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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate some geometric functionals for band-limited Gaussian and
isotropic spherical random fields in dimension 2. In particular, we focus on the area of
excursion sets, providing its behavior in the high energy limit. Our result is based on Wiener
chaos expansion for non linear transform of Gaussian fields and on an explicit derivation on
the high-frequency limit of the covariance function of the field. As a simple corollary we
establish also the Central Limit Theorem for the excursion area.
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1 Introduction and Background

Let {Ty(z),z € S?} denote the spherical harmonics, which are solutions of the Helmholtz equa-
tion:

AS2Tg($) + f(f + 1)Tg($) =0,¢(=1,2,...;

where Age is the spherical Laplacian. We can put on these eigenfunctions a random structure
such that {Ty(z),z € S?} are isotropic, centred Gaussian, with covariance function given by

241

E[Ty()Te(y)] = g Py(cosd(z,y)),

where Py is the Legendre polynomial and d(z,y) the spherical geodesic distance between z and
y, d(z,y) = arccos((x,y)). After choosing a standard basis {Y,,(z)} of L?(S?), the random
fields {Ty(z)} can be expressed by

where {ay, } is the array of random spherical harmonic coefficients, which are independent, safe
for the condition gy, = (—1)"ag,_m; for m # 0 they are standard complex-valued Gaussian
variables, while ay is a standard real-valued Gaussian variable. They satisfy

E[agm@glm/] = 55,(5m, .
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The geometry of the excursion sets of random eigenfunctions has been studied in many different
papers, among them [9], [T1], [10], [8], [21], [4], [3], [22] and [19], [20] for subdomains of S? (see
also [7] and [I5] for the d-dimensional sphere S¢). In this framework we aim to extend these
results to the case of band-limited functions (see also [2], [13], [12], [16], [17]).

Hence let us consider the sequence o, g given by

== — 1.1
with 0 < 8 < 1,8 € R. The band-limited functions here are random fields {7y, ,(z),z € S*}
defined as

n

To,s() =+/Crp Y Tix), (1.2)

l=an gn
where
o 4T _ 4T
mh T (1 = a2 +2n+1 2P im0

{Ta, ;(x)} are centred Gaussian with E[T,, ,(2)?] = 1 and covariance function given by

S 20+ 1

Ta,s(®9) =Cnp | > ET(@)Tuy)] | =Cug Y, — Pi(cosd(z,y)). (1.3)
l=ay, gn l=ap,gn

We consider the excursion sets, defined as:

Au(Ty, ;) = {x € S?: Ta, 5(x) > u}, (1.4)

with u € R, u # 0; in this paper we focus on the area of these regions, which we denote by
Sa, (). Along the lines of [I0], it can be written as a functional of the random field itself in
the following way

Som,ﬁ (u) = \/SQ 1{Tan73(x)>u} dl’,

where 1(-) is, as usual, the characteristic function which takes value one if the condition in
the argument is satisfied, zero otherwise. This expression allows to project the area into the
orthonormal system generated by Hermite polynomials (Wiener chaoses projection) Hy(u), k €
N, that is

Ho(u) = 1, Hy (u) = u, Ha(u) = u® — 1,..., Hy(t) = tHy_1(t) — H,_,(t),k > 1. (1.5)

Indeed, since 1(-) € L%(S?), it can be expanded as

[
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N, s@y>u) =

<
Il
o

in L2(Q). The coefficients {J,(-)} have the analytic expressions Jo(u) = ®(u), Ji(u) = —é(u),
Jo(u) = —ud(u), J3(u) = (1 — u?)p(u) and in general

Jg(u) = —Hg1(u)o(w),



where ¢(-) and ®(-) are the density function and the distribution function of a standard Gaussian
variable ([10] and [14]). It follows that

o Ja(w)
Sens () =3 q_'/ Hy(Ty, ,(x)) da. (1.6)
=4 e
Note that if we consider S = 1, the random field in ([2]) is the eigenfunction 7, and it was
shown in [I0] that, in this case, the projection on the first component vanishes identically and
the whole series in ([LL6]) is dominated simply by the second chaotic component. More explicitly,
the variance of this single term is asymptotically equivalent to the variance of the full series, and
its asymptotic distribution (Gaussian) gives also the limiting behavior of the excursion area. On
the contrary, when 8 = 0, the expansion in (I.6]) does not have any leading component, namely,
each chaotic component has the same asymptotic behavior (as it happens for the defect case,
defined as the difference between positive and negative regions, when only one eigenfunction is
considered (see [I1], [15])). It could then be suspected that the limiting behavior may depend
on the value of 3, but this turns out not to be the case. Indeed, we will prove that for any
0 < B < 1 the second chaotic component is still the leading term of the series expansion in (L.6])
and so no phase transition with respect to 8 arises.

2 Main Result

Let us consider the expansion of the excursion area given in (LG)), we can write

o) = (1= 0(w)) [ do+ota) [ H1<Tanﬁ (&) da

+ ud(u /H2 o5 (2)) da +Z " /SQ Hy(To, ,(x))dz,

q=3

(2.1)

in the L?(Q)—convergence sense. Denoting

hg.q == S2H( anﬁ(ac))dx g=1,2,...,

we have that

San,ﬁ (u) hg,q-

Oquu
ZO (')

q!
q:
Remark 2.1. Note that [g, Hi(Ty, ,(z))dz = 0, indeed

H1<Tan,6<m>>dm:/g s (%) dw = /Crp Z/

2
S l=a, gn

thanks to the orthogonal property of Spherical Harmonics (see [6], page 66).
Remark 2.2. The choice of Cy, g in (L3) is such that Var[T,, ,(z)] = 1. Indeed,

n

Var[Ta, , (z)] = am 3 [Var Ty(2)] = am P

(1—a g)T2n+1 (1—a )+2n+1 4w
l=ay gn =Qp,BMN
1 nn+1) (apgn —1)(ayan)
= 2 _ ’ — 1
n2(1—ai5)+2n+1[< 2 2 +(n—angn 1)

= ! (n+n—a?m?+apgn+n—apgn+1)=1
(1_a )+2n_|_1 nvﬁ n?ﬁ nvﬁ ‘




The main result of this paper gives the high energy behavior of the variances of hg., for
q =2

Theorem 2.1. For 0 < <1, as n — oo,

3212 64r? 1
Var(hB;Q) = 2B — NEROY: + o0 <’I’L325> for g =2, (22)
1
Var(hg,,) = O <—2> forq=3 and q>5 (2.3)
n
1
Var(hg.4) = O ( 05271) for g =4. (2.4)

Remark 2.3. From Theorem 2] it follows that the second chaos is the leading term for all
g € (0,1). If B = 1, the random field in (L2]) is simply one random eigenfunction and this
case has already been investigated in [I0], where it has been proved that the variance of h;. is
2

2
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For the continuity of the norm and the orthogonality of the Hermite polynomials, the fol-
lowing expansion holds in the L?(£2) sense:

u’d(u)?
1

Jq(u)2

Var[ S, ;(u)]=0+0+ e

Var[ Var[ Hy(Ta, ,(2)) dz|.

S? S?

Hy(T, ,(x)) dx} +y
q=3

Then, as a corollary, we get

Corollary 2.2. For 0 < g <1, as n — oo,

wP(u)? logn g 1
Var(SamB(u)) = 1 Var(hg.2) + O < " ) =327 1 2B + Rg
where )
0 Og2”> if0<B<1/2,
Rg = " (2.5)
O n3—25> ifi<p<l.

The key role of the proof of Theorem 211is played by the derivation of the asymptotic be-
haviour for the covariance function in (L3]) and it is given in Lemma 23]

Denoting by N the North Pole, we fix £ = N and, in view of the isotropy, we can write
Lo, 5(7,y) = Ly, 5(cos@) with 6 € [0,7). Changing variable § = a:ypﬁn, the following lemma
gives the asymptotic behaviour in the high frequency limit of the covariance function for 1 <

Y < ay, gn(m — €), for any € > 0.

Lemma 2.3. Given f%ﬁ (z,y) as in (I3), for 0 < B < 1,5 € R, we have that, for 1 <1 < nP,
as n — oo,

= ¥\ Cuplangn)? 1 \/51 31\ _ 3
Fan’ﬁ <COS o, ﬁn> = e \/'[Z ﬁ ;5 <— COS <’l/1 — z) W — Sin <’l/} — Z)

o2)

Ty



while, for 1 € [P,y gn(m — €)] it is
_ ¥ Ch.p \/5 (Y 3r (n+1) )\ . [(n+1 ¥
T _Snby [2( ogn (¥ 2T v
el <COS QBN Am ™ S 9 4 + 2an,5nw St 2nan,5w 2

(1 ) 40 (Custonsmttg ) =T

Moreover, we observe that

Hy(To, 4 (x ))dx=/82<an5( z)? —1)dx =C nBZZ/ Ty(x) Ty (v) dx — 4

= Cn,g Z Z ‘aZmP —4m,

l=a, gn m=—{

(2.6)

which are sums of independent Gaussian random variables; the mean of (26]) is zero and then,
from Theorem 2] the Central Limit Theorem follows for hg.s. As a consequence, along the
same lines as in [7], we can establish the validity of the Central Limit Theorem for S, ,. Note
that from ([2.J)) it is easy to see that E[S,,, ,(u)] = (1 — ®(u))4r.

Corollary 2.4. For all0 < <1, as n — o0,
Samﬁ(u)_'Emsﬁnﬂ(uﬂ
Var[Sa,, (u)]

—d Z,

where Z ~ N(0,1) and —4 denote convergence in distribution.

Remark 2.4. When 8 = 0 all the chaotic components have the same asymptotic behavior.
Indeed, the idea is that the covariance function in this case behaves like

so that for all ¢
Cy [™ 1 3 C;
Var(hog) ~ 54 [ s cos (w-20) w2
1

since the integral converges.

3 Proof of the Main Result (Theorem [2.7])

Proof of Theorem [21] assuming Lemma[2.3. First of all we remind the following property (see
for instance [6], page 98): let Z1, Zs be jointly Gaussian; then, for all ¢1,g2 > 0

E[qu(Zl)HqQ(Zz)] = qll(sng[Z1Z2] (31)

Now we start computing the variance of hg.o; hence,

Var(hg.) :Var[ Hg(TamB(m))dm} :IE[ HQ(TamB(:c))dxr

S? S2

(3.2)
- E[ Hy (T, (@) Ho(T, ,(y >>dxdy] — [ Bltta(T., (o)) Ha (T, , ()] ddy

S2xS? 2xS2

5



which is, in view of (8]), equal to
/ 2l ,(z, )% dxdy.
S2x§? ’

Using (L3) we get
n

Vs =202, [ Y Y P X R an

l=cu, gn l'=cy, gn

and exchaging integrals and sums, and applying the duplication property (see [6], Ch. 3), that
is,

20+1 200+ 1 20+1 /
|5 Pl ) = Pl 2 dy = T P2
sz 4r 4T
B3) is equal to
2C2522€+1 Py((x,x)) dz

and since Py(0) =1 V¢, we conclude that

n n

20+1 20+1
Var(hg,s) = 20721,6 Z /S2 dx = QC,%ﬂ Z 4

47 47
l=ay gn l=ap,gn
=207 sl(n(n +1) — angnangn — 1)) +n+1 — angn]
2(47)? B 2(47)?

=20} 4(n*(1—ajg) +2n+1) =

n2(l—a2)+2n+1 n2 P 42n+1°

Finally, Taylor expansion implies

3272 2 1 3272 64n? 1
Var(hB;Q) :W <1 — nl_ﬁ +o <n1_ﬁ>> = W — M +o0 <M> . (34)

Let us focus now on the variance of the chaotic components hg.,, for ¢ > 2. Hence, same
computations as in ([B.2]) lead to

Var(hg,,) = Var < g H (Tan B( x)) d:c> = /S2xs2 E[Hq(Tanﬁ (x))Hy (Tanﬁ (y))] dzdy

=q! /S2 . f’anﬂ (,y)? dzdy
X

and for the isotropy it is

™ 1/n
= 27T|Sz|q'/ a5 (cos 0)?sin 0dO = 27T|S2|q!/ La, 5 (cos 0)?sin 0d6
‘ | 3.5
1/(@n,pn) _ x ) (3.5)
+ 27|S?|¢! / La,, 5(cos 0)?sin 0df + 21|S?|q! / Ly, 5(cos 0)?sin 0do.
1/n 1/(an,gn)

Note that for 6 € [0,1/n], since |Tq,, ,(#,y)| < 1, changing variable 6 =

E
/O . Lo, ;(cos0)7sinfdf = O ( /O . | sin 6| d@) ( ) ( > (3.6)

6

we have that



In the same way

1/(0%,[3”)7 1/(an,,6’n) 1 1/0%13 w
/ Lo, 4(cos0)?sinfdd = O / |sind|df | =0 [ — / d¢
1/n ' 1/n nJi
(3.7
1 1 1 1 1
O(W(%‘Q)—O(aw(“—*)) o(am)

n2+8
where we have used the geometric series for ﬁ = ﬁ. For the last integral in (B.5])
changing the variables as 6 = Ln, we have that

m B 1 MO, BN T,Z) q T,Z)
/ La,, 5(cos 0)sin 0df = / Lo, s <cos ) sin < ) dy
1/(%1,,3") ’ an,gn 1 ’ anﬁn anﬁn
1 n? B ¢ 1 T, BT ¢ (38)
/ I'? sin dy + / 'l sin dy =: 11 + I.
anvﬁn 1 anvﬁn anvﬁn nB anvﬁn
From Lemma 2.3] taking the g—power, we see that
Cq 2q q q

¢ _ Cnp (anpn)®1 271 ([ B A W VR

M=l g \/> 7AWl GRS Iy Bl G 59)

3.9
-1
q (O‘n,ﬁn) ? 1 e _ 3_7T Y o _ 3_7T !
+0 <Cn,5 TRy cos (¥ 1) 228 —sin ) 1
and
9 q/2 q q
(4m)9 T 2 4 200, g1 2nom, g 2
1 1 a (atn gm)% ¢ 3r (n+1) 7!
B T ¢ \"np7) G (X 20 AT
[W + (Oén,ﬁn)Q} +0 <C B a2 O (2 1 2an ¢>

(an,pn)

[ n+1 A 1 1 ]9t
(32 el )

(3.10)
As far as I5 is concerned, using the Taylor expansion of sin/(a, gn), the Newton’s binomial
formula and (BI0) we get

1 N, g7 0 1 NQn, BT _
I, = 'Y sin dyp = / Iy d
e [ v 2 0 dy

Qn, 3 (an gn
He <<an;n> / . dﬂ’) = (%) e (2) ol [
sl nas ) ot [ 0).

(3.11)



Let us focus on (an,gn)2q*2 . Taylor expansion implies that

1
(n2-642n+1)1

n2a—2 1 1\! 2 o+ 1 1
cemrmy () = (o (%)) (0o ()

n?-7 w? , , (3.12)
= (o) o ()
Hence for ¢ > 4, bounding the sine by 1 and solving the integral in ¢, we can see that
Bl L (o~ 0 <i> :
n? (o, gn)% n?
while for ¢ = 3, we have to compute
n38  [onpnm 1 1 1 1
et [ (G AangnP s ! o) 1)

3
)

1
sin(a)?sin(b)® = ) [ 3 cos(a — 3b) + cos(3a — 3b) + 9 cos(a — b) — 3cos(3a — b)

1 1
X sin 1/1—— (n+ )w sin nt
200, 8M 200,

In view of the following formula

—9cos(a + b) + 3cos(3a + b) + 3cos(a + 3b) — cos(3a + 3b)} ,

integration by parts gives the convergence of the integral in (BI3) multiplied by n3% so that
BI3) is O(1/n?). Regarding I; applying again the Taylor expansion of sin1/(ay, gn) and using

B3) we get

1 n? ¥ 1 n? 1 n?
I, = ' si dip = % dp + O [ ——— %) d
' anﬁn/l s (Oén,/sn)Q/l 1yt <(an,5n)4/1 1Y ¢>

nB

Clo1 /2\7%1 1 31\ % 37\ \?
n,8 _ .
= (4 ) % <%> W(Ozn,gn)% 2/1 Wl/}( — cos <1/} — Z) o —sin <1/J — Z) ) dip

(oun,gm)?1—2 G| ] 3t\ ¢ . 3r) \¢!
+O<C7q%67n5q /1 W<—CO& <¢—Z> 4,’1—2[3—5111 <¢—Z>> d”l)Z) .

q
Then, bounding <— cos (1 — 27) % sin (¢ — 3%)) < |(# + 1)9| and using the Newton’s

(3.14)

binomial formula, we can deduce that, for all ¢ > 4,
Cq 1 9 q/2 1 nB 1 q k
n.B “ L 292 AV
i~ (4m)4 21 <7T> nﬁq(an’ﬁn) /1 pa/2-1 l;) <kz> <4n5> ay
C?l.1 /9\%? 1 q 1 \Fk P
— n,B = - 2q—2 q - / 1—q/2+k d
()1 20 (w) ICELEY <k> (W) Y v




and ([B.I12) gives
1 a AR B T
_ ol ~ L 2—-9+k
ol 2, 0 () v

41
q 1 )2 8
(4 (7)o
k=0,k+q/2—1,kq/2—2 1 3 — 1/ \4n
q 1 \¥272 1 B 1 1 1 logn
+<q/2—2> (W) /1 v dv ) ) =0\ e ) T O\ GE e

Note that for ¢ = 4 we obtain I} = O(logn/n?). It remains to study the case ¢ = 3. Developping
the third power in ([B.14]), and in view of ([B.12) we get

c, M1 > 3m\°® . 3m\°
2 wlame (=) -o(o-7)

2 2 2
- 1?3:326 cos <¢— %) sin (1/) — 3—7T> — % <¢— —> sin (1/) — %) >d¢

Integrating by parts it can be seen that the integral converges. For example,
ﬁsm ( d sm _cos (1/1 — 3—”) sin (1/1 — %Tﬂ) db = coS (1/1 — %Tﬂ)
1 ¢1/2 Y= ¢1/2 ¢1/2 b= ¢1/2

™ cos (v —31) cos (¢ — 3_)3 8 cos (¥ 37r)3
| Een ey

Similarly, for the other terms we find O( nf/?), O(n%ﬁn?’/ 28) and O(n%ﬁng’/ 28). Putting together
the results for I; and I, with (3.6]) and (B:ZI) the thesis of the Theorem follows. O

Iy ~

nf

1
nB

1

4 Proof of Lemma 2.3

Before proving Lemma 23] using the same notation as in [5], we recall the Hilb’s asymptotic
formula (see [18], Theorem 8.21.12):

P10 (cos §) = <Sin g) 1{ ( ,9 )1/2J1((n +1)0) + Rl,n(a)} (4.1)

sin 0

where P,gl’o) is a Jacobi Polynomial, which in general is defined as

50 )

630(n), 0<6<¢/n
Ry ,(0) = - = 4.2
1n(0) {61/2O(n3/2), c/n<O<m—e¢ (42)

and Jj is the Bessel function of order 1.

Proof of LemmalZ3. Looking at the covariance function in (L3) we can write T, , (,y) as

no 1
. 20 + 1 NS + 1
Lo, 5(2,y) = Cn,6< E Pi({z,y)) E Py((x y>)> (4.3)
=0 =0



Thanks to the following formula ([5], page 6), derived by the Christoffel-Darboux formula ([1]),

35 Vi Wamls) = L O cos 00,1, (1.4)
=0 m=—¢

and to the addition formula ([6] page 66):

5 Vi@ Yim(s) = 252 cos 0o, (4.5

m=—/{

we obtain that

1
I‘anﬁ (cosl) =Cpp [n +

47

P cos 2, 0) ~ TP, s, )]
T ™

Applying the Hilb’s asymptotics (41]) we get

T, (cosd) = C;f <sin g) - [(n +1) (sii 9> (et 1DB) 4 (4 DR

(4.6)

1/2
— noy, 8 < ,6 > Ji(nay, gf) — nanﬁRLnanﬂ(é’)}

sin 6

In view of (4.2)) the error term (n + 1)R1,(0) — noy R na, 5(0), for <O <7m—eitis

noy, g

equal to
1
1 _3 3 3/ 1 _1 _1 =1 02 1
02O<n 2) (n+1)— nan5920(n 2a, > = 02O<n 2 —n 2an2> = O(—) =0 (— .
B NG NG

Now, changing variable 6 = a:i,n and exploiting the expansion of the Bessel functions ([I§],
page 15-16),

Ji(z) = 2 " cos [z — STy 3 sin [z — e + 0%, asx — 00,  (4.7)
"\ 4 ) 42mad 4 ’ Cow
we find

_ v N Cusl . ¥ N\ [ W/(nang) \? 205, 5n '
Lo (o002 ) = B (mamem) (o) 1o 0((sers o)

XCOS<¢(n+1) 37T> 3 <l>3/2<an’ﬁn>3/iin<n+1¢—3—7T>+O< QBN )%)
ap gN 4 4o \ W n+1 ap gN 4 (n+ 1)y
which is equal to
r cos v = Cnp sin v _Y/(nans) v Qg 2 ((rtt v
an Qi BN A7 20, gN sin/ (o, gn) n.f Y Qp BN
]
Qp T 4
3 1\ . 3 angn\Y?  (n+1 3 1
v () () - () (5 %)) o () ]

I T
REE

X cos ((n—i—l) v J%”) = cos (w_ 3 >
10




Using the Taylor expansion

Q+z) =14~z + @gﬂ +o(z?)  (z—0) (4.8)

applied to
n41\"? 1\ 1\ 1 5 1 1 1
= (1+= 1— — 1y 2= . -
(anﬂn) ( +n> ( n5> T4 T 302 +2n+0<n25> +O<n>’
angn\"? " IO RS 3 Lo (YL (!
n+1 B n nf B P " 322 on T O\ n2 °\n
we obtain
B ~1 1/2 5
P (COS v > _ Cup (Sm ¥ ) { ( Y/ (nap) > o Bn[ 2
QBN 47 20, gn sin/ (o, gn) T
Y(n+1) 3w 3 2 1 P 3
RN VAN _ 2 Z 1 _ 2
X <cos < p 1 cos (9 1 +4/ — cos | (n+ )anﬁn 1
3 1\%? 3T n+1 3T
+ — sin — — | —sin - —
v (a) (o) e (G5 7))
3 (1\** 1 n+1 3
(= — i _ 2z 1)
v () el )
Now for n? < ¢ < oy, gn, using that
1 3 3 3 1 1
COS<M——W>—COS<¢——W> = —28in<%——w+ww>sin<n+ w—w>,
Oy N 4 4 2 4 200, 8M
1 1 1
sin ¢—3—7T — sin M—g—ﬂ = 2cos £_3_7T+(n+ )¢ sin y_ont Y
4 O BN 4 2 4 200, gn 2 2nagg

we find

1 1 1
(o + s+ )|}

= G () () )
T O BN sin/(am gn) (4.10)

(552 (- -o(2)]

Whereas for ¢ € [1,n”] applying Taylor expanswn to + —, exploiting the formulas of sum and

Qp

difference of angles and calling ¢ = 5% + 8n2f8 + & -+ o( ) +o0 ( ) we have that

cos ((n+1)awn —?%T> = COos (7/)—?%4'() = cos (7/)—?%> cos ¢ — sin (lﬁ—%) sin (,
n?/B

sin <(n+1)awn —%) = sin <w—?%+c> = sin <w—?%> cos ¢ + cos <w—?%> sin (.
n76

Plugging these formulas in (£9)), using the fact that cos( = 1— % +0(¢*) and sin ¢ = ¢+0(¢?),

11



as ( — 0, we get
< _Cup( . ¥\ Y/ (nomg) \'? 2 3
= () (@) ez (- 7)
? 1 9? /2 3 [2 1 3
(_1)871—25+O< > Csm(zp——w> w4ﬁcos<w—zw>

2 1 . 3 3 3\ ¥? 2
- W“m@‘ﬂ Www< (o= ) s +o ()

(4.11)
3 1 NG 1 32
_CCOS<¢—Z>+WSID<¢ >> <—5 T’I’Lﬁ>+0<nTﬁ
CCus (g ) (L enn) NV
47 20, g1 sin/ (o, gn) S
21 3 P . 3 1
(e (=T g (o= F) vo ()
Taylor expansion of 1/sinz and sinz, as  — 0, implies that
1 ¢/(an,ﬁn) 12 RSNl + (0 +0 T;Z)?’
sin/(nay, g) \siny/(noy, g) D) a6 (ap,pn)3
which replaced in (A1) and ([@I0) gives the thesis of the Lemma. O
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