29)
n=1

for » > 1. In a first step, we bound from above the summands with n > 2. For this, let n €
{2,...,min{d — i,d — j}}. Lemma[l6]implies that
e 2(d=2)r <f(i), f(j)>n < ce 2d=2)r g(d—n,2,d,r)

n n

with some constant ¢, not depending on 7. For 2(d —n — 1) < d — 1 we obtain from Lemmathat
ce 2@=Drg(d —p 2 d ) < ce"(C2HY @) < or(=dH3) < py(d, r).
Note that 2(d — n — 1) = d — 1 implies that d is odd, hence d > 5, and therefore
Ce—2(d—2)rg(d —n,2,d,7) < cen(=2d+4) 1 or(d=1) < (o or(=d+3) < ch(d,r).
For2(d —n—1) > d— 1 we get
ce_Z(d_Q)Tg(d —n,2,d,r) < e (72d+4) 2r(d=n—1) < cer(=2nt2) <ch(d,r),

since n > 2.
Now we examine the remaining term corresponding to n = 1 in (29). By Corollary [13]and (I8) we
get

672(d72)r < 1(1)’ fl(])>1

1.4 4 r
— w COShd_l(S) Hd_l(Ld_l(S) N Br)2 ds
e2(d=2)r 0

cosh(r) 2
d1i i r arcosh Sosh(s
_ddLiper [T ga1ig) (w, ( ‘“”)sinhd—2<u) du| ds
e2(d=2)r 0 0

c(d,l,i,j)wlwg,_l T .
= g R /0 cosh® " (s)

(30)
2

arcosh(cos.ﬁgro d—2 (_1)k d—2
coshis u(d—2-2k) 4 d
- </0 — 24-2 ( k ) ‘ U) ’

k=0
- o(d, 1,4, 5) w1 "%2171 /T Coshd_l(S)
0

4d—2¢2(d—2)r
2

d—2 rcosh cosh(r)
d -2 arcos (cosh(s))
Nk w(d—2—2k)
X ( E (—1) < i > /0 e du) ds.

k=0

The quadratic term in brackets in (30) is given by

osh(r)

arcosh( <
Z (_1)k1+k2 <dk— 2> (dk— 2) / (cosh(s)> eul(d*2*2k1) du1
1 2 0

(k1,k2)€{0,...,d—2}2

cosh(r)

arcosh( h >

cosh(s)

X / eu2(d—2-2k2) dus.
0
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Next, we provide and upper bound for the summands obtained for (k1, ko) € {0,...,d — 2}2\ {(0,0)}.
Without loss of generality we assume ko > 1. Then we get

cosh(r) cosh(r))

T arcosh(cosh(s)) arcosh(cosh(s)
e—?(d—?)r / COShd_l(S) / eu1(d—2—2k1) d'LL1 /
0 0 0

r r—s+log(2) r—s+log(2)
< po2r(d-2) / o5(d-1) / guild=2-2k1) g, / gua(d=2-2k2) g 1
0 0 0

e2(d=2=2k2) g0 ds (31)

< po-2r(d-2) /T p5(d=1) G(r—s)(d=2) (r—s)(d—4) g
0

< ce_zr/ e*CIH) ds < e h(d,r).
0
for d > 5. For d = 4 the third line is
ce_4r/ e 2 =3) (1 — 5 4+ log(2)) ds = ce_zT/ (r—s+1log(2))e’ds < ch(4,r).
0 0

Therefore we can concentrate on the summand corresponding to k£ = 0 in (30). In the following we will
make use of the logarithmic representation arcosh(z) = log(x + v2 — 1) of the arcosh-function in
order to evaluate the inner integral. Then we get

cosh(r) 2

—2(d—2) L d-l areosh (£33 ) u(d—2)
cosh (r) [ cosh® " (s) e du| ds
0

0
d—2 2

— 1> —1] ds (32)

B cosh™2@=2) () 7 de1 cosh(r) cosh?(r)
=T a2 /o cosh® " (s) cosh(s) + cosh?(s)

r cosh?(s - cosn(s - 2
= (d—2)72 /0 cosh™ (@) (s) (H 1cos11"1125r;> (cosigrg) -

For r — oo this expression converges to a constant. To get the correct rate stated in the lemma we observe
that

IRWL EC R Era|
o, — Cov : : : .

er(d—2) ’ er(d—2)
' . min{d—i,d—j}
< U;,j _ o—2(d-2)r t2d717ifj<f1(l)7f1(J)>1‘ 4 e—2(d=2)r Z t2d7ifjfnn!<fT(Li)7fT(Lj)>n'
n=2

We have already shown that the second summand satisfies the asserted upper bound. It follows from (31)
that it remains to consider

2

cosh(r)
o B r i1 arcosh(cosh(s)) (d—2)
i,j u
o i ; cosh®™(s) ; e du | ds
o r arcosh zz:h(g) 2
<oy — ﬂ2 — / cosh?™1(s) / ( hm) =2 qu | ds (33)
442 cosh®@=2) (1) Jo 0

cosh(r)

r arcosh -
/ cosh?™1(s) (/ ( " )> e(d=2) du) ds,
0 0

32
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44-2 ¢ogh2(@2) (r) - e2r(d-2)
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where we set o )
C(d, 17 2, j) w1 wd_l

e 42d—1—i—j
pi=t 4d—2

For the second summand, observe that

1 1
4d—2 cogh2(d—2) (r) - e2r(d—2)

< e~2r(d-2) (1 (14 672r)72(d72)> < ce—2r(d=1)

Since by the integral in the second summand of is of the order e?"(4=2) the second summand is
at most of the order B e~2".

It remains to show the decay of the first summand in (33). This is done by using the same steps as
in (32) and by splitting up the limit covariance o ;. Lemm and basic calculus show that the asserted
entries of the asymptotic covariance matrix can be written in the form

: B  p—(d-3
de = a—oe/ cosh™@473)(s) ds.
Then we get
cosh(r) 2
ﬂ /7“ g1 /arcosh < cosh(s) ) B
ol — cosh®™ (s 42 qu | ds| < I + I,
d gd-2 cosh2(d_2)(7“) 0 (#) 0 S
where ~
Il = ((1_52)2[ COSh_(d_g)( )dS < Cﬁe (d— 3)

and

s L (-
d—2

2
2 d—2
o |92-2) _ (1 e cosh (s)) B <cosh(s)> is.

coshz(r) cosh(r)

It remains to provide an upper bound for /5. For this we expand the square and use the triangle inequality
to get Iy < I3 + 14, where

" (d—3) cosh?(s) - cosh(s) d-2 cosh(s) 2(d—2)
I3 < ﬁ/o cosh (s) |2 <1 +4/1— coshz(r)> <cosh(r)> + <cosh(r)> ds

<05/ s(d— 3) (s—r)(d—2)+e(s—r)(2d—4)> s

<cBeTd2) / e® ds+ cfe 24 / 1) ds < ¢ h(d,r),
0 0

with some constant c. Here we also used that

cosh(s) e’+e* < 2e*

= =2e"" 0<s<r 34
cosh(r) e +e ™ = e < =o=T 4

In order to provide an upper bound for 1, we use the mean value theorem and the inequality 1—+/1 — x <
z, for z € [0, 1], to get

226079 — (14 VT=2)""?| < 2(d - 2)2% 5
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Hence we obtain
r 12 2(d—2)
fi=? / cosh™(@-9)(s) |226-2) _ (14 [1 () ds
0 cosh®(r)
T 2 r
=/ / cosh= (08 () ) gy < ¢ e / ) ds < cBR(d, ),
0 cosh”(r) 0

where also (34)) was used. This concludes the proof. O

5 Proofs II — Mixed K-function and mixed pair-correlation function

Letr > 0,4,5 € {0,...,d — 1} and let B C H be measurable with #%(B) = 1. Then

1

Ki(r) = E / / 140 < du(,y) < 1} 1 (dy) H (de).
)‘i)‘j skel; Jskel;NB

Already at this point we see that the condition 0 < dj(x,y) can be omitted if ¢ > 1 or j > 1. Requiring
that x € skel; and y € skel; means that there exist

(Hlv"'aHd—i) Entd;i and (Gl,...,Gd_j) E?]Z;j

suchthatx € HiN...NHy_;andy € G1 N ...N Gy—;. However, some of the hyperplanes of the
first (d — 7)-tuple may coincide with some of the hyperplanes of the second (d — j)-tuple. We denote by

n € {0,1,...,d — i} the number of common hyperplanes. Then we obtain the representation
1 min{d—i,d—j}
K (r) S aldi g n)E ) /
AZ)\] — i HiNn..NHg_;
n=0 (Hl7'--7Hd—i7G17---7Gd—j—n)e77t7¢_l_J_n

x / 140 < dy(2,y) < v} HI (dy) Hi(dz)
Hlﬂ...ﬂHnﬁGlﬂ...Gd_j_nﬁB

with the combinatorial coefficient given by

1
ald i) = o T md = =)
Note that if n = 0 we interpret the second integral as an integral over the set G1 N ... N G4—; N B and if
n = d — j we understand that the integral ranges over H1N...N Hy_; N B. Moreover, if i = j = 0, then
the summand obtained for n = d is zero, since almost surely x,y € H1N...NHgand dp,(z,y) > 0 cannot
be satisfied simultaneously. Hence the summation can be restricted to n < m(d, i, 7) in the following.
An application of (9) leads to

Kij(r)
1 m(d,i,j) o
= a(d,i,j,n th_’_]_”/ / /
)‘i)‘j T;O ( ) Ap(d,d—1)2d=i=i—n JHiN..NHq—; JH1N..NHpNG1N...G4—j_n,NB
x 140 < dy,(z,y) < v} H (dy) H' (da) pi 7" (d(H, - .., Hyi, G, ..., Gamjn))
1 m(d,i,j) o
= a(d,i,j,n tzdljn/ / /
Aid; 7;) ( ) Ap(dd—1)n J Ay (dd—1)d—i—n J A, (d,d—1)d—5—n

<[ / 10 < du (o) < r} ) (dy) M (do)
HiNn..NHyz_; Hlﬂ...ﬂHnﬁG:[ﬂ...Gd,j,nﬂB

X pd TG, G o)) BT d(Hp s - Ha ) gl (d(Hy, - Hy)),
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where we have used Fubini’s theorem to split the integration over A (d,d — 1)2="=7=" in the form
Ap(d,d—1)"x Ap(d,d—1)?"""" x Ay (d,d—1)*=3=". The first group of hyperplanes comprises the n
common hyperplanes Hi, ..., H,, while the second and the third group is associated with the (d—i—n)-
tuple Hy,41,...,Hy; and the (d — j — n)-tuple G, ..., G4—;j_pn, respectively. We now apply Lemma
successively to each of the three outer integrals. Together with Fubini’s theorem this gives

m(d,i,j)
1 o
Ki:(r) = ad,i,j,nﬁd,z’,j,nth_Z_]_"/ / /
i) AiAj 2 o )8 ) An(did—n) J Ay (djitn) J Ay (dj+n)

n=0

<[] 10 < daey) < ) W) W) 30 (4G ) o (dE)
ENF JBNENG

1 M)

= > ald,i,f,n)B(d, i, §,n)t** " / / /
Ailj n—=0 Ap(d,d—n) J Ay (d,j+n) J BNENG

x / / 10 < dy(,y) < 1} H(de) i (AF) H (dy) 40 (dC) pra—n (AE),
Ap(d,i+n) J ENF

where 5(d,i,7,n) = c(d,d —n)c(d,i + n)e(d, j + n).
For the two innermost integrals we get

[ 10 < du(ey) < ) W) s dF)
Ap(dyi+n) JENF
_ / Hi({z e ENF:0< dp(z,y) <)) pisn(dF)
Ah(d,z—l—n)
— [ HENBEN\ D N F) ),
Ap(d,i+n)

Since y € E, the intersection E N (B(y,r) \ {y}) has dimension d — n and we can apply Crofton’s
formula to conclude that

/ / 140 < dy(w,y) < r} H(dx) pign(dF) = — LI _q/d-n(F A By, r)).
Ap(dyi+n) J ENF Wi+n+1Wd—n-+1

Here we also used that H4~"(E N (B(y,r) \ {y})) = H¥"(E N B(y,r)), since d — n > 1. Moreover,
since y € E the value of H4~"(E N B(y,r)) is independent of the choice of F and y, and is given by the
(d — n)-dimensional Hausdorff measure

HI=(BIT) = Wd—n/ sinh?""1(s) ds
0

of a (d — n)-dimensional geodesic ball B4~" of radius . We thus arrive at

m(d.i,j)

.. .o Wd41Wi+1 — — ———
Z a(d,@,],n)ﬂ(d,l,],n)m%d n(Bg n)t2d tmymn
1+n —n+

n=0

[ W) ryaldC) o dE)
Ap(dd—n) J Ap(d,j+n) JBNENG

m(d.i,j)

.. .. Wd+1Wi+1 d—n( pd—n\,2d—i—j—n
= a(d,i,j,n)p(d,i,j,n)—————H B t J
Aidj Z ( i )wi+n+1wd—n+1 (B)

n=0

<[ HBAENG) undC) o dE)
Ah(d,dfn) Ah(d,]+n)
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The two remaining integrals can be evaluated by using twice the Crofton formula. Indeed, noting that for
tq—n-almost all £ € Ay (d,d — n) the set B N E is either empty or has dimension d — n we find that

[ WBAENG) ky(dG) pan(dE)
Ah(d,dfn) Ah(d,j+n)

- °"d+1wj+1/ HE"(B N E) pg_n(dE)
Wjtn+1Wd—n+1 J Aj,(d,d—n)

__ Wdt1Wji+1 ’Hd(B)
Wi+n+1Wd—n+1

Since H?(B) = 1 we finally conclude that

m 2
UJ w' w . .

d+1%i+1W5+1 i
t2d i—j nf}(d n(B;i n)

(d7i7j)

1

K,i(r)= ad7i7j7n6d7i)j)n

i(r) i\ z:: ( B )wfl_n+1wi+n+1wj+n+1

n

(en)
<.

\‘S .

2
Wi Wit+1Wj+1

m(d,i,j)
> al(d,i.j,n)A(d,i, j,n)

n=0

1
Aidj Wa_p1Witn+1Wi+n+1

T
X wdnthzj”/ sinh?™""1(s) ds.
0

Simplification of the constant by means of the constants given in (2)) and Lemma [I0]completes the proof
for the mixed K-function K;;. The formula for the mixed pair-correlation function follows by differenti-
ation. This completes the proof of Theorem 3] O

6 Proofs III — Univariate limit theorems

6.1 The case of growing intensity: Proof of Theorem [4]

The central limit theorem is in this case a direct consequence of the central limit theorem for general
Poisson U-statistics stated as Corollary 4.3 in [59] (see also [12]). O

6.2 The case of growing windows: Proof of Theorem [5|

Our strategy in the proof of Theorem|[5](a) and (b) can be summarized as follows. The normal approxima-
tion bound (13)) for general U-statistics of Poisson processes is given by a sum involving terms of the type
M, ., which are defined in (TT)) and (I2)) and which in turn are given as sums of integrals over partitions
o€ H?QH(U, u,v,v). In applying these normal approximation bounds to the Euclidean counterparts of
the functionals Fr(lt) it was possible to extract a common scaling factor from each of the integrals in M, ,
and to treat the number of terms, that is, the number of elements of 1<% (u, u, v, v) as a constant, see
[31,51]]. In the hyperbolic set-up this is no longer possible and each integral in the definition of My
needs a separate treatment. In fact, it will turn out that these integrals exhibit different asymptotic be-
haviours as functions of r, as 7 — co. For the analysis, we have to determine explicitly the partitions in
1< (u, u, v, v) and for each such partition we have to provide a bound for the resulting integral. Since
1t = tig_1, we can bound the dependence with respect to the intensity ¢ > 1 by 4(d — i) — 2(u +v) + |0
for each o € 11 (u, u, v, v).

To show that a central limit theorem fails in higher space dimensions d > 4 is the most technical part
in the proof of Theorem[5] We do this by showing that the fourth cumulant of the centred and normalized
total volume F,fzt) is bounded away from 0 by an absolute and strictly positive constant and hence does not
converge to 0. The latter in turn is the fourth cumulant of a standard Gaussian random variable. However,
in view of the well known expression of the fourth cumulant in terms of the first four centred moments
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Figure 5: Left panel: Illustration of the partition in Hg’;(l, 1,1,1). Middle panel: Illustration of the
partitions in I1$3'(1, 1, 2, 2). Right panel: Illustration of the partitions in I1$3}(2, 2, 2, 2).

this approach can only work if we can ensure that the sequence of random variables

B

Var(F})
is uniformly integrable. We will prove that this is indeed the case by showing that their fifths moments
are uniformly bounded. This requires a very careful analysis of the combinatorial formula (T0) for the
centred moments of U-statistics of Poisson processes.

The representation of a U-statistic will be as in Section .1} In the following computations, ¢ will

be a positive constant only depending on the dimension and whose value may change from occasion to
occasion.

6.2.1 The planar case d = 2: Proof of Theorem 5] (a)

As indicated above, we will use the bound in combination with and (12). We distinguish the
cases ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1. In the following, we can assume that r, ¢ > 1.

For i = 1, which corresponds to the total edge length in B,, it is enough to bound M ; (f (1)). For
this we note that I1$3'(1, 1,1, 1) only consists of the trivial partition oy = {1,2, 3,4}, see Figure (left
panel). Thus, using Lemma[16] we have that

My (fY) = ct/ HYH N B,)* pi(dH) < cte’.
An(2,1)

Together with the lower variance bound from Lemma |17 this yields

1) 1)
F. —EF Vter
LN < t(l)é) <tV (35)
C e
Var(Fr,t )

Here we used that the exponent of ¢ is given by 4(2 — 1) —2(1+ 1) +1 = 1.

Next, we deal with the case ¢ = 0, which corresponds to the total vertex count in B,.. In this situation,
we need to bound the terms M 1(f(?)), My o(f(©), Mo o(f©). For My 1(f()) we can argue as in the
case ¢ = 1, since Hg‘(l, 1,1,1) only consists of the single partition o1, see Figure (left panel). This
allows us to conclude that

Ml,l(f(o)) = ct5/ HYH N B)* py(dH) < ct’e’,
An(2,1)

where we used that the exponent of ¢ is given by 4(2 —0) —2(1+ 1) + 1 = 5.
To deal with M o(f(?)) we observe that, up to renumbering of the elements, 15 (1, 1, 2, 2) consists
of precisely three partitions o1, o2 and o3, which are illustrated in Figure [5 (middle panel). For o1 we
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obtain, using Crofton’s formula and Lemma[16]

/ HY(H, N B,)*H(H, N Hy N B,)? 3 (d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(2,1)2
—/ HY(H, N B,)?*H(H, N Hy N B,) p2(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(2,1)2

= c/ Hl(Hl N BT)?’ ui(dHy) < ce”. (36)
An(2,1)

Moreover, for the partition oo we compute, using twice that H!(H N B,) < 2r for each H € Ap(2,1)
and again Crofton’s formula,

/ HY(H, N B,)H'(Hy N B,) HY(H, N Hy N B,)? 13 (d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(2,1)?
< 47‘2/ HY(H, N Hy N By) i3 (d(Hy, Ha)) < cr? e, (37
Ah(271)2
and for partition o3 we get
/ HY(H, N B,)H'(Hy N B,)H°(H, N H3s N B,) H°(Hy N Hy N B,.) i (d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ah(2)1)3
< 27“/ HY(Hy N B,) H'(H3 N B,) H(Hy N H3 N By) p3 (d(Ho, H3))
Ah(2)1)2
< 47“2/ HY(H3 N B,)? py(dH3) < cr?e”. (38)
An(2,1)
This yields that M; o(f(0) < ¢t® (e” + 2r2e") < ct®r2e” (recall that ,¢ > 1). Here we used that the
exponent of ¢ is given by 4(2 — 0) — 2(2 + 1) + max{2,3} = 5.
Now we deal with the term My o(f(?)), which involves a summation over partitions in 1342, 2,2,2).

Up to renumbering of the elements, there are precisely four such partitions o1, 02, o3 and o4, which are
illustrated in Figure [5] (right panel). For o1 we compute

/ HO(H, N HyN B,) p2(d(Hy, Ho)) = / HO(Hy N Hy N B,) 3 (d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(2,1)2 Ap(2,1)2

:c/ HY(Hy N B,) py(dHy) < ce”,
An(2,1)
where we used Crofton’s formula and Lemma|[I6] Similarly, for o5 and o3 we get

/ HO(Hy N Hy N B,)?HY(Hy N Hy N B,)? i3 (d(Hy, Ha, Hs))
Ap(2,1)3
:/ HO(Hy N HyN B,)HO(Hy N H3 N B,) i (d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(2,1)3
:c/ HY(Hy N B,)? py(dHy) < ce’,
An(2,1)

and, additionally using that H°(H; N Ho N B,.) < 1 for p3-almost all (Hy, Hy) € Ap(2,1)2,

/ - HO(Hy, N Hy N B,)? HO(Hy N Hy N B,) H(Hy N H3 N B,.) pi3 (d(Hy, H, H3))
Ap(2,1

</ HO(H, N H3 N B,)H°(Hy N Hs N B,) 13 (d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(2,1)3

= c/ HY(H3 N B,)? py(dH3) < ce”.
An(2,1)
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Finally, we deal with o4. Using once more that H*(H1 N Hy N B,.) < 1 for p2-almost all (Hy, Hs) €
Ap(2,1)% and also that H'(H N B,) < 2r for each H € Ay, (2, 1), and again Crofton’s formula together
with Lemma|[I6] we obtain

/A - HO(H, N Hy N B,)H(H, N HyN B,) H°(H3 N HyN B,)
n(2,1

x HO(Hy N Hy N B,) pi(d(Hy, Ha, Hz, Hy))

< c/ HY(H3 N B,)H(H3 N Hy N B,) H'(Hy N By) i (d(Hs, Hy))
Ap(2,1)2
< cr/ Hl(H4 N BT)2 pi1(dHy) < cre’.
A}L(Zrl)

Altogether, this yields that My o(f(©) < ct* (" + € + ¢ +re’) < ct*re”, where the exponent of ¢
follows from 4 - 2 — 2 - 4 + max{2,3,4} = 4.

Combining the bounds for M; ;(f (0)), Mio(f (0)) and Mo o(f (0)) with the lower variance bound
provided by Lemma[I7|we deduce from (I3)) that

F(O)—EF(O) 5,7 5022 o7 40 0or
rt N <e Vider + ;/t(O;" € :r\/t "€ etV 2pe 2, (39)
Var(Fr(g)) t3c®(2)e
This completes the proof of Theorem [5] (a). O

6.2.2 The spatial case d = 3: Proof of Theorem 5] (b)

The following lemma will be used repeatedly in deriving upper bounds for integrals. For H € Ap(3,2)
we write Ly (H) for an arbitrary 1-dimensional subspace in H which satisfies dy, (H, p) = dp(L1(H), p).

Lemma 24. Letd = 3 and a,b > 0. Ifr > 1, then

exp(2r) 0<a<2,
I(a,b) = / H2(H N B)*H(L1(H) N B,)° pa(dH) < ¢ { r*lexp(2r) :a=2,
Ah(372) b
r’exp(ar) ta > 2,

where ¢ = c(a, b) is a constant depending only on a and b.

Proof. We use the definition () of the measure j5, Lemma([I5and the argument in the proof of Lemma

[16]to get
I(a,b) < c/ e¥er =8 (r — 5 4 1og2)® ds.
0

If 0 < a < 2, then
,
I(a,b) < cle/ e (s +10g2)" ds < ce?".
0

This also shows that 1(2,b) < ce?"rb*1. For a > 2, we get
T
I(a,b) < ce‘”/ e~ (r — 5 +1log2)P ds < crbe,
0

which completes the argument. O

For d = 3 we need to distinguish the cases ¢ = 2,7 = 1 and ¢ = 0. If + = 2 there is only one partition
o1 (compare with the left panel of Figure[5)) and we obtain

/ H2(H N B,)* po(dH) < cg(2,4,3,7) < ce™. (40)
An(3,2)
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This proves that M 1 (f (2)) < cte* and together with the lower variance bound from Lemma (18| and
(13) this yields

F(z) _ EF(Q) \/tp4r
d| B —M N | < ¢ te o < etV (41)
Var(Fr(i)) tc?)(3)e?rr

To deal with the case ¢ = 1, we need to bound Mlvl(f(l)), Ml,g(f(l)) and Mgg(f(l)). As in the case
d = 2, to bound M 1 (f1)) we can argue as for i = 2 to obtain M; 1 (f(1)) < ct® . Next, we consider
M o(f (1)), which requires an analysis of the integrals resulting from the three partitions o1, o2 and o3
shown in the middle panel of Figure[5] For o; we compute

/A . H?(Hy N B,)*H'(H, N Hy N B,)? y3(d(Hy, Hy))
n(3,2

< / H?(Hy N B,)*HY(Ly(Hy) N B)YH'(H, N Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)2

<clI(3,1) <cre’, (42)

where we used the Crofton formula and Lemma[24] Arguing similarly for the partition o from the middle
panel of Figure [5| we obtain

/A . H?(H, N B,) H*(Hy N B,) H'(Hy N Hy N B,)? 3 (d(Hy, Hy))
rn(3,2

< c/ H?(Hy N B,) H*(Hy N B,) HY (L1 (Hy) N B,) H (L1 (Hy) N B,.) p3(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)2

<clI(1, 1)2 <ce', (43)

and for o3 we get

/ o H?(H, N B,)H?(Hy N B,) H'(Hy N H3 N B,) H'(Hy N H3 N B,) i (d(Hy, Hy, Hz))
Ap(3,2)8

< / H2(Hy 0 B) H2(Hy O By) H Ly (H1) O By) H (Hy O Hy 0 By) id(d(Hy, Ho, Hs))
Ap(3,2)3

< c/ H2(Hy O B,) H2(Ha 0 By)2 HY (Ly (HL) O By) i(d(H, Hy)
Ap(3,2)2

<cI(1,2)9(2,2,3,7) <crel. (44)

We thus conclude that M o( f(V) < ct® (re® + e +ret”) < ct®rer.
Finally, we deal with M272( f (1)) for which an analysis of the four partitions o, 02, 03 and o4 shown
in the right panel of Figure [5is necessary. For o; we have

/A(32)27‘[1(H1OHQQBT)4[L%(CZ(H1,H2))
r(3,

< / HY(H, N HyN B,)HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)3 3 (d(Hy, Hy)) < cI(1,3) < ce®,
An(3,2)?
where we also used Crofton’s formula. We continue with o9 and get, by similar arguments,

/ 2y HY(H, N Hy N B,)?HY(Hy N Hs N B,)? 43 (d(Hy, Hy, H3))
Ap(3,2)F

< / HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)* 1Y (Hy N Hy N B,) HY (Hy 0 H3 N B,) p(d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(3,2)3

= c/ HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)2 H?(Hy N B,)? po(dHy)
An(3,2)

<clI(2,2) <crde”.
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Figure 6: Illustration of the partition in I1$3'(1, 1, 3, 3).

Moreover, for o3 and o4 we have the bounds
/ H'(H, N HyN B,)?*HY(Hy N Hy N B,) H'(Hy N H3 N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy, H3))
Ap(3,2)3

< c/A 2y HY Ly (Hy) N B,)3HY(Ho N H3 N B, 13 (d(Hy, Hy, H3))
< CH;(ér) 1(0,3) < ce'r
and
/A (3.2)* H'(H, N Hy N By) HY(Hy N H3 N B,)H' (Hs N Hy N B,)
N x H'(Ha N Hy N By) iy (d(Hy, Ha, H3, Hy))

< / HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)?H (Hy N Hy N B,) H'(H3 N Hy N B,.) py(d(Hy, Hy, Hs, Hy))
Ah(3,2)4
= c/ HY (L (Hy) N B,)?*H2(Hy N B,)? p3(d(Hy, Hy))
Ah(2,3)2
<cl(0,2)¢(2,2,3,7) <cr edr.

Altogether this gives Moo (f1)) < ct* (€2 + r3e? + ¥ 4+ re?™) < ct're®”. The estimates for
My 1 (M), My o(fM) and Mo o(f() together with Lemmaand (T3) show that

1) 1)

F EF 5.4r 5y pdr 4. ,4r

7t r,t ,N <ec \/t e —|—3\{f) re 2+ \/t re < ct—1/2 T'_l/2- (45)
War(FT(;)) t3c(D)(3)err

Finally, we need to treat the case of F;,(t)) , which requires to find upper bounds for the terms M, ,( f (0))

with (u,v) € {(1,1),(1,2),(1,3),(2,2),(2,3),(3,3)}. We have My 1(f©) < ct®e*" from @0). To
treat M o( f (0)) we need to consider the partitions o1, 02 and o3 shown in the middle panel of Figure
and to obtain upper bounds for the three integrals which are already treated in (2)), (@3) and (@4). This
implies that M7 o(f(?)) < ct?re?”. Next, we deal with M 3(f(?)), which can be expressed as a sum
over the three partitions o1, o2 and o3 shown in Figure@ For o1, using that HO(H 1NHyNHsNB,) <1
for p3-almost all (Hy, Ha, H3) € Ax(3,2)3, we have that

/ H?*(Hy N B,)*H(H, N Hy N Hy N B,.)? i3 (d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(3,2)3
:/ H?(Hy, N B,)*H(H, N HyN Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy, H3))
Ap(3,2)3

:c/ H2(Hy N B,)? up(dHy) < ¢g(2,3,3,7) < ce’",
An(3,2)
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Figure 7: Illustration of the partition in I1$3'(2, 2, 3, 3).

where we also used Crofton’s formula and Lemma|[16] Similarly, for oo we obtain
/ H?(Hy N B,) H*(Hy N B,) HY(Hy N Hy N H3 N B,.)? i3 (d(Hy, Hy, H3))
Ap(3,2)

= / H?(Hy N B,) H*(Hy N B,) HY(Hy N Hy N H3 N B,.) p3(d(Hy, Ha, H3))
Ap(3,2)3
< cHY(Br)I(1,1) < ce™,
and for o3 we have that
/ H*(H, N B,)H*(Hy N B,) H(H, N H3N Hy N B,)
Ap(3,2)4
x HY(Hy N H3 N Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Ha, Hs, Hy))

< / H2(H, N B,)H2(Hy N B,) HY(Hy N Hy N Hy N B,) pa(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap(3,2)*

= cH?’(BT)/ H?(Hy N B,)? pa(dHy) < ce* g(2,2,3,7) < cre'.
An(3,2)

This proves that M 3(f(?) < ct® (3" + &' + re?™) < ctdret.

The next term is M272(f(0)). However, up to a constant, this term is the same as Mgg(f(l)), which
was already bounded above. This yields that My o(f(?)) < ¢#8 e and it remains to consider My 3(f(?))
and M3 3(f©).

In order to deal with Ma 3(f (0)), up to renumbering of the elements precisely the 12 partitions
o1,...,0121in 112 (2, 2, 3, 3) have to be considered, see Figure Using that H°(H1NHaNH3NB,) < 1
for yi3-almost all (Hy, Hy, H) € Aj(3,2)? we find for oy that

/ HY(H, N HyN B)?HO(Hy N Ho N Hy N B,)? p3(d(Hy, Ho, H3))
An(3,2)
= / HY(H, N HyN B)?HO(Hy N Ho N Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Ho, H3)).
An(3,2)
Applying now Crofton’s formula, we obtain the upper bound

c/ HY(H, N Hy N B,)? i3 (d(Hy, Ho)) < ¢I(1,2) < ce”.
Ap(3,2)2
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The same arguments also lead to bounds for the remaining partitions o9, . . ., 012. As for o1, the first step
is always to bound the O-dimensional Hausdorff measure H"( - ) of the intersection of the three planes
corresponding to the last row of the partition by 1, which is a valid estimate for z3-almost all triples of
planes. For this reason we systematically skip this first step in our following computations and only show
how to deal with the integral of the three remaining terms

#! (intersection of the 2 planes corresponding to the first row)
x H! (intersection of the 2 planes corresponding to the second row)

X Ho(intersection of the 3 planes corresponding to the third row).

For o9 we get

/ . HY(H, N HyN B,)H'(Hy N Hy N B,)H°(H, N Hy N H3 N B,.) s (d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(3,2

< c/ HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)?*HY(Hy N Hy N Hs N B,) p3(d(Hy, Ha, H3))
An(3,2)3

<cI(1,2) < ce™,

for o3 we get

/ o HYH, N HyN B,)HY(H, N Hs N B,)H(H, N Hs N HyN B,) pa(d(Hy, Ho, H3, Hy))
Ap (3,2

< C/ Hl(Hl N Hy N BT) Hl(Ll(Hl) N Br) %1(L1(H3) N BT) /L%(d(Hl, HQ,Hg))
Ap(3,2)3

<cI(1,1)1(0,1) < ce',

for o4 we get

/ . HY(H, N HyN B,)?H(Hy, N Hs N Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap (3,2

< c/ HY(L1(Hy) N B,) HY (L1 (Hs) N B,) H2(Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)2

<cI(1,1)1(0,1) < ce',

for o5 we get
/ HYH, N HyN B,)HY(H, N HsN B,)H(Hy N Hs N Hy N B,) pa(d(Hy, Ho, H3, Hy))
Ah(372)4
< C/ Hl(Hl N HyN BT) Hl(L1<H3) N Br)g ,ug(d(Hl, HQ,Hg))
Ah(372)3

< cH3(B,) 1(0,2) < ce',

for o we get

/ . HY(Hy N HyN B,) H'(Hy N Hy N B,)H®(Hy N H3 N Hy N By) ps(d(Hy, Ha, Hz, Hy))
AR (3,2

< C/ Hl(Hl NHyN Br) Hl(Ll(H3) N BT)2 ,u%(d(Hl,Hg, Hg)),
Ah(372)3

which is the same as for o5 and thus bounded by e*”. For o7 we have

/ . HY(H, N HyN B,)?H(Hy, N Hs N Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap (3,2

< c/ HY(L1(Hy) N B,) HY (L1(Hs) N B,) H2(Hy N B,) p3(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)2

<cI(1,1)1(0,1) < ce',
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for og we have

/ . HY(H, N HyN B,)HY (H3 N HyN B,)HY(Hy N Hs N Hy N B,) pa(d(Hy, Ha, H3, Hy))
Ar(3,2)

< / HY(H, N HyN B,)H'(Hs N Hy N B,) pa(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap(3,2)4
= cH3(B,)? < ce',

for o9 we have

/ ) HY(H, N HyN B,)H (H3 N HyN B,)HY(Hy N Hy N Hy N B,) i (d(Hy, Ha, H3, Hy))
Ar(3,2)

< / Hl(Hl NHyN Br) Hl(Hg NHyN Br) M%(d(Hl, H>, Hs, H4))
Ah(372)4
= cH3(B,)? < ce',

Next, for 019 we get

/ HY(Hy N HyN B,)H (Hy N H3N B,)
Ah(372)5
x HY(H3 N Hy N Hs N B,.) p5(d(Hy, Hy, Hy, Hy, Hs))
< c/ HY(H, N Hy N B,) 1Y (L1 (Hs) N B,) H?(Hs N B,) pis(d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ah(3,2)3
< eH(B,)I(1,1) <ce,

for 011 we get

/ ( 5H1(H1 NHyNB,)HY (H3N HyN B,)
Ap(3,2)
x HO(Hs N Hy N Hs N B,) p5(d(Hy, Ho, Hy, Hy, Hs))

= c/ HY(H, N HyN B,)HY(Hs N Hy N B,)? u(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap(3,2)*

< cH3(Br)/ . HY(Ly(H3) N B,)H' (H3 N Hy N B,.) p3(d(Hs, Hy))
Ap(3,2

= cH3(Br)/ HY(L1(H3) N B,) H*(H3 N B,) po(dHs) < ¢H3(B,) I(1,1) < ce'”
Ap(3,2)
and for 012 we get

/ 5H1(H1mHgﬁBT)Hl(HgﬁIﬂﬂBT)
Ap(3,2)
x H°(Hy N H3 N Hs N B,) p5(d(Hy, Hy, Hs, Hy, Hs))

< C%S(Br)/ H%(H3 N B,) HY(L1(H3) N B,) pz(dHs) < ce* I(1,1) < ce’.
An(3,2)

Altogether this yields that My 3(f(?) < 7 (2€?" +10e) < ct” ¥

Finally, we deal with the term M3 3( f (0)). This requires to consider the partitions in I1<97(3, 3,3, 3).
Up to renumbering of the elements there are precisely 11 partitions o1, . .., o1 of this type and they are
shown in Figure[§] The analysis of the resulting integrals works the same way as above. Especially, we use
once again systematically that H°(H; N Ho N H3 N B,.) < 1 for p3-almost all (Hy, He, Hs) € Ap(3,2)3
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Figure 8: Illustration of the partition in II$3'(3, 3, 3, 3).

and apply this to the term corresponding to the last row of each of the partitions. This leaves us with
integrals over

Ho(intersection of the 3 planes corresponding to the first row)
X Ho(intersection of the 3 planes corresponding to the second row)

X Ho(intersection of the 3 planes corresponding to the third row),

which in turn can be bounded using Crofton’s formula, Lemma[I6]and Lemma[24] For o this yields
/ HO(Hy N Hy N H3 N B,)? u3(d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ah(372)3
= / HO(H, N Hy N H3 N B,) 3 (d(Hy, Hy, H3)) = ¢ H*(B,) < ce™,
Ah(372)3
for o9 and o3 we obtain
/ HO(Hy N Hy N H3 N B)2HY(Hy N Hy N Hy N By) pis(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ap(3,2)%
= / HO(Hy N Hy N Hy N By) HY(Hy N Hy N Hy N By) iy (d(Hy, Ha, Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)4
= c/ HY(H, N HyN B,)? p3(d(Hy, Hy)) < cI(1,1) < ce®,
Ah(372)2
for o4 we obtain
/ HO(Hy N Hy N Hs N By)> H(Hy N Hy N Hs N By) p3(d(Hy, Hy, Hs, Hy, Hs))
Ah(372)5
= / HO(Hy N Hy N Hy N B,) H(Hy N Hy N Hs N B,) py(d(Hy, Hy, Hs, Hy, Hs))
Ah(372)5

= c/ H2(H1 N BT)2 pa(dHy) < cg(2,2,3,r) < cre’”,
Ap(3,2)
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for o5 we have
/ H()(HlﬂHgﬂHgmBr)'HO(HlﬁHQﬁH4ﬂBT)
Ap(3,2)°
x HO(Hy, N Hs N Hs N B,) pu5(d(Hy, Hy, Hy, Hy, Hs))
< c/ H?(Hy, N B,) HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)? po(dHy) < ¢I(1,2) < ce,
An(3,2)
for og we have
/ HO(H, N HoyN H3N B,)H(Hy N HyN Hy N By)
Ap(3,2)%
x HO(H, N H3 N Hy N B,) ps(d(Hy, Ho, Hy, Hy))

< / HO(Hy, N Hy N H3 N B,)HY(Hy N Hy N Hy N B,) uy(d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy))
Ah(3)2)4

= c/ HY(Hy N Hy N B,)? p3(d(Hy, Ha)) < ce®
Ap(3,2)2
by the same argument as for o2 and o3. For o7 we have
/ HO(H, N HyN HyN B,)H°(Hy N HyN HyN By)
Ap(3,2)5
x H°(Hy N Hy N Hs N B,) pus(d(Hy, Hy, Hy, Hy, Hs))
= c/ HY(Hy N Hy N B,)? po(d(Hy, Hy))
Ap(3,2)2
< c/ HY(H, N Hy N B,) 1Y (Ly(Hy) N B,)? pa(d(Hy, Hy)) < ¢I(1,2) < ce?,
Ap(3,2)2
for og we obtain
/ HO(Hy N Hy N H3N B.)?*HY(Hy N HyN Hs N B,) i (d(Hy, Hy, H3, Hy, Hs))
Ap(3,2)°

— / oy HO(H1 NHyN HsN By) HO(H1 NHyNH;NBy) Mg(d(H1,H2,H3,H4,H5))
Ap(3,2

= c/ H?(Hi N B,)? pa(dHy) < cg(2,2,3,7) < cre”,
Apn(3,2)
for g we get
/ HO(Hy N HoyN HyN B,)HO(Hy N HyN HyN By)
Ap(3,2)5
x HO(H, N H3 N Hs N B,) p5(d(Hy, Ho, Hy, Hy, Hs))
< c/ HY(Hy N HoyN B,)H (Hy N H3 N B,) p3(d(Hy, Ho, H3))
Ap(3,2)3
_C/ H2(H10BT)2/'L2(dH1> Scy(272737r) SCT62r7
A}L(372)
for 019 we obtain
/ HO(Hy N HoyN H3N B,)HO(Hy N HyN HyN By)
Ap(3,2)8
x HO(Hy N Hs N He N B,) uS(d(Hy, . .., Hg))

< c/ HO(H, N Hy N H3 N B,) H2(Hy N B,) pa(d(Hy, Ho, H3, Hy))
Ap(3,2)4

= cH3(B,)? < ce'"
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Figure 9: Left panel: The two types of (sub-)partitions in II% 5(1,1,1,1,1). Right panel: Example of a
sub-partition o from I15%(4, 4,4, 4,4) with m(o) = 3.

and, finally, for 017 we have

/ HO(H, N HyN HyN B,)H°(Hy N HyN Hs N By)
Ap(3,2)
x H(Hs N Hy N He N B,) p§(d(Hy, . .., Hy))

= c/ H'(Hy N H3N B,)H'(Hy N HyN B,) HY(Hs N Hy N B,) pi3(d(Hy, Hs, Hy))
Ap(3,2)

< c/ HY(Ly(Hy) N B,)*HY(H3 N Hy N B,) i (d(Hy, Hz, Hy))
An(3,2)3
= cH3(B,) 1(0,2) < cel”
We thus conclude that M3 3(f(?)) < ¢t (6% + 37> + 2¢*") < ¢t ¢e*". An application of the upper

bounds for M,_,(f(?) with (u,v) € {(1,1),(1,2),(1,3),(2,2),(2,3), (3,3)} and the lower bound for
the variance from Lemma[I8]in (T3)) shows that

F(O) — EF(O) 3V 19 4 33/ 9redr
P 2Bt ) oY S \2 K <t 21 (46)
Var(FT(’(t))) toc)(3)e2rr
and the proof of Theorem 5 (b) is complete. O
6.2.3 The higher dimensional cases d > 4: Proof of Theorem 5] (c)
In order to show that ford > 4andi = d — 1 and ford > 7and ¢ € {0, .. — 1} non of the centred

(%)

and normalized functionals F, ; converges in distribution to a Gaussian random variable, as r — oo, we
will argue that the fourth cumulant

N\’ — O _gp®
cumy = (£} ) -3, 70 = T ZER
Var(£'Y)

Ty

does not converge to zero, which is the value of the fourth cumulant of a standard Gaussian random
variable. We start with the following crucial, but rather technical result, which is based on the formula
(10) for the centred moments of a Poisson U-statistic.

Lemma 25. Letd > 4,i€{0,1,...,d—1}andt >ty > 0. Ifd € {4,5,6}andi=d —1orifd > T,

then 5
sup £ <Fr(t)> < o0.
r>1
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Proof. We start by explaining our method by considering the case ¢ = d — 1. In this situation

@\’ E(ES Y -ERTY)  E(RGY-ERTY)
. (F” ) - @) S e @) )
’ (Var(F,;))>/2 €

where we used the variance bound from Lemma [19] which is available since ¢ > ¢o and r > 1. For the
centred fifth moment, (I0) implies that

E(Fr(jfl) _ IEFT(’(Z*D)B _ Z =lol+ell ((f(d_l))®5)gdMZiJHHUH-
o€IlL% (1,1,1,1,1) Ap(d,d—1)>=lel=lel
The set I1%% (1,1, 1,1, 1) consists only of two types of sub-partitions of {1, 2, 3,4, 5}, which are actually
partitions, see Figure [0l The first type only consists of one partition, namely the trivial partition, only
containing the single block {1,2,3,4,5}. The second type contains (g) = 10 partitions having precisely
two blocks, one of size 2 and the other of type 3. Since the integrals corresponding to these partitions all
yield the same contribution, we can restrict our computations to {{1, 2, 3}, {4, 5}}, for example. Thus,

B(FY D EFS) = [ WA B ()
Ap(d,d—1)
+ 1068 / HY(H N B3 HEY(Hy N B)? 121 (d(Hy, Hy)).
Ap(did—1)2
By Lemma|16] we have

/ Hd—l(H N B,«)5 pa—1(dH) < cg(d—1,5,d,7) < Ce5r(d—2),
Ap(dd—1)
since 5(d — 2) — (d — 1) = 4d — 9 > 0. Again by LemmaT6 we obtain

/ HO (Hy N By )P R (Ha N By)? g (d(Hy, Ha))
Ap(d,d—1)2
<egld—1,3,d,r) g(d—1,2,d,r) < ¢ e3r(d=2) 2r(d-2) < CeE)?"(clfQ)7

since d > 3. Thus we get

—~\° 5r(d—2) 5r(d—2)
M) < € e _
ig};E (Fr,t> <c ilzlg) r(d2) ¢ < oo.

This proves the claim for i = d — 1.

Now we fix i € {0,1,...,d — 2} arbitrarily and assume that d > 7. Furthermore, we fix an arbitrary
partition o € I1%5(d — i,d — i,d — i,d — i,d — i). We denote by m(o) € {2,3,4,5} the size of the
maximal block of ¢ and represent o as a diagram. The elements of this diagram are labelled ap,q. Here,
p € {1,...,5} represents the row number and g € {1,...,d— i} stands for the column number. Without
loss of generality we can and will assume that the maximal block of ¢ sits in the left upper corner of the
diagram of o, that is, the maximal block is of the form {a1 1, ..., @ (s),1}- To eachrow p € {1,...,5}
we associate two numbers b(p) and ¢(p) in the following way. By b(p) we denote the number of elements
of row p in position

(p,q) € ({1,...,m(0)} x{2,....,d—i})U({m(o)+1,...,5} x {1,...,d —i})

which are contained in a block of o that has at least one element in a row below p, and we let ¢(p) be the
number of elements in position (p, ¢) (with the same restrictions as above) in row p not contained in any
block of o that has at least one element in a row below p, see Figure[9]for an example. Note that b(5) = 0,
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c¢(b) =d—iifm(o) < b5,and c(p) =d —i—b(p) —1ifp € {1,...,m(o)}. Our task is to show that
the integral (in symbolic notation)

7= [ [ (o),
:/.../f(i)(H17G1,..-,Gb(l);Kly"'7KC(1))
< PO O FOC) SO ) () .

is bounded by a constant multiple of e>(4=2)" which is the order of (Var(Fﬁt)))w 2. We first integrate
with respect to the hyperplanes K7, ..., K (1), which do not appear in any of the arguments of the other
four functions f()(...). By Crofton’s formula this gives ¢ 74~ 1=*()(B, N H1NG1 N ...N Gy)). Now
we replace H1 NG1N...NGyq) by a (d—1—0b(1))-dimensional subspace L;_1_(1)(s1) having distance
s1 = dp(Hy,p) from p. This leads to

HTP (B A H NG N .. N Gyry) < HTTPD (BN Ly 1y (1)) (47)
Then G4, ..., Gy are active integration variables for rows below the first row. Repeating the same
argument for p = 2,...,m(o), we arrive at (again in symbolic notation)

I <e / o / H (B, 0 Lyoy oy (1)) - HEPMON B A Ly g yam(o)) (1))
< fOC) - fOC ) pg1(dH) . . .,
where f()(...) appears 5 — m(c) times. From now on we distinguish the following two cases:
(a) there is no block that contains precisely two elements from the rows below m (o),
(b) there exists a block that contains precisely two elements from the rows below m/(o).

We start by treating case (a). If m(o) = 2, then all blocks of o have two elements. In particular, no
element of row p > 3 can be in a (2-element) block with another element in a block below. Hence, we
have ¢(p) = d — i for p > 3. If m(o) = 3, then an element of row p = 4 cannot be in a common
block with an element of row 5 due to assumption (a). Hence ¢(4) = ¢(5) = d — i. This shows that
c(p) =d—iforp € {m(o) +1,...,5}. We can thus carry out the 5 — m(o) integrals involving the
functions f(?) (...), which by Crofton’s formula and Lemmaleads to the upper bound

Hd(Br)E)_m(U) < Ce(5—m(a))(d—1)r' (48)

The only remaining integral in . is

S = /O cosh® () H D (B, N Ly_q_y1)(s)) -+ HITPOD (BN Ly (o) (5)) dis.

To proceed, we define for p € {1,...,m(0)} the function
e(T—S)(d—Q—b(p)) : d — ]_ —_ b(p) Z 27
gp(s):=e D r s 4log(2) d—1-b(p) =1,
1 :d—1->b(p)=0.
Then, Lemma|[I4] (18) and Lemma [I5]imply that
J < cemONd=2r with H = / cosh?1(s) g1(s) - - “Gm(o)(8) ds. (49)
0
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We let

Zopn:={pe{l,...,m(o)} :d—1—-10(p) € {0,1}},
Zy={pe{l,...,m(0)} :d—1—b(p) =1}.

Then
% S ce—’r’(d—Q)‘Zol‘_T ZZL:(T,)PQZ01 b(p)/ (,r_ — s + log(2))\21\ esE dS, (50)
0
where the exponent E is given by
m(a)
E:=(d—-1)~(d=2)(m(o) = |Zu)+ D bp)
p:17p¢Z01

If E < 0 the integral in (50) is bounded by a constant times 741/, In view of (@8] and [@9) we conclude
that

m(o)

I < ceB—m@)(d=1)r gm(o)(d=2)r o @D Zorlr—r32, 2 e, 0P) 21| (51)
In order to bound .# from above by a constant times e>(@—2)"

e5(d—2)r _ e(5—m(a))(d—1)r em(a)(d—Q)r e—(5—m(a))r' (52)

, we use the decomposition

A comparison of the exponents in (51)) and (52)) shows that if £ < 0, then it is sufficient to prove that

m(o) .
>5—m(o) :if|Z1] =0,

d=2)Znl+ > b(P){ .
=10t Zon >5—m(o) :if|Zi| > 0.

If | Zp1| > 0, then (d—2)|Zp1| > 4 > 5—m(o) ford > 6. If | Zp1| = 0, then also | Z1| = 0, and in this case
it is sufficient to show that Zzl:(f) b(p) > 5 — m(o). To see this, note that, for any m(c) € {2,...,5},
under condition (a) we know that for 5 — m(o) of the positions (p,q) € {1,...,m(o)} x {2,...,d —1i}
there has to be a block containing the element at (p, ¢) and exactly one element at (p,¢') € {m(c) +
1,...,5} x{1,...,d — i}, since each row has to be visited by some block. But this implies the required
inequality.

Next, suppose that £ = 0. Then the integral in (50) is bounded by a polynomial in r of degree at
most |Z1| + 1 and another comparison of exponents in (51)) and (52)) implies that in this case we need to
prove that

m(o)
(d=2)[Zonl+ D blp)>5—m(o). (53)
p=1,p¢ Z01

Using the assumption that £/ = 0, we see that in this case

m(o)

(d=2)[Zal+ > bp)=m(o)(d-2)—(d—1).

p=1,p¢Z01

This shows that the inequality in (53) is equivalent to (d — 1)(m(c) — 1) > 5, which is always satisfied
ford > 7.

Finally, we suppose that £ > 0 in which case a comparison of the exponents in (51)) and (52) shows
that we have to verify that

m(o) m(o)
(d=2)Znl+ > bp)—(d—1)+(d=2)(m(o)—|Zu))— D bp)=5-m0).
p=1,p¢Zo1 p=1,p¢ Z01
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After simplification, this is equivalent to (d — 1)(m(o) — 1) > 5, which holds for d > 6. This completes
the argument in case (a) ford > 7.

We turn now to case (b), where we have to distinguish the sub-cases m (o) = 2 and m(c) = 3. We
start with the case m(o) = 2. Then, arguing as at the beginning of the proof for case (a), we have
I < e 9 I5HMHYB,)
with

i ::/0 cosh® ! (s) H 1P D(B, 1 Ly 1 52j-1)(3)) HITE)(B, N Ly 1 5(2j)(s)) ds

for j € {1,2}, where b(i) = b(i) fori € {1,2,4} and b(3) = b(3) — 1 > 0. Moreover, without loss of
generality, we can assume that b(1) > 1. Similarly to @9), for j € {1,2} we get

I < eQ(d_Q)Tji/j with K = / cosh?™1(s) gaj—1(5) g2;(s) ds.
0

For j € {1,2} we let

Zh ={pe{2j—1,2j} :d—1—b(p) € {0,1}},
Z{ = {pe{2j— 1,2} :d—1-bp) = 1}.
Then

—r(d—2)|Z3,|-r 3%
H; <ce p=2

, ; b(p) [T j
s / (r— s+ log(2)) 4] 5B ds, (54)
0

where the exponents E;, j € {1, 2}, are given by
Bj=(d-1)-(d-22-|Z4)+ 3. b
P=2j-1,p¢Z},
We will show that 7] is bounded by a constant multiple of e~ and % by a constant. Then we can

conclude that
I < eV g g, < ¢eld=Dredld=2)r =1 — 5(d=2)r

We first consider .#1. For E'; < 0 the integral in (54)) is bounded by a constant multiple of 721!, Therefore
it is sufficient to compare the exponents and to show that

2 . P
@-20z4+ 3 b<p>{21 1211 =0,

>1 :|Zi>0.
p=1,p¢723, |21

Since b(1) > 1 and d > 4, this is satisfied.
Next, suppose that £y = 0. In this case, the integral in (54)) is bounded by a polynomial in r and we
have to show the inequality

(d=2)Z4+ > blp)> 1 (55)
p:]-yp¢Z(%1

Using the assumption that £'; = 0, we get

2
(d=2)|Z5|+ > blp)=—-(d-1)+2(d-2)=d-3.
p=1,p¢ 2},
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Hence (59) is true for d > 5.
Finally, we suppose that £; > 0. Then we have to show that

2
d=2)Z5u1+ > bp)—(d—1)+(d=2)2—|Znf)— > bp)=1
p=1,p¢2}, p=1,p¢Z},

After simplifications this is equivalent to d > 4.
Now we prove that .5 is bounded by a constant. For E, < 0, a comparison of the exponents in (54))
shows that we need that

4

- >0 :|Z2 =0,

PR LR VI L e

p:3,P¢Z§1 ' 1 ’

which is trivially satisfied.
For E/y = 0 the required inequality is
4 —
(d=2)IZ5|+ Y bp) >0,
p:3,p¢Z§1

which is equivalent to —(d — 1) + 2(d — 2) > 0, thatis, to d > 4.
Finally, if E» > 0 then we have to verify that

4 4
(d=2)|Z5+ > blp)—(d—1)+(@d=2)2—|Znl)— > blp)=0.
p=3,p¢Z3, p=3,p¢Z3,

Again simplification yields that this is equivalent to d > 3.

Now we turn to the case m (o) = 3. Then we have
5 S Cfgfz;

with

: 3
Sy = / cosh®™ ! (s) [ [ H P (B, N Lyy 3y (5)) ds,
0

i=1

r 5 _
Sy = / cosh®™1(s) H HIT10) (B, N Lg_1_50)(s))ds,
0 i=4

where 0 < b(4) :=b(4) =1 <d—i—1<d—1and b(5) = 0. We will prove that .#%; < ¢e3@=2)" and
Iy < ce2d=2)7 which in turn proves that .# < ¢ edd=2)r
As in the proof of case (a) (and for m (o) = 3 there), we obtain
T
Sy < ce3 I g with M = / cosh?1(s)g1(s)g2(s)g3(s) ds.
0
We show that J#3 < c. For this, we proceed as before and obtain
_ . 3 |_ 3 T
Ay < ce r(d=2)1Z8-r ) s b(p)/ (r — 5+ log(2)) 2] €55 s,
0
where

Z3 ={pe{l,....3y:d—1-b(p) €{0,1}}, Z}:={pe{l,....3:d—1—-b(p) =1}
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and

By:=(d—1)—([d-23- 124D+ > b
p=1,p¢Z3,
If E3 S Oa then

_ 3
Pl rla-21 2, D ey Y0

provided that

3 73
@-2iz+ b<p>{20 1411 =0,

>0 :|Z3]>0.
p=1.p¢Z3, 1271

This is obviously true, since |Z3,| > |Z;| and d > 4. Hence, if F5 < 0, then %3 < c.
If F5 > 0, then J#3 < c follows provided that

3
@-21Z41+ 3 bp) - B >o.
P:17P¢Z31
The latter is equivalent to (d — 2)3 — (d — 1) > 0, that is, to 2d > 5. Thus we have shown that

S5 < c e3(@=2) In order to show that I <c 62(d_2), we distinguish several cases.
If b(4) < d — 3, then

7 < c/r 6S(d71)e(rfs)(d—275(4))6(r73)(d72) ds
0

< ¢e2d=2)-5)r /T S(AH3) g < ¢ R2d-2)r
0

If b(4) = d — 3, then

Iy < cePld=2)=d3)r, — (per(d=1) < ¢ 2(d=2)r

sinced — 1 < 2(d —2) ford > 4.
If b(4) = d — 2, then

Iy < C/ es(dfl)(r — 54+ log(z))e(rfs)(de) ds < Cer(dfl).
0

If b(4) = d — 1, then

Iy < C/r A De(r=5)(d=2) gg < ¢ erld=1),
0

2(d-2)r

Thus in all cases we have .74 < ce , which completes the proof. O

Prooji\of Theorem[5|(c). Let d and i be as in the statement of Theorem E] (c), and suppose to the contrary

that Fr(lt) converges in distribution, as » — 00, to a standard Gaussian random variable N. As a conse-

quence of Lemma the family of random variables ((Fr(zt) )4) ,~1 is uniformly integrable, which implies

that IE(FTE?)4 — EN* =3, as r — oo. Thus, we would also have that

—\ 4
cumy = E (F}Q) ~ 35 ENY-3=0, (56)
as 7 — 0o. On the other hand, from [59, page 112] we know that
M (@)
L{)) < cumy.
(Var(F,.;))?
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In addition, we have the following lower bound for Mj 1 (f®):

My (f0) = ct4(d—1—i)+1/ HEYH N B pgo1(dHy) > cg(d —1,4,d,7) > ce* (42,
Ap(d,d—1)

since 4(d — 2) — (d — 1) > 0, which follows from our assumption that d > 4, and since i < d — 1 and
t > 1. In combination with Lemma [I9 we thus find that

Ml,l(f(i)) . ¢ 647'((1—2)

> - - =
T arEG T ) e

c >0,

which is a contradiction to (56). Consequently, the family of random variables (Fr(,?)ol cannot satisfy

a central limit theorem as r — o0. O

Remark 12. Letd > 4andi =d—1lord > 7and ¢ € {0,1,...,d — 1}. For such d and i the proof
of Theorem (¢) in combination with [7 ,A(Eorollary 4.7.@, a corollary of the Eberlein-Smulian theorem,

shows that there exists a subsequence Fﬁ;)t such that Fr(z)t converges in distribution and in L* to some

limiting random variable X, say. Especially this implies that EX = 0, EX? = 1 and EX™ < oo for
m € {3,4}. In particular, this rules out for X the classical a-stable distributions for any 0 < o < 2 and,
since we have shown that cumy (X)) > 0, also a Gaussian distribution. We leave the determination of the
distribution of the limiting random variable X as a challenging open problem for future research.

6.3 The case of simultaneous growth of intensity and window: Proof of Theorem [6|

According to Lemma@we have that, for any fixed ¢t > 1,

sup £ <Fr(zt)> < 00, where Ffzt) = u
= Var(F)

and where d and 7 are as in the statement of Theorem [6] Then, taking ¢ = 1, by Holder’s inequality it

follows that
—\ 4 —\ 5 4/5
sup E (F(1)> < sup (E <F(1)> ) < 0. (57)
r>1 ’ r>1 ’

Next, we recall the definition of the integrals M, ,(h), u,v € {1,...,m}, from that are asso-
ciated with a general Poisson U-statistic of order m &€ N with kernel function h. In order to emphasize
the role of the measure these integrals are taken with, we will write M, ,,(h; ) in what follows. By
definition of the integrated kernels in (I2) we have that

Moo (fD 5 tpg_y) < t* =000 (D5 pgy) (58)

for any ¢ > 1 and any fixed > 1. In fact, fl(f) and féi) contribute twice the factor t¥~~% and twice the
factor t2==? by (T2), respectively, and the integral in (TT) leads to an additional factor tlel. By the choice
u = v = 1 we maximize the resulting exponent and see that their product is bounded by Ald—i—1)+1,
Indeed, if u = v = 1 we necessarily have that |o| = 1 since o has to be connected. On the other hand, if
u+ v > 3 then |o| < u+ v and hence

2d—i—u)+2(d—i—v)+|o|<2(d—i—u)+2(d—i—v)+u+v

=4(d—i—1)— (u+v)+4
<4(d—i—1)+1.



Now, we apply the normal approximation bound (I3) to the Poisson U-statistic Fr(lt) Together with
and the lower and the upper variance bound from Lemma [I9]this yields

70 _gp)

rt EF.T,t ’ <c Z \/ ) )t'ud 1)

\/ VarF fft) u,v=1 Var( )
d— 2(d—i—1)+1/2 Muv y Hd— 1)
Z_ 2y

Var(F, ())

_c i \/Mu,v(f(i) ) Md—l)
=7 Z

u,v=1 Var(Fﬁl))

for any t > 1 and r > 1. Note that the expression in the sum has now become a function of the parameter
r only. We can now apply for any u,v € {1,...,d — i} the estimate

\/Mu,v(f“);ud_ﬁ 0\’
. <y\/E(EY) -3
Var(F))

from the discussion after [59, Corollary 4.3] (see also [29, Proposition 3.8]). This leads to the bound
FY —EF" i\ I\
it N < S E(FQ) —3< = E(Ff’f) .
VarFfft) Vi Vi

However, in view of the last expression is bounded by ¢/ Vtforallt > 1andr > 1. This completes
the proof of Theorem [f] ]

7 Proofs IV — Multivariate limit theorems

7.1 The case of growing intensity: Proof of Theorem 7| (a)

This is a direct consequence of [31, Theorem 5.2]. O

7.2 The case of growing windows: Proof of Theorem |7 (b) and (c)
7.2.1 The planar case d = 2: Proof of Theorem[?] (b)

Our goal is to use (T4). The first term in (T4) is bounded by a constant multiple of 72e~" by Lemma
To evaluate the second term we have to combine the lower variance bound from Lemma [T7] with upper
bounds for the terms M 1, M2 and M . In the proof of Theorem E] (a) we have already shown that
Mljl(f() fa )) < ce" fori € {0 1} and ngg(f( ) f(o)) < cre”, which implies that

MLl(efr/Zf(i) 77”/2](- ) <ce —2r v cefr,
M2,2(67T/2f( ey <cre e =cre.

Finally, up to a constant factor an upper bound for M o(e™"/2f(®) e=7/2 f(0)) fori € {0,1}, is given by
M172(6_T/2f(0)7 e‘r/Qf(O)), which is equal to

e Mo(fO) <ce ™ (" +2r2e") < erle .
Thus we conclude from (14)) that

d3(Fry, Nuy) < c(r2e ™ +e 2 4 7t/2e72 pe/2) < crem/2,
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Since the covariance matrix X is invertible, ||X5! HOPHEQH%Q and ||25 ! ||op |32z op are positive and
finite constants only depending on ¢. Together with (15) this also implies that

da2(Fpt, Ny,) <cr e /2,

and completes the proof of Theorem 7] (b). O

7.2.2 The spatial case d = 3: Proof of Theorem[7(c)

Our goal is again to use the normal approximation bound (I4). By Lemma 2] the first term in (I4)) is
bounded from above by a constant multiple of »—!. Next, it remains to provide upper bounds for the
terms

My for (u,v) € {(1,1),(1,2),(1,3),(2,2),(2,3),(3,3)}.

As in the planar case d = 2 all integrals which are involved have already been treated in the proof of the
univariate limit theorem. Thus, using the bounds derived in the proof of Theorem 5] (b) we can complete
the proof in dimension d = 3. O
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