arXiv:1104.0914v1 [math.PR] 5 Apr 2011

Limit theory for point processes in

manifolds

Mathew D. Penrose® and J. E. Yukich**

April 6, 2011

Abstract

Let Y;,7 > 1, be i.i.d. random variables having values in an m-dimensional
manifold M C R? and consider sums Y7, £(n*/9V;, {n'/?Y;}7_ ), where ¢ is a
real valued function defined on pairs (y,)), with y € R? and Y C R? locally
finite. Subject to £ satisfying a weak spatial dependence and continuity condition,
we show that such sums satisfy weak laws of large numbers, variance asymptotics,
and central limit theorems. We show that the limit behavior is controlled by the
value of £ on homogeneous Poisson point processes on m-dimensional hyperplanes
tangent to M. We apply the general results to establish the limit theory of
dimension and volume content estimators, Rényi and Shannon entropy estimators,

and clique counts in the Vietoris-Rips complex on {Y;}! ;.
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1 Introduction

There has been recent interest in the statistical, topological, and geometric properties
of high-dimensional non-linear data sets. Typically the data sets may be modeled as
realizations of i.i.d. random variables {Y;}!, having support on an unknown non-
linear manifold M embedded in RY. Given a sample {Y;}" ;, whose pairwise distances
are given, but whose coordinate representation is not, can one determine geometric
characteristics of the manifold, including its intrinsic dimension and volume content?
Can one recover global properties of the distribution of {Y;}!, such as its intrinsic
entropy? These properties, as well as graph theoretic functionals such as clique counts

in the Vietoris-Rips complex may be studied via the statistics of the form

Z€(Yi, Y}, (1.1)



where £(-,-) is a real-valued measurable function defined on pairs (y,)), where y € Y
and Y C R? is locally finite, with £(y, )) locally determined in some sense.

Our goal is to establish the dependency between the large n behavior of the statistics
(L)), the underlying point density  of the {¥;}™,, and the manifold M. For M = R?
there is a large literature describing limit theorems for (1)) ([5, B35, 36, B7, B8, 48])
whereas when M # R? there is a relative dearth of results, although spatial data
generated by a curved surface embedded in three dimensional space are arguably more
natural than those involving data generated by flat surfaces. This paper partly redresses
this situation under reasonably general conditions on x and M.

In Section 2] we present laws of large numbers and central limit theorems for (i) the
Levina-Bickel dimension estimator for data {Y;} , supported on a manifold, (ii) Rényi
and Shannon entropy estimators for {Y;}!,, (iii) volume estimators for the support
of {Y;}, and (iv) the order k clique count in the Vietoris-Rips complex on {Y;}7;.
The asymptotic normality results for dimension and entropy estimators appear to be
new even in the setting of linear manifolds. The mean and variance asymptotics for
the Levina-Bickel dimension estimator depend only on the dimension of M and are
invariant with respect to k, whereas for most of the other functionals considered here,
the mean and variance asymptotics explicitly depend on x via the integral [ m(E(y))Pdy
for some p € R.

We shall derive these results from general theorems governing the limit theory of
Sor o E(YmY; {nt/mY;}7_ ), where m is the intrinsic dimension of M, n!/™ is a dilation
factor, and £ belongs to a general class of translation invariant functionals that are
determined by the locations of either the k nearest neighbors of y for some fixed k£ € N,
or the points of ) within some fixed distance of y. Our general results are presented in
Section

The limit theory makes use of the fact that for such &, the large n behavior with
respect to the shifted and dilated point sets {n'/™(Y; —Y1)}"_; is controlled by the be-
havior of £ on homogeneous Poisson point processes on tangent hyperplanes of Euclidean
dimension m, that is to say the Grassmannian manifold Gr,,(d) of m-dimensional linear

subspaces of R%. The locally defined behavior of &, quantified in terms of dependency



graphs involving radii of stabilization of &, yields central limit theorems via Stein’s
method.

In fact, our methods often work in still greater generality. Most of the examples
considered in [5], 35, 36 37, 38, 48] have & stabilizing, i.e. locally determined in some
sense, and it should be possible to adapt our methods to most of these examples. For
example, we anticipate that our methods can be extended to establish the limit theory
for the total edge length and other stabilizing functionals of the Delaunay and Voronoi
graphs on random point sets in manifolds. We also expect that our methods extend to
give the limit theory of statistics of germ-grain models, coverage processes and random
sequential adsorption models generated by data on manifolds. Moreover, we anticipate
that the theory presented here can be modified to establish limit theorems for generalized
spacing statistics based on k nearest neighbor distances for random points in a manifold,
including estimators of relative entropy such as those considered in [3], although these
involve consideration of non-translation invariant £ so they do not automatically fall

within the scope of this paper.

2 Stochastic functionals on manifolds

2.1 Terminology and definitions

For k € N, let || - || be the Euclidean norm in R¥. Let 0 denote a point at the origin of
R*. For r € (0,00) and 2z € R¥, let B,(z) := {y € R* : ||y — 2|| < r}. Given F C R¥,
andy €RF, a>0,set y+ F:={y+z:2€ F}and aF :={az:z € F}. If F is locally
finite, let card(F') denote the cardinality (number of elements) of F. If also y € R* and
j€Zt:=1{0,1,2,...}, then let N;(y, F') be the Euclidean distance between y and its
jth nearest neighbor in F'\ {y}, i.e.

Ni(y, F) :=1inf{r > 0 : card(F N B, (y) \ {y}) > j} (2.1)

with the infimum of the empty set taken to be +o00. In particular, Ny(y, F') = 0. Let

® be the distribution function for the standard normal random variable A/(0,1) and



let —25 denote convergence in probability. For o > 0, let N'(0,0?) denote the random
variable oV (0, 1).

Let m € N and d € N with m < d. A nonempty subset M of R¢, endowed with the
subset topology, is called an m-dimensional C* submanifold of R? if for each y € M
there exists an open subset U of R™ and a continuously differentiable injection g from
U to R4, such that (i) y € g(U) € M, and (ii) ¢ is an open map from U to M, and (iii)
the linear map ¢'(u) has full rank for all w € U (see e.g. Theorem 2.1.2(v) of [7]). The
pair (U, g) is called a chart. Let M := M(m, d) denote the class of all m-dimensional C"*
submanifolds of R? which are also closed subsets of R?.

Given M € M, using a routine compactness argument we can choose an index set
Z C N, and a set {(yi, 0i, Us, g;),© € L} of ordered quadruples with y; € M, §; € (0, 00),
and (U;, g;) a chart for each 4, such that (i) M N Bss,(v;) C gy, (U;) for each 4, and (ii)
M C Usez Bsi ().

We refer to ((U;,g:),7 € Z) as an atlas for M. Given such an atlas, we can find
a partition of unity {¢;} subordinate to the atlas, that is, a collection of functions
(¢y,i € ) from M to [0,1], such that >, 1;(y) = 1 for all y € M, and such that for
each i, ¥;(y) = 0 for y ¢ ¢;(U;), and 1); o g; is a measurable function on U;. The more
common definition of a partition of unity has some extra differentiability conditions on
1; but these are not needed here. With our more relaxed definition, the existence of a
partition of unity is completely elementary to prove.

Given i € Z and z € Uy, let Dy, (z) := \/det(J,, (x))T(Jy,(2)), with J,, standing for
the Jacobian of g;. For bounded measurable h : M — R, the integral [ wm y)dy is
defined by

| way =3 [ hlg0)s () Dy () (2.
M i€ Vi
which is well-defined in the sense that it does not depend on the choice of atlas or the
partition of unity. Equation (2.2)) is discussed further at (5.18) below.

Given any manifold M € M and K C M, the relative interior of IC consists of
all those y € K such that y has a neighborhood in M that is contained in IC. The
boundary of K is the set of all other y € K (possibly empty). We say K € M is a C*!

submanifold-with-boundary of M if for all y in the boundary of K, there exists a choice
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of chart (U, g) for M such that 0 € U, and g(0) = y, and g([0, 00) x R™™) = g(U) N K.
This includes the possibility that IC has empty boundary.
Given M € M, a probability density function on M is a non-negative scalar field
r on M satisfying [, s(y)dy = 1. Let P(M) denote the class of probability density
functions on M. Given k € P(M), let K(x) denote the support of k, i.e. the smallest
closed set K C M such that [ k(y)dy = 1. Given also p € R, define the integral
Iy(k) = /K(E)(%(y))”dy = / (r(y))"H{K(x)} (y)dy. (2.3)

M

Let P, (M) denote the class of bounded probability density functions x € P(M), such
that IC(k) is compact. Let P.(M) denote those probability density functions x € P,(M)
whose support K(k) is a compact C* sub-manifold-with-boundary of M, and which are
bounded away from zero and infinity on their support.

Suppose M € M and k € P(M) are given. Let random variables Y, Y5, ... be i.i.d.
with probability density function x with respect to the Riemannian volume element
dy. Define the binomial point process ), := {Y;}"_,. Let Py denote the Poisson point
process on M (and also the associated counting measure) having intensity density s (-),
that is

EPx(dy) = Ax(y)dy. (2.4)

Recall that £(-,-) denotes a measurable function defined on pairs (y,)), where y €
Y C R? and Y is locally finite. When y ¢ ), we write £(y,)) instead of £(y, Y U {y});
also, we sometimes write Y for Y U {y}.

Let H denote a homogeneous Poisson process of unit intensity in R™ with R™ em-
bedded in R? (since m < d) so that the random variable £(0,H) is well defined. In

keeping with notation from [5, 35], for all such functionals & we set
VO BEOHP + [ {EEOH)e(wHO) — (BE0. 1)} du (25)
Rm

and

5 = EE(0,H) + / E[£(0,H") — £(0,H)]du, (2.6)

m

whenever these integrals are defined.



2.2 Estimators of intrinsic dimension, manifold learning

Given data embedded in a high dimensional vector space, a natural problem in manifold
learning, signal processing, and statistics is to discover the low dimensional structure
of the data, namely the intrinsic dimension of the hypersurface containing the data.
Levina and Bickel [30] propose a dimension estimator making use of nearest neighbor
statistics. Their estimator, which uses distances between a given sample point and its
k nearest neighbors, estimates the dimension of random variables lying on a manifold
M of unknown dimension m embedded in R%, d > m. Specifically, for all k = 3,4, ...,
the Levina and Bickel estimator of the dimension of a finite data cloud ) C M € M, is
given by

i = (V) == (card(V)) ™D Gly, Y (2.7)

yey

where for all y € Y we have

G Y) = (k—2) (Z , log 7 (y)> , if card(Y) > k+1 | (2.8)

0, otherwise

where N;(y) := N,(y,)), as given by (2.I). For all p > 0, we also define

Cep(y, V) = Gy, V)I{Ni(y) < p}, (2.9)

using the convention 0 x oo = 0 if necessary, and we put

Mk = 1 (V) = (card(V) ™) Gy, V). (2.10)

yey

Given Y, = {Y;}!", as in Section 2] Levina and Bickel [30] argue that g (),,)
estimates the intrinsic dimension of M. Our purpose here is to substantiate this claim
and to provide further distributional results. The following shows (i) consistency of
the dimension estimator 7, over Poisson and binomial samples, and (ii) a central limit

theorem for 1y, ,(J,), p fixed and small, addressing a question raised by Peter Bickel.

Here §% is given by taking & = ¢}, in (Z.5)-(2.6).



Theorem 2.1 Let M € M(m,d) and let k € P.(M). For allk > 3 and p > 0, we have
nh_)IIOlO 1y, ) (V) # My (Vn)} =0 a.s. (2.11)

and if k > 4 then
My (V) Lim asn — oo, (2.12)

while if k > 11 then (212) holds a.s. If k is a.e. continuous then there exists p; > 0
such that if p € (0,p1) and k > 7, then

2

lim n Ve[, (Va)] = 0*(G) = k”i == (0% >0, (2.13)
and also we have as n — oo,
"2 (g o (V) = Ering (V) = N(0,0%(Gr). (2.14)

Remarks. (i) (Counterezamples) Without further conditions on M € M in general
my, might not satisfy the variance asymptotics (2I3)) or the central limit theorem (2.14)).
To see this, suppose m = 1 and d = 3, and suppose M is a compact 1-manifold which
includes a segment S on the z-axis, say from z = 0 to z = 1, as well as an arc of the unit
circle in the (z,y) plane. If Y; are i.i.d. with the uniform measure on M, then there is
a positive probability that Y} € S and that its k nearest neighbors are all on the arc. In
this case the N;(Y1,),),j =1, ..., k—1, all coincide and none of the moments of 7m()),)
exist.

For a more general counterexample along similar lines, fix m and put d = 2(m + 1).
Let S be the set of unit vectors in R? and let S; be those z € S such that the first m+ 1
coordinates are zero and let Sy be those x € S such that the last m + 1 coordinates
are zero. Then M := S; U Sy is an m-dimensional manifold in M. If Y, are i.i.d. with
the uniform volume measure on M, then there is a positive probability that Y; € 5
and that its k nearest neighbors all belong to Sy. In this case N;(Y3,Y,) = 2 for all
j=1,...,k—1, showing that (x(Y7,)),) is infinite with positive probability and therefore
none of the moments of my()),) exist.

(ii) (On the constant py) The constant p;, loosely speaking, reflects the maximum
amount of curvature of the manifold M. The larger this is, the smaller p; has to be

taken. See Lemma [4.3] below.



(iii) (Relation to previous work) Levina and Bickel (Section 3.1 of [9]) argue on
heuristic grounds that Var[my,(),)] = O(n™!) whenever the Y; are the image under a
sufficiently smooth map g of random variables having a smooth density, but the last
counterexample shows that this bound is not true in general.

Chatterjee [13] provides a rate of normal approximation for 1 (},) for all k£ > 9
whenever M is a ‘nice’ manifold and under minimal assumptions on the distribution of
Y;. His rates are with respect to the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance and are of order
nO=k)/(2k=2) "subject to the validity of Var[m(),)] = ©(n1).

Bickel and Yan (Theorems 1 and 3 of Section 4 of [I0]) establish a central limit
theorem for 1My (Y),) for M = R9. The methods of Bickel and Breiman [9] or [5], 37, [35]
could be used to establish the asymptotic normality of m()),) if the Y; had a density
with respect to Lebesgue measure on R?. These methods do not appear applicable in the
present situation. Under strong assumptions on M, Yukich [49] outlines an approach
giving a rate of normal approximation for my(P,), but does not provide consistency
results or variance asymptotics for either my(Py) or mg(Vy).

(iv) (Limits are dimension dependent only) The mean and variance asymptotics
(Z12) and ([ZI3) are invariant with respect to x and depend only on dim(M), and (in
the case of variance) the parameter k. These results appear to be new even for M = R

(v) (Variance asymptotics) For Poisson samples, a simlar result to Theorem [2.1]
holds (see Theorem 3.3 below) but with the limiting variance 02(¢;) modified to simply
m?/(k — 3). Thus at least for Poisson samples, the limiting variance of the dimension

estimator (i decreases with increasing k.

2.3 Estimators of intrinsic entropy and volume content

Rényi entropies. Let Y] be as in Section 2.1l Given p > 0 with p # 1, the Rényi
p-entropy [41] of Y3, denoted H(x), and the closely related Tsallis entropy (or Havrda
and Charvat entropy [23]), denoted H,(k), are given respectively by

Hy(r) = (L= p) " log I,(k);  H,(r) = (p— 1) (1 = I,(k)),
where [,(k) := f,qﬁ)(/i(y))pdy is at (2.3). When p tends to 1, H; (k) and H,(x) tend to

9



the Shannon differential entropy

mm:—ﬁﬂwmwm@. (2.15)

Rényi and Tsallis entropies are used in the study of nonlinear Fokker-Planck equations,
fractal random walks, parameter estimation in semi-parametric modeling, and data com-
pression (see [I7] and the introduction of [29] for details and references). The gradient
lim, 1 (dH*/dp) equals (—1/2)Var[log x(Y7)], a measure of the shape of the distribution
([29, 46]) which also appears in the statement of Theorem 2.4] below.

A problem of interest is to estimate the Rényi and Tsallis entropies given only the
sample {Y;}”_; and their pairwise distances. Here we show consistency results, variance
asymptotics, and central limit theorems for non-parametric estimators of I,(x). The
papers [17, 24} 29] 47| 40] consider estimators of I,(x) in terms of the k nearest-neighbor
graph; here we restrict to £ = 1, but this is for presentational purposes only. The
approach taken here also yields consistent estimators of volume content.

Recall that Ny(y,)) is the distance between y and its nearest neighbor in ). For all
a € (—00,00) and finite Y C R? put

RY(Y):=> Ny, )"

yey

For r € (0,00), define the critical moment r.(x) € [0, c0] by
re(k) == sup{r > 0: E[|Y}]|" < oo}. (2.16)

The next result spells out conditions under which n~'R*(n'/™)),) consistently estimates
a scalar multiple of I;_,/, (k) in the LY sense. Let w,, := 7™/2[T'(1 + m/2)]~* be the

volume of the unit radius m-dimensional ball.
Theorem 2.2 Ifk € P.(M) and a € (0,00), then
n 'R (n'/™Y,) — w M1 + g)Il_a/m(/@) as n — 00 (2.17)
m

with both L? and a.s. convergence. If instead r € P(M) is bounded, and o € (—m/q,0)
forq=1 or q =2, then (2.17) holds with L9 convergence.

10



Putting m = «, we obtain consistent estimators of Iy(k), i.e., the m-dimensional

content of the support of .

Corollary 2.1 If k € P, (M) then w,R™(Y,) — Iy(rk) as n — oo, with both L* and

a.s. convergence.

We now state variance asymptotics and a central limit theorem for R*(n'/™Y),).

Define VT and §MT" by taking £ = N¢ in (2.5)-(2.6).

Theorem 2.3 Suppose k € P.(M) is a.e. continuous, and o € (—m/2,0) U (0, 00).
Then

lim 7~ 'Var[R*(n"/"Y,)] = 02(N{, k) == VL gqjm(5) = (0¥ 1 _apm (k) (2.18)

n—oo

and, as n — oo
n V2 (R (nVmY,) — E R (nM™Y,)) = N0, 02(N?, k). (2.19)
Also, o*(N¢, k) > 0 and
SN = (1 — a/m)w=/™T(1 + %) (2.20)

Remarks: (i) (Comparison of (2.17) with previous work) The limit (2.I7) extends
the law of large numbers limit theory for entropy estimators developed by Costa and
Hero on manifolds [I7], who restrict to o € (0,m) and to compact manifolds. They
extend the consistency results of Leonenko et al. (Theorem 3.2 of [29]), Theorem 2.1
of Wade [47], Theorems 2.1-2.3 of [40], and Theorem 2.4 of [3§], all of which restrict to
M =R™. In [40] it is shown that if M = R™, then (2.I7) holds whenever a € (0,m/q),
Ii_am(k) < 00 and r.(k) > qam/(m — qo). For M = R™ and k € P.(M), under a
Lipschitz assumption on x (along with an assumption on its gradient), Liitidinen et al.
[31] develop a closed form expansion for the moments of R*, a > 0.

(ii) (Comparison of (218) and (2.19) with previous work) Existing central limit the-
orems and variance asymptotics for the entropy estimators R* and the volume content
estimator w,, R™ (e.g. Theorem 6.1 of [37]) assume that M = R™ and « > 0. The-
orem allows us to relax both assumptions. Subject to Var[R*(n'/™),)] = O(n),

11



[13] yields a rate of convergence in (2.19) with respect to the Kantorovich-Wasserstein

distance under minimal assumptions on the distribution of the Y;.

Shannon entropy. The Shannon entropy H; (k) defined at (2.13]) is an information
theoretic measure of how the data {Y;}!", is ‘spread out’; low entropy implies that the
data is confined to a small volume whereas high entropy indicates the data is widely
dispersed. Accurate estimation of differential entropy is widely used in pattern recog-
nition, source coding, quantization, parameter estimation, and goodness-of-fit tests; cf.
the survey [6].

Shannon differential entropy is commonly estimated by first estimating the density
k and then evaluating Hi (ko) where kg is the estimated density; such methods involve
technical complications involving bin-width selection for histogram methods and window
width for kernel methods and are usually restricted to M = R? We bypass these
technical issues and use only interpoint data distances to estimate entropy; the methods
are thus applicable to general non-linear manifolds. This extends [27, 29], which restricts
to M = R? and it lends rigor to the arguments in [32, 33].

As in [27, 29], we shall consider estimators of H;(k) in terms of nearest neighbor
distances. Put ¢ (y,)) := log(e"w, N{"(y,Y)) where v := 0.57721... is Euler’s constant
(see e.g. [22]).

For finite Y put S(Y) := >_, y ¥(y, V). Define V¥ by taking £ = ¢ in ([25). The

next result provides the limit theory for the Shannon entropy estimators S(n*/™Y),).

Theorem 2.4 Suppose k € P(M) and that either (i) k € Py(M) or (ii)) M =R™ and

re(k) > 0. Then as n — oo,
n~tS(nY™mY,) — Hy(k) in L>. (2.21)
If kK € Po(M) is a.e. continuous, then
nh—{go n~Var[S(n'/™Y,)] = 6*(¢, k) == V¥ —m~2 + Var[log s(¥1)] > 0, (2.22)

and

nY2(S(nYmY,) — E S(n™Y,)) 2 N(0, 02, k). (2.23)

12



Remarks. The papers [27, 29] show that n=1S(n'/™)),) consistently estimates Shan-
non entropy when M = R™, but they do not treat variance asymptotics, distributional
results, or general manifolds. Theorem 2.4 redresses this. Subject to Var[S(n'/™Y),)] =
©(n), [13] yields (2.23) under minimal assumptions on the distribution of the Y;.

2.4 Vietoris-Rips clique counts

Let Y C R? be locally finite and let 8 € (0,00) be a scale parameter. The Vietoris-
Rips complex R?()), also called the Vietoris complex or Rips complex, is the simplicial
complex whose k-simplices correspond to unordered (k + 1) tuples of points of ) which
are pairwise within Euclidean distance 8 of each other. Thus, if there is a subset S of
Y of size k 4+ 1 with all points of S distant at most § from each other, then S is a k-
simplex in the complex. The Vietoris-Rips complex has received attention in connection
with the statistical analysis of high-dimensional data sets [14], manifold reconstruction
[15], and gaps in communication coverage and sensor networks [44] [45], because of
its close relation to the Cech complex of a set of balls (which contains a simplex for
every finite subset of balls with nonempty intersection). It has also received attention
amongst topologists [12], who, given a data cloud ), allow the scale parameter § to
vary to obtain homological signatures of the Vietoris-Rips complexes, which when taken
together, yield clustering and connectivity information about ). The limit theory for
the kth Betti number of Vietoris-Rips complexes generated by random points in R? is
given in [25] 26]. The general methods of this paper may be useful in extending these
results to the setting of manifolds.

Given )Y, 3, and k, let C]iﬁ ’(y) be the number of k-simplices (i.e., cliques of order
k+1) in RP(Y). For example,

)= Y HIvi-v) <8}

1<i<j<n

which is the empirical version of the so-called correlation integral

[ [ 1)< e =l < Sheta)nty)dody.
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The quantity n_ldﬁ >(yn), with Y, := {Y;}, and with ¥; having unknown distribution
i, is the widely used sample correlation integral of Grassberger and Procaccia [21].
Grassberger and Procaccia [2I] use least squares linear regression of log n_ldﬁ ) (Vn)
versus log 5 to estimate the ‘correlation dimension’ of u, i.e. the exponent when the
correlation integral is assumed to follow a power law as 8 | 0. The quantity n_ldﬁ ’(yn)
also features in estimators of the K function, as discussed in e.g. Chapter 8.2.6 of Cressie
[18].

The next result provides a law of large numbers and central limit theorem for the
clique count n‘IC,gB)(yn) for any k € N. Define hy : (R™)**! — R by hi(z1, ..., Tpp1) i=
[Ticicjerrs Wllwi — 25]] < 1}, ie. the indicator of the event that zi,. ..,y are all

within unit distance of each other. Given 8 € (0, 00), put

J :/ / h(O,LEl,...,l’k)h(o,flfl,...,l’j_1,$k+1,...,.§(72k+1_j>
A . " JUE+1—5)
d.ﬁlfl e dx2k+1—j7 (224)

so in particular Jy i1 := [+ [h(0, 21, ..., 2x5)dxy - - - day/(k + 1)1 Set

k+1

i = 0p(B, k) = (Z kajﬁm(zkﬂ_j)fzmz—j(/’f)) — ((k+ D)™ Je g1 lu(r))*. (2.25)

j=1
Theorem 2.5 Let k be bounded on M € M. For all k =1,2,... and all 5 € (0,00) we
have

lim n_lc,(f)(nl/myn) = B™ ek les1 (k) in L? and a.s. (2.26)

n—oo

If k is a.e. continuous and if k € Py(M), then

lim n~WVar[C (n'/"Y,)] = 02(8, k) > 0 (2.27)
and, as n — 0o
n 2P (M Y,) —EC) (V) = N(0,03(8, k). (2.28)

Remark (Related work). Bhattacharya and Ghosh [§] used the limit theory of U-statistics
to obtain a central limit theorem similar to (2.28]) for Poisson input, in the case where
M = R"™ and & is uniform on the unit cube. The limit (2.26) extends the results in
[34] (Proposition 3.1, Theorem 3.17) to non-linear manifolds whereas (2.27)) and (2.28)

extend Theorem 3.13 of [34] to non-linear manifolds.
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3 General limit theorems

As in Section 2.1], £(y,)) is a real-valued functional defined on locally finite ) C R¢ and
y € YV,and Y;,7 > 1, arei.i.d. with density k. We shall say that £ is translation invariant
if £(y,Y) =&(z+y,2+Y) for all z € R? and all (y,Y). We say £ is rotation invariant if
£(0,)) is invariant under rotations of ), for all J). That is, we say ¢ is rotation invariant
if £(0,)) = £(0, AY) for all orthogonal m x m matrices A, where AY := {Az :€ V}. In
this section we provide a general limit theory for the sums Y"1, £(n'/™Y;, {n¥/™Y;}7 ),
namely Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 We shall use these general results to prove the results
in Sections 2.2H2.4

We introduce a scaled version of ¢, one dilating the pair (y,)) by the factor A'/™;
this scaling is natural when ) C M has cardinality approximately A and M is an

m-dimensional manifold in R?. Thus, given k € N, for A, p € (0, 00) set

Enip(y, V) = ENY ™y, A VVI{ N (y, D) < p}; (3.1)
G, Y) = Enoo(y, V) 1= ENy, AMY). (3.2)

Here we are allowing for a finite macroscopic cutoff parameter p because for some man-
ifolds &,(y,Y,) may suffer from non-local effects even when n becomes large; see the
counterexamples in Remark (i) of Section 2.2

Given k € Z* and r > 0, let Z(k, r) be the class of translation and rotation invariant

functionals ¢ such that (i) for all y, Y with card() \ {y}) > k we have

§(y,Y) = (Y, Y N Buax(r N (w.3)) (V)

and (ii) for all n, Lebesgue-almost every (yi,...,y,) € (R™)" (with R™ embedded in
R?) is at a continuity point of the mapping from (R?)" — R given by

(Y1, Yn) = €00, {yn, -+ Yn})-

For finite Y € M, and for k € Z*, X\ € (0,00) and p € (0, c0] define

H V) = 6k, Y);  HJ(Y) = Hypoo(). (3.3)

yey
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Recalling that Y, := {Y;}!, and that P, is a Poisson point process on M of intensity
Ak(y)dy defined at (2.4]), we now give a general law of large numbers for scaled versions
of the linear statistics (ILI) when £ € Z(k,r). For i € Z*, let S; be the collection of
all subsets of IC(k) of cardinality at most ¢ (including the empty set). Consider the

following moment conditions on &:

SUPE |6 1, (V2, V)P < o0, (3.4)

sup sup B [&un,p(y, Ve U AP < o0 (3.5)
n>1,yeK(k),A€S3 (n/2)<l<(3n/2)

(noting that (B.5) implies ([B.4])), and

sup E &0 k,0(y, Pr U AP < 0. (3.6)
A>1,yek(x),AES:

Theorem 3.1 (Laws of large numbers for { € Z(k, 7)) Let M € M, k € P(M), k € Z*
and p € (0,00|, and put g =1 or ¢ =2. Let & € Z(k,r) and suppose there exists p > q

such that ((5.4) holds. Then as n — oo we have LY convergence
WS, (V) = [ BIE©. M )y (3.7

If also k € P. (M) and k =0 or k € P(M), and if (3) holds for some p > 5, then
(37 holds a.s.

Given a > 0, let H, denote a homogeneous Poisson process of intensity a in R™

(embedded in RY). Extending the earlier definitions (Z.5) and (Z.6]), we set
Vi(a) :=E&0,Ho)>+ a [ {E&O0,HE(u, HY) — (EE(0,H,))* } du (3.8)
Rm
and
(@) = BE(0.7,) +a [ BIE(0.72) - £(0, Ha)ldu (39
so in particular V¢(1) = V¢ and 65(1) = §¢. For all k € P(M) and &, we define
2
)= [ Vit ( [ Swtrmar) . G0
M M
provided that both integrals in (3.10) exist and are finite.
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Theorem 3.2 (Variance asymptotics and CLT for £ € ZE(k,r)) Let M € M and let
k € Py(M) be a.e. continuous. Let k € ZT, r > 0, and p € (0,00]. Assume k =0 or
Kk €P.(M). Let £ € Z(k,r) and suppose that £ satisfies (3.0) and (3.0) for some p > 2.
Then o2(&, k) < 0o and

lim n~'Var[H; , (V)] = 0*(&, k) (3.11)
and as n — oo,
0P (H (Vo) = EHS, (Vn)) = N(0,0%(4, ). (3.12)

Remarks. (i) (Related work) Under a slightly different set of assumptions, Chatterjee
[13] provides estimates for the Kantorovich-Wasserstein distance between the distribu-
tion of HS()),) and the normal, which imply a central limit theorem subject to the valid-
ity of Var[HS(Y,)] = ©(n). Indeed, if in Theorem 3.2 we take p = oo, r = 0 and p > 8,
and if also 0%(&, k) > 0, then combining ([B.11]) with Theorem 3.4 of [13] shows that the
convergence ([B.12) is at rate O(n*?~/2) with respect to the Kantorovich-Wasserstein
distance.

(ii) (Simplification of mean and variance asymptotics for homogeneous &) The limits
B70) and ([BIT]) take a simpler form when there is some 3 € R such that £ is homogeneous
of order 8, meaning that for all a € (0,00) and all y € Y C R™, we have {(ay,a)) =
aP&(y, V). In this case £(0,H,) 2 £(0,aV™H) = a=/m£(0,H), so (3:7) becomes

N HE(Va) = Dipym(R)EE(0, H) (3.13)

and similarly, by definitions (23], (2.6]), we can show that (B.8) and ([33) simplify to
VE&(a) = a25/mV¢ and 6¢(a) = a=?/™¢. Hence, in this case (3.I0) becomes

2

0* (&, k) = VEL_agym(K) — (6 Ti_p/m (k). (3.14)

If £ is homogeneous of order 0, we say it is scale invariant.

(iii) (Limit theory for random measures on manifolds) Consider the point measures

Wiy = Enip(Yis V), (3.15)

=1
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where §, denotes the unit point mass at y. As in [5] 35, B6], Theorem Bl admits an
extension to the random measures (3.15)) as follows. Let B(M) be the space of bounded
measurable real-valued functions on M and for f € B(M), and p a measure on M, let
(f, 1) denote the integral of f with respect to . Put ¢ = 1 or ¢ = 2. Let £ € Z(k,r)
and suppose that there is a p > ¢ such that ([34]) and (B.6]) are satisfied. It can be shown
that for all f € B(M),

lim ="' (f, b, ) = /M FWE[E(0, Huy)]r(y)dy in L. (3.16)

n—oo
Similarly, if £ € Z(k,r) satisfies the moment assumptions of Theorem [B.2] it can
be shown that n~"/2({f, ui’w) - E{f, ,ufl,w)) converges in distribution to a mean zero

normal random variable with variance

[ swrvisommar- ([ s

We refer to [5] 35] for details.

(iv) (Other functionals) The approach also works for more general functionals than
¢ € Z(k,r). Along with the moment conditions already discussed, the key properties
& needs to satisfy are exponential stabilization and continuity, which we discuss in the
proof and which represent £ being locally determined in some sense (cf. Remark at the
end of Section[@]). Also, the approach works for marked point processes, where the points
carry independent identically distributed marks. We would expect other functionals to
satisfy this, as has been considered for a variety of functionals in the case M = R™
5, [35].

(v) (General random input) It would be of interest to consider input with a d-
dimensional noise component, but we do not do so here.

In (B7) we have presented the law of large numbers for binomial samples, but the
same L7 limit holds for functionals of the form )\_1H§7k, ,(Py), with Py as in (2.4).
Likewise, there is a Poisson analog to (3.16]).

We also have variance asymptotics and a central limit theorem for H§ k. p(PA), similar
to Theorem but with a different limiting variance. Moreover, in the Poisson setting,
we have a bound on the rate of convergence to the normal, using the Kolmogorov

distance. The result goes as follows.
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Theorem 3.3 Let M € M and let k € Py(M) be a.e. continuous. Let k € Z*, r > 0
and p € (0,00], and suppose k = 0 or k € P.(M). Let £ € Z(k,r) and suppose that £
satisfies (3.4) for some p > 2. Then

/\h_)rglo )\_1Var[H§7k,p(73,\)] = 72(&,R) = /M VE(y, k(y))k(y)dy < oo. (3.17)
and as n — o0,
NTV2(HS, (Py) — EHS, (Py) — N(0,73(E, K)). (3.18)

Additionally, if € satisfies (3.8) for some p > 3 and if 0?(&, k) > 0, then there exists a
finite constant C' depending on d, k,&, k, p, and p such that for all A > 2,

Hi,k,p(P)\) - EHi,k,p(PA) <t

sup [P — ®(t)| < Clog N\)>mA~Y2, (3.19)

\/ VarlHS ., (Py)
As well as being of independent interest, Theorem is used in our proof of Theorem
B2 Equation (3:19)) is the counterpoint for manifolds to the rate of normal convergence
result in [39]. Theorem B.3] could be used to provide Poisson analogs to the results

presented in Sections 2.2H2.4]

4 Geometrical preliminaries

The lemmas in this section, concerned with properties of manifolds, have no probabilistic

content. The first of these relates distances in the manifold to distances in a chart.

Lemma 4.1 Suppose (U, g) is a chart for M € M(m,d). Suppose F' C g(U) is a
compact subset of M. Then

0 w W@ 'WI o le@ - Wl (41)

y2EF iy Iz =yl T yzeFuy# Iz =yl
Proof. Suppose (4.1]) fails. Then by compactness, we can find a sequence (y,, z,),n € N
with y, € F, 2, € F\{y,}, and y,, — y for some y € F', such that setting u, := g7 (y,)

and v, := g~ !(z,), we have either
lvn — wnll/||2n — Yn|| = 00 as n — oo, (4.2)
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or
v — /120 — gl = 0 as n — oo. (4.3)

Since g is an open map, the set g~ !(F') is compact. Hence |lv, — u,|| remains bounded.
Suppose (42)) holds. Then |z, — y,|| — 0, and hence z, — y as n — oo. Setting

1

u = g 1(y), by continuity of ¢g-! we have u, — u and v, — u. Hence, arguing

componentwise using the mean value theorem and the continuity of ¢/, we have that
120 = Yn = g'(u) (vn — )| = o([|vn — unl]) (4.4)

and therefore since ¢'(u) has full rank,

_ / _

n=oo ||[vn — Ul n—reo [vn — uall
which contradicts (£2)). On the other hand, if (43 holds we can show by a similar

argument that imsup,, . (||z, — yn|l/||vn — un||) < 00, again giving a contradiction. 0O

> 0,

Recall that K(k) denotes the support of k, and if k € P.(M), then K(k) is a
compact C' submanifold-with-boundary of M. For w € E C M and r > 0, let
BE(w) := B,(w) N E. Recall that w,, ;== 7™/2[['(1 + m/2)]7" is the volume of the ball
B;(0) in R™.

Lemma 4.2 Suppose k € P.(M). Suppose ys, € K(k), and suppose for n € N we are

given y, € K(k),r, > 0,a, > 0 with y, = Yoo, rn — 0 and a,, = 0 as n — oo. Then

lim sup <r; mn /
n—oo B

w
. . —m > m
hggg}lf (rn /Bfn(”)(yn) dy) AR (4.6)

and putting s, = r,(1 — a,), we have

limsup | (r)’ — S:Ln)_l/ dy | < oo. (4.7)
n—o00 BM(yn)\B (yn)
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Proof. Let (U, g) be a chart such that 0 € U and ¢g(0) = Y. Assume also the chart is
chosen so that UNg=H(K) D UN(RT x R™™ 1) (with equality if y is on the boundary of
K(k)). Set U, = g~ (BM(y,)) C U, and set V,, = g~ (B (yn)). Let £ denote Lebesgue
measure, and note that by continuity sup,cy [(Dg(u)/Dg4(0)) — 1| vanishes as n — oo.

Thus there exists ng such that for n > ng we have BM(y,,) C g(U), and by ([Z2),

[, dr=Du(0) [ (D0 D) ~ D,0)(0:) (18)

n

and

/ dy = Dy(0) / (Dg(u)/Dy(0))du ~ Dy(0)L(U, \ V2) (4.9)
B (yn)\BE (yn) Un\Va

n

and
/ dy > / Dy(u)du ~ D,(0)L(U, N (Rt x R™1Y),
B (yn) RN(R+XxRM=1)

where the asymptotics are as n — co. Given n > ng, set u, := ¢ (y,) € U. We claim
that

lim sup sup 7, |g'(0) (v — un) || < 1; (4.10)

n—oo wveU,

liminf inf 7 %¢'(0)(v — u,)|| > 1. (4.11)

n—oo veU\U,

To see (LI0), take v, € U, for n € N. By continuity of ¢!, we have v, — 0 as n — oo
so by applying the mean value theorem and using continuity of ¢, as in (4.4]) we have
that ||g(vn) — yn — ¢'(0) (v, — wy)|| = o||vn, — uy||) as n — oo. Therefore since ¢'(0) has
full rank,

lg(vn) = ynll ~ g'(0)(vn —un) as n — oo. (4.12)

Then (410) follows because ||g(v,) — yn|| <, and the choice of v, € U, was arbitrary.
To see [II1)), let v, € U\ U, with v, — 0 as n — oo. Then (&I2) holds by the
same argument as before, but now ||g(v,) — y»|| > 7, and ([@II]) follows since the choice

of v, € U\ U, was arbitrary.
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By (£I0), given € > 0 we have for large enough n that
L(Uy) < LEv € R™ 1 {|g"(0)(v — up)|| < (14 )}) = (14 &) wmry’ /Dy (0),
and (£0) follows by (£8). By (@I, given ¢ > 0 we have for large n that

LU N (R x R™7H) > %E({v ER™: [|g(0)(v — un)[| < 7u(1—2)7"})

= %(1 — E)_mwmrzl/Dg(O)a

and (4.6)) follows.
Finally we prove (). Since (1 —a)™ <1 —a for all a € [0, 1], for large n we have

rmt— st =r"(1—(1—ay,)™) >rra,. (4.13)

We claim that if (v,)nen is a sequence in U with ||g(v,) — yn|| = 7, then setting w,, :=
Uy + (1 = 3ay,) (v, — uyp), we have ||g(w,) — ya|| < s, for large enough n. Indeed, for any

such sequence by the mean value theorem we have r,, = [|g(v,) — ynll ~ ||¢'(0) (v, — uy )|

as in (£I2)), and also
lg(wn) = g(va) || ~ Banllg"(0)(vn — un)ll ~ 3anr.

Moreover g(w,) — y, and g(v,) — y,, are almost in the same direction, so that for large
n, |g(wn) — yn|| < rn(1 —2a,), and the claim follows.

By the preceding claim, there is a constant C' such that the thickness of the deformed
annulus U, \ V,, in all directions is bounded by Ca,r,, so by using polar coordinates we

have L(U, \ V,,) = O(r'ay,,), and then using (A9]) and (£.13) we have that

dy = O(r}an) = O(ry' — s,7),

n

/Bi‘,f (yn)\BL&! (yn)

demonstrating (Z.7). O

Given M € M and k € Py(M), set A(k) := diam/C(k) := sup{||lz—y|| : =,y € K(k)}.
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Lemma 4.3 Suppose k € P.(M). Then there is a constant Cy € (0,00) such that for
all r € (0,A(k)] and w € K(k) we have

Cyltr™ < / dy < / dy < Cor™. (4.14)
B (w) BM(w)

There are also positive finite constants Cy and py such that if 0 < s < r < p; and
w € (k) then

/ dy < Cy(r™ —s™). (4.15)
BM(w)\ B (w)

Proof. In the proof, set K := K(k) and A := A(k). Suppose (LI4) fails; then there
must be a (K x (0, A])-valued sequence {(yy,r,),n € N} such that either

lim r;m/ dz =10 (4.16)
e BE, (yn)
or
lim rn_m/ dz = 00, (4.17)

Since K x [0, A] is compact, by taking a subsequence we may assume without loss
of generality that vy, — y and r, — r for some y € K and r € [0,A]. If r = 0 then
(£16) would contradict (£6]) and (£I7) would contradict (£H). If r > 0 and (4.I0)
K, (v) dz =0,
which is impossible. If » > 0 and (£I7) holds, then since B, (y,) C Ba,(y) for large n

holds, then since Bf/z(y) C BE (yn) for large enough n, we would have [,

we have f Bor(4) dz = oo, which is also impossible: indeed by compactness Bo,(y) N M is
covered by finitely many of the regions g;(U;), and fgi(Ui) ki(z)dz is finite for all i (we
may assume the charts were chosen so all the regions U; are bounded). Therefore we
have a contradiction so (£I4]) must hold.

It remains to prove there exists positive p; such that ([@I5]) holds for all w € K and
0 < s <1 < p;. Suppose this is not the case. Then there is a sequence {(yn, 7, an),n €
N} taking values in K x (0, A] x (0, 1) such that r, — 0, and setting s, = r,(1 —a,) we
have

lim (r]" — s;”)_l/ dy = 0. (4.18)
BM

e n (yn)\Bé\s (yn)
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By taking a subsequence, we may assume that y,, — y for some y € K, and either a,, is
bounded away from zero or a, — 0 as n — oo.
If inf,en{a,} > 0, then (r™ — s™)~!1 = O(r,;™) so ({IR) would give a contradiction

n

of (@I4). If a,, — 0 and 7, — 0, then (£I8) would give a contradiction of (4.17). |

5 Weak convergence lemmas

For all d € N, we put a topology 7 := T; on locally finite point sets in R. As in
Aldous and Steele ([1], page 250), we adopt a topology whereby a sequence of locally
finite point sets (y,)n>1 converges to a locally finite y, if and only if (i) it is possible to
list the elements of y as a possibly terminating sequence (y;,7 > 1) and the elements of

¥ as a possibly terminating sequence (y,;,¢ > 1) in such a way that
n—oo
and (ii) for any L with no point of y on the boundary of By (0), we have

lim card(y, N Br(0)) = card(y N BL(0)). (5.2)

n—oo

We would like to know that whenever point sets y,, C R? are close to the point set
y in the topology 7y then &(y,y,) is close to &(y,y),y € RY. This motivates Definition
G below. Recall that H denotes a homogeneous Poisson point process of unit intensity

on R™.

Definition 5.1 ¢ is continuous if for any linear F' : R™ — R? of full rank, for almost
all z € R™ both F(H) and F(H?) lie a.s. at continuity points of £(0,-) with respect to
Ta.

If U, and U are simple point processes (i.e. random locally finite point sets in
R?), then, following the discussion in [I] page 251, we shall say that U, converges in
distribution to U if the law of U,, converges weakly to that of ¢ under the (metrisable)
topology 74, which is the same as the notion of weak convergence of point processes

discussed in Daley and Vere-Jones [19], Section 11.1.
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Given the atlas ((U;, g;),7 € Z), for i € Z define the function &; : U; — [0, 00) by
Ri(r) = £(g:(2)) Dy, (), = € Ui (5.3)

By using (22) with a partition of unity for which ¢; = 1 on g¢;(U;), we see that for Borel
B g Uia

/MB) x)dy = | wlae)Dyode = [ Fitad. 5.4

Given a > 0 and z € U;, by ¢/(z)(H,) we mean the point process in R? obtained by
applying to #H, the linear map g¢;(x). Similarly, ¢i(z)(z) is the image of z under the map
gi(x). If M € M(m,d) or M is an open subset of R”, and f: M — R is measurable,
then we say w € M is a Lebesgue point of f if e=™ fBE(w)ﬁM |f(y) — f(w)|dy tends to

zero as € | 0.

Lemma 5.1 Suppose 1 € I, U; is bounded, and uw € U; is a Lebesque point of K;.
Suppose £(n),n € N is a sequence of integers with ¢(n) ~n as n — oo. Set yo = g;(u).

Then as n — oo we have (in the above sense of convergence of point processes in R?)
m D
2" (—yo + Vo)) — 6i(w)(Hz,w)- (5.5)

Proof. By taking B = U, in (5.4]), we see that fUi Ri(x)dr < 1, so that R; is a
(possibly) defective density function on U;. Extend &; in an arbitrary manner to a
probability density function on R™.

Let X, be a point process in R consisting of /(n) independent identically distributed

random m-vectors X; 1, ..., X; ) with density ;. Then
_ D
9 Vemy N 9:(U3)) = X, N T (5.6)

because for Borel B C U;, (5.4]) shows that P[Y; € ¢;(B)] = P[X;1 € B].
By Lemma 3.2 of [36] (restated as Lemma 3.2 of [35]), the distribution of the point
process n'/™(—u + X;,) converges weakly to that of Hi,(u), in the metric of [36], which

is not the same as the one we are using here (as discussed in [36], the metric in [36] is
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complete but not separable). We claim that if f : R™ — R is measurable with bounded

support, then

lim E exp | v—1 > fl@)| =Eexp [ V=1 > f(x)]. (5.7)

e renl/m(ut ) €My
Indeed, by the proof of Lemma 3.2 of [36] there is a coupling in which the random
variables under the expectations on the left and right hand sides of (5.7 are equal with
probability tending to 1.

It follows from (5.7]) that for any finite collection of bounded Borel sets A, (1 < j < k)
in R™, the joint distributions of the variables card(n'/™(—u + X,) N A;), 1 < j < k,
converge to those of the variables card(?—[,%i(u) N Aj), 1 < j < k. Hence, since U; is a
neighborhood of u, the joint distributions of the variables card(n'/™(—u+(X,NU;))NA;),
1 < j <k, converge to those of the variables card(Hzw) N A;), 1 < j < k.

Therefore the point processes n'/™(—u -+ (X, NU;)) converge weakly to Hz, (), in the
sense discussed at the start of this section (see Theorem 9.1.VI of [19]).

Now we argue as in ([1], page 251). By the Skorohod representation theorem, we
can choose coupled point processes X, and ﬁgi(u), all on the same probability space,
such that /"En has the same distribution as X,, N U;, and ?:LR (v) has the same distribution
as Hz, (), and such that nt/ m(—u + )En) converges almost surely to ,)fl;{i(u). That is (see
(51) and (5.2)), we can list the points of ﬁgi(u) as 21, Ta, ... and the points of X, as

Tn1;Tn2,---,TnN,, il such a way that for each j we have almost surely
™ (2, —u) — x; (5.8)
and for any L > 0 with no point of H,(, in B(0), we have almost surely
card(n"/™(—u + X,) N B1(0)) — card(Hz, ) N BL(0)). (5.9)
By (.8), z,; — u as n — oo, so by the differentiability of g;, we can write
9i(Tn3) — gi(w) = gi(u)(zn,; — w) + Wy, (5.10)
with ||wy, ;]| = o(||zn; — ul|) so nY/™w, ; — 0 as n — co. By (5.8) and (5.10),
R (gi(n5) — i) — gl(u)(z;) as n - o0, (5.11)
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We claim that the point process n'/™(—g;(u) + g;(X,)) converges a.s. to g(u)(Hz,w))-
The condition corresponding to (B.I]) follows from (5.I1)). To demonstrate the condition
corresponding to (5.2)), set y := g;(u) and let L be such that no point ¢;(u)(z;) lies on
the boundary of Br(0). We need to show that

lim card[n'/™(—y 4 g;(X,)) N BL(0)] = card[g}(u)(Hz,w) N BL(0)]. (5.12)

n—oo

Choose § > 0 such that Bas(y) C ¢;(U;). By Lemma (1] we may define finite K by

K:= sup g '(Z") =g @I/IIZ — =l
2,2/ €Bs(y),z#z"

Let K’ > K, and suppose x € U; with ||z — u|| > n™/™K’L. By definition of K, if
g(z) € Bs(y) then n'/™||g(z) — y|| > L, and this also holds if g(z) ¢ Bs(y), provided
sn'/m > L.

Hence, for n large the contribution to the left side of (5.I12) comes only from z €
X, N B, 1/m g (u). For large enough n, the set of such x consists precisely of those z, ;
such that x; € Bg/(0), provided K’ is chosen so that no point of ﬁgi(u) lies on the
boundary of Bg/1(0).

By (&I00), for large enough n the set of j such that z,, ; contributes to the left side
of (B.7) is precisely those j such that ¢'(u)(z;) € Br(0). Thus we have (5.12), and
therefore n'/™(—y + g;(X,)) converges almost surely to g/ (u)(”}:[,ﬂ(u)) as claimed. Hence
ntm(—y + gi(X, N U;)) converges in distribution to gi(u)(Hz,w). Together with (5.6)
this yields

" (=y + Ve N 6:(U3))) = g1(w) (Hi 0)- (5.13)

By again using Lemma 9.1.VI of [19] (equivalence of weak convergence and convergence
of fidi distributions) and the fact that g;(U;) is a neighborhood of y in M, we can deduce
that (5.13) still holds with Y,y N gi(U;), replaced by Yy, on the left hand side, so that
(55 holds as asserted. O

The next lemma is a two-dimensional version of Lemma [5.1].
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Lemma 5.2 Suppose 1 € Z and 2 € Z, and g1(U1) N go(Uz) = 0 and also Uy N Uy = ()
and Uy U Uy is bounded. Suppose that for i = 1,2, x; € U; is a Lebesque point of k;,
and set y; = gi(x;). Suppose ({(n),n € N) is a sequence of positive integers such that

l(n) ~n asn — oco. Then as n — oo,

[0 (=1 + Vi) 0" (= + Vi) = (9 (20) (Haao))s 98 (2) Hragen)], - (5.14)
where H, here is an independent copy of M.

Proof. By (5.4]) we have fUl Ry(z)dx + fUz Ro(z)dx < 1. Since we assume Uy NU; = )

and U; U Uj is bounded, we can therefore find a probability density function < on R™

which is an extension of both %; and Rs, i.e. with &(x) = &;(z) for x € U;, i € {1,2}.
Let X,, be a point process in R™ consisting of n independent identically distributed

random m-vectors X1, ..., X, with density x. Then

(97" Dety N 91(01)), 927 (Va1 92(U2))) = (Xugy O U, Koy N U (5.15)

because for i = 1,2 and Borel B C U;, (5.4) shows that P[Y; € ¢;(B)] = P|X; € B].
By Lemma 3.2 of [36] (restated as Lemma 3.2 of [35]), the joint distribution of the
point processes nt/™(—x1 + X)), nV/™(—x2+ Xy ), converges weakly to that of Hz, (41),
Hzo(ws), in the metric of [36]. We can then follow the proof of Lemma 51l with straight-
forward modifications to deduce (5.2)). a

Before proceeding we shall re-express the Poisson processes appearing in the limits
(H) and (BI4) in a manner that is intrinsic to M, i.e. not dependent on the choice
of atlas. Recalling that Gr,,(d) is the Grassmannian, given M € M and y € M, let
T,M € Gry(d) be the hyperplane tangent to —y + M at 0, i.e. the image of R™
under the linear map ¢/(z) when x € R™ and (U;, g;) is any chart such that x € U;
and y = ¢;(z). We normalise the Lebesgue measure on T, M (with volume element
denoted du) in such a way that for any orthonormal basis (f;)7, of the subspace, the set
{>°i2,aifi : 0 < a; < 1} has unit Lebesgue measure. For y, z € M, let #; _, denote a

homogeneous Poisson point process on T, M with intensity x(y), and let 7—2’27,{(2) denote a

/

homogeneous Poisson point process on 7, M with intensity x(z), independent of ’Hy’n(y).

28



Lemma 5.3 Suppose z;1 € M and zo € M are distinct Lebesque points for k. Suppose

((n),n > 1) is a sequence of positive integers with {(n) ~n asn — oo. Then
m m D
("™ (=21 + Vo)), 0™ (=22 + Vo)) = (Hey ser)s Hn (zn)- (5.16)

Proof. 1t is easy to see that we can choose our atlas (U;, g;)iez such that z; € ¢;(U;) for
i = 1,2, and such that moreover ¢;(U;) N go(Us) = 0, and Uy N Uy = B, and Uy U Uy is
bounded. Let x; := g; '(2;) for i = 1,2. Then by Lemma E.2 to prove (5.16), it suffices

to demonstrate for ¢+ = 1, 2 the distributional equality
/ D 4

Let i = 1 or i = 2. By the Mapping Theorem on p. 18 of [28], g(x;)(H#,(,)) is a Poisson
process on the linear space ¢.(z;)(R™) with intensity measure p where p(B) is R;(x;)
times |(g.(x;)) "1 (B)|, where | - | denotes the m-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Recall from Section 21 the definition of Dy, (z). For bounded measurable A C R™,

it is a fact from linear algebra that
|9i(2:) (A)] = Dy, ()| Al (5.18)

Indeed, the columns of the Jacobian matrix Jy,(z;) are the images under ¢'(x;) of the
standard basis vectors of R™ so (B.I8) clearly holds when the standard basis vectors
map to an orthonormal system, but then it can be deduced in the general case using
standard properties of determinants. Equation (5.I8]) is the basis of the formula (2.2))
given earlier.

By B.I8), if A = (gi(x:))~'(B), then |B| = Dy, (x;)| Al so that pu(B) = Fi(x:)|B|/Dg,(x:)
so by (B.3), u(B) = k(z)|B| and (5.17) follows. O

Next we give weak convergence results for £. Recall that 0 is the origin of R™. The

next lemma is an analog of Lemma 3.6 of [35] and Lemma 3.6 of [36].

Lemma 5.4 Suppose £ is continuous in the sense of Definition [2.1, and rotation in-

variant. Let y € M and z € M be a pair of distinct Lebesque points for k with k(y) > 0
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and k(z) > 0. Suppose (£(n),n > 1) is a sequence of positive integers such that {(n) ~n

asn — o0o. Let k € Z* and p € (0,00]. Then as n — oo we have

[gn,km(ya yf(n))a gn,hp(za yﬁ(n))] i) [5(07 Hﬁ(y))> 5(07 HH(Z))] (519)

Also, if we choose a chart (U,g) and w € U such that y = g(u), then for almost all

(fized) x € R™, setting v, := u + n~Y™x we have as n — oo that
Un D 'q’ (u)(x /
Eno W Vi) i p(9(0), V) — €0, H e () (@), ML) (5:20)
Proof. First suppose p = co. Then the left hand side of (5.19) is equal to

[5(07 nl/m(_y + yg(")»v f(O, nl/m(_z + yg(")))]’

Also, by rotation invariance the right hand side of (5.19) has the same distribution as

(0, nyw(y))’ (0, ﬁ;vﬁ(z))]. Therefore, under the assumptions given, (5.19) is immediate

from Lemmal[5.3] and the Continuous Mapping Theorem ([11], Chapter 1, Theorem 5.1).
Next we prove (520) in the case p = co. By (8:2) and translation invariance of &,

&nly, yeg(ff))fn(g(vn)a Vi) = 0,0 (—y + Vymy) U{n"™ (—y + g(va))})
xE™ (—y + g(va)), n™(=y + Vo)) U {0})
= F(n'™(—y + g(vn)), n"™(=y + Vi) (5.21)

where for any y € R? and any locally finite y C R? we set

Fy,y) :==£&(0,y U{y}&(y,y U{0}) = £(0,y U{y})E(0, —y + (y U{0})).

By definition, n'/™(v, — u) = x, and by the same argument as for (5.I1)) earlier on,
n'/™(g(v,) — y) converges to ¢'(u)(x) as n — oo. Combining this with Lemma B} we

have by (5.17) the convergence in distribution

(n"™(g(n) = y), 2" =y + Viem]) == (' () (@), i )-

By the continuity assumption, for almost every x the point set 7 . U{g'(u)(z)} is a.s.

a continuity point of £(0,-) and so is the point set —g'(u)(z) + (H,, ., U {0}). Thus,
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(¢'(u)(z), H, () is as. at a continuity point of I, for almost all z. Hence we have the
desired convergence in distribution (5.20) (when p = oo) by (5.21) and the Continuous
Mapping Theorem.

Finally, we consider the case with 0 < p < co. It is easy to see that

nh_{glo P[gn,k,p(yv yf(n))gn,k,p(zv yf(n)) # gn(yv yf(n))gn(zu yé(n))] =0,

so the general case of (5.19]) follows from the special case with p = co (already proved)
along with Slutsky’s theorem. The proof of the general case of (5.20)) is similar. a

6 Proofs of Theorems [3.1-3.3

We first give some definitions. Assume M € M and x € P(M) are given, and set
K := K(k). We adapt to the manifold setting the definition of exponentially stabilizing
functionals [5, 35]. Suppose k € Z*T,r € [0,00) are given, along with the density x. For
y € K and locally finite ) C K define

max[r, Ny (AY™y, AVmY)] if card(Y\ {y}) >k

R)\(ya y) =
AV diam (K) otherwise.

Thus if k£ = 0 then Ry(y,Y) =r.
It is easy to see that R := Ry(y,)) serves as a radius of stabilization for any £ €

E(k,r), in the following sense: for all finite A C (K \ By-1/mp(y)), we have

& (Y, (YN By-ymp(y)) UA) = & (4, Y N By-ymp(y)) - (6.1)

For all k € Z*,p € (0,00), note that R also serves as a radius of stabilization for &, 4,
in the sense that (6.II) holds if &, is replaced by &k, Recall the definition of point
processes )V, and P, in Section 2.1 and recall that S, is the collection of all subsets
of K(k) of cardinality at most 2, including the empty set. Given ¢ > 0 and ¢ > 0,
we define the tail probabilities for Ry denoted 7(¢) and 7.(¢), for Poisson and binomial

input respectively, as follows:

7(t) := supesssup P[Ry(y, P\) > t];
A>1 yer

7.(t) == sup esssup P[Rx(y, Y, U A) > ]
A>1,neNN((1—e)\,(1+e)N), AES: yek
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where the esssup denotes essential supremum with respect to the measure x(y)dy.

Definition 6.1 Given k and r, we say that all £ € Z(k,r) are exponentially stabilizing
for k if limsup,_, .t~ tlog7(t) < 0. We say that all ¢ € Z(k,r) are binomially exponen-

tially stabilizing for k if there exists € > 0 such that limsup,_, .t~ log 7.(t) < 0.

We next show that functionals in Z(k,r) have the continuity property of Definition

5.1 as well as the binomial and exponential stabilization properties.

Lemma 6.1 Let k € Z" and r > 0. Then every & € Z(k,r) is continuous. If either
k=0 ork € P(M), then every & € Z(k,r) is exponentially stabilizing and binomially

exponentially stabilizing for k.

Proof. To prove continuity, let £ € Z(k,r), let z € R™, and let F : R™ — R be linear
and of full rank. Assume that the points of F/(#*) have distinct Euclidean norms, and
that for all n € N there are no points of F(H) on the boundary of the ball B,(0). List
the elements of F(#H) in order of increasing Euclidean norm as as x1, z,.... Suppose
(Yn)nen is a sequence of locally finite point sets in R? converging in 7 to F/(H), and list
the elements of y,, in order of increasing Euclidean norm as 4y, 1, Yn2, Yn 3, - - - (possibly
a terminating sequence).

Given the realization of H, we pick the smallest K € N such that
K > max(r, Ny (0, F(H)), [ F'(2)]).

Let N denote the number of points of F(H) in By, and assume (y1,...,yy) lies at a
continuity point of the mapping (x1,...,zx) — £(0,{z1,...,2y}). By the convergence
of y,, to H,, for all large enough n we have y, y € Bx and y, n+1 ¢ Bk, and moreover

Yn,j — Yj as n — oo for all 7 < N. Therefore by the continuity assumption we have

5(0’ F(Ha)) = 5(0’ {yla . >yN}) = 1111_{206(07 {yn,b cee aymN}) = nh—>nolo§(0’ F(yn))

Similarly, if (F'(2),y1, - .., yn) lies at a continuity point of the mapping (xq, z1, ..., zx) —
£(0, {0, 71, ..., zn}) and if (v, )nen is any sequence of locally finite point sets in R? con-

verging in T to F(H?), then £(0, F(HZ)) = lim,, 0 (0, v,,). Thus, € is continuous.
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We prove the exponential stabilization of £ € Z(k, ), i.e. the uniform exponential tail
bound for Ry (y,Py), as follows. Suppose y € K, A € [1,00) and r < ¢t < A/diam(K).
Then

P[Ry(y,Py) > t] = P[N.(\Y™y, \Y™Py) > 1]

and the last event occurs if and only if the number of points from Py in B,y -1/m (v) \ {y}
is less than k. The number of such points is Poisson distributed with parameter a(t) :=
a(t,y, A) equal to the Ak measure of B, 1/m(y) N M. By Lemma [£.3] there is a constant
Cy > 0 such that we have uniformly in A € [1,00), y € K, and t € (0, \'/™diam(K)) that
a(t) > Cy't™. Thus by a Chernoff bound for the Poisson distribution (see e.g. Lemma
1.2 of [34]), there is a constant Cs such that for max(r, (2kC5)"/™) < t < AY™diam(K)
we have

P[Rx(y, Py) > t] < kexp(=Cy't™),

and moreover this also holds for t > AY/™diam(K) since P[Ry(y,Py) > t] = 0 in this
case. This gives the desired exponential stabilization of £ for Poisson input. Modifica-
tions of this argument yields the exponential stabilization of £ with respect to binomial

input. O

For finite Y C R and y € Y, and k € Z*,n € N, p € (0, 00|, define

Enien V) = Enepys VU [Enp oy, P < 0™ Hiy (V)= 60, (0,Y)- (6.2)

yey

Recall the (similar) definition of HS, () at B3). Given n,i,v € N with i < v, define

n,k,p
Giwn = Hyy (V) = Hyy (D \{Y3}), (63)
GZV,H = H:L,k,p(yl/) - ;,k,p(ylf \ {}/;}> (64)

Lemma 6.2 Suppose & is binomially exponentially stabilizing, and k € Py(M). Suppose
h(n)/n — 0 as n — oo and suppose for some p € N that (3.0) holds. Then

lim sup sup E|G,,nlf < o0 (6.5)

n—oo  n—h(n)<v<n-+h(n)
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and

lim sup sup E|G; < 00. (6.6)

p
z/,u,n|
n—00 n—h(n)<v<n+h(n)

Proof. We prove only (6.0)); the proof of (6.6]) is virtually the same. Write &, for &, ,,
and define A%, (y,Y) == & (y, Y U {z}) — &(y, V). Putting Y =Y, observe that

v—1

|G| < 1YV, V0n)| + ) 1A (Vi Vo). (6.7)

i=1
The pth moment of the first term in the right hand side of (G.7) is uniformly bounded
by (B3). The pth moment of the sum in the right hand side of (6.7)) is given by

(v = DEIAY LY,V + (v = 1) (v = 2E[AY &YV, D) P AY G (Yo, V)| + -+ -
+ (%) E H IAYE (Y, )] (6.8)

v—1—p

Let Z,y;,9;, U; be as in Section 2.Jl Using compactness, let Zo C Z be a finite set such
that K C U,ez, Bs, (v:), and set 6 := min;ez, (6;). Then

VE|AY €,(Y1, Voo )lP = // E AV, (2, Voo) Pun(2)den(y)dy.  (6.9)
M S ge(Up)

For z,y € KC with ||z—y|| > J, by binomial exponential stabilization we have P[AY, (2, VZ_,) #
0] decaying exponentially in n'/™, uniformly over such (z,%) and over v € [n—h(n),n+
h(n)]. By this, the bound (B.5), and Holder’s inequality, the contribution to (6.9]) from

such (z,y) tends to zero as n — oo and is uniformly bounded.

Now take y € M, and choose i € Zy such that y € By, (y;). Then Bos(y) C ¢;(U;).
Assume without loss of generality that g,(0) = y and let U} := g;*(Bs(y)). Then the
contribution to the inner integral in the right hand side of (6.9]) from z € Bs(y) can be
rewritten as the expression

v / E AV, (g¢ 1), Vys)|PFo () dus = / E AV, (g6 (™™ 0), Vyoo) PRa (v 0)
Ui/ v

UmUil

and by binomial exponential stabilization, and (3.5]), and Holder’s inequality and compa-

rability of norms in U; and in ¢;(U;) (see Lemma[L.T]), there is a constant C, independent
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of y, such that the integrand is bounded by C exp(—C~!|v||'/™), which is integrable in
v. This shows that (69) is uniformly bounded.
Turning to the second term in (6.8]), we condition on Y = y with i € Zy again chosen

so that y € By, (y;). By Holder’s inequality we have
VE |AYE, (Y1, V)P AYE (Y2, D))
— 1/2/ / E|AYE, (w, Vi) P HAYE (w, Vo) | k(w)k(z)dzdw
K /K
= / / (EJAYE, (w, V5 o)) 707 x (B A6 (2, V)7 o)P) P () s (2) dd.
kJK

The contribution to the last expression from (w, z) ¢ Bs(y) X Bs(y) is uniformly bounded
(and in fact tending to zero as n — o0) by a similar argument to the one given above
for the contribution to (69) from w ¢ Bs(y). Assuming ¢,(0) = y, the contribution to
the last integral from (w, z) € Bs(y) x Bs(y) is given by

/ / (A% (g (v ™), oms U {gelv™ M) ) =07
Vl/mUi, l,l/mUZ(

X (EJAYE(ge(v™ "™ 0), Voo U {ge(v™ M u) P P) P Rp (v ™ w)dufeg (v 0)d.
By binomial exponential stabilization, Holder’s inequality and comparability of norms
in U, and in ¢,(U;) (see Lemma [4.1]), there is a constant C' such that the integrand is
bounded by Cexp(—C~1(|lul*/™ + ||v]|*/™)), which is integrable in (u,v). This shows
that the integral is uniformly bounded, and hence the second term in (€8] is bounded.

The remaining terms in (6.8]) are handled similarly, showing that all terms in (6.8]) are
uniformly bounded and hence by (6.7]), we have (6.5]). O

Proof of Theorem [3l We first sketch the proof for ¢ = 2. Using (5.19) we obtain,
as in the proof of equations (4.3) and (4.4) of [36], the distributional convergence

gn,k,p(ma yn) i) g(oa HH(Yl))

where H,y,) is a Cox process in R? whose distribution, conditional on the value y of

Y1, is that of H,,), and also,

gn,k,p(}/la yn)gn,k,p(}/% yn) i) g(oa HH(Y1))§(0a gn(Yg))a
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where 7—2,4(;/2) is an independent copy of the Cox process H(v;).

Put yo:=E&(0, Hu(y,)). Under the assumed moment condition it follows that

nh_{l;loEgn,k,p(leu yn)gn,k,p(yév yn) = Eg(ou HR(Yﬂ)g(Oa ?:[R(Yz)) = ,u27 (610)

where the last equality follows by independence. Recalling the definition (3.3)) of H fL A p( ),

we have that

nEHS, (Vn)? =17 E &Y, V) + (1= 07 DE &k p(Y1, Vi) 6n (Yo, V),

50 we obtain from ([EI0) that n2E HS

S rp(Yn)? = p?asn — oo. Sincen 'EHS, (V) —

i as n — oo it follows that n~ ank,p(yn) converges in L? to p.

Since p equals the right hand side of ([3.7)), we have ([B.7) with L? convergence when
q = 2. To obtain L' convergence when ¢ = 1, we use a truncation argument and follow
the proof of Proposition 3.2 in [38]. We leave the details to the reader.

It remains to prove (B.7) holds with a.s. convergence when k € P.(M), and (3.5
holds for some p > 5. Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 show that E|[H}:, (V) — H;: . (Vu-1)]” is
bounded by a constant that is independent of n. Then (2.11) of [36] holds with § = 4/3
and p’ =5 (and f = 1 in the notation of [36].) By following the proof of Theorem 2.2
of [36] we obtain for all € > 0 that

ZP \H o (V) —EH (V)] > en] < oo (6.11)
Also, by ([34) (i.e., by taking A = 0 in [B.5)) and (6.2) and Markov’s inequality,

ZP (HS . (Vo) # Hy (Y >JSZ Plenpp(Yi, Va) # e p(Ya, V)]

Z TR (€ ko (Y1, Vo)l <00, (6.12)

By (6.I1), (6.12) and the Borel-Cantelli Lemma,
lim Y (HS (%)~ E (V) = 0, as. (6.13)

Also, {&k,,(Y1, ), n > 1} are uniformly integrable by (B4, so

_1|E nkp(yn) EH:;kp( n)| S E|§n,k7p(yi7yn) _gz,km(}/layn”
=E[|€k, (Y, V)| 1{nk p(Y1, V)| > 012} = 0 asn — oo. (6.14)
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Finally, by (B1) we have that
E[n " HS ) (Vo)) = / »)lkE(y)dy,

and by (6.13)) and (6.14) we have ([B.7) with a.s. convergence. u|

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem It can be proved by
following verbatim the proof of Lemma 4.2 of [35], so we omit details here. Again we

write )Y for Y U {y}.

Lemma 6.3 Suppose that M € M(m,d) and k € Py(M), and £ is exponentially stabi-
lizing. Let k € Z*t, p € (0,00], and suppose for some p > 2 that & satisfies (3.8). Then
there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all X > 1 and all y, z € IC,

E (¥, PO (2 PY) — E€nkp(y, POE Exip(2, Pr)| < Cexp(—CIAY™ ||z — y|).

Proof of Theorem [3.3. We show first the asymptotic variance convergence (3.17]).
Recalling from (2.4]) that P, is the Poisson point process on M having intensity measure
Ak(y)dy, we have (cf. the proof of Lemma 4.1 of [35])

A WVarHS, ] = / E [Exp(4, P22 (y)dy (6.15)
M
+/ /{Eﬁxk,p(%?ﬁ/)&(yﬂ)@—Efx,k,p(Z,PA)Eﬁm,p(y,PA)}A%(Z)H(y)dZdy-
MIMm

Since we assume k € P,(M), we can choose an index set Z C N, and a set of quadruples
(Yi, 04, Ui, gi)iez as in Section 2.1 such that the support x of I is contained in finitely
many By, (v:),1 € Zp := {1,...,m} C Z. Also, we define our partition of unity here by
Yy = 1{Bs,(y:) \ Uj<iBs; (y;) }. Let § := minsez, 6;.

Suppose y, z € K with ||z — y|| > 0. Then by Lemma [6.3] the integrand inside the
braces in the double integral in (6.I5) is bounded by C\exp(—C~'(5\)"/™), where the
constant C' does not depend on A,y or z. Hence the contribution to the double integral
from such y, z tends to zero.

To estimate the remaining contribution to the double integral, given y take i = i(y)

such that ¥;(y) = 1 (so in partiular Bs(y) C ¢;(U;)), and let U! := g; *(Bs(y)) and u :=
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g; *(y). Then the contribution to inner integral in the double integral from z € Bs(y) is

given by
/ {E fA,k,p(%Pih(x))f/\,k,p(gi(ﬂf%Pf) —E &k p(9i(2), PA)E &k p(y, Pr) AR (2)d
U

= / Fr(v,y)ki(u + )x_l/mv)dv,
)\1/7n( u+U’)

where we set

J(utA"/my —1/m
Fa(v,y) == Eéx i o(y, PN 4o (gi(u+ A ™0), PY)
—E &g p(y, POE E(gi(u + A7), Py).

By the Poisson analog of Lemmal[5.4] together with the moment condition (3.6]), provided
y € g;(U;) is a Lebesgue point of k;, for almost all v € R™ we have as A\ — oo that
F\(v,y) = F(gi(u)(v),y), where for x € T, )M we set

Fz,y) = E€(07H£(y))€( %n(y ) — (Eg(O,Hn(y)))z-

Also, by (B3) and the assumed a.e. continuity of s, almost every y € g¢;(U;) is a
Lebesgue point of &;. Moreover, by Lemmas [6.1], and [£.1], we have for some constant
C, independent of and (),%), that |Fy(v,y)| < Cexp(—CY™||v|)). Hence, using the
representation (2.2]) with our chosen partition of unity, by dominated convergence the
double integral in (G.I5]) converges as A — oo to
S [ ety [Pl @)k (6.16)
iez 7 9WUi) m
We can simplify this limit by the change of variable w = g(u)(v). Then dw = Dy(u)dv
and by (5.3) and then (2.2) the expression ([6.16]) equals
Z/ y/ F(w,y)dw —/ / F(w,y)dws(y)*dy, (6.17)
i€Z TyoM TyM
so that the double integral at (6.15]) tends to this.
On the other hand, by the Poisson analog of Lemma [5:4], the moment bound (B.6l),
and dominated convergence, the single integral at (6.I5]) tends to
lin [ Bl P hel)dy = [ EIEO, M) Ii)dy. (6.15)
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Combining the right hand sides of (6.17) and (6.IX), recalling the definition of V¢ at
B.8), we get from (G.I5) that )\_1Var[H§7k7p] tends to [,, V4(y, k(y))k(y)dy, which is
(BI7) as desired.

Now assume (B.6) holds for some p > 3. To prove the normal approximation result
(B19), we adapt the proof of Corollary 2.4 of [39] (Corollary 2.1 in the arXiv version),
putting f = 1. Recall that the partition of unity has been chosen in such a way that
Yi(y) € {0,1} for all y € M and all i € Z. For i € T let

Ki:={y €K :¢i(y) =1}

As in Sections 4.2 and 4.3 of [39], let p) := alog A for A > 0, where « is a suitably chosen
large constant (see right after (4.9) of [39]). For each ¢ € Zj, cover the bounded set
g; '(KC¢) by a (minimal) collection of cubes of side A=Y/ py, denoted Q;¢,1 <1 < Vy(N),
where V, = O(Apy™).

Fix X for now. For ¢ € 7 and 1 <1i < V;()), let N;, be the number of points of Py

in Ky N go(Qir), a Poisson variable with parameter v; , given by

Vig 1= )\/ k(y)dy = )\/ Re(z)dz.
KeNge(Qi,e) 9, 1 (Ko)NQi e

Note that the densities &, are uniformly bounded because D,,(-) is uniformly bounded
on g, *(K;) by compactness.

Let X, ; denote the jth point of Py N Ky N g,(Qie), when these points are listed in
a randomised order (cf. Section 4.2 of [39]). Then with obvious modifications, Lemmas
4.2 and 4.3 of [39] still hold in the present setting.

Now follow Section 4.3 of [39], but now defining the graph G, := (V),£)) as follows.
The set V), consists of pairs (i,£),1 < i < Vy(\), £ € Zy, and the adjacency &, is given by
{(2,0),(3,0)} € &, if and only if the distance between g,(Q;¢) VK and g, (Q;»)NK is at
most 2o\~ p,. With Si ¢ defined similarly to S; in [39], the variables (.S;, (i,€) € V)
have GG, as a dependency graph.

Next we show that the degrees of the graphs G, to be bounded by a constant,
uniformly in A. By Lemma [J] there exists a constant K such that for all (large
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enough) A,

lgc " (W) = 9. A _ e

sup  sup < (6.19)
lely y,zEB(se (ye) Hy - ZH
and also
sup sup diam(g:(Qi.)) < K. (6.20)

tely1<i<viyy A Ympy o T

If {(i,0),(j,0)} € &, then dist(Q;/, Qj¢) < 2aKA"Y™py, and for any i the number of
such 7 is bounded by a constant.

Now suppose £ # (', and fix i < Vy(X). Set B' := B;,,(y,). Suppose dist(B’, g¢(Qi, ) N
K) > (3ac+ K)A™Y™p,. Then for each j < Viu(\), since go(Qj0) N B’ # 0, using (6.20)
we have dist(g,(Qir), 9o (Qje) > 3aX™/™py, so there are no (j, ¢') adjacent to (i, £).

Suppose instead that dist(B’, g,(Qi¢) NK) < (3a+ K)A™Y/™p,. Choose w € B’ such
that dist(w, go(Qi0) NK) < (3 + K)A~Y™py. Suppose j is such that {(i,¢), (j, ')} € €
Then by the triangle inequality and (€.20),

dist(ge(Qjer), w) < dist(ge(Qjer), ge(Qie)) + diam(ge(Qie)) + (3 + K)A ™ py
< (5a + 2K)A"Vmpy

so by (6.19), dist(Q;e, g, (w)) < K(5a + 2K)A~Y/™p,. Hence the number of such j is
bounded by a constant.

Thus the graphs G have degrees bounded uniformly by a constant independent of
A, and we can follow the argument in [39] to complete the proof of (3.19).

Finally, if the condition that (3.6) holds for some p > 3 is weakened to (3.6) holding
for some p > 2, then we may similarly adapt the proof of Theorem 2.3 of [39] and show
that when o2(¢, k) > 0, the left hand side of ([B.I9) goes to zero, although at a slower
rate. That is, in this case (3.1I8) holds. a

Proof of Theorem [3.2 We now prove the variance asymptotics ([B.12]). Recall the
definition of V¢(y,a) at (8.8) and note that the definition (B.I0) gives

)= [ Vst~ ([ smtmman) . 21
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The idea here is to follow the de-Poissonization argument in Section 5 of [35] (with
f = 1). To ease notation we write &, for &, x , and also A&, (y, V) for & (y, Y*)—Ex(y, V).

First we seek an analog of Lemma 5.1 of [35]. Set

M:Aﬁwmwwwm; %:L“W@AMMW%m%WM

We can show by a similar argument to that used already in the proof of Theorem [B.1]
that the analog of equation (5.6) of [35] holds, namely if ¢ ~ X\ and m ~ A with ¢ < m
then

E&(Yerr, Ver)o Y, Y1) = 71

Taking the same partition of unity {1;} as in the proof of (B.IT) above, analogously to
(5.7) of [35] we have

CE (&5 (Year, Vi ) AYHE(YL, V)] = ¢ d ; d
(Y, Vo) V£, (Y2, D)) ;Af@yﬁmwwmm

></ k(2)d2E [Ex(y, Vi U{x, 2}) A*E\(2, Veo1)]. (6.22)
M

Using the binomial exponential stabilization and moment conditions, the contribution
to (6.22) from z ¢ ¢;(U;) can be shown to vanish as A — co. By (£.3), the remaining
contribution to (6.22) can be written, using the change of variable u = g¢;'(z) and
v=g;"(2), as

>3 /M K (y)dy ; Pi(gi(u)) R (u)du /U Fii(v)dv

1€T

XE &y, Yz U {gi(w), gi(0) }) A% EL (gi (1), Ver).

By the change of variables w = A\™ (v — u), this equals

g K (9:(w))R; U Ki —1/m
)‘Z/M (y)dy U, wz(gz( )) z(u)d /Al/m(Ui_u) Z(u—i—A w)dw

i€T

XE 60 (1, Y2 U {gi(w), gi(w + A7/ w)ASCTE (g (w), Vn)]. (6.23)

and by the analog of Lemma 3.7 of [35] (see also (5.19]) and (5.20)) of the present paper),

along with the moments conditions and the binomial exponential stabilization to provide
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a dominating function, as A — oo with £ ~ X\ and m ~ X and ¢ < m, the expression

(6:23), and hence the expression (6.22), tends to the expression

> / _wi(gi(U))%(U)zduEﬂOaHn(m) / dwB ATIE0, H 4 g, )

1€l

—712/ Vi(gi(u))Ri(u 2CIZU/T E AYE(0, Hy, () x(gsu)) (Dgi (1))~ v

i€l g;(w)yM
= 7172, (624)

which is analogous to (5.13) of [35]. Similarly, (E&y(Yey1, Ve)AYm+1&,(Yy, Vi) con-
verges to 7172, analogously to equation (5.16) in [35] Moreover, as in (5.17) of [35],
EAYe1 £(Yy, Vo) AYn+1£(Ys, Vi) is here equal to

A 23S / ()R ) 0y s )

i€Zo j€7o
X / foi(r + A‘l/du)kdu / Foi(w + A7) Adv
AV d(—z+U;) AV d(—w+U;)
E Agi(w—i-)\’l/du) ) g (w) Agj(w+>ﬁ1/dv) . gz(w A 1/d 1
x Exlgi(@), V5 7) Exlgi(w), V5“3 U{gi(z + A7"u)}) + o(1)

and by the analog of Lemma 3.7 of [35] (see also (5.19) of the present paper), along
with the moments conditions and the binomial exponential stabilization to provide a

dominating function, as A — oo with £ ~ X\ and m ~ X this tends to the expression

S5 [ oo o) e

i€Zy j€Lo

x/ E ASE(0, Hyg,(ay))|du X/ E A0, Hg, 1) (a0
R 2
= (Z viy)r(y)*dy / EAE(0,H, )= )
i€z 7 91U e

2
= (/ H(y)2dy/ EAZ£(07 H;7E(y))dz> = 722
M TyM

Then by arguments similar to those in the proof of Lemma 5.1 of [35] we have a similar
result here with the squared integral in equation (5.2) of [35] replaced here by the

expression
2 _ vk 2
(71 +72) (/M5 (y, £(y))dy)
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we obtain lim,,_,., n~'Var[H§] = (&, k).
Given this, by using Theorem [3.3] following verbatim the proof of Theorem 2.3 of
[35], using the case p = 2 of (6.H) (in place of Lemma 5.2 of [35]), we can obtain the

desired ([B.11]) and (B.12). O

Remark. The method of proof given in this section shows that our general results can
be extended to a broader class of &, potentially providing the limit theory for some of the
statistics mentioned in the last paragraph of Section 1. This goes as follows. Consider
the class F, of functionals £ which are continuous in the sense of Definition [5.1land which
stabilize over homogeneous Poisson point processes in the sense that (6.1) holds when
Y is a homogeneous Poisson point process and Ry (y,)) < oo a.s. Then the above proof
of Theorem [3.1] shows that the conclusion of Theorem B.Ilholds when Z(k, r) is replaced
by F.. Likewise, if F.(k) C F. consists of & € F, which are exponentially stabilizing
and binomially exponentially stabilizing for x, then Theorem and Theorem hold
when =(k,r) is replaced by F.(k).

7 Proofs of Theorems 2.1 -

7.1 Proof of Theorem 2.1

We require some additional lemmas. Observe that the functional (x(y,)), defined at
(28), is scale invariant, namely satisfies (x(y,Y) = (x(ay,a)) for all a > 0 (cf. Re-
mark(ii) in Section 3). Recall that for all a € (0,00), H, is a homogeneous Poisson

point process of intensity a in R™.

Lemma 7.1 Let k > 3. For all a > 0 we have E (;(0,H,) = m and Var[(;(0,H,)] =
m?/(k — 3).

Proof. If N; :== N,(0,H,), then conditional on Ny, the random variables (N;/Nj)™, 1 <
7 < k—1, are distributed as the order statistics of a sample of size k—1 from the uniform
distribution on [0, 1] and therefore —mlog(N;/Ny), 1 < j < k—1, are distributed as the

order statistics of a sample of size k — 1 from a standard exponential distribution. Thus
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the sum U := mZ?;ll log(Ni/N;) has a Gamma(k — 1,1) distribution and (0, H,) =
(k—2)mU~". Since E[U™!] = (k—2)! and since E [U?] = ((k—2)(k —3))~", we have
E (0, H,) = m and E (?(0,H,) = m?(k — 2)/(k — 3), which gives the result. O

For all k € Z+, X > 0,p > 0 we put Cyp,(y, V) := (A ™y, V" V) I{N(y, V) < p}:
by scale invariance (x (v, Y) = Quk,p(y, V). The next lemma shows that (5 , satisfies
the moment bounds in the hypotheses of Theorems B.IH3.2l Recall that for i € Z*, S;

denotes all subsets of IC(k) of cardinality at most i.

Lemma 7.2 Let M € M and v € P.(M). With py as in Lemma [{.3, we have for
p€(0,m),p>1,keZ" andi € Z* that

sup  E[G,(y, Vo UAP] <o if k>p+1+i; (7.1)
ye,neN, AES;

sup  E[G,(y, PAUAY] < oo if k>p+1+i. (7.2)
yell,A>1,AeS;

Proof. We first show (Z1). Fix p > 1. Let ¢y € (27, 00) be such that exp(t~/?) <
1+ 2t7Y7 for all t € (tg,00). Let x € K,;n € NJA € S;. For j € {1,....k — 1}, let
N; := Nj(y; Yu UA). Then (o,(y, Yo UA) = (k — 2)(352] log(Nik/N;)) ' 1{ Ny, < p},

and

(k—=2)PE& ,(y, Vn UAP =E

§t0+/ P
to

Conditioning on N we obtain

(3 log 2) (N, < p}]

k-1
Ny,
log —)"P1{N t| dt.
> log ) {k<p}>]

j=1 J

0 P
(/{5 — 2)_pE §k7p(y, yn U A)p S t() + / / P dPNk(U)dt
to 0

k-1

Ny
> log— < t7PIN; =
j=1 N A

J

0 ) N,
<ty +/ / P {log B t7VP|N, = u} dPy, (u)dt, (7.3)
to 0 Nl
and by choice of t, for all ¢ € (¢y,00) we have
P [log(Ny/Ny) < t7VP|N, = u] < P [(Ny/Ny) < 1+ 2t7Y7| Ny = o]
=P [Ny > Ni/(1+2t7/P)| Ny, = u]

< P[Ny > Ni(1 = 2t7V7)| N}, = u]. (7.4)
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Given Ny = u, there are k — 1 — card(AN B,,) points of Y, in the interior of B,(y), and
to have Ny > u(1 — 2¢t71/P) it is nessecary for these points to all lie in A, (y), where we

set Ay u(y) = Bu(y) \ Bya—a-1»)(y). For u € (0, p] and p < p1, Lemma [L.3] gives
/ dy < Cl(um — (u(l _ 2t—1/P))m) < QmCImt—l/pum’
At (y)nM
and [ B Y = Cy 'u™. Thus by the boundedness assumptions on &, for all u € (0, p],

fAt,u(y)mM Kk(2)dz

fBu(y)ﬂM k(2)dz

k—1—1
P[N; > Ni(1 — 2t7VP)|N, = ] < ( ) < C(tVPyk1mt (7.5)

Combining this with (7.3]) and (4]) yields

(k - 2)_pE Ckvﬁ(y7 yn U A)p S tO —+ / C(t—l/p)k—l—idt’

to
which is finite and independent of n if & > p + 1 + 4. This gives us ([.T]), and the proof
of (.2)) is just the same. O

Proof of Theorem[21]. First we prove (2.11]). Given p > 0, we have

Now Ny (Y, V,) > p if and only if there are at most & — 1 points of ),,_; in B,(Y,,). By
Lemma there exists p > 0 such that P[Y; € B,(y)] > p for all y € K. Hence by a
Chernoff-type large deviations estimate for the binomial distribution (see e.g. Lemma
1.1 of [34]), provided (n — 1)p > 2(k — 1) we have for some constant C' independent of
n that

nP[N(Yn, Vn) > p] < nexp(—C™(n — 1)p)

which is summable in n, so that assertion in (2.11]) follows by (7.6)) and the Borel-Cantelli
lemma.

We now prove the remaining assertions of Theorem 2.1] with p; as in Lemma [4.3] It
suffices to show that (j ,, k € N, as defined at (2.9), satisfy the conditions of Theorems
Since (i is a continuous function of the k nearest neighbor distances, it belongs
to the class Z(k,r). Lemma establishes that (; , satisfies the moment condition
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B4) when k& > p+ 1. It follows by Theorem Bl with ¢ = 2 there, and Lemma [l that
limy, 00 12k p(Vn) = m in L2, Combined with (2.I0]), this implies the stated convergence
in probability (2.12]) for my(),).

If also k& > 10, then by taking ¢ = 3 in ([Z.Il), &, satisfies ([B.5) for p = 5.5. Hence by
Theorem B we have lim,, . 1, ,(V,) = m almost surely. Combined with (2ZIT)) this
gives (212]) with a.s. convergence.

To obtain the limits (2.13)) and (2.14)), observe that for £ > 7, the moment bound
(1) (with ¢ = 3) is satisfied for p = 2.5, so taking £ = (x we have conditions (3.5])
and (B.6]) with p = 2.5. Therefore we can apply Theorem for this £, and since it is
scale invariant, by (3.I4) and Lemma [7] the limiting variance o%((, k) appearing in
Theorem equals the right hand side of (2.13]), so (2.I3)) and (2.14) follow. Finally,
Lemma [7.3] completes the proof of Theorem 2.1l a

Lemma 7.3 With o} given by (2Z13), it is the case that o} > 0.

Proof. Since they are given by (2.5) and (Z.0), the expressions V% and §% in (ZI13)
depend only on m and not on d or k. Hence by using the part of Theorem [2.1] that we
have already proved, in the special case where d = m and k is a uniform distribution on
the unit cube in R™, we have o7 = lim,,_,o, nVar|riy ,(X,)], where X,, is a point process
consisting of n independent uniformly random vectors in a unit cube in R™. Strictly
speaking, the unit cube is not a submanifold-with-boundary in R™, but the geometric
estimates we have used hold for the unit cube, so the proof of Theorem carries

through to this case. By the definition (2.7)) and scale invariance of (, we have
o = lim n~'Var Z Ce(n/mX nt/m X))
e Xex,
and so it is enough to show that
lim inf ™ Var Z Cr(nY™m X, nt™mA,) > 0.
e XeX,

This can be done, either by the method of Penrose and Yukich (Section 5 of [37]), or
by the method of Avram and Bertsimas (Proposition 5 of [2], which can be adapted to
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binomial input). The particular functional under consideration here is not considered in
those references, but the general approaches are well known so we omit further details.

O

7.2 Proof of Theorems -

Recall that Y; are i.i.d. with density x and that N;(y,)) is the Euclidean distance
between y and its nearest neighbor in ), or +oo if Y\ y is empty. To help deal with

the possibility that a Poisson process P, has no elements, define

. Ni(y, ), 0
Ny, Y) = 1(1,Y), Y\y#
0, Y\y=10

The proofs of Theorems - 24 depend in part on the following lemmas.

Lemma 7.4 Suppose k € P.(M). There is a constant C' such that for alln >3, A > 1,
n>4andl €n/2,3n/2],y e K, Ae S5 andt € (0,00) we have

PNy (n*™y, /™Y, U A)) > t] < exp(=C~1™); (7.7)
PIN{(AY™y, AYMPy) > 1] < exp(—C~H™). (7.8)

Proof. These bounds can be deduced from the proof of Lemma [6.I], but we prefer to

argue directly, as follows. Letting a(t,y,n) be the nk measure of B " (y), we have
PINy(n"™y, 0™V, U A)) > 1] = (1 = alt,y,n))" < exp(—lalt,y,n)/n).  (7.9)

By Lemma [4.3] there is a constant C' such that uniformly in n > 3, y € K, and
€ (0,A), we have a(t,y,n) > C~1™ which gives (T.7) for t < A, and clearly (7.7
holds for ¢ > A. The second bound (Z.8) is proved similarly. O

Lemma 7.5 If x is bounded and 6 € (0,m), then sup, E[Ny(n'/™Y;,n'/™Y,)°] < cc.
Proof. Set F, ,(t) := P[Ny(n*/™y, n'/™Y, 1) <t]. Then

E [Ny (nY™Y1,nY™Y,)~ // t=0dF, ,(t)k(y)dy.



As in ([Z9]), we have for n large and all y € K, ¢t € (0, 1) that
PN (0™, 0"V, 1) > 1] = (1 = a(t,y,n))" " > exp(=2(n — Da(t, y,n))
where a(t,y,n) < Ct™/n by Lemma 3] Thus for ¢ € (0,1) we obtain that
F,,(t)=1— P[Ny(n'/™y,n"/™Y, 1) > t] <1 —exp(—3Ct™) < 3Ct™. (7.10)

Hence by Fubini’s theorem we have for all y € K that

o0 00 1 o
/ t0dF, ,(t) = 5/ O E,, (t)dt < 60/ M=t + 6/ =014,
0 o )

0

which is finite if 6 € (0, m). Integrating over y € KC gives the result. a

Proof of Theorem Letg=1org=2. Ifa>0and k € P.(M), then Lemma
[74] shows that sup, E [Ny (n'/™Y;, n'/™Y,)*P] < oo for all p > 0. If a € (—m/q,0) and
 is bounded, and if then p > ¢ is chosen so that —m < ap < 0 then Lemma gives
E [Ny (nt/™Y;, nt/™Y, )] < oo.

Thus, in all these cases the moment condition (3.4) holds for £ = N{* and some
p > q. Since N{* belongs to the class Z(k,r), the limit (2.I7)) (with L? convergence) thus
follows from Theorem BT, the fact that N is homogeneous of order a (see (B:13])), and
the identity E [N{(0,H)] = mwy, f;° u™ " exp(—wy,u™)du which yields

E[N7(0,H)] = m=/* (P(1+ %))a/m i+, (7.11)

see also (15) of Wade [47]. Moreover, in the first case (o > 0 and k € P.(M)), Lemma
[C.4] shows that the moment condition (3.35]) holds for p > 6 and so by Theorem Bl we
obtain the a.s. convergence at (2.I7). This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.2 a

Proof of Theorem [2.3] First assume o > 0. To prove variance asymptotics and
[19) it suffices to show that the functional N satisfies the conditions of Theorem
B2 Since we assume k € P.(M), Lemma [T4 is applicable, showing that the moment
conditions (335) and ([B6) hold when ¢ = N® The conditions of Theorem are all

satisfied, so that result gives variance asymptotics (B.11)) and the central limit theorem

48



BI2) for &€ = N Also, this choice of ¢ is homogeneous of order a, so that ([3Id) is
applicable with $ = «, and applying this identity to (311 and (B.12) gives the results
(2ZI8) and (2.I9) for o > 0, subject to showing that o2 > 0 in (Z.IJ).

Now assume a € (—m/2,0). We cannot directly apply Theorem because the
moment bound (B.6)) fails since if A = {z}, the distance between y and z can be made
arbitrarily small and thus fo/\(y, PrU{z}) can be made arbitrarily large. Instead we
use a truncation argument and follow the approach of [3]. Put ¢(z) = z* for z > 0 with
®(0) = 0. Given € > 0 define the functions
) (1) = o(x) ifx>e

0 otherwise
and ¢(o)(v) = ¢(z) — ¢V (x). Let N{*(y, ) = ¢ (Ni(y, ).

Let € > 0. Then the moment bounds (B6) and (&3] (with p = oo) hold for £ = N

for p = 3 (say), because ¢®)(y,)) < & for all y,). Thus we may apply Theorem

to deduce that as n — oo, n_l\/ar[Hr]LV?’s(yn)] converges to o%(N{°, k) and

n2HNT () — EHNT (D) 2 N(0, 02(NPF, ). (7.12)

To complete the proof, we adapt arguments in [4], given in detail in [3], as follows. To
make the link with [3], for 1 < ¢ < m we set N, ,,, :== N1(Y;, Vi), giving the identification
N7 (Vi Vu) = 6(nNT3).

The equivalent of Lemma 5.1 of [3] is given by Lemma below. Let us assume
this for now. Lemma 5.2 of [3] remains valid here modulo some small notational mod-
ifications; the H featuring in that result should be considered now as a homogeneous
Poisson process in R™. Likewise, Lemma 5.3 of [3] carries over with straightforward

modifications. By the proof of Lemma 5.5 of [3], we can show that

lim o?(N°, k) = 02(NS, K). (7.13)

e—0
With (7.13)) established, the variance asymptotics (2.18)) and central limit theorem (2.19])
follow follows along the lines of the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [3].
Now assume either & > 0 or @ € (—m/2,0). To show positivity of the limiting

variance in (2.I8) we would like to follow the approach used to show positivity of o2
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in Lemma [7.3. In this case we do not have scale invariance. However, since x is a
probability density function, for any £ € =(k,r) we have from (BI0) and Jensen’s
inequality that

(6 R) > /M (VE((y)) — 6 (5(y)) 2} (y)dy, (7.14)

so it suffices to show that when we take £ = N}, the integrand in the braces in the right

side of ([Z.14)) is strictly positive. By what we have already proved,

VAT (a) — (5N1a (a))2 = lim n_l\/arRo‘(nl/an)

n—o0

where now A, is a point process consisting of n independent uniformly distributed

1

random vectors in a cube of volume ¢ in R™. This limit can be shown to be strictly

positive by using the methods of [2] or [37].

Finally we prove (2.20). By (2.6) and (Z.I1)) we have
N} o —a/2 @ L/m g
oM =72 (P(1+ : )) T+ W)t | T (7.15)
where for z € R™ we here set f(z) := E N¥(0,H*) — E N¥(0,H), so that
fz) = / Ul = llyll®) exp(—wnlly ™) dy
R™A\B) 2 (0)
and hence by Fubini’s theorem

dr = d — W m a Y
[ twyie = [ dyess(-nlol™) | IRCTRE

2 o
—aw;,m
- <7m )/ ro T2 exp(—wp,r™)dr
0

a+m

QWm

—a/m
- _ < ) L2 +a/m)=—(a/m)w,*"T(1 + a/m).

a-+m

Substituting back into (7.I5) gives us (2.20), concluding the proof of Theorem 23 0O

We state the equivalent of Lemma 5.1 of [3]. Recall N;,,, := N1(Y;, V).

Lemma 7.6 Let ¢(-) be as in the proof of Theorem [23. Given 6 > 0 there ewists
g0 > 0 andng > 0 such that for e € (0,0) andn > ng we have Var )" | é(nNj) < 9.
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Proof. We may proceed as in [3] with only minor modifications as far as (5.4) of [3],
but more effort is required to adapt the proof of (5.19) of [3]. To do this, set Y =Y, 14
(corresponding to X in [3]), and for 1 < j < J define the open cones W; with vertex Y,
just as in [3] (these cones cover R, not just the tangent hyperplane at Y).

Let I, == 1{Y, N W;(Y) # 0}. If I;,, = 1 then set Z;,, to be the nearest neighbor
of Y in Y, N W;(Y); otherwise set Z;,, :== Y. Set and R;,, :=|Z;,, — Y||. Noting that

|#(e)(+)| is nonincreasing on (0, ¢), we have as in (5.5) of [3] that

n

> () (nNF% L)) — ) (nN]L)) <2Z il b (nBT)]- (7.16)

i=1
Using the last inequality in (£I4)) of the current paper, we have, similarly to (5.6) of
[3], that there is a constant K such that P[R},, > r] > (1 — K¢r)", and therefore there

is a constant K7 such that for 0 < ¢ <1 and large enough n we have
PnRY}, > t] > (1 — Kgt/n)" > exp(—Kqt).

We may follow the argument given after (5.7) of [3] to obtain the analogue to (5.9) of
[3] (with N7, instead of the DY, , of [3]). We can then continue as in the proof of the

case K = R? of Lemma 5.1 of [3], to conclude the proof. O

Before proving Theorem 2.4l we need some preliminary results. Recall that ¥ (y,)) :=
log(€"w,, N7™(y, ). f Y\ {y} =0, let us set ¢(y,Y) := 0. For all a € (0,00) we claim
that

E(0,H,) =~ + a/ (logu)e™du = — log a. (7.17)
0

The first equality of (Z17) follows since the probability that the volume of the near-

—au

est neighbor ball around 0 exceeds u is e™®*, and the second equality follows since

J log(w)e ™ dw = —v (see e.g. [22], page 107). Also, since [;*(logw)*e "dw =
7?2 + 7% /6 we have

E@D(O,’HQ)2:/ (v + log u)?ae™ " du
0

=%+ 2(—y —loga)y + a/ (logu)*e"“du
0

= 7%/6 + (loga)®. (7.18)
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Let V¥ and V¥(a) be given by setting £ = v in (2.5) and (B.8)), respectively.
Lemma 7.7 It is the case that o*(¢, k) = V¥ —m™2 + Var[log(x(Y1))].
Proof. Using (3.8)), (7I7), and (ZI8), and setting v = a'/™u, we have that

V¥(a) ~ logal® ~ w*/6 = [ {Bul0. g " )ula "o M) ~ (B V(0 M)} do

m

and since H, = a~'/™# in distribution, the last displayed expression is

= {E (0, a V™1 ep(a™ Y™, a"Y™HO) — (R 1)(0, a_l/mH))2} dv.

Rm

By definition we always have ¥(ty,tY) = ¥ (y,Y) + mlogt, so the preceding display is

— [ {BI00.4) ~ oga) (w0, H9) ~ loga)] — (B (0, ) ~ loga)?} do
= V¥ —7%/6 —2(loga)d?,

S0
V¥(a) = (loga)? + V¥ — 26 log a. (7.19)
Using (3.9), and (7I7), and setting v = a'/™u, we have that

5(a) + loga = / E[(0, 12 /™) — (0, Hy)ldv

m

= / E [4(0,a” Y™ H") — (0, a ™ H)]dv = §¥.

Setting I, (k) = [, (logx(y)) x(y)dy for j = 1,2, we may use B.I0) and (ZI9) to
deduce that

0'2(’¢1, /ﬁ) = Vw + [172(1‘{,) — 251/11171(1,{) — (5¢ — [171(1‘{,))2
= VY — (0Y)2 + Lio(k) — I2,(K). (7.20)

Moreover, by (2.6) and (ZI7) we have §¥ = [, f(x)dz, where here we set

f(z) == —mkE [log(N1(0,H)/N1(0, H"))]

o

= —/ P[N,(0,H) > ||z|le']dt = —/ exp(—wp, ||z]|™e™)dt
0 0
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so that setting v = wy, ||z||™ we have

—5’”:/ / exp(—vetm)dtdv:/ e mdt =m™t.
o Jo 0

Substituting this into (7.20]) gives the result claimed. O

Lemma 7.8 Suppose either (i) that k € Py(M), or (i) that m = d and M = R?¢ and
r.(k) > 0. Then there exists § > 0 such that sup, E[N;(n'/™Y;,n'/™Y,)] < oo.

Proof. First consider case (ii). Choose d small enough so that r.(x) > dd/(d — ¢).
Then by the proof of Theorem 13.3 of [40] (Theorem 2.3 in the arXiv version) (with 0
corresponding to ap in that proof), E [Ny (n'/™Y;,n'/™Y),)% is bounded as asserted.

Now assume case (i) instead. We adapt the proof of Theorem 13.3 of [40] to man-
ifolds.  Let ((y;,0:, Ui, gi),i € Zy) be as in Section 2], and take a finite Zy C T
such that K C UieIo Bs,(y;). Assume Z, = {1,...,io} for some i, and write A; for
Bs, (yi) \ U, ; Bs; (y;). For any finite J write L°(Y) for > ey Ny, V) with L°(Y) =0
if card()) < 1. Similarly to (3.4) of [40], we have

E [Ny (/™Y n/7Y,)") = ¥/ B2 (D)), (7.21)

and using the boundedness of K we have, similarly to (3.6) of [40],

LY(YV,) < Z LYV, NA) + C. (7.22)

i=1
Similarly to (3.7) of [40], by combining (.2I]) and (7.22]) we have

20
E [Nl(nl/m)/l,nl/myn)(s] _ n5/m—1E Z L5(yn N Az) +C

1=1

and by Jensen’s inequality this remains bounded, provided we can establish the deter-

ministic bound, for all finite ) C A;,
L°(Y) < C(card(Y))=%/m. (7.23)

By Lemma [A.T], there is a constant C' such that for all finite ) C A; and = € ),
taking y to be a nearest neighbor of  in ), and also taking g; '(z) to be a nearest

neighbor of g; ! () in g;*()), we have that
Ni(z,Y) = lly — 2]l < ||z =2l < Cllg7 ' (2) — g7 ' (2) | = CNi(g; (), g7 (V).
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Hence, L°(Y) < CL%(g; *Y), and using Lemma 3.3 of [48], we have (7.23) as asserted. O

Proof of Theorem [2.4. To prove the L? convergence at (2.21I]) we shall apply
Theorem Bl Note that v belongs to Z(k,r) and thus it suffices to verify under either
of the hypotheses of Theorem [Z4] that { = ¢ satisfies the moment condition (34]) for
p=3. Set Ny := Ny (n'/™Y;,n'/™Y,). It will suffice to show that sup,, E | log N*|P < oo.
Given § € (0,1), we can choose a constant C' such that |logt|P < Ct~? for t € [0, 1] and
|logt|P < Ct° for t € [1,00). Then

E|log NJ"[P < CE[N;° + N (7.24)

By Lemmas [Z.5 and [Z.8] the right hand side of (7.24)) is bounded provided ¢ is chosen
small enough. Hence we can apply Theorem B.1] yielding

n—oo

lim n~tS(n'/™Y,) = /MIE[@Z)(O,HH(y))]/@(y)dy = —/Mlog(/ﬁ(y))/ﬁ(y)dy in L?

by (ZI7). Thus (221)) holds.

Now we suppose k € P.(M), and prove the variance asymptotics (2.22) and central
limit theorem (2:23]). We cannot directly apply Theorem B.2lbecause the moment bound
(B0)) fails since if A = {z}, the distance between y and z can be made arbitrarily small.
As in the proof of the case a < 0 of Theorem 2.3 we use a truncation argument, defining
for all € > 0 the function
log® () = log(x) ifz>e¢

0 otherwise.
Let ¢ be defined as v, with log replaced by log'®).

As in the proof of Theorem we may show that the moment bounds (B.6) and
(B3) hold (with p = oo) for ¢° for some p > 2. The case A = () of ([B.6) follows from
the bound

sup B (A4, V4P P < oo, (7.25)
A>1, yek
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which is proved similarly to (B.4]) which we have already established. For the case
A = {z}, observe that

PENy NPy U {))) = 9t (A My, AYPOI{NG (y, Py <y — 2|}
+1log®@ (wnlly — 2™ N (y, Py) > |ly — z[|}.  (7.26)

The first term in the right hand side of (Z.20) has bounded pth moment, which may
be proved similarly to the proof of ([B.4]). Since the function |log(-)| is decreasing on
(0,1) and increasing on (1,00), provided ¢ < 1 the absolute value of the last term
in ((Z.26]) is bounded by |log(e)| if e?w,A|ly — z||™ < 1, and otherwise is bounded by
|5 (AY ™y, AY/™Py )|, which has bounded pth moment, as noted already. This gives us
[B.49), and the argument for (B.5]) is similar.

By Theorem 3.2, as n — oo, we deduce that n=tVar[HY"()),)] converges to o2(¢°, k)
and

n VA (H (V) — EHY (V) — N(0,0%(¢F, k). (7.27)

To complete the proof, we adapt arguments in [4], given in detail in [3], as follows.
To make the link with [3], put ¢(z) = log(e"w,,x) in Section 5 of [3], and also for
1 <i <m, set Ny := Ni(Yi, V), giving the identification ¢, (Yi, V) = ¢(nN;,). Set
log.)(z) = log(z) — log® (x) and ¢.(x) := log.)(€7x). It is easily seen with this choice
of ¢ that Lemma holds (follow that proof verbatim, choosing ¢ small enough so that
|¢<(+)| is nonincreasing on (0,¢)). It now suffices to follow the proof of Theorem 2.3 for
the case a € (—m/2,0).

It remains only to show o?(1),x) > 0. We again follow the approach used in the
proof of positivity in Theorem 2.3l By (2.22)), it is enough to show that the expression
VY — (5¢)2 , is strictly positive. This can be shown to be nonnegative as in the proof of

positivity in Theorem 2.3 and we leave the details to the reader. O

Proof of Theorem 2.5 Let 5 € (0,00). Let ¢r(y,)) := gol(f)(y,y) be (k+1)7!
times the number of k-simplices containing y in R?(Y), i.e. (k+1)~! times the number

of unordered (k + 1)-tuples of points in ), all pairwise within £ of each other, and
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including y. Then

) => ey, ). (7.28)

yey
We want to show that ¢, satisfies the conditions of Theorems 3.1l and B2l Note that
or € Z(0,7) ifr > 8. Forany y € K, A € Sz and k, £ € N, op(n'/™y,n'/™(Y, U A)) is
bounded by (3 + Cg(n))*, where we set Cs(n) := Zi:l 1{||Y; — Y1|| < An~'/™}, which is
a binomially distibuted with parameters ¢ and the x measure of Bg,-1/m(y). Assuming
# is bounded, there is a constant C' such that the latter parameter is at most C¢~!,
uniformly in y. Hence Cg(n) is stochastically bounded by a binomial random variable

with parameters ¢ and C¢~! and thus for any p > 1, ¢} satisfies the moment condition

(33), and hence also ([B.4). Therefore by using Theorem B and (7.28)), we have

n—o0 n—o0

lim n=1CP(n'/™Y,) = lim n LH?*(),) :/ Ego (0, Hew))(y)dy, (7.29)
M

with both L? and a.s. convergence.
Define hl(f) : (R™)*1 — R by h,(f)(:vl, ey D) = HlSKjSkJrl {||z; — =] < B},
i.e. the indicator of the event that xy, ..., ., are all within distanace 3 of each other.

By the Palm theory of Poisson processes (e.g. Theorem 1.6 of [34]) we have

Ego (O’H’ = k:+1 / / Oxl,...,xk)dxl...dxk

)\ m A m\k
k‘f—l /m /m O xl,...,xk)dxl...dxk = %Jk,k-i-l,

where the last equality comes from (224]). Combined with (7.29)), this gives us (2.20]).

A slight modification of the above argument shows that ¢, satisfies the Poisson
moment condition (3.6]) for any p > 1. By Theorem B.2], the variance asymptotics (2.27)
and central limit theorem (228)) follow, with o2(8, k) := o (go,(f ), k) given by B.I0). We
need to show that this is consistent with (2.25]).

The expression §%+(a), given by (B.9]), simplifies further as

59 (a) = (aB™) Jypsr + a / E[A%p,,(0, H,)]du. (7.30)

m

Using the Palm theory of the Poisson process again, we have for all u € R™ that

a1
E[A%p,(0,H,)] = G 1) =1) / / 0 U, X1, ., T )dry . AT




Together with (Z.30), this gives

6g0k (a) = (aﬁm)k‘]k,k—i-l + k‘ + 1 / /h(ﬁ 0 y L1y nn ’;Uk)dxl “e dxk
= (k+1)(aB™) Tk ps1. (7.31)

For the first term in (3I0) we simplify the expression V*?*(a) as follows. Consider the
special case where m = d and M is a smoothly bounded region of volume a~!, and let
P{ be a homogeneous Poisson point process in this region with expected total number
of points equal to A\. By applying (817 in this case, recalling notation C,gﬁ ) from Section
2.4 we get that

Vr(a) = lim A7Var 0 oA ™y, AVTPY) = lim A VarlCl (A7)

A—00
yeP,

= lim A~ Varlc" V) (o /mpy)).

A—00

Hence by Proposition 3.7 of [34], setting &' = k + 1 we have

vgpk ZJ aﬁm 2k’ —j— 1

Using this identity in the first term of (BI0]), and using (Z.31]) for the second term of
(310), enables us to establish the identiy (2.25]).

It remains to show that az(wéﬁ ), k) > 0. This can be done as in the proof of Lemma
23 ie. using (CI4) to reduce the problem to showing positivity in the case where
d = m and k is a uniform distribution on a cube, and using the methods of [2] or [37]

to demonstrate positivity in this case. This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.5 a
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