Kybernetika

VOLUME 39 (2003), NUMBER 6

The Journal of the Czech Society for
Cybernetics and Information Sciences

Published by: Editorial Board:
Institute of Information Theory Jiff Andél, Marie Demlové, Petr Héjek,
and Automation of the Academy Martin Janzura, Jan Jezek, Radim Jirousek,
of Sciences of the Czech Republic George Klir, Ivan Kramosil, Friedrich Liese,

Jean-Jacques Loiseau, Frantisek Matus,
Radko Mesiar, Jifi Outrata, Jan Stecha,

Editor-in-Chief: Olga Svtépé,nkové.7 Igor Vajda, Pavel Zitek,
Milan Mares Pavel Zampa

Managing Editors: Editorial Office:
Karel Sladky Pod Vodérenskou vézi 4, 18208 Praha 8

Kybernetika is a bi-monthly international journal dedicated for rapid publication of
high-quality, peer-reviewed research articles in fields covered by its title.

Kybernetika traditionally publishes research results in the fields of Control Sciences,
Information Sciences, System Sciences, Statistical Decision Making, Applied Probability
Theory, Random Processes, Fuzziness and Uncertainty Theories, Operations Research and
Theoretical Computer Science, as well as in the topics closely related to the above fields.

The Journal has been monitored in the Science Citation Index since 1977 and it is
abstracted/indexed in databases of Mathematical Reviews, Current Mathematical Publi-
cations, Current Contents ISI Engineering and Computing Technology.

Kybernetika. Volume 39 (2003) ISSN 0023-5954, MK CR E 4902.

Published bi-monthly by the Institute of Information Theory and Automation of the
Academy of Sciences of the Czech Republic, Pod Vodarenskou veézi 4, 18208 Praha 8.
— Address of the Editor: P.O. Box 18, 18208 Prague 8, e-mail: kybernetika@utia.cas.cz.
— Printed by PV Press, Pod vrstevnici 5, 14000 Prague 4. — Orders and subscriptions
should be placed with: MYRIS TRADE Ltd., P. O. Box 2, V Stihldch 1311, 142 01 Prague 4,
Czech Republic, e-mail: myris@myris.cz. — Sole agent for all “western” countries: Kubon
& Sagner, P. 0. Box 340108, D-8000 Miinchen 34, F.R.G.

Published in December 2003.

© Institute of Information Theory and Automation of the Academy of Sciences of the
Czech Republic, Prague 2003.


http://www.utia.cas.cz
http://www.utia.cas.cz
http://www.utia.cas.cz
http://www.kybernetika.cz/board.html
http://www.kybernetika.cz/contact.html
http://www.kybernetika.cz
http://www.kybernetika.cz/content/396.html

KYBERNETIKA — VOLUME 39 (2003), NUMBER 6, PAGES 719-729

CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM FOR RANDOM
MEASURES GENERATED BY STATIONARY
PROCESSES OF COMPACT SETS

7ZBYNEK PAWLAS

Random measures derived from a stationary process of compact subsets of the Euclidean
space are introduced and the corresponding central limit theorem is formulated. The result
does not require the Poisson assumption on the process. Approximate confidence intervals
for the intensity of the corresponding random measure are constructed in the case of fibre
processes.

Keywords: central limit theorem, fibre process, point process, random measure, space of
compact sets
AMS Subject Classification: 60D05, 60F05, 60G57

1. INTRODUCTION

Stochastic geometry is a part of mathematics which deals with random geometrical
structures. Point processes play a fundamental role in stochastic geometry. Replac-
ing ordinary points by compact sets, we obtain processes of compact sets. Random
patterns of more complicated geometrical objects can be studied in this way. It is
possible to associate a measure with compact sets. The sum of contributions of this
measure of all observable sets defines a random measure.

Only stationary processes are considered in this paper. A process is stationary
if its characteristics are invariant under translations. The simplest parameter of the
random measure derived from the stationary point process is its intensity. We men-
tion two unbiased estimators of the intensity and study their asymptotic properties
as the observation window expands to the whole space.

A central limit theorem was established in the case of the stationary Poisson
process of compact sets in [8]. The aim of this work is to formulate a similar
theorem, which does not require the Poisson assumption. It is shown that the central
limit theorem for a stationary process of compact sets follows from the asymptotic
normality of the underlying point process of reference points.

A suitable tool for establishing the central limit theorem for the number of points
of a point process is provided by verifying mixing conditions and using a central
limit theorem for stationary mixing random fields (see [5], [6], [7]).
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Statistical applications of the main theorem are discussed at the end of the paper.
In the special case of a stationary fibre process, asymptotic approximate confidence
intervals are constructed.

2. STATIONARY INDEPENDENTLY MARKED POINT PROCESSES

In this section we summarize basic definitions from the theory of point processes
and random measures, for more details see [1] and [10].

By (R%, B%) denote the d-dimensional Euclidean space with Borel o-algebra. We
write B for a family of bounded Borel sets in R?. Let M be the space of locally
finite Borel measures y on R? (i.e. u(B) < oo for every B € Bg) and let 9 be the
smallest o-algebra on M making the mappings y +— p(B) measurable for all B € B%.
A random measure on R? is a random element in (M, 91), i.e. a measurable mapping
U:(Q,A P)— (M, ), where (2, A4, P) is an abstract probability space. Note that
U(B) is a random variable for each fixed B € BY. The distribution Q = P¥~! of
the random measure ¥ is the induced probability measure on (M, 1) such that
Q(U) = P(¥ € U). The intensity measure of ¥ is a Borel measure on R? defined as
A(B) = E¥(B).

Further, let

N={peM:uB) eNU{0,x}, BeB}

be the space of locally finite counting measures equipped with o-algebra M which is
defined as the trace of M, i.e. M= {M NN : M € M}. A random element ® in the
space (N, M) is called a point process. Obviously, the point process is a special case
of the random measure. A point process is called simple if P(® € N*) = 1, where

N*={veN:v({z}) <1VzeR}.

The moment measures of higher orders for point processes can be introduced as

follows. The kth-order factorial moment measure of the point process ® is defined
by
M®™(B) = E®*({(x1,...,2%) € B:a; # x; for i # j}), B e (BH".

Further, the kth-order factorial cumulant measures are given by (see (5.5.15) in [1])

J
(=177 - 1)! Z HM(‘Si(T)‘)(Ai,l XX Ay s (1))

1 TePjp i=1

ry(k)(Alx...XAk):

J

where T € Pjy, is the partition of the set {1,...,k} into j sets S1(7),...,S;(7). The
first-order factorial moment measure and the first-order factorial cumulant measure
coincide with the intensity measure. The second-order factorial cumulant measure
is called the factorial covariance measure.

For z € R? let t, be the shift operator on M:

k

tou(B) = w(B — ), B € B

A random measure is stationary if its distribution @ is translation invariant, i.e.
Qt;' = Q for all z € R?. If the intensity measure of a stationary random measure is



Central Limit Theorem for Random Measures . .. 721

locally finite then it is a multiple of d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. This multiple
is called the intensity of the random measure.
For a stationary point process ® with intensity A, the kth-order reduced factorial

cumulant measure fyﬁl;)i is defined by the desintegration (see [1], Lemma 10.4.IIT)

(RY)

:)\// f(:c,:c+yl,...,eryk_l)’yT(,Z)i(dyl,...,dyk_l)dz,
R4J (Re)k—1

where f is an arbitrary bounded measurable function with bounded support. The
total variation of the signed measure fyg;)i is denoted by |'77(,121|
Let (K’,dy) be the space of non-empty compact subsets of R? endowed with the

Hausdorff metric

dy(K,L) = max{sup d(z,L), supd(y,K)} , K, Lek,
zeK yeL

where d(z, L) = inf ¢, ||z — z|| is the distance from the point z to the set L. Further,
let K{, be the space of sets from K’ which have the lexicographic minimum point at
the origin, K is the closed subset of K. Throughout the paper, by a stationary
process of compact sets we will mean the marked point process (see Chapter 4.2 in

[10])
P = Y Oaik)s
#i>1

such that the corresponding process of unmarked points ® = >, .., d;, is a simple
stationary point process with a finite intensity Ag > 0 and the marks {K;,i > 1}
are independent identically distributed copies of a random compact set Ky (random
element in the space K)), independent of the process ®. The distribution of Ky will
be denoted by Ag (called a distribution of the typical mark). For notational simplic-
ity, we write Ep, f(Ko) = fng f(Ko) Ao(dKyp), where f is an arbitrary measurable
function.

Let ¢ be an arbitrary translation invariant Borel measure on R? such that K —
¢(K) is a measurable mapping from K'.

Put

U(B)= > (((zi+Ki)NB), BeBy. (1)

ii>1

Assume that Ep ((Ky) < oo. Then ¥ is a stationary random measure on R?
with the intensity

Ao = o [ (o) AoldKo) = AaEa,G(Ko). 2
This formula can be easily deduced from Campbell’s theorem for marked point pro-

cesses (see (4.2.4) in [10]) together with the translation invariance of ¢ and Fubini’s
theorem.
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3. CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREMS FOR RANDOM SUMS

Let &1, &9, ... be independent identically distributed random variables with the mean
w and the finite variance o2. Denote S, = > i &, n € N.
The well-known Lévy—Lindeberg central limit theorem states that

M "% N(0,0?) in distribution.
N

When the number N,, of summands is random such that N,, —> oo in proba-
bility, the convergence to a Gaussian limit was first considered in the classical work
of H. Robbins [9]. More general versions of limit theorems for normalized random
variables Sy, can be found in [3]. We will use the central limit theorem for random
sums in the following form:

Theorem 1. Let N,, be integer positive random variables independent of the se-
quence &; for every n € N. Let a,, be a sequence of real numbers such that a,, "—> oo
and

— 6 in probability, and ——— —

an, Van

where 6 > 0 is a real constant. Then

N(0,0%) in distribution,

SNn - ;U'ENn n—»_o}o N
Van

(0,00% + p?0%) in distribution.

4. THE CENTRAL LIMIT THEOREM

We are now in the position to formulate and to prove the main result of this work.
Let ¥ be a random measure generated by a stationary process of compact sets
®,,,. The unbiased estimator of the intensity Ay is \Pl% ), where |W| denotes the d-
dimensional Lebesgue measure of W. The asymptotic normality of this estimator is
guaranteed by the central limit theorem for the unmarked point process ® together
with conditions on second-order properties of the marked process ®,,, which ensure
the existence of the variance of the estimator.

We consider that the window W expands to the whole space in a regular way.
The sequence of bounded sampling windows W,, € B¢ is a convex averaging sequence
if it satisfies the following three conditions (see Definition 10.2.I in [1]):

1. W, are convex,
2. Wn g W7L+17

3. sup{r : W, contains a ball of radius r} "=3 oo.
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Theorem 2. Let W, C R? be the convex averaging sequence. Assume that
Er((K0)® = | ((Ko)? Ag(dKo) < o0 (3)
Ko

and the reduced factorial covariance measure 77(21 has bounded total variation, i.e.

|’yr(‘i)d (Rd) < Q. (4)
! (W,
W, | < E/V |) _ >\<1>) "3 N(0,03) in distribution, (5)

where 02 = \p(1 + 7(2) (R%)), then we have

red

\II —
(Wl < |§[;V|) )“1‘> "= N(0,0%) in distribution,

where 02, = Ao (EAOC(K0)2 + (EAOC(K0)>2'Y$¢)1(R(1)) .

Proof. From the definition of moment measures we get

var®(W,) = Ag|Wa|+~12 (W, xW)f)\<p|Wn|+/\q>/ A2 (W, — z) da
< oWl + K I(R).

(Wn) 7L—>OO

Applying Chebyshev’s inequality it is easily shown that (I)‘W i Aa, in proba-
bility. Thus, using Theorem 1 we obtain

) ®(W,)
> K = Ae[Wa| | = N(0,03),  in distribution,

VIWal \ =

where 02, = g var ((Ko) + (EC(Ko))202 = Ao (EC(Ko)? + (EC(Ko)) 2 % (RY).

red

By Slutzky’s theorem it remains to show that

Z(c 2+ K;) N W) — (:L'J((K,»)) "Z%°0, in probability.

\% i>1

The left-hand side can be rewritten as

Z Tywe (2:)C xﬁm)mwﬂ)—# > dw, (@)C((@i+ K )NWS) = Xy =Y.

\ ‘W i>1 |Wn| i>1

The expectation of the difference X,, — Y, is equal to zero. In order to accomplish
the proof, it suffices to verify that var X,, + varY;,, "—> 0. Campbell’s theorem and
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the definition of reduced factorial cumulant measures yields

var X,, = 1 Z (@i + Ki) NWy,)

% |Wn| x,€WS

- ml/n'(E D @i+ Ki) N W)?

z, €WS

+E > G + Ki) nWa)C((x5 + K;) N W)
riFr;EWE

2
_<E > C((xi—i—Ki)ﬂWn)) )
T €Wg

Ao

= —|E K n2
|Wn|< Ao W;C((x—’— 0)mW> dx

FE, S S0 G+ Ko) VW )ENC((@ 4y + K1) N W) 72y (dy) dx)

< MoBny [ f Lieo (1) Licy (y2) PC b2l ¢ (dy, ) ¢(dys)
A0 B By [ f [ Laco (y1) e, (o) 0 nmip W) 0 ) (dy) ¢ (dy ) ¢ (dys)

Making use of the assumptions (3) and (4) and the fact that (see [2])

(W D Wo =) nooo g any fixed z € R?,

(W
an immediate consequence of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem is that
var X,, —3 0. Quite similar arguments lead to varY;, "—> 0. This completes the
proof. O

The assumption (5) is fulfilled for the stationary Poisson point process ® (random
variables ®(W,,) have the Poisson distribution). For general stationary point process
@, the validity of the central limit theorem (5) is ensured if ® satisfies strong mixing
conditions (e.g. f-mixing [5], [6] or Brillinger-mixing [7]). Under mild additional as-
sumptions it is known that this is the case for quite a few classes of point processes
— processes derived from Poisson point process, Gibbs point processes under Do-
brushin’s uniqueness condition, point processes generated by a Voronoi tesselation
(e.g. vertices or midpoints of edges).

We will consider a doubly stochastic Poisson process (Cox process). Let A be
a random measure on R with a distribution @ on (M, ) and P, be a distribution
of the Poisson process with the intensity measure pu. Then the Cox process ® with
driving random measure A has distribution (see Chapter 5.2 in [10])

Q@(U):/PH(U)Q(d,u), UeN.
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The intensity measure of Cox process and the intensity measure of A are equal. If
A is stationary, ® is stationary as well.

The following theorem shows that the condition (5) follows from the central limit
theorem for a driving measure A, see [3] and [4] for a one-dimensional version.

Theorem 3. Let ® be a stationary Cox process controlled by a random measure
A with intensity Ay. Assume that

( )|WA| | = N(0,0%), in distribution. (6)

Then (W AV
( n)l;V/|\| ] n—oo N(07J§>)7 in distribution,

where 03 = 0% + .

Proof. The proof is based on the formula for the characteristic function of
Poisson process (see (6.4.6) and (7.4.10) in [1])

/ W) P, (dv) = exp{u(W) (e — 1)}, W € B,
Then, for the Cox process we have

Eeitq)(W") _ /eitu(Wn) Qc}(dl/) _ //eitV(Wn) RL(dV) Q(dﬂ)

— Bexp{AW,)(e — 1)} = o, (eit — 1) :

7

where ¢, is the characteristic function of A(W,,). From (6) it follows that

202
e*it)\A /lwn‘gpn t n—00 eft 2A )
(Wl
Consequently,
it
eViWnl — 1\ o 2%

— e 2

exp{—Ax|Wh| <e\/1Wn - 1> Yon
i

Next, we use a Taylor expansion of exp { ’va } and get

(Wl
i

o [V =1 1
e VWl £ ; n—°>°exp{—§t2 (0% + )}

This completes the proof because the term on left-hand side is equal to

E exp{it 2Wn)_2AaWn|y
xp{ T }
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5. FIBRE PROCESS

If ®,, =3 ,.,~1 9, kK, is a marked point process with a mark space K, the corre-
sponding set-theoretic union

(1]

= U @+ K)

2:1>1

is called a germ-grain model (see Chapter 6.4 in [10]). The points x; are called germs
and the compact sets K; are called grains. If the point process of germs is Poisson,
the germ-grain model is the well-known Boolean model. A central limit theorem for
the random measure associated with the Boolean model is derived in [8].

For this statistical analysis, only an observation of the germ-grain model in a sam-
pling window is available. Typically, grains overlap and it is not possible to evaluate
the associated random measure ¥ defined by (1). Therefore, we restrict our consid-
erations to lower-dimensional grains. The most usual examples are fibre and surface
processes (see [10], Chapter 9).

In what follows we consider fibre processes. The measure ( is taken to be the
one-dimensional Hausdorff measure H'. By a fibre K we mean a compact connected
set K such that H'(K) < oo. Suppose that ®,, is a stationary fibre process and
¥ is the associated random measure. Then W is the total sum of lengths of fibres
observable in the sampling window. The intersection of any two different shifted
grains (fibres) has (-measure zero. Thus, ¥ can be evaluated. From Theorem 2 we
know that U(B) is asymptotically normal distributed.

e (R T

) J\‘\\/\ L %

Fig. 1. An example of a realization of a stationary fibre process

in a planar window W with denoted reference points.

The intensity Ay of U is called the length intensity of a stationary fibre process.
Recall that by (2) Ay = AeEx, H'(Kp) is the product of the intensity of the process
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and the mean length of fibre. The usual unbiased estimator of the length intensity
is
s _ Y(Wa)
o Wl

Under the assumptions of Theorem 2 it follows

Wl (5\51,1)71 - )\q,) "% N(0,0%), in distribution, (7

where 0?2 = \g var H(Ky) + (Ep, H' (Ko))%03.

If Ep, H'(Kp) is known, it suffices to estimate Agp. Then we can define another
unbiased estimator of Ay which is based on the number of germs (reference points)
lying in the sampling window

v _ e(Wh)

Y = Ex H' (Ko).

Since we assume (5), we have
VWl (Xﬂﬁfn - /\\p) "Z% N(0,02), in distribution, 8)

where 03 = 02 (Epr, H'(K)))?.

6. STATISTICAL APPLICATIONS

Central limit theorems enable the construction of the asymptotic confidence intervals
or the testing of hypotheses. These require the asymptotic variances to be known. In
(7) and (8), asymptotic variances of the estimators )\Eﬁ)n (1 = 1,2) are unknown. Our

aim is to construct asymptotically unbiased and consistent estimators for 02,7 = 1, 2.

We assume in this section that sampling windows have the form W,, = [-n,n]¢.
Let G : R? — R! be a symmetric non-negative bounded function with the support
in Wy and lim), o G(z) = G(0) = 1. Assume that b, is a sequence of positive

numbers (bandwidths) such that by = 1, b, \, 0, nb,, — oo and n?~1bd — 0. Put

G = (nb,)? g G(z)dx = /RdG (nb ) de.

In addition to (4), assume that the reduced factorial cumulant measures fy( ) and

’yﬁe()i are also of bounded variation.
2

The sequence of estimators of the variance 0§ was introduced in [5], namely

L B Y R L )}
T D A an(w. oy ) L@ <Wn|>'

d
z,yEsupp eNW,, R

It was shown that under the above assumptions these estimators are asymptotically
unbiased and )
E (63, —03) =30.
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Using the same idea, we can construct the sequence of estimators of the asymp-

totic variance o2

G(*5" ) 1w, (z:) 1w, ()
|(Whn — x4) 0 (Wy, — )]

2
HY(K,nW,)HY(K;nW,,)—G,, (ﬁé[va,[)) )

x;,7;Esupp ®
A lengthy calculation yields that &1 , are again asymptotically unbiased and
E (62, —0?)" "= 0.

Since &%n and &%}n = &?DJL(EAOHI(KO))2 are consistent estimators for o7 and o3,
respectively, we obtain from (7) and (8)

Wn N¢ n— 00 . . . . .
(W ()\EI,) )up) — N(0,1), in distribution, i =1, 2.

~2 ,n
in

This yields the approximate 100(1 — a)% confidence intervals for the unknown in-
tensity Ay

N 5— . 6
)\Eﬁ)n - Ua/2i7 A$)n + Uq /2 ol , 1=1,2,
( ’ Wal ™ (W

where the quantile u,/9 is determined such that P(|X| < wuy/2) =1 —a and X has
standard Gaussian distribution N(0,1).
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