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Abstract

Consider a uniformly distributed random linear subspace L and a stochastically independ-
ent random affine subspace E in Rn, both of fixed dimension. For a natural class of distribu-
tions for E we show that the intersection L ∩ E admits a density with respect to the invariant
measure. This density depends only on the distance d(o, E ∩ L) of L ∩ E to the origin and
is derived explicitly. It can be written as the product of a power of d(o, E ∩ L) and a part
involving an incomplete beta integral. Choosing E uniformly among all affine subspaces of
fixed dimension hitting the unit ball, we derive an explicit density for the random variable
d(o, E ∩ L) and study the behavior of the probability that E ∩ L hits the unit ball in high di-
mensions. Lastly, we show that our result can be extended to the setting where E is tangent
to the unit sphere, in which case we again derive the density for d(o, E ∩ L). Our probab-
ilistic results are derived by means of a new integral-geometric transformation formula of
Blaschke–Petkantschin type.

Keywords. Blaschke–Petkantschin formula, integral geometry, intersection probability, sto-
chastic geometry.
MSC. 52A22, 53C65, 60D05.

1 Introduction and motivation

Fix dimension parameters n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}. Let L1 be a
q-dimensional random linear subspace and L2 be an (n − q + γ)-dimensional random linear
subspace of Rn. We assume that both subspaces are stochastically independent and that L1
and L2 are selected according to the uniform distribution on the Grassmannian G(n, k) of all k-
dimensional linear subspaces of Rn, with k = q and k = n − q + γ, respectively. In other words,
we use the normalized rotation invariant measures νk, k = q and k = n − q + γ, on these spaces
as our underlying probability measures; these and further concepts will formally be introduced
in Section 2. The intersection L1 ∩ L2 is almost surely a random subspace of Rn of dimension γ
and its distribution is known to be the uniform distribution on the space G(n, γ), see Figure 1.1.

Let us now change the set-up and let E1 be a q-dimensional random affine subspace and E2
be another (n − q + γ)-dimensional random affine subspace of Rn. Since the motion invariant
measure µk on A(n, k), k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, is not finite, we restrict attention to the set

[Bn]k = {E ∈ A(n, k) : E ∩ Bn ̸= ∅}

of k-dimensional affine subspaces hitting the unit ball Bn of Rn. We thus take E1 and E2 as ran-
dom affine subspaces distributed according to the normalized measures µq and µn−q+γ restric-
ted to [Bn]q and [Bn]n−q+γ, respectively. Assuming that E1 and E2 are stochastically independ-
ent, the intersection E1 ∩ E2 is almost surely a random affine subspace of Rn with dimension γ.

aAarhus University, Department of Mathematics, Aarhus C, Denmark. Email: dare@math.au.dk
bAarhus University, Department of Mathematics, Aarhus C, Denmark. Email: kiderlen@math.au.dk
cRuhr University Bochum, Faculty of Mathematics, Bochum, Germany. Email: christoph.thaele@rub.de

1

ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

14
25

3v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

M
G

] 
 2

2 
A

pr
 2

02
4



Figure 1.1: Illustration in the case n = 2, q = 1, γ = 0. From left to right: Intersection of
two linear subspaces; intersection of two affine subspaces hitting the unit ball; intersection of
a linear with an affine subspace hitting the unit ball; intersection of a linear subspace with an
affine subspace tangent to the unit sphere.

However, the intersection of E1 ∩ E2 with the unit ball Bn may or may not be empty with strictly
positive probability, see Figure 1.1. Already this basic observation shows that – in contrast to
the case of random linear subspace discussed above – the distribution of E1 ∩ E2 cannot coincide
with the normalized motion-invariant measure on [Bn]γ. More precisely, since the distance of
the intersection of E1 and E2 to the origin o ∈ Rn can be arbitrarily large, the distribution of
E1 ∩ E2 cannot even be supported on a compact subset of A(n, γ). In fact, it is known from [22,
Thm. 7.2.8] that the distribution of E1 ∩ E2 has a non-trivial density with respect to the invariant
measure on A(n, γ), which is proportional to

E 7→
∫

A(E,q)∩[Bn]q

∫
A(E,n−q+γ)∩[Bn]n−q+γ

[E1, E2]
γ+1 µE

n−q+γ(dE2)µ
E
q (dE1),

where A(E, q) is the set of q-dimensional affine subspaces containing E and µE
q is the invariant

measure on that space (similarly for A(E, n − q + γ) and µE
n−q+γ). Moreover, [E1, E2] stands for

the so-called subspace determinant, describing the relative position of E1 and E2, see below for
a detailed definition. We remark that in the special case n = 2, q = 1 and γ = 0 this is a classical
result of M. Crofton discussed in [3, §7], whereas the case n = 3, q = 2 and γ = 1 goes back to
W. Blaschke [3, §33].
On a more abstract level, both problems just mentioned naturally lead to the study of what is
known in the literature as integral-geometric transformation formulas of Blaschke–Petkantschin
type. Such formulas go back to the pioneering works of W. Blaschke [3] in dimensions n = 2,
and n = 3 and have more systematically been investigated by his student B. Petkantschin [18].
They have further been developed in [21] using the language of differential forms and in [22]
by means of a measure-theoretic approach. Blaschke–Petkantschin formulas are fundamental
devices in integral and stochastic geometry and have found various applications in convex geo-
metry and geometric analysis [4, 5, 6, 11, 16, 17, 20] as well as in stereology [7, 8, 9, 13, 14, 15].
For the intersection of two linear subspaces a formula of this type is given by∫

G(n,q)

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

f (L1, L2) νn−q+γ(dL2)νq(dL1)

= c1(n, q, γ)
∫

G(n,γ)

∫
G(L,q)

∫
G(L,n−q+γ)

f (L1, L2)[L1, L2]
γ νL

n−q+γ(dL2)ν
L
q (dL1)νγ(dL),

(1.1)

where f : G(n, q)× G(n, n − q + γ) → [0, ∞) is a measurable function and G(L, q) is the relat-
ive Grassmannian of all q-dimensional linear subspaces of Rn containing L, whereas νL

q is the
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invariant probability measure on G(L, q) which is invariant under all rotations of Rn that fix
L (similarly for G(L, n − q + γ) and νL

n−q+γ). We refer to [22, Thm. 7.2.5] where also the value
of the constant c1(n, q, γ) can be found, which only depends on the parameters in brackets.
The corresponding formula for the intersection of two affine subspaces is a special case of [22,
Thm. 7.2.8] and reads as follows:∫

A(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E1, E2) µn−q+γ(dE2)µq(dE1)

= c2(n, q, γ)
∫

A(n,γ)

∫
A(E,q)

∫
A(E,n−q+γ)

f (E1, E2)[E1, E2]
γ+1 µE

n−q+γ(dE2)µ
E
q (dE1)µγ(dE)

(1.2)

for measurable functions f : A(n, q)× A(n, n − q + γ) → [0, ∞). Here, A(E, k) stands for the
family of k-dimensional affine subspaces containing E and µE

k denotes the invariant measure on
A(E, k), k = q and k = n − q + γ. The value of the constant c2(n, q, γ) only depends on the
parameters in brackets and can be found in [22].
The present paper deals with a situation which in a sense is intermediate between (1.1) and
(1.2), and combines the linear with the affine set-up. To the best of our knowledge, this has not
found attention so far in the literature. More explicitly, let L ∈ G(n, q) be a q-dimensional linear
subspace of Rn, q ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, and for γ ∈ {0, . . . , q− 1} let E ∈ G(n, n− q+ γ) be an affine
subspace of dimension n − q + γ. If E and L are in general position, their intersection E ∩ L is
an affine subspace of dimension γ.
Our principal goal is the following. Find, for a given rotation invariant measure µ̃n−q+γ on
A(n, n − q + γ) that is absolutely continuous with respect to µn−q+γ, a measurable function
J : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) such that∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L) µ̃n−q+γ(dE)νq(dL) =
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E) J(E) µγ(dE) (1.3)

holds for all measurable functions f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞). The main result of this paper provides
an explicit description of J(E) and its dependence on µ̃n−q+γ. In the important particular case
µ̃n−q+γ = µn−q+γ, it turns out that J(E) = cd(o, E)−(n−q), where c is a known constant and
d(o, E) stands for the distance of E to the origin o. Another interesting case arises when µ̃n−q+γ

is the restriction of µn−q+γ to [hBn]n−q+γ for some fixed h > 0. Then, the left-hand side of (1.3)
is ∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L) 1{d(o,E)≤h} µn−q+γ(dE)νq(dL), (1.4)

and J(E) involves, besides of d(o, E)−(n−q), an additional factor that can be expressed in terms of
an incomplete beta function. In probabilistic terms, our new integral-geometric transformation
formula (1.3) will allow us to determine the density with respect to the invariant measure µγ

on A(n, γ) of the intersection of a random linear subspace L of dimension q and a stochastically
independent random subspace E of dimension n − q + γ hitting the unit ball in Rn, see Figure
1.1. Moreover, we will also be able to determine the corresponding density with respect to µγ if
the random affine subspace E is only tangent to the unit sphere, see again Figure 1.1.

The remaining parts of this paper are structured as follows. In Section 2 we set up the notation
and gather some background material. Some preliminary considerations are contained in Sec-
tion 3 and in Section 4 we formulate our main theorems, especially the new integral-geometric
transformation formula of Blaschke–Petkantschin-type. In Sections 5 and 6 we present the two
applications to intersection probabilities mentioned above. Finally, Section 7 contains the proofs
of our main results.

2 Notation and background material

Let Rn denote the n-dimensional Euclidean space for some fixed dimension n ≥ 1. The Euc-
lidean norm will always be denoted by ∥ · ∥ and by λn we indicate the Lebesgue measure on Rn.
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The Euclidean unit ball and sphere are denoted by Bn and Sn−1 and their volume and surface
content are given by

κn = λn(Bn) =
πn/2

Γ( n
2 + 1)

and ωn = Hn−1(Sn−1) =
2πn/2

Γ( n
2 )

, (2.1)

respectively. Here, Hn−1 is the (n − 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure in Rn. Further, for a set
E ⊂ Rn we define the distance d(o, E) = infx∈E ∥x∥ of E to the origin o ∈ Rn. We will make use
of the incomplete beta function

B(x; α, β) =
∫ x

0
tα−1(1 − t)β−1 dt, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

with real parameters α, β > 0. Notice that the complete beta integral satisfies

B
(m

2 , k
2

)
= B

(
1; m

2 , k
2

)
= 2

ωm+k

ωmωk
, m, k ∈ N. (2.2)

For n ≥ 1 and q ∈ {0, . . . , n} we let G(n, q) be the Grassmannian of all q-dimensional linear
subspaces of Rn and write A(n, q) for the family of q-dimensional affine subspaces of Rn. We
endow these spaces with the usual Borel σ-algebras and describe now shortly invariant meas-
ures on these families. Details can be found e.g. in [22], where also measurablility issues are
discussed.
The group SOn of rotations in Rn carries a unique invariant (or Haar) probability measure ν.
This group acts naturally on the space G(n, q) and we denote by νq the unique SOn-invariant
probability measure on G(n, q). Both, SOn and the group of translations act naturally on the af-
fine Grassmannian A(n, q). There exists a motion invariant measure on A(n, q), and this measure
is unique up to a multiplicative constant. We will use the motion invariant measure µq on the
affine Grassmannian A(n, q) given by

µq( · ) =
∫

G(n,q)

∫
L⊥

1{L+x∈ · } λL⊥(dx)νq(dL), (2.3)

where λL⊥ denotes the Lebesgue measure on the orthogonal complement L⊥ of L ∈ G(n, q).
Finally, for M ∈ A(n, q) and p ∈ {0, . . . , q} we denote by G(M, p) and A(M, p) the relative
Grassmannian of all p-dimensional linear and affine subspaces contained in M, respectively. If,
on the other hand, p ∈ {q, . . . , n} then G(M, p) and A(M, p) are the sets of linear and affine
subspaces of dimension p that contain M. These spaces carry natural invariant measures νM

p

and µM
p as described in [22, Sec. 7.1]. In particular, these measures satisfy∫

G(n,q)

∫
G(M,p)

f (L) νM
p (dL) νq(dM) =

∫
G(n,p)

f (L) νp(dL)

for all measurable functions f : G(n, p) → [0, ∞), and similarly∫
A(n,q)

∫
A(F,p)

f (E) µF
p(dE) µq(dF) =

∫
A(n,p)

f (E) µp(dE)

for all measurable functions f : A(n, p) → [0, ∞), see [22, Thm. 7.1.1 and Thm. 7.1.2].
Let 0 ≤ p, q ≤ n − 1 and fix L ∈ G(n, p) and M ∈ G(n, q). If p + q ≤ n the subspace determinant
[L, M] is defined as the (p+ q)-volume of a parallelepiped spanned by the union of an orthonor-
mal basis in L and an orthonormal basis in M. If p + q ≥ n we define [L, M] = [L⊥, M⊥]. If
p+ q = n, both definitions coincide and [L, M] is the factor by which the p-volume is multiplied
under the orthogonal projection from L onto M⊥ thus,∫

L⊥
f (x) λL⊥(dx) = [M, L]

∫
M

f (x|L⊥) λM(dx), (2.4)

for measurable f : L⊥ → [0, ∞). Here, x|L⊥ denotes the orthogonal projection of a point x ∈ Rn

onto L⊥. For further background on subspace determinants, we refer to [22, Sec. 14.1].
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3 Preliminary considerations

Let n ≥ 1 and q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}. The rotation group SOn acts on the space of real-valued
functions f on A(n, q) by

(η f )(E) = f (η−1E), E ∈ A(n, q),

for η ∈ SOn. The function f is called rotation invariant if η f = f for any rotation η ∈ SOn. The
rotational mean of f , given by

frot(E) =
∫

SOn

(η f )(E) ν(dη), E ∈ A(n, q),

is rotation invariant.
Assume that f is rotation invariant and n ≥ 2. Then, we have f (E) = f (E′) for any two affine
subspaces E, E′ ∈ A(n, q) with d(o, E) = d(o, E′), since there is a rotation η ∈ SOn with ηE = E′.
This implies that there is a function f I : [0, ∞) → R, such that

f (E) = f I(d(o, E)), E ∈ A(n, q). (3.1)

The following lemma shows that for our purposes, it is essentially enough to consider the class
of rotation invariant functions.

Lemma 3.1. Let n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}, a rotation invariant measure µ̃n−q+γ

on A(n, n − q + γ) and a rotation invariant function J : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) be given. Then∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L) µ̃n−q+γ(dE) ν(dL) =
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E) J(E) µγ(dE) (3.2)

holds for all measurable functions f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞), if it holds for those f that are in addition
rotation invariant.

Proof. Suppose that (3.2) holds true for all non-negative, measurable and rotation invariant
functions. Fix an arbitrary measurable function f : A(n, q) → [0, ∞). Using the rotation in-
variance of the measures µ̃n−q+γ and νq and Tonelli’s theorem, the left-hand side of (3.2) is∫

SOn

∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (η−1(E ∩ L)) µ̃n−q+γ(dE) νq(dL)ν(dη)

=
∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

frot(E) µ̃n−q+γ(dE) νq(dL).

Using the rotation invariance of µγ and J, a similar argument shows that the right-hand side of
(3.2) is ∫

A(n,γ)
frot(E)J(E) µγ(dE).

By assumption, (3.2) holds for the rotation invariant function frot, so the last two displayed
expressions coincide and the assertion is shown.

In the proof of our main result, the following lemma will turn out to be of crucial importance.
It can be seen a generalization of [12, Lem. 4.4]. In that result the authors prove that

A(n, k, r, α) =
∫

G(n,k)
[F, L]α νk(dL) =

n−r−1

∏
i=0

Γ( n−i
2 )Γ( k−i+α

2 )

Γ( n−i+α
2 )Γ( k−i

2 )
, (3.3)

for α ≥ 0, r, k ∈ {1, . . . , n} with r + k ≥ n and F ∈ G(n, r), where the right-hand side is
interpreted as 1 if r = n. The next lemma is a counterpart for the Grassmannian associated to
a hyperplane. (We note that the definition of the subspace determinant in [12] is equivalent to
our definition as r + k ≥ n.)
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Lemma 3.2. Let n ≥ 2, α ≥ 0 and p, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} with p + q ≤ n be given. Then, for any
u ∈ Sn−1 and any fixed M ∈ G(n, p) we have that∫

G(span u,q)
[L, M]α ν

span u
q (dL) = a(n, p, q, α)[u, M]α (3.4)

with

a(n, p, q, α) =
p

∏
i=1

Γ( n−i
2 )Γ( n−q−i+α+1

2 )

Γ( n−i+α
2 )Γ( n−q−i+1

2 )
.

Proof. If u ∈ M, then (3.4) holds trivially as both sides vanish. Hence, we may assume u ̸∈ M.
Suppose first that we also have u ̸∈ M⊥ and fix L ∈ G(span u, q). Since dim M⊥ + dim L⊥ =
2n − (p + q) ≥ n, [19, Lem. 4.1] implies that

[L⊥, M⊥] = [L⊥, M⊥ ∩ u⊥]∥u|M⊥∥
= [L⊥, M⊥ ∩ u⊥][u, M],

where we recall that u|M⊥ is the projection of u onto M⊥. Here, we used that fact that the sub-
space determinant [L′, M′], as defined in [19], coincides with our definition whenever dim M′ +
dim L′ ≥ n, but differs otherwise, causing [19] to consider subspace determinants relative to
u⊥, which is not necessary using our definition. We thus obtain

[L, M] = [L⊥, M⊥] = [L⊥, M⊥ ∩ u⊥][u, M],

a relation that is also true for u ∈ M⊥, implying that the left-hand side of (3.4) coincides with∫
G(span u,q)

[L⊥, M⊥ ∩ u⊥]a ν
span u
q (dL) [u, M]α =

∫
G(u⊥,n−q)

[L, M⊥ ∩ u⊥]a νu⊥
q−1(dL) [u, M]α.

The last integral is now of the form (3.3), but with u⊥ instead of Rn as the ambient space. It
is thus equal to A(n − 1, n − q, n − p − 1, α). This constant coincides with a(n, p, q, α), and the
assertion is proven.

4 Presentation of the main results

Having established the basic notions and concepts in Section 3, we will now state our main
result: a general reduction of integrals of the form (1.3). We remark that we imposed the di-
mensional constraints 0 ≤ γ < q < n at the beginning of the introduction, since γ = q or
q = n, would imply that the left-hand side of (1.3) becomes trivial. These constraints imply the
assumption n ≥ 2, which we now adopt for the rest of the paper.
Recall that (1.3) involves a rotation invariant measure µ̃n−q+γ on A(n, n − q + γ) that is dom-
inated by µn−q+γ. Hence, the Radon–Nikodym theorem guarantees the existence of a µn−q+γ-
density H̃ ≥ 0 for µ̃n−q+γ. The assumed rotation invariance implies that H = H̃rot is also a
µn−q+γ-density for µ̃n−q+γ. We will state our results using this density, as the function J(r) =
JH(r) can explicitly be expressed in terms of H. For specific choices of the density H, the func-
tion JH(r) in the statement of this theorem can be simplified and be made more explicit, as
illustrated in Corollaries 4.2 and 4.4 below. The proof of Theorem 4.1 is postponed to Section 7
at the end of this paper.

Theorem 4.1. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}, and let H : A(n, n − q + γ) →
[0, ∞) be a measurable and rotation invariant function. Then∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE) νq(dL)

= D(n, q, γ)
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) JH(d(o, E)) µγ(dE)
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for all measurable f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞). Here,

JH(r) =
∫ 1

0
HI(rz)zq(1 − z2)

n−q
2 −1 dz, (4.1)

and the constant is given by

D(n, q, γ) =
ωγ+1ωq−γωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)+1ωn−γ
. (4.2)

We shall now discuss two special cases in which the function JH(r) and thus the integral relation
in Theorem 4.1 can be simplified. We start by considering the special case, where H is the func-
tion Hh(E) = 1{d(o,E)≤h} for some h > 0, corresponding to µ̃n−q+γ in (1.3) being the restriction
of µn−q+γ to [hBn]n−q+γ. Definition (4.1) and a substitution yield

JHh(r) =
1
2

∫ (min{ h
r ,1})2

0
z

q+1
2 −1(1 − z)

n−q
2 −1 dz =

{
ωn+1

ωq+1ωn−q
: r ≤ h,

1
2 B
(
( h

r )
2; q+1

2 , n−q
2

)
: r > h,

(4.3)

where (2.2) was used at the second equality sign. This implies the following result.

Corollary 4.2. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}, and h > 0. Then∫
G(n,q)

∫
[hBn]n−q+γ

f (E ∩ L) µn−q+γ(dE) νq(dL)

= D(n, q, γ)
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) J(d(o, E)) µγ(dE),

where J = JHh is given by (4.3) and where D(n, q, γ) is the constant given in Theorem 4.1.

The incomplete beta integral, and hence the function J in Corollary 4.2, can be expressed in
terms of a hypergeometric function. Also, weight functions JH associated to more general dens-
ities H can be expressed in terms of – possibly several – hypergeometric functions. For instance,
if HI is an even polynomial restricted to [0, ∞), Euler’s integral relation implies such a repres-
entation, see e.g. [1] for details.
Using the monotone convergence theorem when h → ∞ in Corollary 4.2, gives an explicit
integral relation of the form (1.3) with µ̃n−q+γ = µn−q+γ.

Corollary 4.3. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}. Then∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L) µn−q+γ(dE) νq(dL)

= D̃(n, q, γ)
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) µγ(dE)

for all measurable functions f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞). Here,

D̃(n, q, γ) =
ωn+1ωγ+1ωq−γ

ωn−(q−γ)+1ωn−γωq+1
.

Let us also report that Theorem 4.1 allows an extension to multiple intersections in the following
way. The proof is postponed to Section 7.

Corollary 4.4. Fix ℓ, m, n ≥ 1, q1, . . . , qℓ ∈ {0, . . . , n}, put q = q1 + · · ·+ qℓ − (ℓ− 1)n. Suppose
that q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and fix γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} and p1, . . . , pm ∈ {0, . . . , n} such that p1 + · · ·+
pm − (m − 1)n = n − q + γ. Further, let f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) be a measurable function, and let
H : A(n, n − q + γ) → [0, ∞) be a rotation invariant measurable function. Define

Iℓ,m =
∫

G(n,q1)
· · ·

∫
G(n,qℓ)

∫
A(n,p1)

· · ·
∫

A(n,pm)
f (E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em ∩ L1 ∩ . . . ∩ Lℓ)

× H(E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em) µpm(dEm) . . . µp1(dE1)νqℓ(dLℓ) . . . νq1(dL1).
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Then

Iℓ,m = D(n, q, γ)
ωn−q+γ+1ωm

n+1

ωn+1ωp1 · · ·ωpm

∫
A(n,γ)

f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) JH(d(o, E)) µγ(dE),

where JH is given by (4.1) and the leading constant by (4.2).

Finally, we state an alternative version of Theorem 4.1, which appears to be more general, as
the intersecting linear subspace now is fixed. Closer investigation shows, however, that the two
statements are equivalent, if a suitable Blaschke–Petkantschin relation is applied. The proof of
this equivalence will be given in Section 7.

Theorem 4.5. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} and L0 ∈ G(n, q). Let H :
A(n, n − q + γ) → [0, ∞) be a rotation invariant, measurable function. Then∫

A(n,n−q+γ)
f (E ∩ L0)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE) =

ωγ+1ωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)+1

∫
A(L0,γ)

f (E)JH(d(o, E)) µL0
γ (dE) (4.4)

for all measurable f : A(L0, γ) → [0, ∞). Here, JH is given in Theorem 4.1.

Similar versions, that is, versions where the linear space is hold fixed, are possible also for
Corollaries 4.2-4.4.

5 Intersection probabilities for linear and affine subspaces hitting
the unit ball

In this section we return to the problem from stochastic geometry already mentioned in the
introduction. Namely, we consider a random linear subspace L of dimension q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}
in Rn with distribution νq and a random affine subspace E of dimension n − q + γ, where γ ∈
{0, . . . , q − 1} is a fixed number. Recalling that

[Bn]n−q+γ = {E ∈ A(n, n − q + γ) : E ∩ Bn ̸= ∅},

we use the restriction of κ−1
q−γµn−q+γ to [Bn]n−q+γ as distribution for E and suppose that L and E

are stochastically independent. In fact, it follows from (2.3) that κ−1
q−γµn−q+γ is indeed a probab-

ility measure on [Bn]n−q+γ. We are interested in the distribution of the random affine subspace
E ∩ L, which is almost surely of dimension γ. Since its distribution is invariant under rotations
of Rn, all relevant information is contained in the distribution of the random variable d(o, E∩ L)
describing the distance of E ∩ L to the origin. This distribution turns out to have a density fn,q,γ
with respect to Lebesgue measure on [0, ∞). The next result shows that it is heavy tailed and
asymptotically of Pareto type with shape parameter γ + 2.

Theorem 5.1. In the set-up just introduced, the probability density fn,q,γ(δ) of the random variable
d(o, E ∩ L) is given by

fn,q,γ(δ) = (q − γ)
ωγ+1ωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)+1

{
ωn+1

ωq+1ωn−q
δq−γ−1 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1

1
2 δq−γ−1B( 1

δ2 ; q+1
2 , n−q

2 ) : δ > 1.

Proof. Fix δ > 0 and consider the probability of the event d(o, E ∩ L) ≤ δ. Using Corollary 4.2
with h = 1, we obtain

P[d(o, E ∩ L) ≤ δ] =
1

κq−γ

∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

1{d(o,E)≤1} 1{d(o,E∩L)≤δ} µn−q+γ(dE)νq(dL)

=
D(n, q, γ)

κq−γ

∫
A(n,γ)

1{d(o,E)≤δ}d(o, E)−(n−q) JH1(d(o, E)) µγ(dE),
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with

JH1(r) =

{
ωn+1

ωq+1ωn−q
: r ≤ 1

1
2 B( 1

r2 ; q+1
2 , n−q

2 ) : r > 1.

We now apply the decomposition (2.3), use d(o, L + x) = ∥x∥ whenever x ∈ L⊥, and then
introduce spherical coordinates in L⊥ to see that

P[d(o, E ∩ L) ≤ δ]

=
D(n, q, γ)

κq−γ

∫
G(n,γ)

∫
L⊥

1{∥x∥≤δ}∥x∥−(n−q) JH1(∥x∥) λL⊥(dx)νγ(dL)

=
D(n, q, γ)ωn−γ

κq−γ

∫ δ

0
rq−γ−1 JH1(r) dr.

Taking the derivative with respect to δ in the last expression, inserting the value of the constant
D(n, q, γ) of Theorem 4.1 and then using (2.1) yields the result.

Although the density fn,q,γ(δ) is defined piecewise, we remark that it is continuous at the point
δ = 1. In fact, this follows from the continuity of the incomplete beta function in combination
with (2.2). Let us also mention at this point that since we are working with the unit ball Bn as
a reference set, the results of this section and also the next one continue to hold if the random
linear subspace L is replaced by a deterministic linear subspace of the same dimension.
Since the density of d(o, E ∩ L) is asymptotically of Pareto type with shape parameter γ + 2, the
moment properties of the random variable d(o, E ∩ L) depend on the intersection dimension γ.
The next result delivers a precise description.

Corollary 5.2. Let α ∈ R. In the set-up just introduced, one has that Ed(o, E ∩ L)α < ∞ if and only if
α ∈ (γ − q, γ + 1). In particular, if γ = 0 the random variable d(o, E ∩ L) has infinite expectation.

Proof. We have to check under which conditions on α the product of δα with the probability
density fn,q,γ(δ) of Theorem 5.1 is integrable at δ = 0 and δ = ∞. The function δ 7→ δq−γ−1+α is
integrable at δ = 0, if and only if α > γ − q. Moreover, since B(δ−2; a, b) = δ−2a

a + O(δ−2(a+1))
as δ → ∞, see [1, §6.6.8 and §15.7], the required integrability is satisfied, whenever the function
δα+q−γ−1−(q+1) = δα−γ−2 is integrable at δ = ∞. The latter holds if and only if α − γ − 2 < −1,
or equivalently, α < γ + 1. This completes the proof.

As anticipated above, the intersection of E and L may or may not hit the unit ball. By Theorem
5.1 the probability for the first of these events is given by

P[E ∩ L ∩ Bn ̸= ∅] = (q − γ)
ωγ+1ωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)+1

ωn+1

ωq+1ωn−q

∫ 1

0
δq−γ−1 dδ.

Simplification leads to the following result.

Corollary 5.3. In the set-up just introduced, it holds that

pn,q,γ = P[E ∩ L ∩ Bn ̸= ∅] =
ωγ+1ωn+1

ωq+1ωn−(q−γ)+1
.

This result allows quantifying the asymptotic behavior of the intersection probability pn,q,γ for
fixed q and γ in high dimensions, that is, as n → ∞. Using (2.1), we can rewrite pn,q,γ in terms
of gamma functions as

pn,q,γ =
Γ( q+1

2 )Γ( n−(q−γ)+1
2 )

Γ(γ+1
2 )Γ( n+1

2 )
.
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Since q and γ are assumed to be fixed, we can apply Stirling’s formula [1, §6.1.37] for the gamma
function to see that

pn,q,γ =
Γ( q+1

2 )

Γ(γ+1
2 )

( 2
n

) q−γ
2
(1 + on(1)) =

ωγ+1

ωq+1

( 2
π n

) q−γ
2
(1 + on(1)),

as n → ∞, where we write on(1) for a sequence that converges to zero with n. Hence, in
high dimensions, the intersection point of the random affine subspace E and the random linear
subspace L will asymptotically almost surely be outside the unit ball Bn.

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

���

���

���

���

���

���

��� ��� ��� ��� ��� ���

���

���

���

���

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Figure 5.1: First line: The probability densities f2,1,0, f3,2,1 and f3,1,0 from left to right. Second
line: The probability densities f8,5,2, f9,5,3 and f9,6,1 from left to right.

In the planar case n = 2 we can take q = 1 and γ = 2 and obtain

f2,1,0(δ) =
2
π

{
1 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
1 −

√
1 − δ−2 : δ > 1,

p2,1,0 =
2
π

.

Moreover, if n = 3 we can consider the case q = 2 and γ = 1, which yields

f3,2,1(δ) =

{
π
4 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
1
2 (arccsc(δ)−

√
1 − δ−2) : δ > 1,

p3,2,1 =
π

4
,

and the case q = 1 and γ = 0, where the probability density reduces to

f3,1,0(δ) =
1
2

{
1 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
δ−2 : δ > 1,

p3,1,0 =
1
2

,

see also Figure 5.1. In particular, if n = 3, q = 2 and γ = 1, we obtain

Ed(o, E ∩ L) =
∫ ∞

0
δ f3,2,1(δ) dδ =

π

4
,

whereas in the other two cases Ed(o, E ∩ L) = ∞. To illustrate the potential complexity of the
density functions fn,q,γ(δ) we also record the following values:
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n, q, γ fn,q,γ pn,q,γ Ed(o, E ∩ L)

8, 5, 2

{
128
35π δ2 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1

48
105π

8δ7−(8δ6+4δ4+3δ2−15)
√

δ2−1
δ5 : δ > 1,

128
105π

4
π

9, 5, 3

{
δ : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
4δ2−3

δ7 : δ > 1,
1
2

16
15

9, 6, 1

{
75π
265 δ4 : 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1
75δ8 arccsc(δ)−5(16δ6+10δ4+8δ2−48)

√
δ2−1

128δ4 : δ > 1.
15π
256

5π
8

We see that the complexity of the probability density fn,q,γ varies depending on n, q, γ. We notice
in particular that p9,5,3 = 1

2 , which is the same as p3,1,0 from before. In fact, for all odd n, there
are (often multiple) ways we can choose q and γ such that pn,q,γ = 1

2 . For instance, if we take
γ = n−1

2 − 1 and q = n−1
2 + 1 or q = n − 2, then pn,q,γ = 1

2 .

6 Intersection probabilities for linear and affine subspaces tangent to
the unit sphere

In this section, we consider another application of Theorem 4.1 to intersection probabilities in
stochastic geometry. As in the previous section, we consider a random linear subspace L of
dimension q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} in Rn with distribution νq. In contrast, E is now a stochastically
independent random affine subspace E in Rn of dimension n − q + γ such that d(o, E) = 1.
Thus, E is tangent to the unit sphere Sn−1 in Rn. The rotation invariant probability measure on
that space is given by

σn−q+γ(A) =
1

ωq−γ

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

∫
Sn−1∩M⊥

1A(M + u) Hq−γ−1(du) νn−q+γ(dM) (6.1)

for a Borel sets A ⊆ {E′ ∈ A(n, n − q + γ) : d(o, E′) = 1}. As in the previous section, we
are interested in the distribution of L ∩ E. Again, all relevant information is contained in the
distribution of d(o, E ∩ L) due to rotation invariance. The next result is a stepping stone in the
derivation of the probability density of the random variable d(o, E ∩ L).

Lemma 6.1. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}, γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1} and let f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) be a
measurable, rotation invariant and bounded function. Then∫

G(n,q)

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

∫
Sn−1∩M⊥

f ((M + hu) ∩ L) Hq−γ−1(du) νn−q+γ(dM) νq(dL)

= D(n, q, γ)ωn−γhγ+1
∫ ∞

h
f I(r)r−(γ+2)

(
1 − h2

r2

) n−q
2 −1

dr

for almost every h > 0.

Proof. Let f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) satisfy the above assumptions and define the function F :
(0, ∞) → [0, ∞) by

F(h) = D(n, q, γ)
∫

A(n,γ)
f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) JHh(d(o, E)) µγ(dE)

= D(n, q, γ)ωn−γ

∫ ∞

0
f I(r)rq−γ−1 JHh(r) dr,

with D(n, q, γ) as in Theorem 4.1 and JHh given by (4.3). Since

∂

∂h
JHh(r) =

0 : 0 ≤ r < h

r−q−1hq
(

1 − h2

r2

) n−q
2 −1

: r > h,
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we conclude that F(h) is differentiable for almost all h > 0 with derivative

F′(h) = D(n, q, γ)ωn−γ

∫ ∞

h
f I(r)r−γ−2hq

(
1 − h2

r2

) n−q
2 −1

dr.

Here, differentiation under the integral sign can be justified as follows. For fixed r > 0, the
integrand g(r, h) = f I(r)rq−γ−1 JHh(r) is absolutely continuous as function of h. Since (r, h) 7→
∂/(∂h)g(r, h) is integrable on (0, ∞) × (a, b) for any 0 < a < b < ∞, Fubini’s theorem and
Lebesgue differentiation theorem imply

F′(h) =
d

dh

∫ h

1

∫ ∞

0

∂

∂h
g(r, t)drdt =

∫ ∞

0

∂

∂h
g(r, h)dr

for a.e. h ∈ (a, b), yielding the intermediate assertion.
On the other hand, Theorem 4.1, relation (2.3) and spherical integration yield

F(h) =
∫

G(n,q)

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

∫
Sn−1∩M⊥

∫ h

0
f ((M+ ru)∩ L)rq−γ−1 dr Hq−γ−1(du) νn−q+γ(dM)νq(dL),

and hence

F′(h) =
∫

G(n,q)

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

∫
Sn−1∩M⊥

f ((M + hu) ∩ L)hq−γ−1 Hq−γ−1(dy) νn−q+γ(dM)νq(dL)

for almost every h > 0 due to the Lebesgue differentiation theorem. This completes the proof
of the lemma.

Theorem 6.2. Fix n ≥ 2, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}. Let L be a random linear
subspace with distribution νq and let E be a stochastically independent random affine subspace, tangent
to the unit sphere, with distribution σn−q+γ given by (6.1). Then the random variable d(o, E ∩ L)−2 has
a beta distribution with shape parameters

a =
γ + 1

2
and b =

n − q
2

.

More explicitly,

gn,q,γ(r) =
ωγ+1ωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)+1
r−(γ+2)

(
1 − 1

r2

) n−q
2 −1

1{r>1}

is a probability density for d(o, E ∩ L).

Figure 6.1 illustrates the variety of density functions gn,q,γ.
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Figure 6.1: From left to right: The probability densities g2,1,0, g3,1,0 and g9,5,3.
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Proof. Let X be a beta-distributed random variable on (0, 1) with shape parameters a, b > 0.
Then X−1/2 has tail probabilities

1 − FX−1/2(t) = P
[

X ≤ 1
t2

]
=

1
B(a, b)

∫ 1/t2

0
xa−1(1 − x)b−1 dx

=
2

B(a, b)

∫ ∞

t
r−2a−1

(
1 − 1

r2

)b−1
dr, t > 1. (6.2)

On the other hand, applying Lemma 6.1 with f (E) = 1{d(o,E)≥t} yields

1
ωq−γ

∫
G(n,q)

∫
G(n,n−q+γ)

∫
Sn−1∩M⊥

1{d(o,(M+hu)∩L)≥t} Hq−γ−1(du) νn−q+γ(dM)νq(dL)

= D(n, q, γ)
ωn−γ

ωq−γ
hγ+1

∫ ∞

h
1{r≥t}r−(γ+2)

(
1 − h2

r2

) n−q
2 −1

dr (6.3)

for almost all h > 0. Using monotone convergence, one can show that both sides of (6.3) are con-
tinuous in h, so this relation extends to all h > 0. Letting h = 1, we see that the tail distributions
of d(o, E ∩ L) are proportional to

∫ ∞

t
r−(γ+2)

(
1 − 1

r2

) n−q
2 −1

dr, t > 1.

A comparison with (6.2) shows the first claim. The explicit density gn,q,γ is obtained by differ-
entiation of (6.3) when h = 1.

Let us remark in this context that random affine subspaces with the property that their squared
distance to the origin follows a beta distribution arise naturally in the theory of random beta
polytopes. For example, let X0, . . . , Xr with r ∈ {1, . . . , n} be stochastically independent random
points in Bn with probability density proportional to (1−∥x∥2)

ν−2
2 for some ν > 0, and consider

the random variable d(o, M)2, where M ∈ A(n, r) is the affine hull of X0, . . . , Xr. Then it follows
from [10, Thm. 2.7] that this random variable has the beta distribution Beta( n−r

2 , ν(r+1)+r(n−1)
2 ).

From the explicit density of d(o, E ∩ L) in Theorem 6.2, the existence of moments can directly be
read off.

Corollary 6.3. Let α ∈ R. In the set-up just introduced, one has that Ed(o, E ∩ L)α < ∞ if and only
if α < γ + 1. In particular, if γ = 0 then the random variable d(o, E ∩ L) has infinite expectation. If
γ ≥ 1 we have

Ed(o, E ∩ L) =
ωγ+1ωn−q+γ

ωγωn−(q−γ)+1
=

ωn−q+γ

ωγ
(2π)−(n−q).

Applying Stirling’s formula [1, §6.1.37] we conclude that for fixed γ ≥ 1,

Ed(o, E ∩ L)√
n

−→ 1√
2π

ωγ+1

ωγ
,

as n → ∞, independently of q.

7 Proofs of Theorem 4.1, Corollary 4.4 and Theorem 4.5

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Given E ∈ A(n, q), q ∈ {0, . . . , n}, we will write lin(E) for the linear sub-
space in G(n, q) parallel to E. In other words, lin(E) = E − x for all x ∈ E.
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For the proof of Theorem 4.1, fix n ≥ 1, q ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1} and γ ∈ {0, . . . , q − 1}, and let
f : A(n, γ) → [0, ∞) be a measurable function. Due to Lemma 3.1, we may assume without loss
of generality that f is rotation invariant. The integral of interest is

I =
∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE) νq(dL).

First note that I is indeed well-defined as for νq-almost all L ∈ G(n, q) and µn−q+γ-almost all
E ∈ A(n, n − q + γ) we have dim(E ∩ L) = γ. This follows from [22, Lem. 13.2.1], applied to L
and L′ = lin(E).
Define the function g : A(n, q)× A(n, n − q + γ) → R by

g(E1, E2) = f
(

lin(E1) ∩ E2
)
1{d(o,E1)≤1}H(E2),

where we let f (lin(E1) ∩ E2) = 0 if dim(lin(E1) ∩ E2) ̸= γ. Definition (2.3) implies

I =
1

κn−q

∫
A(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

g(E1, E2) µn−q+γ(dE2)µq(dE1).

Applying [22, Thm. 7.2.8] with s1 = q and s2 = n − q + γ yields

I =
b̄

κn−q

∫
A(n,γ)

∫
A(E,q)

∫
A(E,n−q+γ)

g(E1, E2)[lin(E1), lin(E2)]
γ+1

× µE
n−q+γ(dE2) µE

q (dE1) µγ(dE), (7.1)

with the constant b̄ given by

b̄ = bn,n−γ
bn−γ,n−qbn−γ,q−γ

bn,n−qbn,q−γ
, bi,j =

ωi−j+1 · · ·ωi

ω1 · · ·ωj
, i ∈ N, j ∈ {1, . . . , i}. (7.2)

Expanding (7.1) by decomposing the measure µγ according to (2.3), applying [22, Eq. (13.14)]
and Tonelli’s theorem yields

I =
b̄

κn−q

∫
G(n,γ)

I1(L0, f ) νγ(dL0) (7.3)

with

I1(L0, f ) =
∫

G(L0,q)

∫
G(L0,n−q+γ)

∫
L⊥

0

f ((M + t) ∩ L)1{d(o,L+t)≤1}H(M + t)

× λL⊥
0
(dt)[M, L]γ+1 νL0

n−q+γ(dM) νL0
q (dL).

Since ∫
G(L0,p)

h(L) νL0
p (dL) =

∫
G(L⊥

0 ,p−γ)
h(L0 + L) ν

L⊥
0

p−γ(dL)

for all L0 ∈ G(n, γ) and for any measurable function h : G(L0, p) → [0, ∞) and integers γ <
p < n, we conclude

I1(L0, f ) =
∫

G(L⊥
0 ,q−γ)

∫
G(L⊥

0 ,n−q)

∫
L⊥

0

f
((

(M + t) ∩ L
)
+ L0

)
1{d(o,L+t)≤1}

× H(M + L0 + t) λL⊥
0
(dt)[M, L]γ+1 ν

L⊥
0

n−q(dM) ν
L⊥

0
q−γ(dL),

(7.4)

where we also have used (M + L0 + t) ∩ (L + L0) =
(
(M + t) ∩ L

)
+ L0, d(o, L + L0 + t) =

d(o, L + t) and [M + L0, L + L0] = [M, L].
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Now consider (7.4) for fixed L0 ∈ G(n, γ), M ∈ G(L⊥
0 , n − q) and L ∈ G(L⊥

0 , q − γ). As f and H
are both rotation invariant, we may write

f
(
((M + t) ∩ L) + L0

)
= f I

(
d(o, (M + t) ∩ L)

)
,

H(M + L0 + t) = HI(∥t|M⊥∥),

with f I and HI satisfying (3.1). Thus, we may identify L⊥
0 with Rn−γ and conclude that

I1(L0, f ) =
∫

G(n−γ,q−γ)

∫
G(n−γ,n−q)

I2(L, M)[M, L]γ+1νn−q(dM) νq−γ(dL), (7.5)

with

I2(M, L) =
∫

Rn−γ
f I(d(o, (M + t) ∩ L))1{d(o,L+t)≤1}HI(∥t|M⊥∥) λn−γ(dt)

=
∫

M

∫
M⊥

f I(d(o, (M + x) ∩ L))HI(∥x∥)1{d(o,L+x+y)≤1} λM⊥(dx) λM(dy)

for M ∈ G(n − γ, n − q) and L ∈ G(n − γ, q − γ). Applying (2.4) to the Lebesgue integral over
M⊥ we get

I2(M, L) = [M, L]
∫

M

∫
L

f I(d(o, (M + t) ∩ L))HI(∥t|M⊥∥)1{d(o,L+t|M⊥+y)≤1} λL(dt) λM(dy)

=
∫

L
f I(d(o, (M + t) ∩ L))HI(∥t|M⊥∥)I3(M, L, t) λL(dt),

where we first used the fact that M + t|M⊥ = M + t holds for any t ∈ L, and then Tonelli’s
theorem. Here,

I3(M, L, t) = [M, L]
∫

M
1{∥(t|M⊥)|L⊥+y|L⊥∥≤1} λM(dy).

Another application of (2.4) reveals that

I3(M, L, t) =
∫

L⊥
1{∥(t|M⊥)|L⊥+z∥≤1} λL⊥(dz) = κn−q

is the volume of a unit ball in L⊥, centered at (t|M⊥)|L⊥. Inserting this into I2 gives

I2(M, L) = κn−q

∫
L

f I(d(o, (M + t) ∩ L))HI(∥t|M⊥∥) λL(dt).

Since t ∈ L and M ∩ L = {o} for almost all L and M, we have

d(o, (M + t) ∩ L) = d(o, {t}) = ∥t∥.

This, and the use of spherical coordinates in L give

I2(M, L) = κn−q

∫ ∞

0
f I(r)rq−γ−1

∫
Sn−γ−1∩L

HI(r[u, M]) Hq−γ−1(du) dr.

Inserting this into (7.5) and the result into (7.3), we get after an application of Tonelli’s theorem
that

I = b̄
∫ ∞

0
f I(r)rq−γ−1

∫
G(n−γ,n−q)

JH(M, r) νn−q(dM) dr, (7.6)

with

JH(M, r) =
∫

G(n−γ,q−γ)

∫
Sn−γ−1∩L

HI(r[u, M])Hq−γ−1(du)[M, L]γ+1 νq−γ(dL).
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An invariance argument and [22, Thm. 7.1.1] imply

JH(M, r) =
ωq−γ

ωn−γ

∫
Sn−γ−1

HI(r[u, M])
∫

G(span u,q−γ)
[M, L]γ+1 ν

span u
q−γ (dL) Hn−γ−1(du).

Applying Lemma 3.2 in Rn−γ to the innermost integral in JH(M, r) yields

JH(M, r) = c1

∫
Sn−γ−1

HI(r[u, M])[u, M]γ+1 Hn−γ−1(du)

with the constant c1 = a(n − γ, n − q, q − γ, γ + 1)ωq−γ

ωn−γ
. To simplify JH(M, r) further, we use the

fact that [u, M] = ∥u|M⊥∥ and apply [2, Lem. 1] with Bp = M⊥, p = q − γ and d = n − γ. This
yields

JH(M, r) =
c1

2
ωn−qωq−γ

∫ 1

0
HI(rt

1
2 )t

q−1
2 (1 − t)

n−q
2 −1 dt

= c1ωn−qωq−γ

∫ 1

0
HI(rz)zq(1 − z2)

n−q
2 −1 dz,

using the substitution z =
√

t in the last step. A comparison with (4.1) gives JH(M, r) =
c1ωn−qωq−γ JH(r), so abbreviating

c2 = b̄c1
ωn−qωq−γ

ωn−γ
,

(7.6) becomes

I = c2ωn−γ

∫ ∞

0
f I(r)rq−γ−1 JH(r) dr

= c2

∫
A(n,γ)

f (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) JH(d(o, E)) µγ(dE),

where we used (2.3) and spherical coordinates in lin(E). Hence, the theorem is shown once we
have confirmed that

c2 = D(n, q, γ). (7.7)

We have

c1 =
ωq−γ

ωn−γ

n−q

∏
i=1

Γ( n−γ−i
2 )Γ( n−q−i+γ

2 + 1)

Γ( n−i+1
2 )Γ( n−q−i+1

2 )
=

ωq−γ

ωn−γ

n−q

∏
i=1

ωn−i+1ωn−q−i+1

ωn−γ−iωn−q+γ+2−i
,

so direct insertion gives

b̄c1 =

(
ωγ+1 · · ·ωn

ω1 · · ·ωn−γ
·

ωq−γ+1 · · ·ωn−γ

ωq+1 · · ·ωn
·

ωn−q+1 · · ·ωn−γ

ωn−(q−γ)+1 · · ·ωn

)

×
(

ωq+1 · · ·ωn

ωq−γ · · ·ωn−γ−1
·

ω1 · · ·ωn−q

ωγ+2 · · ·ωn−(q−γ)+1

)
ωq−γ

ωn−γ

=

(
ωq+1 · · ·ωn

ωq+1 · · ·ωn
·

ωγ+1 · · ·ωn

ωγ+2 · · ·ωn
· 1

ωn−(q−γ)+1

)

×
(

ωq−γ · · ·ωn−γ

ωq−γ · · ·ωn−γ
· ω1 · · ·ωn−γ

ω1 · · ·ωn−γ

)
=

ωγ+1

ωn−(q−γ)+1
,
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where the products were suitably sorted at the second equality sign, and simplified at the third
equality sign. We thus get

c2 =
ωγ+1ωq−γωn−q

ωn−(q−γ)−1ωn−γ
= D(n, q, γ).

This shows (7.7) and completes the proof.

Proof of Corollary 4.4. For a Borel set B ⊆ G(n, q), define

ν̃q(B) =
∫

G(n,q1)
· · ·

∫
G(n,qℓ)

1B(L1 ∩ . . . ∩ Lℓ) νqℓ(dLℓ) . . . νq1(dL1).

This gives rise to an invariant probability measure ν̃q on G(n, q). However, by [22, Thm. 13.2.11]
there is only one such measure, which implies that ν̃q = νq. This allows us in a first step to
reduce the outer integral over G(n, q1), . . . , G(n, qm) in Iℓ,m to a single integral over G(n, q):

Iℓ,m =
∫

G(n,q)

∫
A(n,p1)

· · ·
∫

A(n,pm)
f (E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em ∩ L)

× H(E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em) µpm(dEm) . . . µp1(dE1)νq(dL).
(7.8)

To also convert the inner integrals over A(n, p1), . . . , A(n, pm) to a single integral, let B be a
Borel set in A(n, n − q + γ) and define

µ̂n−q+γ(B) =
∫

A(n,p1)
· · ·

∫
A(n,pm)

1B(E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em) µpm(dEm) . . . µp1(dE1).

The measure µ̂n−q+γ is motion invariant on A(n, n − q + γ). However, by [22, Thm. 13.1.3 and
Thm. 13.2.12] all such measures are constant multiples of the invariant measure µn−q+γ, so there
exists some constant c > 0 such that µ̂n−q+γ = cµn−q+γ. To determine the value of the constant
c, we employ a special case of the Crofton formula [22, Thm. 5.1.1]. It says that∫

A(n,k)
Hi(E ∩ W) µk(dE) =

ωn+1ωi+1

ωk+1ωn−k+i+1
Hn−k+i(W)

for 0 ≤ i ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and where W ⊂ Rn is a convex set of dimension n − k + i, that is, the
affine hull of W has dimension n − k + i. Applying Crofton’s formula with i = k = n − q + γ
and W = Bn we obtain∫

A(n,n−q+γ)
Hn−q+γ(E ∩ Bn) µ̂n−q+γ(dE) = c

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

Hn−q+γ(E ∩ Bn) µn−q+γ(dE)

= cHn(Bn) = cκn.

On the other hand, by applying Crofton’s formula repeatedly to each of the integrals in its
definition, the integral on the left is∫

A(n,p1)
· · ·

∫
A(n,pm)

Hn−q+γ(E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em ∩ Bn) µpm(dEm) . . . µp1(dE1)

=
ωn+1ωn−q+γ+1

ωpm+1ω2n−pm−q+γ+1

∫
A(n,p1)

· · ·
∫

A(n,pm−1)
H2n−pm−q+γ(E1 ∩ . . . ∩ Em−1 ∩ Bn)

µpm−1(dEm−1) . . . µp1(dE1)

...

=
ωn+1ωn−q+γ+1

ωpm+1ω2n−pm−q+γ+1

ωn+1ω2n−pm−q+γ

ωpm−1 ω3n−pm−pm−1−q+γ+1
· · ·

· · ·
ωn+1ωmn−pm−...−p2−q+γ

ωp1+1ωn−p1+mn−pm−...−p2−q+γ+1
Hn(Bn)

=
ωm

n+1ωn−q+γ+1

ωp1 · · ·ωpm ωn+1
κn.
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Here, we simplified the telescopic product of the ω-terms and used our assumption p1 + . . . +
pm − (m − 1)n = n − 1 + γ in the last step. A comparison of these two expressions implies

µ̂n−q+γ =
ωm

n+1ωn−q+γ+1

ωp1 · · ·ωpm ωn+1
µn−q+γ.

As a consequence, we can reduce the inner integrals in (7.8) to a single integral over A(n, n −
q + γ):

Iℓ,m =
ωm

n+1ωn−q+γ+1

ωp1 · · ·ωpm ωn+1

∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f (E ∩ L)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE)νq(dL).

The result of Corollary 4.4 can now be concluded from Theorem 4.1.

The proof that the results of Theorems 4.1 and 4.5 are equivalent, is based on the following
Blaschke–Petkantschin formula:∫

A(n,k)
g(E)µk(dE) =

ωn−k

ωr−k

∫
G(n,r)

∫
A(L,k)

g(E)d(o, E)n−rµL
k (dE)νr(dL), (7.9)

with integers 0 ≤ k < r < n and measurable g : A(n, k) → [0, ∞), see e.g. [14, p. 33].

Proof of the equivalence of Theorems 4.1 and 4.5. That Theorem 4.5 implies Theorem 4.1 follows ra-
ther directly by invariant integration of (4.4) with respect to L0 and an application of the Blaschke–
Petkantschin formula (7.9) with r = q and k = γ.
Assume now that Theorem 4.1 holds, and let f : A(L0, γ) → [0, ∞) be measurable. Assume
first that f is rotation invariant under all rotations fixing L0. The function f̃ (E) = f I(d(o, E)),
E ∈ A(n, γ), is the rotation invariant extension of f to A(n, γ). Hence, the invariance of µn−q+γ

gives ∫
G(n,q)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f̃ (E ∩ L)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE) νq(dL)

=
∫

SO(n)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f̃ (E ∩ ϑL0)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE) ν(dϑ)

=
∫

SO(n)

∫
A(n,n−q+γ)

f̃
(
ϑ(E ∩ L0)

)
H(ϑ−1E) µn−q+γ(dE) ν(dϑ)

=
∫

A(n,n−q+γ)
f (E ∩ L0)H(E) µn−q+γ(dE).

On the other hand, the Blaschke–Petkantschin relation (7.9) and a similar reasoning shows∫
A(n,γ)

f̃ (E)d(o, E)−(n−q) JH(d(o, E)) µγ(dE) =
ωn−γ

ωq−γ

∫
A(L0,γ)

f (E)JH(d(o, E)) µL0
γ (dE).

Theorem 4.1 states that these two displayed expressions coincide up to multiplication with the
constant D(n, q, γ), and thus (4.4) holds for the function f chosen.
With arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.1, one can show that (4.4) holds for all measurable
f : A(L0, γ) → [0, ∞) if it holds for all such functions which are in addition invariant under all
rotations fixing L0. This proves that Theorem 4.5 holds and concludes the proof of the equival-
ence.
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