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Abstract

We prove that the Palm measure of the Ginibre process is obtained by
removing a Gaussian distributed point from the process and adding the
origin. We obtain also precise formulas describing the law of the typical
cell of Ginibre-Voronoi tessellation. We show that near the germs of the
cells a more important part of the area is captured in the Ginibre-Voronoi
tessellation than in the Poisson-Voronoi tessellation. Moment areas of
corresponding subdomains of the cells are explicitly evaluated.

Introduction and statement of the main results

The Poisson-Voronoi tessellation is a very popular model of stochastic geome-
try. This is mainly due to its large range of applicability: crystallography [9],
astrophysics [32], telecommunications [I], to mention only a few. This is also
due to the simplicity of the simulation procedures [13], [14], [31], and to the
fact that several theoretical results related to its geometrical characteristics are
available [6], [11], [12], [21], [22]. An extensive list of the areas in which these
tessellations have been used can be found in [23], [29]. Nevertheless, the other
side of the picture is that the comparative triviality of this model makes it
inappropriate to describe precisely some natural phenomena. Hence, it seems
both interesting and useful to explore other random point processes and their
Voronoi tessellations. For instance, Le Caer and Ho [4] describe, by means of
Monte Carlo simulations, statistical properties of the Voronoi tessellation associ-
ated to the Ginibre process of eigenvalues of random complex Gaussian matrices
[10], see also [26]. The idea behind their study is that the repulsive character of
the distribution of random points makes the cells more regular. Consequently,
the associated tessellation fit better than Poisson-Voronoi one, for example, the
structure of the cells of biological tissues. We recall that the Ginibre process
[20], [28], is a determinantal process ¢ C R?, both isotropic and ergodic with
respect to the translations of the plane R? = C , with integral kernel

K(21,7) = (/) €77 exp(—(1/2) (|21 + [22),  (e1,22) €% (1)

It is also pertinent to consider the full class of determinantal processes ¢*“
related to the kernels K, (21, 22) = (1/7) (/0172 exp(—(1/20) (|21 >+ |22[?)),
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(21,22) € C?, with 0 < a < 1. The process ¢** can be obtained by deleting
independently and with probability 1 — « each point of the Ginibre process
¢ and then applying the homothety of ratio \/a to the remaining points in
order to restore the intensity of the process ¢. Besides, it is easy to verify that
¢** converges in law, when a — 0, to the Poisson process. In other words,
the processes ¢** constitute an intermediate class between Poisson process and
Ginibre process. In order to challenge the classical Poisson-Voronoi model, it
is necessary to have some theoretical knowledge about geometric characteristics
of Ginibre-Voronoi tessellations. The main toool for this is the notion of typical
cell in the Palm sense [22]. To explain this notion, we introduce, for a general
stationary process 1, the notation

Yo = (¢ ]0€ )\ {0}
The typical cell of 1 is
C={ze€C;Vuey,|z| <|z—ul}.

When v is ergodic, the laws of the geometric characteristics of the typical cell
coincide, see [5], [7], [8], with the empirical distributions of the corresponding
characteristics associated to the Voronoi tessellation {C(u,%); u € ¥}, whose
cells are

Clu, ) ={z€C;Yv e, |z—u| <|z—v|}, u € .
If +) is a Poisson stationary process, then Slivnyak formula [22] states that, for
every finite set S C C,
law
W [SCP\S = .
Hence, in this case, the Palm measure of ¢ is the law of the process ¢ U {0}
obtained by adding the origin to ¥. For every determinantal process v, a result
obtained by T. Shirai and Y. Takahashi [27] states that ¢y is determinantal as

well. It follows that in the Ginibre case the process ¢ is determinantal with
kernel

Ko(z1,22) = (1/m) (€% — 1) exp(—=(1/2) (|1 * + [22*)),  (21,22) € C%, (2)
and that l
¢ = C(Oa ¢0)
Note that the process ¢g is nonstationary.

Our first main result is that ¢y can be obtained from ¢, simply by deleting one
point. A more precise statement follows.

Theorem 1 There exists a Gaussian centered random variable Z, such that
E|Z|>=1 and

law
¢ = ¢oU{Z}, doN{Z} = 0.
Theorem [ tells us that there exist a version of the Ginibre process ¢ such that

the Palm measure of ¢ is the law of the process obtained by removing from ¢
a Gaussian distributed point and then adding the origin. As an intermediate



step on our way to further results, consider a locally compact Hausdorff space E
with countable basis and reference Radon measure A, and a general stationary
determinantal process ¢» C E with kernel K defined on E?. We introduce the
following conditions.

Condition I The measure A has full support, that is, for every open set U C E,
A(U) is positive.

Condition A The kernel K is a continuous function on E2.

Condition B For every bounded Borel set A C E, all the eigenvalues of the
operator K4 acting on L?(A,\) lie in the interval [0, 1].

Our intermediate result is the following.

Theorem 2 Assume that E and 1 satisfy conditions I, A and B. Then the
process g s stochastically dominated by the process 1.

More generally we prove that

Theorem 3 Assume that E satisfy conditions I and consider two kernels K
and L satisfying conditions A and B above. Denote by v the determinantal
process asociated to the kernels K and by ¢ the process associated to the kernel
L. Suppose that K > L in the Loewner order. Then the process v dominates
stochastically the process .

Recall that K > L in the Loewner order if K — L is a positive semidefinite
operator. For the kernels K and K defined by formulas (Il) and (2) we have
obviously K > K thus Theorem [Blimplies Theorem[2l The proof of Theorem [3]
rests on an explicit description of the marginal laws of the process v, obtained
in section 1, which allows us to use a similar result proved by R. Lyons [19]
(for commuting operators) and for J.Borcea, P.Branden and T.M.Liggett [3]
(without this restrictions) in the discrete determinantal process setting (see also
errata to [I9] on Russel Lyon’s website). Thanks to the characterization of the
Palm measure, we obtain, following [6], precise formulas (see section 4) which
describe the law of the typical cell of the Ginibre-Voronoi tessellation. The
integrals involved are rather awkward; this should not be a surprise, since this
is already the case for the Poisson-Voronoi typical cell [6]. In the last part of
this work we compare the moments of the areas of Poisson-Voronoi and Ginibre-
Voronoi cells. We show that near the germs of the cells a more important part of
the area is captured in the Ginibre case; farther from the germs of the cells, the
situation is reversed. That is, roughly speaking, Ginibre cells are more stocky
than Poisson cells. To be more precise, we introduce some notations. Let
C, denote the typical cell of the Voronoi tessellation associated to a stationary
Poisson process in C with the same intensity as the process ¢. For every positive
r and every z € C, let B(z,r) C C denote the disc centered at z with radius r,
and B(r) = B(0,r). For every finite set S C C,

D(s) = |J Bz |2)).

zE€S



Let V(S) denote the area of D(S). For every Borel set A C C and every positive

integer k, introduce
k
VF(A) = U dz] ,
A

where, for z = x + iy in C with (z,y) € R?, one sets dz = dxdy. Finally, for
z=(z1,...,2;) € C¥ one sets dz = dz; ...dz.

Theorem 4 Let k denote a positive integer.
(a) When r — 0,

EVF(C N B(r) = EVF(C, N B(r)) (1 4+ Wy + o(r?)), (3)
with )
Wi, gy /B(l)k Vi(z)dz
(b) For every positive R,
EV*(C\ B(R)) < EV¥(C, \ B(R)) - e®/277(), (4)
with ) I
J(R) = 7.2 /B(R)2 e P12 dz1d 2.

Hence, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that, for every positive R,
EVF(C\ B(R)) < EV*(C, \ B(R)) - e3/2<F”,

We are also interested in the location of the point Z in theorem [, with respect
to the process ¢p. To describe this, let A'(¢) denote the set of points z € ¢ such
that the bisecting line of the segment [0, z] intersects the boundary of the cell
C(0, ¢), where we recall that

C(0,6) = {z € C; Vu € 6, |2 < |2 — ul}.

For every set S C C, let

H(S) = (7Rp(5)(0,0) = 1) T] (1 — an(9)) (5)

n>0

where Rp(g) is the resolvent kernel and o, (S) for n > 0, are the eigenvalues of
the integral operator K acting on the space L?(D(S),dz).

Theorem 5 For every positive integer k,

H(z)dz
P{ZeN@)} > |—]| - (6)

H(z)d=z
Cck



Taking k = 1, theorem [ yields

Foo I'(n+1,t)
1—/0 HTdt

n>0

P{Z eN(¢)} = (D
oo tre—t I'(n+1,t)
/0 Z I'(n+1,t) H n! dt

n>1 n>0

where I'(n, t) denotes the incomplete gamma function, defined as
+oo
I'(n,t) :/ e “u" du.
t
This implies the simpler bound

P{ZEN@) > 1.
16
Section 1 contains the necessary background; the key results are proposition Bl
and proposition In section 2 we prove Theorem [3l Theorem [l is proved in
section 3 as a consequence of Theorem 2] of Strassen’s classical result, and of the
fact that the radial processes |¢| and |¢o| are explicitely known. Unfortunately,
the correlation between the process ¢g and the random point 7 is still unknown.
Nevertheless, Theorem [Bl gives some partial insight in this direction. Finally, we
mention that we state our results for the Ginibre process, but that it is easy to
deduce the corresponding formulations for the processes ¢** with 0 < a < 1.

1 Preliminaries

Let ¢ denote a point process [28] on a locally compact Hausdorff space E with
countable basis. For every integer k > 1, let v®) = {2 C +;|3| = k}, vV =
1, be the associated k-dimensional process. Let i denote the corresponding
intensity measure. This measure is defined as follows. Fix a set 2 € ¢(*) and
consider an arbitrary order Z = {z1,..., zx}. For every permutation o € g, of
the index set {1,...,k} denote

2% = (Za(l), .. -;Za(k)) € E*.

For every Borel set A € B(E*) of the space E*, the sum 3, 14(z7) do not
depends of the particular ordering of the set Z. By summing for Z € ¢* and
taking the expectation we obtain

1
,uk(A) = EE Z Z 1A(ZU).
T zey) oepk

Consider the space M, (E) of the counting measures £ on E such that £(A) is
finite for all bounded (relatively compact) Borel sets A C E and let F be the



smallest c-algebra on M, (E) for which the map £ — £(A) is measurable for
every bounded Borel set A C E.

The point process 1) can be thought of as the random measure
§=2 0
zZEY

with values in the measurable space (M, (E), F). Note that the space M, (E)
endowed with the vague topology is a Polish space and that the associated Borel
o-algebra coincides with the o-algebra F, see [17] and [I8].

For every k > 1, the Campbell measure Cj, on EF x M, (E) is

Ck(M):%E S > 1m(z%y), MeBE)®F

zey k) o€pr
where as above the sum ZGEM La(27,9), 27 = (Zo(1)s -+ Zo(k)), do not de-
pends of the particular ordering Z = {21, ..., z;} of the set Z.

The disintegration of C} with respect to the measure uj gives, for py almost
every z = (21...,2;) € EF, the law of the conditioned process

(V|2 ={z1..., 26} € "), see [I5]. Campbell formula reads as follows, see
[15]. Assume that f is a measurable positive function defined on E¥ x M, (),
such that f(z,-) = f(z7,-) for every permutation o € p; and for pj almost
every z € EF thus f defines a function acting on sets € ) by f(3,-) =
f(z1,...,2k),) where Z = {z1,..., 2} is an arbitrary ordering. Then,

/Ef((zl,...,zk),(w Lozl CO) (e, z). (8)

Let A denote a Radon measure on E, that is, a Borel measure such that A\(A)
is finite for every compact set A C E. In this paper A will be the Lebesgue
measure on C = R? or the standard counting measure on a finite discrete set.
The point process 9 is determinantal if the following properties hold.

1. For every k > 1, uy is absolutely continuous with respect to the product
measure \* on E* that is, there exists a density p such that

dpr = pr X"
The density py is called the correlation function.

2. There exists a kernel K : E x E — C, which defines a self-adjoint, locally

trace-class operator, such that, for every z = (21,...,2;) in EF,
1
pi(2) = 7 det(K (zi, 2j))1<ij<k- (9)
We use Fredholm notations, hence, for every k£ > 1 and every u = (ug,...,u)
and v = (vy,...,v;) in E¥,

K( Uty ..., Uk ) — det(K(uz;'U]))lnggk

V1y...,Vk



Furthermore,
K( u>:K< ULy, Uk )
v Vlye.., Uk
Assume that ¢ is determinantal. For every k > 1 and every z € E* such that

K ( z ) is positive, let 1, denote the determinantal process with kernel

v, 2

(v:)
K, (u,v) = — N (u,v) € E2. (10)
“(%)
With these notations, for every positive integers k and p and every z € E* and
v e EP,

v ’
K, < v ) =< (11)
Note that, if K ( z’z ) is positive, then K ( z > is positive and ¢, », = (¢2)y-

A result of Shirai and Takahashi [27] (see also [19]) ensures that, for py almost
every z = (21...,21) € EF,

v, =@ {21,z TUN\{21---, 2k} (12)

Recall [22], that if E is a vector space and 1 is a process, stationary with respect
to the translations of E, then the associated Palm measure Q on (M, (E), F) is
defined by

)

QM) = ! EDY du|> 6usl|, MeF,

pa(4) zEPNA =

where A C E is an arbitrary Borel set such that ui(A) is positive and finite. It
follows from (B) (see [27]) that the Palm measure of a determinantal stationary
process ¢ with kernel K is the law of the process g U {0} where ¢ = (¢ | 0 €
¥)\{0} is determinantal with kernel

K(Zl, ZQ)K(O, O) — K(Zl, O)K(O, 22)

Ko(z1,22) = %(0,0) )

(Zl, ZQ) S (CQ. (13)

If P{y) # 0} is positive, then K(0,0) is positive. Applying this to the Ginibre
kernel, one gets (2]).

Note that if ¢ is a stationary Poisson process, that is, a point process with
correlations functions py = 1/k! satisfying the equality (@) for the degenerate,
non-locally trace-class kernel K(z1,22) = d,(22), then applying formally the
result by Shirai and Takahashi mentioned above we obtain Slivnyak’s formula

[22], namely the fact that ¢, . ., faw 1 for every positive k and every distinct
Zj € C.

.....



For every Borel set A, let N4(v) denote the number of points of ¥ in A, that
is,

Na(W) = 1a(2).

zZEY

In the following, we assume that conditions A and B below hold.

Condition A The kernel K (z1, z2) is a continuous function of (21, 29) € E2.

Condition B. For every bounded Borel set A C E, the eigenvalues of the
operator K4 (acting on L?(A)) are in the interval [0, 1.

For every bounded Borel set A C E, one sets
K (21,20) = /AK(zl,v) K(v,22) dA(w), (21,22) € E2.
For every n > 3, Kg") denotes the iterated kernel of K 4, defined as
K (21, 20) = /AK(zl, v) K57V (0, 2) dA(v), (21, 22) € E%.

Conditions A and B above imply that the resolvent kernel

Ra(z1,22) = K(z,22) + ) K{(21,2), (21,22) € B2,

n>2

is a well defined continuous function on EZ.

Remark 1 Note that the resolvent kernel is a continuous function of the do-
main in the sense that if (Ap)n>1 is a monotonous sequence of bounded Borel
sets A, C E such that A, 1 A (and A is bounded) or A,, | A, then Ra, (21, 22) —
Ra(21,22), A2 almost surely.

It is well known that, for every Borel set A C E, the probability of the event
{N4(¢)) = 0} is a Fredholm determinant, namely

P{N4(¢) = 0} = det(I — Ka). (14)

More generally Let n > 1 and (A4;)1<i<n denote n disjoint bounded Borel sets
of positive measures A(4;). Introduce

The Laplace transform of the joint law of random variables Nga,, i = 1,...,n,
is given by the formula

Eexp(—» tiNa,) =det(I — Kia), t; €RT, i=1,...,n, (15)
i=1



where K7 4 designates the integral operator K acting on the space L?(A,dv)
with dv(z) = > 1 (1 — e ")14,(2)dA(z). Now, ([4) implies

P{NA($) = 0} = exp —/AK(Z,Z)d/\(z)—Z%/{LXKI(L‘”)(sz)d)\(z) . (16)

and

P{NA@W)=0} =1+ (1" /TLK< . ) A" (v). (17)

n!

Derivation of formulas (I4) - (I7) can be found in [27].

On the other hand, a classical formula due C. Platrier [25] in 1937 and to
I. Fredholm when k = 1 yields, for every positive integer k and every z € EF,
the relation

K<j)+z<jl—1!”[4nK<j:Z)dA"<v>

ARK<Z)dA"(v) RA<§). (18)

_ (="
=1+
From (1)), (I7) and (IX), we deduce that, for every positive k and every z € EF

n>1

such that K ( 2 ) is positive, for every bounded Borel set A C E,

z
m()
PINAG:) = 0} = P{NA() = 0} x ——<-. (19)
“(2)
z
Remark 2 The kernel Ry — K on E? is obviously non negative. This fact and
the relation (I9) imply that, for every positive integer k and every z € EF,

P{Na(¢z) = 0} > P{Na(¢) = 0}. (20)

We now establish some useful results. Let n > 1 and (A;)1<i<n denote n disjoint
bounded Borel sets of positive measures A\(A;). Introduce

The following proposition gives the joint law of random variables (N4, )i<i<n.-

Proposition 3 Consider n > 1 nonnegative integers k; such that their sum
k=ki+...+k, is positive. Introduce

B=[l4F, M= {(Na@hzicn = (k)izia}.



Then

P{M} = P{NA _O}/ ( ;i )w(z). (21)
Proof:
Observe that
PM}=E Y  f(zv) (22)
zeyp®

where the function f is defined as follows:

F(Z4) = I(Na(¥\ 2) = 0) Zlech, 2 = k,

(24); =1

where the sums run above the following sets:
n
Uz=2 vi<i<n, |al=k

Apply now Campbell formula (8). We obtain
PIMy=E Y f(z¢)

zeypk)
— [Bfa b @] (1 in) € i)
— [ POA@ ] (a1} € O\ 1)) = 0)
< Y TG € A dp(z, oo 20). (23)
(1) i=1
From property (I2)) we get
PM) = [ P{Na(0) 0} Y1 € A dn o1 )
(Zl)rz 1
M P{N 0}d 24
m/}g {Na(¥z) = 0} dpr (21, -, 28) (24)
where B =[], A¥.
The last equality above is obtained by counting partitions, noticing that P{N4(¢,) =

0} depends on the set {z1, ..., 2z} and that the measure
dpk (21, ..., 2k) is permutation invariant that is we have

/1D(21,---,Zk)duk(2:1,---,Zk)=/1D(Za(1),---,Za(k))duk(Zh---,Zk)

for every Borel set D C E* and for every permutation o € @y.
Now, inserting formula (@) in (24)) above we get

1
POIY = o [ PO =0k (2 ) avea)
Hz’:l ki
It remains to apply formula (I9) to obtain proposition 3. O

10



Remark 4 Formula (23) works for any process v. In particular if we take for P

a Poisson process with intensity measure u then, by Slivniak’s formula 1/1 = (4 |
{z1,.. .y 2k} CTY)\{z1,..., 2k} and the k-th order associated intensity measure is
dpk (21, -y 2) = (1/KY) dp(z1) - . . dp(zx), Consequently, for a Poisson process ¢
formula ([23) above gives the well-known expression

P{(NA (7/)))1<i<n = (ki)i<i<n) =

Hk'P{NA( —0}/ dpr(z1, .. 1)

_ eﬂfpnk ' HM (25)

Consider now u € E such that K (u,u) is positive. The process v, with kernel
Ku(z1,22) = (1/K(u,u))[K (21, 22) K (u,u) — K(21,u)K (u, 22)], (21,22) € E?
fulfills alike conditions A and B. Indeed, if K(z1, 22) is a continuous function of
(21,22) € E? then K,(z1,22) is a continuous function too. For every bounded
Borel set A C E denote by aa s (resp. au, a,a) the largest eigenvalue of the
operator K4 acting on L?(A) (resp. of the operator K, 4 acting on L?(A)).
Notice that the kernel

K(z1,22) — Ky(21, 22) = (1/ K (u,u)) K (z1,u) K (u, 22)

defines clearly a non-negative operator and thus K > K, in the Loewner order
which implies inequalitie a,, 4 pr < aa,nr. Consequently, if condition B is satis-
fied by K then it is satisfieds by K, as well.

Denote by R, 4 the associated resolvent kernel. Applying the relation (I8) to
the kernel K, one obtains that, for every z € EF,

() S L (o)
= 1+Z / (2)@"(@) Ru,A<z). (26)

n>1

On the other hand,
() eSS L) e
= 1+Z%/K( Z ) A\ (v) RA< Zz > (27)
From (I0), (7), @6) and [7), we deduce that
Ra (02 ) PNAW) =0} = Klwu) Rua (5 ) POV =0} (29

’

Applying formula (2I)) to the process v, and using (28)) we obtain the proposi-
tion below.

11



Proposition 5 Consider n nonnegative integers k; such that k = ki + ... + ky,
is positive. Introduce the set B and the event M, defined as

B=T]AF,  M,={(Na(t)i<i<n = (ki)1<i<n}-
=1

Then,
P{N4(y) = 0} u, z k
P{M,})=——"——— | R ’ dA*(2). 29
{M,} K, 0) T kel S B\ e (2) (29)
Remark 6 Our notations for vectors of indices are such that equation (29)

holds more generally, for every positive integer p and every u € EP such that

K Z is positive, if only one replaces the factor K (u,u) in the denominator

(1),

We now state some simple consequences of propositions [3] and Denote re-
spectively by 0 < 3, < 1 and h,, n > 1, the eigenvalues and the eigenfunctions
of operator K 4. We recall that the eigenfunctions

1
() = - /A K (2 0)ha()dA), [l z2aan = 1, (30)
are well defined and continuous on E and that
det(I — Ka) = J] (1 - Ba). (31)
n>1

In what follows we shall always suppose that the eigenfunctions of
operators are normalized (as in (30])).

Assume now that U C E is a bounded open set and that A(V') is positive for
every open subset V' C U. Let 0 < a,, < 1 and f,, n > 1, be the eigenvalues
and the eigenfunctions of the operator K. A standard result (see for example
theorem 2 of [30]) asserts the following.

Lemma 7 For every (z1,20) € U x U,

K(z1,22) = Z n fr(21) fr(22), Ry (z1,22) = Z

n>1 n>1

On

fn(zl)fn(z2)7

1—a,

and the series are absolutely and uniformely convergent for z1 and zo in every
compact subset of U.

Remark 8 When the kernel K has the form

M
K(z1,22) = Zﬁnhn(«ZO hin(22), (21, 22) € B2,
n=1

with functions h, that are continuous on E and orthonormal on a bounded Borel
set A, then trivially

M

Ra(z1,22) = Z

n=1

—hn(zl)hn(z,'g), (21,22) S EQ.

12



Consider the case n = 1 in propositions Bl and propositions Bl It was proved
by J.Ben Hough, M.Krishnapur and Y.Peres (J2] Theorem 7) that the random
variable Ny (1) has the distribution of a sum of independent Bernoulli ()
random variables. Explicitely

P{Np()=k}=>_ ][] 1-an) Ham (32)

(n ) nQ(nI)I

where the sum runs over the indices (n;)1<;<x such that ny < --- < nj. Now,

by (@) and (3T

P{Ny(¢)) = 0} = det(I — Kyy) = [J (1 — o)

n>1

and thus formula above can be written in the following form

P{Nu(¥) = k} = P{Nu () = 0} > J] 7=, (33)

Assume that u € U and that K (u,u) is positive. Using (29) we get

PANu() =0} |

PINu() = K} = =

(34)

where we introduced

Ek:ZUn(u) ZHl—an

n>1 (77/1)1 1

and where each last sum runs over the indices (n;)1<;<r such that ny < -+ < ny
and n; # n for every 1 <i < k.

Indeed, fix M > 2 and consider the kernels

Ky, (21, 22) Zanfn 21) fu(22)

n=1

and

Ry, m(z1, 22) (21) fu(22), (21,22) €U x U

where the functions fn are orthonormal on U. We have

/, RU,M< v )dxk(z)
=3 O‘”aan[ .
n—=1 (o 1 ;

> . anm) ) det f"om(“). o e B ez s)

TEEPLK e — -
fno‘(k)( ) s fna(k) (Zk)

13



where sums runs over the indices (n;)1<i<g such that 1 <ny < --- <mp < M
and n; # n for every 1 < i < k.

Observe that

K
/ L1 fno (2) det Froy (W) oo Fno (25) d\F(2) = f(u)
Ut j=1 e

Jrog (@) .. fna(k)(zk)

due to the fact that the functions f,, are orthonormal on U (and n; # n for
every 1 <i < k).

Letting M — 400 and applying lemma/[7 29) and (35) and we obtain formula
B4).

Now, by elementary (but somewhat lengthy) computations, which we not detail,
we obtain

Proposition 9 With the assumptions above,

P{Np(¥) = 0} &

PNy () < k} = P{Nu(4) <k} = =00

where
i _ 2 (an)2 : On;
B= 2 | faw)] . > Hl_i%’
n>1 (ni); 1 i
and where each last sum runs over the indices (n;)1<i<k such thatny < --- < mny
and n; #n for every 1 <i < k.
The proposition [ implies the result below.

Corollary 10 Let U be a bounded open set and let 0 < apr < 1 denote the
largest eigenvalue of the operator Ky. Then for every nonnegative integer k,

every positive integer p and every u € UP such that K Z s positive,

P{Ny(¢u) <k} < (1 — an) PP{Ny(¥) < k}.

Proof:
By induction. If u € U, then proposition [@ and formula (B4) implies
P{Ny(¢u) < k} = P{Nu(¥) < k} < ap P{Nu(¢u) = k}

therefore
P{Nuy () <k} < (1 —an) ' P{Nu(¥) < k}.

Consider now u = (v,w) € U x UP. Recall that ¥,, = (¢), and that K > K,
in the Loewner order which implies inequalitie a,, pr < cpr, where v, ps denote
the largest eigenvalue of the operator Ky, 4. Thus

P{Ny(tpu) <k} < (1 — an) ' P{Ny(¥w) < k}

from which result follows. O
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Remark 11 Ifu € E and z = (2;)1<i<n € EV, write R§< Z’z ) for the de-

)

U, 2

terminant R4 in which one replaces the terms Ra(u,u) and Ra(z;,u)

of the first column by Ra(u,u) — K(u,u) and Ra(z;,u) — K(z;,u) respectively.
Then,

< k
k'K (u, u) Ak z )d)\ (2)-

One can prove this formula, from proposition[3 and proposition[d, by induction.

P{Na(u) <k} = P{Na(¢) <k} +

Y

A further simple consequence of proposition B and remark [ is the following.
Consider another locally compact Hausdorff space E’ with reference measure \',
some bounded Borel nonintersecting sets B; C E' of positive measures X' (B;),
and a point process 1)’ C E' with kernel

M
Lp(z1,22) = Z angn(21)gn(22), (21,22) €E' x E,
n=1

where 0 < a,, < 1 and the functions g, for 1 < n < M are defined on E' and

orthonormal on
N
B:U&
i=1

Now, let ¢ C E be a point process with kernel

M
Ka(z1,22) = Z an fr(21) fr(22), (21,22) € E27

n=1

where the functions f, for 1 <n < M are continuous on [E and orthonormal on

N
A=A
i=1

Assume that the following holds.
Forevery 1 <i< Nand 1<n,m< M,

/fn(z)fm(z)dk(z):/ 9n(2) gm(2) AN (2). (36)
A; B;

Then the following proposition holds.

Proposition 12 With the assumptions above, for every (k;);,
P{(Na,(¥)1<isn = (ki)1<isn} = P{(NB,(¥"))1<icy = (ki)1<i<n}

Proof:

Let k = k1 + -+ kn. When k& = 0, the result follows from formula (I4) and
(31). Suppose now that k is positive. By remark [§] we have

M

Ra(z1,22) = Z

n=1

(67%% -

fn(zl)fn(ZQ), (21,2’2) EAXA

1—a,

15



and

M
(21, 22) Z gn 21) gn(22), (21,22) € B x B.
Thus, for o € g we obtain
k M Eo
[[RaG 200 = > 11 Tp—_ (i) fn, 15 (25)
j=1 ni,..np=1j=1 g

and

H":]zr

Qi S
Zja 0'(]) Z H 1— o vgnj (Zj)gngfl(j) (ZJ)

ni,...,np=175=1

Denote C' = Hi:l AFand ¢’ = [, BF*. Formula (38) implies that

k
/C 131 Py ()1 ) () (21) - dA(ze)

k
_ / L 90, 5000, 1, N ) N (1), (37)

Then, expanding the determinants appearing below and using the point (B
above one gets the equality

/CRA( z )d)\k(z) ://RB( z )d)\’k(z) (38)

This and (2I)) give the result. O

2 Stochastic domination, proof of Theorem [3

In this section, we assume that condition I stated in the introduction is satisfied.

Recall that a point process a« € M, (E) stochastically dominates a point process
B € My(E)if Ef(a) > Ef(p) for every bounded increasing measurable function
f defined on the space (M, (E), F). It is is well known [I7] that the point process
a € M, (E) stochastically dominates the point process 8 € M, (E) if and only is
P{a € A} < P{3 € A} for every decreasing event A € F. Consider elementary
decreasing events of the form {V1 < i < M, N4, < k;} € F, where M is a
positive integer, k; , 1 < ¢ < M, are nonnegative integers and A; C E are
disjoint bounded, Borel sets.

Denote by Fy4 C F the collection of sets which are finite union of such elemen-
tary decreasing events. The following lemma provides a useful tool in order to
investigate stochastic domination properties of point process.

Lemma 13 The process B is stochastically dominated by the process « if and
only if, for every A € Fy.

P{ac A} < P{B c A}
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Remark 14 The proof of lemmall3 is standard. Similar characterizations are
described, for example, in [I7], however as pointed out to us by Yogeshwaran
Dhandapani at ENS-DI-TREC (France), this result is not explicitly enunciaded
in [I7]. For completeness we sketch the proof of it in Appendix.

We will prove now Theorem Bl Consider two kernels K and L, satisfying con-
ditions A and B stated in the introduction, such that L < K in the Loewner
order. Denote by ¢ the process with kernels L and by 1 the process with kernel
K. The idea of the proof is the following. By lemma [I3] we need to show that
for every A € Fy

P{ype A} < P{p e A} (39)

Fix the set A € Fy4. Applying inclusion-exclusion principle it is easy to see that
there exists nonintersecting bounded, Borel sets B; C E, 1 < ¢ < N such that
P{y € A} (resp. P{p € A}) can be expressed as a finite sum, up to sign, of
terms of the form

P{Vi € S, Np, () = k;} (resp. P{¥i € S, Ng,() = k:})

where S C {1,...,N}. Let U be an open bounded set such that
N
U>D U B;,
i=1

denote also By = U \ UZJ\; B;.

By lemma 6 we have the spectral decomposition

Ly(z1,22) = Z Brgn(21)gn(22)

n>1

KU(21;Z2) = Z anfn(zl)fn(ZQ)ﬂ (21722) el.

n>1
The fact that K > L in the Loewner order reads.
For all f € L?(U),

S,

n>1

2

/ () TE )| . (40)
U

2
> Bn

n>1

/ fu(2) T AA(2)
U

The inequality above implies that for every n > 1, the function g, is of the
form g, = > o ap fr € L?(U). Denote g, p = ZQ/; ap fr and consider the
nonnegative kernels

M
KU,M = Z anfn(zl)fn(ZQ)
n=1

and
M

Luar =Y Bugn.aa(21)gn.na (22), (21,22) € U,

n=1

17



acting on L?(U).

Note that||Ky m|| < [|[Kvll < 1 and ||[Lym| < ||Lu|l < 1 where ||.|| denotes
the supremum (operator) norm. Furthermore, if V™) is the subspace of L2(U/)
spanned by the functions f, with 1 < n < M, then by (0], for each function
fevtn,

M M
36 / DD THNE| = Y| [ an(a) TG
M 2
<l [ £ TEOE) (41)

Denote by ~, and and h,, the eigenvalues and the normalized eigenvectors of
the operator Ly, (acting on L?(U)). The properties above implie that

M
0<7, <1, and h, =Y bpfic VM, 1<n<M. (42)
k=1
At last,
M
LUM Zﬂngn M(Zl gnM 22 Z'Yn n ) (21722) cU.
n=1

Let ™) ¢ U and ™) C U be the processes associated respectively to the
kernels Ly s and Ky .

Lemma 15 when M — oo,
P{Vie S, Ng, (M) = k;} — P{Vie S, Ng,(¢) = k;}.
P{Vie 8, Np,(p"™)) = ki} = P{Vi € 5, Np,(p) = ki}.

Proof:
Straightforward consequence of (2I)), (3I)) and lemma [71 O

It follows from lemmas [I3] and that in order to prove that the process ¥
dominates the process ¢ it suffices to show that, for every M > 1 the inequality
(B3] is unchanged if we replace the terms of the form

P{Vi e S, Np,(¥)) = k;} (resp. P{Vi € S, Np,(¢) = k;})
by the terms
P{Vie S, Ng, (™M) = k;} (resp. P{Vi e S, Np, (™) = k;}.

To obtain this result we use the fact that the stochastic domination occurs in
the finite discrete determinantal process setting. See theorem 6.2 and paragraph
8 of [19], errata to [I9] on Russel Lyon’s website, and [3]. The link between our
situation and discrete determinantal process is given by the following lemma.

18



Lemma 16 Let B; denote nonintersecting Borel bounded subsets of E, and let

N
U= U B;.
=0

Consider an orthonormal set of functions {l,,,n = 1,..., M} C L?*(U). Let N;
denote the dimension of the subspace V; C L?(U) spanned by the functions l,, 1,
with1 <n <M.

Then, there exists orthonormal vectors 2" = (Z?O), . ,Z?N)), " e Hfio N,
for 1 <n < M, such that the following propertie hold.

For every 0 <i < N and every 1 <n,m < M,

i

N —_— [—
Sy )70 = /B 1(2) () e (43)

j=1

Proof:

Since the sequence (I,,), is orthonormal, property (43]) implies that the sequence
(2")n is orthonormal as well. Introduce an orthonormal basis (e’)1<;<n; of the

vector space V; C L?(U). Then,

N _
Inlp, =Y Ael.
j=1
The sequence defined by z?l.) (j) = A}, fulfills property ([@3). O

Consider now the vectors z,,n = 1,... N associated, by lemma 15, to the eigen-
vectors fn,mn=1,..., M of the kernel Ky 5; and introduce the vectors

M N
U":(V?O),...,V?N)):Zb}c‘zkEHCNi, n=1,...,M
k=1 i=0

related to functions h,,n =1,..., M of [@2). Notice that for every 0 <i < N
and every 1 <n,m < M,

Ni
S VDB = [ o) Bl AA). (44)

j=1 i
Consequently, (v™),, is a set of orthonormal vectors.

Consider now the sets

N
Ej={(i,j;1<i<N;}, 0<j<N, E=|JE,
j=0

and the discrete kernels defined on E by
M —_—
K ((i1, 1), (i2, j2)) = Z an z(;,y (1) 2(;,) (J2)
n=1
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and
M S
Lag((i1, 1), (i, 52)) = Y n Vi, (1) Vi (J2)-
n=1

Inequality (@I) implies that Ly; < Kjs in the Loewner order. Introduce the
determinantal process x C FE with kernel L,;, and the process ( C E with
kernel K ;. Proposition [I2 and formulas [@3]), ([@4) imply that

and

Consequently if we replace in formula (39) the terms of the form
P{Vi e S, Np,(p) = k;} (resp. P{Vi € S, Np,(¢) = k;})
by the terms
P{Vie S, Np,(¢"™)) = k;} (resp. P{Vi e S, Np,(¥™) = k;}.
we obtain inequality

P{Ce A}y < P{xe A}

for a suitable decreasing event A’ € F4(E). The above mentioned result of [3]
and [19] asserts that this inequality is indeed true and thus the proof of the
Theorem Bl is finished.

We are now in position to apply the celebrated Strassen’s theorem. This follows
from the fact that the space M, (E) of counting measures endoved with the
vague topology is a Polish space and its associated Borel o-algebra coincides
precisely with the o-algebra F, see [17] and [18].

Theorem 6 With the hypothesis of Theorem [3, there exists a point process n

such that l
Zoun  enn=0.

(G
Theorem [3 implies Theorem [2, more generally we have.
Theorem 7 Let 1) be a point process satisfying conditions A and B of the intro-
duction. For all point u such that K (u,u) is positive, the process 1 dominates
stochastically the proces 1, .

Proof:
Obvious from the fact that K > K, in the Loewner order. O

Problem 1 Prove Theorem[q directly from (21)) and (29).

20



3 Palm measure of the Ginibre process, proof of
theorem 1

Recall that the Ginibre process ¢ C R? = C is a stationary, isotropic point
process satisfying conditions A and B of the introduction. The reference mea-
sure ) is the area measure of R? and condition I is trivially satisfied. More-
over, for every integer k > 1 and every set of distinct points {z1,..., 25} in-

cluded in C, respectively in C\ {0}, K ( Zlyeeey 2k

21y Rk

Zlyeeey R . ops

Ky vtk ) g positive.
21y Rk

is positive, respectively

From formula (I3)) it follows that the process ¢g = (¢ | 0 € ¢) \ {0} is determi-
nantal with the kernel K, such that

Ko(z1,22) = (1/m) (€77 = 1) exp(=(1/2) (|1 + |2]?)), (21, 22) € C*.

The intensity measure .1 is absolutely continuous with respect to the measure
A and has for density the correlation function

Ko(z,2) = (1/m)(1 = 1), (45)
In particular, the process ¢¢ is not stationary.
Remark 17 The stationarity of the Ginibre process ¢ is expressed by the fact
that for each fived a € C the determinantal point process with kernel K such
that K(z1,22) = K(z1 — a, 22 — a), that is,
K (21,29) = (1/m) 170 G2ma)=(0/2) 1z el Flza—al’) (21,22) € C?,
coincides (in law) with ¢. Note that K # K .

Consider now the radial processes |¢| and |¢g|. The result below is well known
[16], [2].

Theorem 8 (Kostlan) Let X,, ,, with n > 1 and m > 1 denote i.i.d. random
variables with exponential distribution e dxz on x > 0. For every n > 1, let

Then, the collection of moduli of the points of ¢ has the same distribution as
the collection of random variables {R,,n > 1}.

6] ' {R,n > 1} (46)

Remark 18 Note that Theorem [8 implies that, almost surely, there exists no
(21,22) € ¢ X ¢ such that z1 # z2 and |z1| = |22].
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We will shown that result ([@6) can be deduced from formula (I3). Indeed, let
us fix 0 < r; < ...,<r, =r and consider the sets 41 = B(r1), 4, = {z €
Ciri—1 < |z| < i} for i=2,...n, B(r) = U;_, A;. Also, let us fix t; > 0,
1=1,...,n

Observe that the functions

fn(z) = (1/\/7%)6_(1/2)‘2‘2,2", z€ B(r), n>1,

are orthogonal on B(r) with respect to the measure

n

dv(z) = Z(l —e )14, (2)dN(2).

i=1

Denote o, = fB(T) |fn|?dv(2) then normalizing we obtain

K(z1,2) = (1/7)en?~(1/2) (21 l*+l=[%) Zanfn 21 22)

n>1

with ﬁ( )= ( /+/an) frn. Consider now the radial process |¢| and the intervals
L =[0,r], ..., I, ]rn 1, 7). Formulas (I5) and (BI) imply that

Bexp (= 3 tiVi () = Bexp(~ 3~ t:Na)(9)

=det(I — Kza) = [[(1 - an). (47)

n>1

Computing (what is an elementary exercise) the Laplace transform
Eexp ( — > tiNyg, (R)) for the point process R = {R,,n > 1} gives exactly

law

the same value. Thus |¢| = {R,,n > 1}. More generally, if ¢(F), F C N,
F # 0, is the point process related to the kernel

K(F)(z1, 22) Z Oénfn 21 22)

ner

then l
|¢(F)| =" {Ry,n € F}. (48)

In particular
law

and
{Rp,n>1} ={Rp,n > 2} U{R;}

provides a disjoint coupling of |¢o| and {R;} with union marginal |¢|.
Consider now, for M > 1 the kernels

L Kai(z1,22) = (1/m) Slo(:1%2)" /nl exp(=(1/2)(|z1]% + |22[*))

2. Kom(z1,22) = (1/m) Sty (2172)" /n! exp(—(1/2)(|z1[? + |22/?))

22



and denote by ¢(™) the point process associated to the kernel Kj; and by gb(()M)

the point process associated to the kernel Ko as .
Observe that on one hand we have

Ecard{¢™M)} = / Ky(z,2)dz = M,
C

Ecard{qﬁgM)} = / Kom(z,2)dz =M — 1.
c

and that on the other hand, by (9), the correlation function of order M + 1
(resp. M) for the process ¢M) (resp. (b(()M)) is equal to zero which implies
that card{¢™)} < M and card{¢éM)} < M — 1 almost-surely. Therefore,

card{¢p™M)} = M and card{gbgM)} = M — 1 almost-surely. Moreover we have
Ko,m < Kj in the Loewner order. Formula (@8] implies also

MDY AR, I <n< M+1}, 6] 'Y {Rp,2<n< M+1}.  (49)

It follows from the properties above and Theorem [6] that there exists a disjoint
coupling

oM =g un®D, gt g =g (50)
such that the point process 7™) is a single random variable, ™) = {Z,,}.

By equation (@) and the fact that remark [[8 also applies to the process ¢()
we deduce that |Zy| v p

Lemma 19 The random variable Zy; is centered Gaussian and

E\Zy? = 1.

Proof. — The random variable |Zj|? has exponential distribution e~ dx, = > 0,
thus it suffices to show that the law of Z,; is invariant by rotations O with center
at the origin, that is P{Zy € A} = P{Zy € O(A)} for every such O. Simple
computation gives

P{ZueAy= Y [P{NA( (M) < k) — P{NA(6™M) < k}} . (51)
0<k<M+1

The processes ¢(™) and (bE)M) are isotropic hence formula (5I)) implies the result.

Consider now the laws P, M > 1, of random elements (Zy, (()M)) with
values in the product space C x M, (C) (the space M, (C) being endowed with
the vague topology).

Denote respectively by Q, Q™). Qo and QE)M) the laws of the processes ¢,
M) $o and gbéM). Finally, let I : C x M,(C) — M, (C) be the continuous
application defined by I(z,¢) = {z} U (.

Lemma 20 The following properties hold.
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1. The sequences (Q™))y and (Q(()M))M are tight.

() o D

3. The sequence (P(M))M is tight.

4. Consider the probability PM) on (C x M,(C),B(C) ® F),
then I 2 QUMD

Proof:

Property 1 is obvious from the characterization of tightness for random mea-
sures (see [15] p.33). Property 2 follows from property 1 and proposition Bl
Property 3 is a consequence of property 1 and the fact that, by lemma [19] the
standard normal law coincides with the marginal law on C of the probability
PM) | Finally, property 4 is nothing else that equality in law (50). O

It is well-known that a suitable subsequence of (P™));; converges in distribu-
tion to a probability P* on C x M,(C). Lemma implies that P* has for
marginal laws the standard normal law and Qg and that with P* on C x M, (C)

we obtain I 2 Q. Consequently, a random element, with distribution P* pro-
vides a disjoint coupling (Z, ¢g) of ¢. The proof of theorem [ is then finished.
One can notice also that we have

P{Z € A} = [P{Na(do) < k} — P{Na(¢) < k}] (52)
k>0

thus, if U is an open set containing the origin then inserting the formula of
proposition @in (G2) we obtain

P{ZEU}fp{NU O}Zlfn 0)* 7= (0,)” {sznl_an}

21 (ng); 1

where the last sum is over the integers (n;)1<;<x such that n; < n,11 and n; #n
for every i. Hence,

P{ZeU}%xZan | £ (0

(0 n>1 z>1

and, finally,

@)

K20,00 1 [ e
p{zcyr = 2u W) 2 22 s
{zeUi K(0,0) W/UG dz

Thus we find again that that law of Z is Gaussian. Notice also the formula
P{Z € Al Na(go) =0} =1—- 55 (53)

which follows from (I9) via the identities

P{Z € A, Na(¢o) = 0} = P{Na(¢o) = 0} — P{Na(¢) = 0},
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and
P{NA(6) = 0} = %P{w%) —0}.

Problem 2 This is an open problem to know how the random wvariable Z is
correlated with the point process ¢g. A similar unsolved problem arises in the
framework of finite discrete determinantal processes, see question (10.1) in [19].

Remark 21 The method we used to prove theorem 1, that is a coupling result
(formula ([50)) in finite-dimensional case associated to a "tightness argument”
(Lemma [20 ) is very similar to that used by R.Lyons, in the discrete determi-
nantal process setting, to prove proposition 10.8 in [19].

Remark 22 Theorem[d can be applied to the processes ¢ and ¢o and thus pro-
vides a disjoint coupling ¢ = 1o U {n}. However there is a difficulty to deduce
theorem [ directly from this (due to the fact that it is unclear that the process n
could be taken as being a single random variable).

Remark 23 The random variables R? are Gamma(n, 1) distributed, n > 1 and
independent. They are stochastically increasing but not almost surely increasing.

It is interesting to note that if En = \/22:1 X1,m, n > 1, is the radial process
of a Poisson stationary process which has the same intensity (1/w)dz as the

process ¢, then the random variable Eﬁ, are

Gamma(n, 1) distributed as well, n > 1, almost surely increasing and (of course)
not independent.

Problem 3 Construct explicitly random variables Z,, n > 1, such that:

1. 6" {(Zyn>1}

2.Yn>1, |Z,'YR,

3. ¢o 'L {Zn,n > 2}
Remark 24 The Palm measure of ¢* is obtained by adding the origin and
deleting the point \/aZ if the latest belongs (which occurs with probability «) to

the process ¢*“.

Remark 25 Similar results could be proved for the point process in the unit
disk of C related to the Bergman kernel and studied in [Z]].

4 Ginibre-Voronoi tessellation, proof of theorems
3 and 4

Consider now the space KC of compact convex sets of R2 = C endowed with the
usual Hausdorff metric. For every point process ¥, let

Clu,p)={zeC;Ywe, |z—u|<|z—vl}

25



and let {C'(u, ¢); u € ¢} denote the Voronoi tessellation generated by the Gini-
bre process ¢. Recall that its statistical properties, namely its empirical distri-
butions (the process being ergodic), are described [5], [7], [8] by the typical cell
C defined by means of the identity

Eh(C):ﬁE S o) - 2),

zeBNY

where h runs through the space of positive measurable functions on X and
B C C is an arbitrary Borel set with finite positive area A(B). Consider now
the cell

C0,¢0) ={2€C;Yu€edg, |z|<|z—ul}

Campbell formula (8) gives the identity
T
ER(C) = P 2 MC(0,6 = 2)) = BR(C(0, o).
zeBNY
Hence,
¢ C(0, o). (54)

In what follows we shall use the notation C(0,¢9) = C(0). The law of the
random set C'(0) can be obtained by means of the method described in [6]. Let
us introduce some notations. Fix k > 1.

e Forevery u € C, let H(u) ={z € C; (z —u,u) < 0}.

e For every z € CF with 2z = (21,...,2), let $(2) denote the intersection of
half-spaces
k
9(z) = () H(zi/2)-
i=1

e For every z € CF, let F(z) = U B(u, |u]), where B(u,r) denotes the

u€EN(z)
disk centered at u and of radius r > 0.

e Let A C C* denote the set of z € C¥ such that () is a bounded polygon
with k sides.

Theorem 9 For every k > 3,
1
P{C has I sides} = / P{Nz(:)(¢o) = 0} Ry 7 (=) < z ) de.
“JaA

Proof:
Observe that

P{C(0) has k sides} = E > 14(2) x 1{o}(Nz(z,....50) (60 \ 2))-
zeql

From Campbell formula (®) applied to the process ¢ one gets

P{C has k sides} = P{C(0) has k sides} = /AP{N}-(Z)(QSQZ) =0} dpo,k(2),
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hence by formulas ([@) and ([I9) we obtain

P{C(0) has k sides} = %/AP{NF(z)(%,z) _ Ko( i ) ds

1
- H/AP{NF(Z)(qao) = o}RO,f(Z)( i )dz.

O

In the same way, one can compute, conditionally on the fact that the cell has k
sides, the expectation of an arbitrary measurable, positive functional of C which
is expressed through a function f acting on points {z1,...,2x} = N(dg) C do
for which the bisecting line of the interval [0, z;] intersects the cell C(0). The
resulting integral will have the form

i [0 POzon) = 0) Rores 2 ) a 55)

Deconditioning, one can obtain analytical formulas of the laws of the geometric
characteristics of the typical cell C. Note that formula (I7)) gives an analytical
expression of the probability P{Nxr(.)(¢o) = 0} which appears in (53). Unfortu-
nately, these integrals are complicated and numerical computations are difficult.
This drawback appears already [6] for the typical cell of the Poisson-Voronoi tes-
sellation.

A general result asserts [22] that the first order moment of the area V(C) of the
cell C is equal to EV(C) = 7. The moments EV¥(C) of higher orders can be
expressed in terms of integrals more tractable than (53)). Recall our notation

k
D(Zla -'-5Zk) = U B(Z'La |Z’L|) C (C
i=1
We use the fact that
z € C(0)F <= Np(.)(¢o) = 0. (56)

Let A C C be a Borel set. From (B4), (B56), and ([I9),

BV Cn A = [ PNow(60) = 0}dz,
[ 0D pNpe) =0haz 6T

hence by () we obtain

E[VFCNnA)] = /Ak exp —/D( )Ko(u,u)du



and

sviena) = [ %(%’)O) exp{ _ %V(z)

- Z (u,u)du} dz, (59)

n>2 D(Z)

where V(z) denote the area of the set D(z) = D(z1,..., 2k)-

We will now use formula (58) and(59) in order to compare the area of C with the
area of the typical cell C, of the Voronoi tessellation associated to a stationary
Poisson process which has the same intensity measure (1/7)dz as the process
¢. For every Borel set A,

E[VFC,nA) = / e VT, (60)
Ak

Hence by (58), (45) and the fact that for every z = (21,...,21) € B(r)*, D(z) =
D(z1,...,2) C B(2r), one has

E[V¥(CnB(r))] < E[V¥(C, N B(r))] exp G /3(2 )e*\z\z dz) . (61)

4.1 Proof of theorem ], part (a)

Formula (60) implies that

E[Vk(C, N B(r))] = / e V@I, = r%/ e VR g, (62)
B(r)k B(1)k

For z € C¥, let ap,, n > 1, denote the eigenvalues of Ky acting on D(z) where
a,1 is the largest eigenvalue, then

1 9 R
< m Z(ao,n) . (63)

Furthermore,

aon K(2 (u,u) du = (1/7%) |1 —e"?|? e vl =11” qudo.
0,D(z) D(2)?

n>1

If 2 € B(r)¥ then D(z) C B(2r), hence

> (a0n)? < (1/7#)/ 11— e |2e~ vl =1 qudv = O(®).
B(2r)2

n>1
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This and (63) implies (since a1 decrease when domain decrease)

> l/ Ké@(z)(uawdu = 0(r®). (64)

m>2 m D(2)

Therefore by (G) we obtain

E[VkCnB(r) = /T)kexp{ / Ko(u,u)d
ST ngg()uu)du}dz

= (1 +O(7°8))/B( . exp{ - o )Ko(u,u)du}dé%)

Moreover,

exp{ Ky(u u)du}d
B(r)k D(z)
2k/ / Ko(u,u)du pdz
B(l)k rD(z)
1 2
2k/ expq —r —V(z)Jrr—/ e Imel¥dy b dz
B(1)k m T JD(2)

:TQk/ exp —7’21‘/(2) dz  (66)
B(1)k T

Formula (3]) is a straightforward consequence of ([62), ([65), ([66) and the asymp-
totic equality

1+ T—;V(z) +0(rh)

Jpay V(2)exp { - TQ%V(Z)} dz
i 2
B /(m V(z)dz+0().  (67)

™

Sy exp { — TQ%V(,Z)} dz

4.2 Proof of theorem [, part (b)

For z € (C\ B(R))*, let a,, fn, n > 1, denote the eigenvalues and the eigen-
functions of the operator K on D(z) where «; is the largest eigenvalue.

By lemma [7]
| fa(0) 2
RD(Z) (Oa 0) _ 7; 1= i < 1 (68)
K0.0 S [P oo

n>1
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One has
> an=(1/mV(2). (69)

n>1

Note also that when z € (C\ B(R))", then there exists a € C, |a| = R such that
D(z) > B(a, R). Thus

1 2
(on)? = / K(Q)Z (u,u)du = — e v dudo
; p ¥ ™ Jp (a2
1 ~Ju—v|? 1 ~Ju—v|?
> — e dudv = — e dudw. (70)
T JB(a,R)? T JB(R)?
Introduce R (0.0)
D(z )
(%) = W P{Np(=(¢) = 0}.

Thus, by ([4), BI), (68) and (69

(*) < exp Zlog(l —ap) o < exp [— @ + a1 + (oa)” —EZ(an)ﬂ,

n>2 n>1

hence by (70) we obtain
V(iz) 3 1

SR —lu=v® quq } 71
+ 5~ 3.2 B(R)2e udv|. (71)

(1) exp | —

From (57)), ({1)), notation of theorem [ and (60)) it follows that

Rp(»(0,0)
E[VF(C\ B(R))] = TP PN () =0} d
viensm) = S P o (e) = o) d:
< (B/2-I(R) wl| - Y34,
B /<<C\B<R>>’ve p{ m }
= EV*(C,\ B(R))-eB/2~7H) (72)

which proves part (b) of theorem [l

Problem 4 The facts that EV (C) = EV(Cp) = 7w and that the Ginibre- Voronoi
tessellation is more regular than the Poisson-Voronoi tessellation suggests the
conjecture (which seems to be confirmed by Monte-Carlo simulation [{]) that the
inequality

EV?(C) < EV?(Cp)

holds. Il would be interesting to provide a rigourous proof of this property.

4.3 Proof of theorem 5

By theorem [I] and formula (54)), the typical cell C coincides in law with the cell
C(0) related to the process ¢g, which is obtained by removing from ¢ the point
Z. If we consider the cell

Co={2€C;Wwes|z[<]z—v|}CC,
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that is, if we do not remove the point Z, then for every Borel set A C C and

k> 1,

BvtCond)] = | kP{ND@(qs):O}dz

- /Akexp{ Z /Kg;() }dz

< / exp{—V(z)/n}dz = E[Vk(Cp NnA).
Ak

(73)

Say that a point u € ¢ is a neighbour of the origin if the bisecting line of the

segment [0, u] intersects the boundary of the cell Cj.

Denote by N/ = N (¢) the set of neighbours of the origin. Recall property (58]

that is
z € C0)* <= D(z) N = 0.

By theorem 1 we have also

2€Cl—=D()N¢p=0+<=D()Ndpo=0 and Z ¢ D(z).

Moreover, if Z ¢ N then obviously C'(0) = Cy. Consequently, we obtain

E[VF(C(0)) = VF(Co)] = E [{VF(C(0)) = VF(Co)} X 1izen]
/«:k [P{D(z) o = 0, Z € N'}
—P{D(z)Npo =0, Z ¢ D(z), Z € N}|dz
_ /C P{D(z)N o =0, Z € D(2), Z € N} d=

<P{z eN}l/Q/ P{D(z)N¢o =0, Z € D(2)}'/? dz.
(Ck

Now by (3), ([, ) and notation (),
P{D(z)N¢o =10, Z € D(2)}
= (1 - %) P{Np(.)(¢o) = 0}
= (7Rp(+)(0,0) = 1) P{Np(:)(¢) = 0} = H(z).
Moreover by (I3,
E[V*(C(0)) = VF(Co)]
_ /C (P{Nps) (o) = 0} — P{Np(y() = 0}) dz

= H(z)dz.
Ck

Relations (73)-(77) imply (@).
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4.4 Theorem 5, case k=1

Fix a € C and consider the kernel K (21, 2) = K(21 — a, 2 — a), hence

~ —(1/2)\z1—a\2( —a)" —(1/2)\zz—a|2(—_)n
e z21—a e Z2—a
K(z1,29) = X 78
(21, 22) 7;) van! van! (78)
Observe that the functions
falz) =W ) 2 e D(a), n>1,
are orthogonal on D(a) = B(a,r), with r = |a|, and that
[ APz = w1
D(a)
where u
~v(n, u) :/ et ldt
0
is the incomplete gamma function.
Denote )
1
Oy = M, n >0, (79)
n!
and R
Fo = (my(n+1,07) 712,
then N R _
K(z1,22) = Z o fn(21) fn(22). (80)

n>0

It follows from (80) that o, n > 0 are the eigenvalues of the integral kernel K
on D(a) = B(a,r) with r = |a|, and that for the resolvent kernel Rp,) we have

=~ o o~ o 1 r2ne=r’
Bow00) =2 = hORO =2 ) oy 6D
n>0 n>0 ’

where
—+oo

[(n,u) =T(n) —vy(n,u) = / e "l dt.

u

By remark [l and formulas (Id)), (3I) and (79),

PNy (6) = 0y = [ Rt L)

p , r = |al. (82)
n>0

Therefore, by (BI) and (82]),
EV(©) = [ P{No)(00) = 0} d2
C
Rp(-)(0,0)
KD(Z)(Oﬂ 0)
+oo I'(n+1,t) the~t
_W/O H n! XZF(nJrl,t)dt

n>0 ’ n>0

[~ 11 Mr*m o

n! t=0
n>0

- / P{Npe(#) = 0} dz
C
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This is the expected result. Now, we have also

o0 n
Ve = [ Py =opas = [ T 2

n>0

In [20] (formula (15.1.27)), M. L. Mehta showed that, for every ¢ > 0,

I'(n+1,t) _
15l < e (83)
n>0
This implies
3
EV(Cy) < 2Z.

From (79), (8I), and with the notation (&), we obtain

H(a) = (WFBD(G) (0,0) — 1) I -an

n>0
_H n—l—lr Z r2ne=r’ _HF(n+1,r2)
(n+1,r2) n!
n>0 n>0 n>0
I'(n+1,7%) P2ner’
— St RS E— 84
H n! XZF(n+1,7’2) (84)
n>0 n>1

Consequently,

/CH(Z) 1/+OOH "“ D at) (85)

n>0

and inserting (84]) and (BH) in (6]), we obtain (7). Now, applying Holder inequal-
ity we get

+oo tne—t
/0 nz I'(n+1,t)

n>0
+oo t"e —t 1 t “+oo
g/ 11 n+ Jat / e~tdt = 1.
0 n+1 t fste 0

This and inequality (7)) give

P{ZeN($)} > [1/+WHMdt]

n>0

2

n+1t

and by (B3) we obtain

P{ZEN@) > o

Problem 5 It would be interesting to investigate other geometric characteris-
tics of C, among others, the number of sides, the perimeter, and the radius of
the smaller disc containing C(0).
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5 Appendix. Proof of lemma

Let «, 8 be point processes on E such that for every decreasing event A € F,(E),
P{a e A} < P{p € A}. (86)

Recall that Fy4 C F is the collection of sets which are finite union of elementary
decreasing events. We want to prove that point process o € M, (E) stochas-
tically dominates the point process 8 € M, (E) which is equivalent to the fact
that the inequality (86) above is satisfied for every decreasing event A € F(E).

5.1 Step I

It suffices to prove that (B8] is satisfied for every decreasing event A € F(E) by
assuming that A € F(E) is a closed subset of M, (E), moreover if E is compact
then we may assume that A € F(E) is compact as well.

Indeed, denote by @ the law of point process a and by Q’ the law of the process
B. We want to show that Q(A) < Q'(A) for all A € F(E). Recall that M, (E)
is a Polish space. Then, by Lusin theorem Q(A) = sup{Q(2), A C A, A is
compact} and Q'(A) = sup{Q'(A), A C A, A is compact}. Consider now a
compact set A C A and denote

A ={¢ e My(E);3¢C €2 such that & C ¢}

The set 2 is decreasing and 2 C 2 C A. Consequently the result follows from
the lemma below.

Lemma 26 (i) The set 2 above is closed.
(i) If E is compact then the set 2 is compact as well.

Proof:

For property (i), consider a sequence (£,), C 2 such that &, — & € M, (E)
(the space M, (E) being endowed with the vague topology). We want to show
that ¢ € A. For every n > 1 there exists ¢, € 2 such that & C (,. The
set 2 being compact there exists a convergent subsequence (,, — ¢ € A. We
claim that & C ¢ (and thus € € 2). Indeed, suppose that there exists z € &
such that « ¢ (. Let f; : E — R, ¢ = 1,2, be continuous functions with
compact supports, respectively K;, i = 1,2, such that K17 C Ko, £N K| = x,
Kon¢=10,0< fi,f2 <1, fi(lzx) =1 and fo =1 on K;. Denote V(¢) =
11— Yoe, fi(z)] < 172 and V(Q) = {mi[ %, ()] < 1/2}. For large
ny we have &,, € V(&) and ¢,, € V() from which follows that &,, N K1 # 0
and (,, N K; = 0 which implies in turn the contradiction &,, € ¢,,. Property
(i) is then proved. To prove property (ii) notice (see [15]) that compactness of
the sets E and 2 implies that there exists A > 0 such that 2 C {Ng < A}.
Obviously 2l is included in {Ng < A}, the later being compact (see [15] p.33)
the result follows from property (i). O
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5.2 Step II

We may suppose that E is a compact separable metric space. Indeed, we have
E = {J,,>; Kn,where the sets K, 1 E are compacts with countable basis. Denote
a, = a(\K, and 3, = () K,. Condition (86) implies that P{a, € A} <
P{j, € A} is satisfied for every decreasing event A € Fy(K,). Thus, if the
condition (R6]) implies stochastic domination for E compact then, the process
Br is stochastically dominated by the process a;, and we have P{«, € A} <
P{p, € A} for A € F(E). This and the fact that o, T « and 3, T 8 implies
that P{a € A} < P{B € A} for closed decreasing sets A € F(E).

5.3 Step III

We suppose that E is compact with a metric d. Fix a compact decreasing set
A € F(E). We can suppose that there exists e > 0 such that for each A € A
and each x,y € A we have d(z,y) > e. Indeed, denote by A,, C A the set where
the elements are the finite sets A € A such that for every z,y € A we have
d(z,y) > 1/n. Then, the sets A,, are decreasing as well and when n — 400 we

have Q(A,) — Q(A) and Q'(An) = Q'(A).

5.4 Step IV
For each A € A (note that A is finite) and n > 1/e consider the set

Ona = {9 € My(E); Npy(z,1/n)(¢) <1 foreach z¢c A
and Np\y, _, Bo(z,1/n)(¢) = 0}, (87)

where By(x,1/n) is the open ball.

Denote R, = J ¢4 On,a-

In order to finish it suffices to note that:

- The sets O,, 4 are open (see [19]);

- We have 8,11 C Ry;

Nf.=A

- R, is a covering of A by open sets, A being compact there exists a covering
of A by a finite number of sets O,, 4.

Consequently, in order to obtain Q(A) < Q'(A) it suffices to have

QUi=1,. nOna) < QU= nOn,a,). Naturally, U,—y  nxOna, € Fa
what ends the proof.

..........
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