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ABSTRACT. We use the theory of abstract Wiener spaces to construct a probabilistic model
for Berezin–Toeplitz quantization on a complete Hermitian complex manifold endowed
with a positive line bundle. We associate to a function with compact support (a classical
observable) a family of square-integrable Gaussian holomorphic sections. Our focus then
is on the asymptotic distributions of their zeros in the semi-classical limit, in particular,
we prove equidistribution results, large deviation estimates, and central limit theorems of
the random zeros on the support of the given function. One of the key ingredients of our
approach is the local asymptotic expansions of Berezin–Toeplitz kernels with non-smooth
symbols.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we prove several probabilistic results on the action of a classical observ-
able on random quantum states, via Berezin–Toeplitz quantization. More precisely, we
investigate the distribution of zeros, laws of large numbers, large deviation estimates and
central limit theorems. Given a symplectic manifold X the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization
is a family of Hilbert spaces Hℏ, where ℏ is the Planck constant considered as a small
parameter, together with linear maps Tℏ from C ∞(X) to the space of bounded linear op-
erators L (Hℏ). From a physics point of view, the manifold X can be seen as the phase
space of a physical system, a function f ∈ C ∞(X) as a classical observable, and the oper-
ator Tf,ℏ = Tℏ(f) the corresponding quantum observable. A fundamental principle states
that quantum mechanics contains the classical one as the limiting case ℏ → 0.

Here our quantum spaces will be H1/p := H0
(2)(X,L

p⊗E), p ∈ N (thus ℏ = 1/p), consist-
ing of square-integrable holomorphic sections of the p-tensor powers of a positive holo-
morphic line bundle (L, hL) → X twisted with an auxiliary Hermitian holomorphic line
bundle (E, hE). The operators Tf,p will be Toeplitz operators with symbol f ∈ C ∞(X), or
more generally, also non-continuous symbols. The Berezin–Toeplitz quantization and the
underlying techniques have many applications, ranging from symplectic topology [45],
asymptotics of the analytic torsion forms [8], topological quantum field theory [2], entan-
glement entropy [13], to non-commutative geometry [36].

In this paper we focus on probabilistic aspects of the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization. For
this purpose, we recall that in [26] we introduced a general method to randomize the
quantum states in H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E) by using Toeplitz operators and considering random

combinations of pure states. For appropriate symbols f such that Tf,p is Hilbert-Schmidt
and injective, we consider random sections of the form

(1.1) Sf,p =

dp∑
j=1

ηpjλ
p
jS

p
j

in H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E), where {ηpj}
dp
j=1 denotes a sequence of independent and identically

distributed (i.i.d.) standard complex Gaussian variables, (λpj)
dp
j=1 is the point spectrum

of Tf,p on H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E), and {Sp
j }

dp
j=1 is an orthonormal basis of H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E) of

H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) such that Tf,pS
p
j = λpjSj. The rigorous definition of the probability dis-

tribution on H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) in [26] proceeds by using the machinery of constructing
Gaussian measures on an abstract Wiener space introduced by Gross [31]. Our results
concern the zero divisors of the random sections Sf,p. First, we describe how the classical
observable f and its quantum counterpart Tf,p influence statistical properties of Sf,p such
as its expectation, variance, etc. Subsequently, we consider the semiclassical limit p → ∞
and obtain, as in many inverse problems, several features of the geometric input and of
the observable f . Note that on small length scales of order of the Planck scale 1/

√
p, one
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loses track of the special features of the geometrical setting and obtains a universal lim-
iting behavior of random zeros [1, 9, 10, 26, 32, 53]. In our setting, we will observe a
universal limiting behavior which (to leading order) is independent of the specific choice
of our function f , as long as we restrict ourselves to the support of f ; cf. Corollary 1.18
and in Theorem 6.4 for further details.

The distribution results from [26] apply to functions f which vanish up to order two.
Their derivations are based on the asymptotics of the kernels of Toeplitz operators on the
support of their symbol f and the calculation of the first several terms in the asymptotics.
In this article, we take a different approach and prove a large deviation estimate from
which the distribution of the zeros follows, independent of the vanishing order of the
symbol. Moreover, the results hold for a large class of non-smooth symbols f . For X
compact we will provide semiclassical estimates for the lowest eigenvalues of Tf,p, which
are intimately linked to the distribution of zeros.

1.1. Geometric setting and square-integrable random holomorphic sections. We now
describe the geometric setting of our paper. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Her-
mitian (paracompact) manifold of complex dimension n, where J denotes the canonical
complex structure of X, and Θ denotes a J-compatible Hermitian form. Then we have an
induced Riemannian metric gTX(·, ·) = Θ(·, J ·) on X, and the corresponding Riemannian
volume form dV := Θn/n!. With F = C or R, let L∞(X,F) denote the space of (essen-
tially) bounded measurable functions on X, and let L∞

c (X,F) denote the subspace of
L∞(X,F) consisting of functions with compact (essential) support.

Let L, E be two holomorphic line bundles on X equipped with smooth Hermitian met-
rics hL, hE, and let RL, RE denote their corresponding Chern curvatures. The first Chern
form of (L, hL) is defined as

(1.2) c1(L, hL) :=

√
−1

2π
RL,

which is a real (1, 1)-form on X representing the first Chern class in both de Rham and
Dolbeault cohomologies.

In the semiclassical setting, we assume (L, hL) to be positive and consider the high
tensor powers of (L, hL), that is, for p ∈ N≥1, the Hermitian line bundle (Lp ⊗ E, hp) :=
(L⊗p ⊗E, h⊗p

L ⊗ hE) on X. The space of square-integrable sections of Lp ⊗E with respect
to hp and dV is denoted by L2(X,Lp⊗E), endowed with the L2-norm ∥·∥2L2. The quantum
space in this paper will be the space of square-integrable holomorphic sections of Lp ⊗E,

(1.3) H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) :=

{
sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) : ∥sp∥2L2 =

∫
X

|sp(z)|2hp
dV(z) <∞

}
.

Then H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) together with the L2-inner product becomes a (separable) complex
Hilbert space. We set

(1.4) dp := dimCH
0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) ∈ N ∪ {∞}
and denote by

(1.5) Pp : L2(X,Lp ⊗ E) → H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E)

the orthogonal (Bergman) projection. One fundamental method to study the sequence
of Hilbert spaces H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗E) is through their associated reproducing kernels Pp(x, y),

called Bergman kernels. The asymptotic expansion of Bergman kernels as p → ∞ was
obtained in [39, Section 6] under the following very general geometric conditions, which
we will also assume in this paper.

Condition 1.1. The Riemannian metric gTX is complete on X, and there exist ε0 > 0,
C0 > 0 such that

(1.6)
√
−1RL ≥ ε0Θ,

√
−1(Rdet +RE) > −C0Θ, and |∂Θ|gTX < C0.

3



The first inequality in (1.6) says that (L, hL) is uniformly positive on X, and Condition
1.1 also implies that there exist C > 0, p0 ∈ N, such that dp ≥ Cpn for p ≥ p0. Condition
1.1 is a necessary assumption in Sections 2 and 4 – 6 which deal with semi-classical limits.

In [26, Sections 2 and 3], we constructed a Gaussian random holomorphic section Sp

in H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) via the formula

(1.7) Sp :=

dp∑
j=1

ηpjS
p
j ,

where {Sp
j }j is an orthonormal basis of H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E), and {ηpj}j is a family of i.i.d.

standard complex Gaussian random variables. Moreover, we have uniqueness in the sense
that the distribution of Sp does not depend on the choice of the orthonormal basis {Sp

j }j.
In [26, Section 3], we have studied equidistribution results, large deviation estimates and
hole probabilities for the zeros of Sp in the semi-classical limit. We also refer to [26]
for further discussions on random zeros and random holomorphic sections in complex
geometry.

However, when dp = ∞, the random section Sp turns out to be almost surely not
square-integrable on X. Then the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization came into our construc-
tion in [26, Section 4] to define a Gaussian random L2-holomorphic sections. Given
f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) a real bounded measurable function with compact (essential) support, the
Toeplitz operators associated to f are defined for p ∈ N,

(1.8) Tf,p := PpMf ∈ End(H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E)),

where Mf denotes the pointwise multiplication by f . Moreover, Tf,p is a self-adjoint
Hilbert-Schmidt operator. We also set T 2

f,p = Tf,p ◦Tf,p and denote by T 2
f,p(x, y) the smooth

integral kernel of T 2
f,p with respect to the metric hp and the volume form dV.

Let ImTf,p denote the range of Tf,p in H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E), and let H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E, f) :=

ImTf,p = (kerTf,p)
⊥ be the closure of the range of Tf,p, which itself is also a Hilbert space.

As explained in [26, Section 4, in particular Remark 4.15], regarding Tf,p as an injective
Hilbert-Schmidt operator on H0

(2)(X,L
p⊗E, f) and applying the theory of abstract Wiener

space, we get a unique Gaussian probability measure Pf,p on H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E, f) which
provides a model for the action of Tf,p on Sp defined in (1.7).

Definition 1.2. The probabilistic Berezin–Toeplitz quantization associated to the sym-
bol f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) is defined as the sequence of Gaussian random L2-holomorphic sections
{Sf,p, p ∈ N}, where each Sf,p denotes the random variable taking values in H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗

E, f) ⊂ H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) with law Pf,p. An equivalent definition is given by formula (1.1).

In this paper, we study the asymptotic behavior of the sequence of random (1, 1)-
currents {[Div(Sf,p)]}p on X defined by the integration currents on the zero divisors of
Sf,p as p → +∞. In the case of compact Kähler manifolds and a smooth function f ,
such questions were also independently studied by Ancona–Le Floch [1] motivated by
understanding the Kodaira embedding twisted by Toeplitz operators. Moreover, provided
a smooth function f , in [1] (for compact Kähler manifolds) and in [26, Section 5], the
equidistribution results of [Div(Sf,p)] as p→ +∞ were proved on the subset of the support
of f , where f only vanishes up to order 2. The present article aims to contribute to the
above body of work by providing a more profound understanding of the following natural
questions:

(i). Do the above equidistribution and the large deviation results for [Div(Sf,p)] on
the support of f still hold true when f has higher vanishing orders or a lower
regularity?
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(ii). How are the random zeros distributed asymptotically outside the support of f?
Can one quantify the difference between random zeros 1

p
[Div(Sf,p)] and the ex-

pected limit c1(L, hL) on a subset where f is supported on the most part of it?
(iii). Does the central limit type behavior of [Div(Sf,p)] hold on the support of f? More

concretely, following the work of Shiffman-Zelditch [49, 50] for Sp on a compact
Kähler manifold, one can ask for the analogues of their results to [Div(Sf,p)] but
probably only on the support of f .

(iv). When X is compact, a problem related to the above is to describe the asymptotic
behavior of the spectra of {Tf,p}p. In particular, when f is non-negative and not
fully supported on X, how does the lowest eigenvalues of Tf,p decay to 0 as p →
+∞?

1.2. Asymptotic distribution of zeros of random L2-holomorphic sections. At first,
we introduce some notions on the regularity and the support of functions on X. For
f ∈ L∞(X,F), let ∥f∥L∞ = inf{C > 0 : |f | ≤ C a.e.} denote its essential supremum
norm with respect to the measure dV. The essential support of f on X (with respect to
dV), denoted by ess. supp f , is the smallest closed subset of X such that f vanishes almost
everywhere on its complement. When f is also continuous, then ess. supp f coincides with
the support suppf = {x ∈ X : f(x) ̸= 0} of f . We will always call ess. supp f the support
of f . Note that we say f to be smooth (resp. C k) an open subset U ⊂ X if there is a
smooth (resp. C k) function f̃ on U such that f |U − f̃ = 0 almost everywhere in U (with
respect to dV).

Definition 1.3. With F = C or R, let L∞
const(X,F) denote the subspace of L∞(X,F) con-

sisting of functions which are constant outside a compact subset, i.e.,

(1.9) L∞
const(X,F) =

{
f ∈ L∞(X,F) | there exists cf ∈ F such that f − cf ∈ L∞

c (X,F)
}
.

Definition 1.4. For f ∈ L∞(X,R), and U an open subset of X, we say that f is of class C k

(k ∈ N∪ {∞}) almost everywhere on U if there exists a closed subset D ⊂ U of Lebesgue
measure 0 such that f |U\D ∈ C k(U \D,R). We also say that f is of class C k (k ∈ N∪{∞})
almost everywhere near U if it is so on an open neighbourhood of U .

Example 1.5. (i) A smooth function f ∈ C k(X,R) is always of class C k almost everywhere
near any given open subset of X.
(ii) Let U be an open subset of X such that ∂U := U \U has Lebesgue measure zero in X.
Then the characteristic function

(1.10) f(x) = 1U(x) :=

{
1 if x ∈ U,

0 if x ̸∈ U,

is smooth almost everywhere near U .

We will identify the (1, 1)-form RL with the Hermitian matrix

(1.11) ṘL ∈ End(T (1,0)X)

such that for W,Y ∈ T (1,0)X,

RL(W, Ȳ ) = ⟨ṘLW, Ȳ ⟩gTX⊗C.

We can now introduce the following quantity in order to give a bound on the regularity of
f , which is necessary in our methods to obtain the asymptotic results for random zeros.

Definition 1.6. For any relatively compact subset U ⊂ X, set

(1.12) κ(RL, U) := sup{max spec (ṘL
x ), x ∈ U} ≥ ε0,

5



and define

(1.13) m(U) :=

⌈
(6n+ 6)

κ(RL, U)

ε0

⌉
∈ N.

In the prequantum case Θ = c1(L, hL), we can take κ(RL, U) = ε0 = 2π and m(U) =
m(X) := 6n+ 6, which is independent of the subset U .

We now introduce a quantity that measures the relative position of an open set with
respect to the the support of a function f .

Definition 1.7. Let f ∈ L∞
c (X,R) and let U be an open subset of X. Define

(1.14) r(f, U) := sup{r > 0 : geodesic ball B(x, r) ⊂ U \ ess. supp f},
where the geodesic ball is taken with respect to gTX . Since U is assumed to be open, if
U \ ess. supp f ̸= ∅, we have r(f, U) > 0. When U ⊂ ess. supp f , we say that f has full
support on U . In this case, there is no nontrivial geodesic ball in U \ ess. supp f , and we
set r(f, U) = 0.

The norm ∥ · ∥U,−2 for the (1, 1)-currents is defined Definition 3.6 setting α = 2. For any
two subsets U , U ′ of X, the notation U ⋐ U ′ means that U is compact and contained in
U ′. Our first main result is a concentration estimate which gives an upper bound on the
deviation of 1

p
[Div(Sf,p)] from c1(L, hL) on an open set in the semi-classical limit in terms

of the relative position with respect to the support of f .

Theorem 1.8. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected Hermitian complex manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Furthermore,
assume that Condition 1.1 holds and fix a pair of nonempty open subsets (U,U ′) of X such
that U ⋐ U ′. Then there exists a constant r(U,U ′) > 0 such that if f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) is of
C m(U ′)+1 almost everywhere on U ′ with

(1.15) δ0(f) :=

(
r(f, U ′)

r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

<
1

2
,

then U ∩ ess. supp f ̸= ∅ , and for any δ > δ0(f), there exists a constant C = C(U ′, f, δ) > 0
and p0 > 0 such that for all p ≥ p0 we have

(1.16) P
( ∥∥∥1

p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥
U,−2

>
δ

π

)
≤ e−C pn+1

.

As a consequence, we have

(1.17) P
(

lim sup
p→+∞

∥∥∥1
p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥
U,−2

≤ δ0(f)

π

)
= 1.

Remark 1.9. Observe that when U ⊂ ess. supp f , we have r(f, U) = 0, so we need the
strict inequality δ > δ0(f) in the statement of Theorem 1.8.

In general, it is difficult to determine r(U,U ′) precisely. By the proof of Proposition 4.6
the constant r(U,U ′) > 0 depends on the geometry of gTX , the complex structure of X,
and several auxuliary constants. However, we can still give a rough formula (4.71) for
r(U,U ′), which is certainly not sharp.

The question of quantum ergodicity (mass distribution) for a sequence of holomorphic
sections as tensor power p tending to infinity is a parallel problem to the asymptotic
distributions of their zeros as integration currents, whose central objects are the following
measures on X defined by the holomorphic sections.

Definition 1.10. The mass distribution of a section sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) is defined as the
measure

(1.18) Mp(sp) :=
1

pn
|sp(z)|2hp

dV

6



on X, where dV = Θn/n!. If sp is square-integrable, then M(sp) is a finite measure.

For Gaussian (or sub-Gaussian) holomorphic sections on compact Kähler manifolds or
certain random polynomials on Cn, such problems were investigated in [43, 48, 54, 6].
In Section 4.5, we also consider the mass distribution of our random L2-holomorphic
sections Sf,p. In particular, we get a law of large numbers for

∫
X
g(z)Mp(Sf,p)(z). Now

we can state the result, as an analog of [54, Theorem 1.4], whose proof will be given in
Section 4.5.

Proposition 1.11. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected Hermitian complex manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the Condition 1.1 holds. Let U be a relative compact open subset of X, and fix a non-
trivial f ∈ C m(U)+1

c (U,R≥0). Then for any g ∈ C 0
c (U), we have P-a.s. that

(1.19) lim
N→+∞

1

N

∑
1≤p≤N

∫
U

g(z)Mp(Sf,p)(z) =

∫
U

g(z)f(z)2dVL(z),

where the volume form dVL := c1(L, hL)
n/n! in the limit is defined independently from Θ.

1.3. Large deviation and equidistribution on the support of f . As a special case of
Theorem 1.8, we can give a type of large deviation estimates for the zeros of Sf,p on the
support of f . Such kind of estimates are also referred as concentration of measure. As a
consequence, we obtain the equidistribution of random zeros on the support of f , see also
[48, Theorem 1.1] and [26, Sections 3.6 and 5.2]).

The following theorem generalizes the previous results in [26, Theorems 1.6 and 1.7]
by removing the conditions on the smoothness of f and the vanishing orders of f on the
given domain. Note that the quantity m(U) is defined by (1.13).

Theorem 1.12. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the condition 1.1 holds. Fix 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). Let U be an open subset of X such that
U ⊂ ess.supp f and f is of class C m(U)+1 almost everywhere on U . Then for any δ > 0, and
V ⋐ U , there exists a constant C = C(f, δ, V ) > 0 such that for all sufficiently large p ∈ N,
we have

(1.20) P
( ∥∥∥1

p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥
V,−2

> δ
)
≤ e−C pn+1

.

As a consequence, we have P-a.s. that

(1.21) lim
p→+∞

∥∥∥1
p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥
U,−2

= 0.

Remark 1.13. In [26, Section 3] we proved large deviation estimates and equidistribution
results for ⟨1

p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL), φ⟩ for a fixed φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (X), in the case of Gaussian
random holomorphic sections Sp (defined in (1.7)). In [26, Corollary 3.7], we proved the
almost sure convergence (1.21) under extra finiteness condition. But actually, Theorem
1.12 holds for the random holomorphic sections Sp, since all the asymptotic expansions
for T 2

f,p(x, y) necessary to prove Theorem 1.12 have analogoues for Pp(x, y).

We now provide an interesting consequence of Theorem 1.12. For any Borel subset
U ⊂ X we set

(1.22) VolL2n(U) :=

∫
U

c1(L, hL)
n

n!
> 0.

Analogously, if Y is a complex submanifold of X with complex codimension 1, we define
the (2n− 2)-dimensional volume with respect to c1(L, hL) of Y as

(1.23) VolL2n−2(Y ) :=

∫
Y

c1(L, hL)
n−1

(n− 1)!
|Y .

7



For sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) \ {0}, the (2n − 2)-dimensional volume of the divisor Div(sp)
(cf. (3.18)) in an open subset U ⊂ X as follows:

(1.24) VolL2n−2

(
Div(sp) ∩ U

)
=

∑
Y⊂Z(sp)

ordY (sp)Vol
L
2n−2(Y ∩ U) ·

If we use this volume to measure the size of the zeros of sp in U , then Theorem 1.12 leads
to the following result.

Theorem 1.14. We assume the same geometric conditions on X,L,E as in Theorem 1.12.
Fix 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). Let U be an open subset of X such that U ⊂ ess.supp f and f
is of class C m(U)+1 almost everywhere on U . If V is a nonempty relatively compact open
subset of U such that ∂V has zero measure in X, then for any δ > 0, there exists a constant
c = cf,δ,V > 0 such that for all sufficiently large p, we have

(1.25) P
( ∣∣∣1

p
VolL2n−2(Div(Sf,p) ∩ V )− nVolL2n(V )

∣∣∣ > δ
)
≤ e−c pn+1

.

In addition, there exists a constant Cf,V > 0 such that for p≫ 0,

(1.26) P
(
Div(Sf,p) ∩ V = ∅

)
≤ e−Cf,V pn+1

.

The right-hand side of (1.26) is called the hole probability for the random sections Sf,p.

1.4. Expectation of random zeros and pluripotential theory on X. As a part of the
equidistribution results for the zeros of Sf,p, we also need to study the convergence of the
expectation of 1

p
[Div(Sf,p)] as (1, 1)-currents on X. In Theorem 3.8, we show that

(1.27)
1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] = c1(L, hL) +

√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x) +
1

p
c1(E, hE).

Hence the main point is to study the current
√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x). Then by the observation
from (1.27) that 1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] is a positive current on X, we can apply the techniques

from the pluripotential theory, especially the theory of quasi-plurisubharmonic (quasi-psh)
functions, to study the asymptotic properties of log T 2

f,p(x, x) as p → +∞. We will recall
some basics for plurisubharmonic functions in Section 5.2.

As a consequence, we have the following theorem in a great generality.

Theorem 1.15. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the condition 1.1 holds. For f ∈ L∞

c (X,R), if there exists a small open ball B ̸= ∅ such
that f |B ∈ C 1(B) and f never vanishes on B. Let U be a connected open subset of X which is
relatively compact and U ∩ B ̸= ∅, then there exist constants C > 0, C ′ ≥ n depending only
on X, U , L and f such that for all p ≥ 1, any sequence of nonempty open subsets {Ap}p≥1 of
U , we have

(1.28)
1

Vol(Ap)

∫
Ap

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≥ exp

(
− Cp

Vol(Ap)
− C ′ log p

)
,

where Vol(Ap) :=
∫
Ap

dV(x) > 0. Moreover, with the same constant C > 0 as above and for
all p≫ 0, we have

(1.29)
∥∥∥∥1pE[[Div(Sf,p)]]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥∥
U,−2

≤ C

π
.

There exists a subsequence {pj}∞j=1 ⊂ N that is increasing to +∞ and a quasi-psh function f̂
on U such that we have the convergence of (1, 1)-currents of order 2 on U ,

(1.30) lim
j→+∞

1

pj
E[[Div(Sf,pj)]]|U = c1(L, hL)|U +

√
−1

2π
∂∂f̂ ≥ 0.

8



In particular, f̂ |B∩U ≡ 0.

A remark on Theorem 1.15 for a compact Hermitian manifold X is that when f is non-
negative (hence Tf,p is injective) the constant C in (1.28) and (1.28) can be determined
by the lowest eigenvalues of Tf,p. Then a consequence, as we will explain in Sections 1.7
and 5.3, is that the above constant C is related to the size of ess.supp f (or equivalently
X \ ess.supp f).

When we consider the case U ⊂ ess.supp f , we get the convergence of 1
p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]]

on U as p→ +∞. The precise statement is given as follows.

Theorem 1.16. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the condition 1.1 holds. Fix 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). Let U be an open subset of X such that
U ⊂ ess.supp f , and we assume that f is of class C 1 almost everywhere near U . Then we
have, as p→ +∞,

(1.31)
∥∥∥∥1p log T 2

f,p(x, x)

∥∥∥∥
L1(U,R)

→ 0.

Then we have, as p→ +∞,

(1.32)
∥∥∥∥1pE[[Div(Sf,p)]]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥∥
U,−2

→ 0.

Note that without any extra condition, we can not conclude (1.32) directly from the
almost sure convergence (1.21), so that in the proof of Theorem 1.16, the use of certain
compactness result for quasi-psh functions is necessary in our method. The proofs of both
theorems above are given in Section 5.2.

1.5. Central limit theorem for random zeros on the support. The following theorem
extends [52, Main Theorem] and [50, Theorem 1.2] to our Toeplitz setting on possibly
noncompact Hermitian manifolds. Moreover, as pointed out in [26, Remark 3.17], such
result also holds true for the Gaussian holomorphic sections {Sp}p (defined by (1.7)) on
noncompact Hermitian manifolds.

Theorem 1.17. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that Condition 1.1 is satisfied. Fix f ∈ C ∞

c (X,R) which is not identically zero, and let U be
an open subset of X such that U ⊂ {f ̸= 0}. Let φ be a real (n − 1, n − 1)-form on X with
C 3-coefficients such that suppφ ⊂ U and ∂∂φ ̸≡ 0, set

(1.33) Zf,p(φ) := ⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩,
then as p→ ∞, the distribution of the random variables

(1.34)
Zf,p(φ)− E[Zf,p(φ)]√

Var[Zf,p(φ)]

converges weakly to NR(0, 1).

Note that the smoothness assumption f ∈ C ∞
c (X,R) can be relaxed to f ∈ C m

c (X,R)
for sufficiently large m. In the case of compact Kähler manifolds, Shiffman and Zelditch
[49, 50] also computed explicitly the variance Var[Zf,p(φ)]. The same method also applies
to our case due to our results for the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernels (in particular
Theorem 1.20 below). The proof of Theorem 1.17 will be given in Section 6.2.

For a real (n − 1, n − 1)-form φ on X with C 3-coefficients, recall that L(φ) ∈ C 1(X,R)
is defined by

(1.35)
√
−1∂∂φ = L(φ)

c1(L, hL)
n

n!
.

9



If U is as in Theorem 1.17 and suppφ ⊂ U , then in Theorem 6.4, we prove that for p≫ 0,

(1.36) Var[Zf,p(φ)] = p−n

(
ζ(n+ 2)

4π2

∫
U

|L(φ)(z)|2dVL(z) +O(p−1/2+ϵ)

)
,

where

ζ(n+ 2) =
∞∑
k=1

1

kn+2
.

Note that
∫
U
|L(φ)(z)|2dVL(z) is a positive quantity independent of the metric Θ on X.

With the same assumptions in Theorem 1.17, we have 1
p
E[Zf,p(φ)] → ⟨c1(L, hL), φ⟩

as p → +∞. Therefore, as a consequence of (1.36), Theorem 1.17, and the definition
of convergence in distribution as the pointwise convergence of the distribution functions
towards the distribution function of the limiting random variable in all points of continuity,
we get the following universality result.

Corollary 1.18. With the same assumptions in Theorem 1.17, set

(1.37) σ(U, hL, φ) :=
ζ(n+ 2)

4π2

∫
U

|L(φ)(z)|2dVL(z),

then the distribution of the real random variable

(1.38) pn/2⟨[Div(Sf,p)]− pc1(L, hL), φ⟩

converges weakly to NR(0, σ(U, hL, φ)) as p→ +∞.

This shows the local universality character of the distribution of zeros of random L2-
holomorphic sections in the sense that the limiting distribution of the random variable
(1.38) is independent of the function f ∈ C ∞

c (X,R) under the condition that U ⊂ {f ̸= 0}.

1.6. Berezin–Toeplitz kernel with non-smooth symbols. The Berezin–Toeplitz kernel
T 2
f,p(x, y) is an essential element in all our proofs to the above results for the Gaussian

L2-holomorphic sections Sf,p on X. For a smooth symbol f , the asymptotic expansions of
T 2
f,p(x, y) (in the non-compact setting) were given by the seminal works of Ma–Marinescu

[39, 41] using the techniques of analytic localization. This method remain applicable for
the non-smooth symbol f as given by Barron, Ma, Marinescu and Pinsonnault in [3]. Our
results for T 2

f,p(x, y) presented in Section 2 for a non-smooth symbol f can be regarded
as the local versions of the results proved in [3], and our proofs are still built on the
techniques of analytic localization developed in [39].

In this paper, our (local or global) regularity condition on the symbol f will be among
{L∞,C 0,C 1,C m+1,C ∞}, depending on the different contexts, as is already alluded to
by the theorems in the previous Sections. The smoothness on f generally is not needed
(in Sections 4 and 5) but we impose this condition in Section 1.5 and Section 6 for the
sake of simplicity. The C m+1-regularity (with m = m(U)) is necessary to have a proper
near-diagonal asymptotics for the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernels Nf,p (cf. Definition
1.19), which plays the role of correlation function of the holomorphic Gaussian field Sf,p.
Therefore, for the large deviation estimates and their consequences, such (local) regularity
is assumed. Moreover, in most case, we only need the function f to be C m+1 outside a
negligible closed subset, so that we can include the interesting examples of f such as the
cut-off functions, indicator functions, etc, in our framework. In the cases where only the
uniform bounds or the leading terms of T 2

f,p(x, y) are needed, we can assume the function
f to be only locally C 0,C 1 or just L∞.

We fix a real function f ∈ L∞
const(X,R). Then Tf,p is a self-adjoint bounded operator, and

we will mainly be concerned with the nonnegative operator T 2
f,p := Tf,p ◦ Tf,p.
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Definition 1.19. For p ∈ N∗, the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernel associated to the
given f is defined by

(1.39) Nf,p(x, y) :=
|T 2

f,p(x, y)|hp,x⊗h∗
p,y√

T 2
f,p(x, x) ·

√
T 2
f,p(y, y)

, x, y ∈ X,

whenever T 2
f,p(x, x) ̸= 0 and T 2

f,p(y, y) ̸= 0.

For x ∈ X, let injXx > 0 be the supremum of the radius r > 0 such that the geodesic
map TxX ∋ v 7→ expx(v) ∈ X is a diffeomorphism when restricting to the open ball
BTxX(0, r) ⊂ TxX. Fix a relatively compact open subset U ⋐ X, set

(1.40) injXU = inf
x∈U

injXx > 0.

The following theorem extends [27, Theorem 5.1] to this new setting of Berezin–
Toeplitz operators. For x ∈ X, the distance function Φx will be defined in (2.12). The
constant ε0 was introduced in our assumption (1.6).

Theorem 1.20. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the condition 1.1 holds. Fix f ∈ L∞

const(X,R). Let U be a relatively compact open subset
of X such that f is smooth on an open neighbourhood of U , closure of U in X, and f does not
vanish in U . Then there exist 0 < δU < injXU /4 such that the following uniform estimates on
the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernel hold for x, y ∈ U : For k ≥ 1, there exists a constant
Mk > 0 (we may take Mk = 12k) such that for any fixed b ≥

√
Mk/ε0, we have for all p≫ 0

with b
√

log p
p

≤ δU that
(1.41)

Nf,p(x, y) =


(
1 +Rp,x(v

′)
)
exp

(
− p

4
Φx(0, v

′)2
)
,

uniformly for dist(x, y) ≤ b
√

log p
p
, with y = expx(v

′), v′ ∈ TxX;

O(p−k), uniformly for dist(x, y) ≥ b
√

log p
p
,

where
sup

x∈U, v′∈TxX, ∥v′∥≤b
√

log p/p

|Rp,x(v
′)| → 0

as p → +∞. More precisely, we have the following estimate, for any fixed ϵ ∈ ]0, 1/2], there
exists C = C(f, ϵ, U) > 0 such that for any x ∈ U, v′ ∈ TxX, ∥v′∥ ≤ b

√
log p/p,

(1.42) |Rp,x(v
′)| ≤ Cp−1/2+ϵ.

The proof of above theorem is given in Section 2.4. Moreover, essentially by the same
proof, we get a different version of Theorem 1.20 under a lower regularity assumption on
f as follows, a brief proof to it is also given in Section 2.4.

Recall that m(U) =
⌈
(6n+ 6)κ(R

L,U)
ε0

⌉
is given in (1.13), this definition actually follows

from the choice Mn+1 = 12(n+ 1) and b =
√

Mn+1

ε0
in the proof of Theorem 1.20. Then we

have the following results.

Corollary 1.21. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
that the condition 1.1 holds. Fix f ∈ L∞

const(X,R). Let U be a relatively compact open subset
of X such that f is of C m+1 with m = m(U) on an open neighbourhood of U and f does not
vanish in U . Then there exist 0 < δU < injXU /4 such that the following uniform estimates on
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the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernel hold for x, y ∈ U : set b =
√

12n+12
ε0

, we have for all

p≫ 0 with b
√

log p
p

≤ δU that
(1.43)

Nf,p(x, y) =


(
1 + o(1)

)
exp

(
− p

4
Φx(0, v

′)2
)
,

uniformly for dist(x, y) ≤ b
√

log p
p
, with y = expx(v

′), v′ ∈ TxX;

O(p−n−1), uniformly for dist(x, y) ≥ b
√

log p
p
.

An advantage of the above results, Theorem 1.20 and Corollary 1.21, is that we only
need the local regularity of f on the part where we want Nf,p to have the asymptotic
formula as in (1.41) or (1.43), and away from U , there is no regularity assumption on f .

1.7. Lowest eigenvalue of Toeplitz operators on compact manifolds. Now we focus
on a compact Hermitian manifold (X,Θ). In this case, H0

(2)(X,L
p⊗E) = H0(X,Lp⊗E) is

finite dimensional, and the Gaussian holomorphic section Sp (see (1.7)) can be regarded
as the identity map on H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) after equipping H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) with the standard
Gaussian probability measure associated to the L2-inner product. For a real bounded
(measurable) function f on X, the random section Sf,p in Definition 1.2 is equivalent to

(1.44) Sf,p = Tf,pSp.

Even in this case, the problem about the asymptotic distribution of the random zeros
[Div(Sf,p)] outside the support of f remains open. In Section 5.7, we present simulations
of the zeros of Tf,pSp on the Riemann sphere CP1, where Sp is the SU(2)-polynomial.
More precisely, if D is a the unit disc of a standard local chart U0 ≃ C, which is a geodesic
ball in X = CP1 of gTX

FS -radius rFS =
√
π
4

≃ 0.44311 . . . , a simulation for p = 20 is shown
in Figure 1. The left picture draws the 20000 roots of 1000 times of realizations of S1D,20

(that lie in that coordinate box), and the right picture is the density histogram according
to the Fubini-Study distance of the zeros from the origin z = 0, where the bell-shape curve
represents the density c1(O(1), hFS) = ωFS.

FIGURE 1. Comparison of zeros of S1D,20 with ωFS on CP1. The density
function ψ(rFS) (see (5.99)) is plotted as the red curve in the right-hand
side, and the region {|z| ≤ 1} = {rFS ≤ 0.44311 . . .} gives the support of 1D.
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From Figure 1, with p = 20, near the origin (inside the support of f = 1D), we see
the simulated zeros approximate c1(O(1), hFS) quite well, but outside the support (the
part rFS >

√
π
4

), the simulated zeros behave very differently from c1(O(1), hFS). More
simulation results will be given in Section 5.7 to illustrate the convergence results on the
support of f from Sections 1.3 and 1.4.

From (1.27), the asymptotics of 1
p
log T 2

f,p(x, x) is a crucial term to study 1
p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]].

By the asymptotic expansion of T 2
f,p(x, x) (see Theorem 2.9), we conclude that

(1.45) log T 2
f,p(x, x) ≤ C log p.

When f is smooth and (L, hL) is prequantum (that is Θ = c1(L, hL)), the lower bounds for
log T 2

f,p(x, x) were obtained in [21, 22], [1], [26, Proposition 5.16] under the assumption
that f vanishes only up to order 2. But a proper lower bound for log T 2

f,p(x, x) in general
case is missing.

The above expected lower bounds relate clearly to the lowest nonzero eigenvalues of
T 2
f,p. Let us focus on the non-negative function f . For a nontrivial f ∈ L∞(X,R≥0), Tf,p is

injective and positive, set λpmin(f) := min Spec(Tf,p) > 0, then on X, we get a lower bound
for 1

p
log T 2

f,p(x, x):

(1.46)
1

p
log T 2

f,p(x, x) ≥
2 log λpmin(f)

p
+

logPp(x, x)

p
.

The easy case is that the essential infimum of f is strictly positive on X, so that we can
conclude 1

p
log T 2

f,p(x, x) → 0 uniformly on X as p→ +∞.
When a nontrivial f ≥ 0 has a C 1-vanishing point in X, then λpmin(f) decays to 0 as

p → +∞ (see the analogous statements in Corollary 2.6 and Remark 2.7, see also [29,
Proposition 9.2.1]). Then a first step to study λpmin(f) is to understand how fast it decays
to 0 when f vanishes at some points in X.

In Section 5.4, for the Hermitian line bundle (L, hL) = (O(1), hFS) on the Riemann
sphere CP1, we have computed explicitly the Toeplitz spectra for three types of functions
and obtain three different asymptotic behavior for λpmin. Let U0 ≃ C denote a standard
complex chart for CP1.

• For k ∈ N≥1, set fk(z) :=
|z|2k

(1+|z|2)k on U0 ≃ C, then fk has only one vanishing point
at z = 0 with vanishing order 2k. We have

(1.47) λpmin(fk) = k!p−k(1 +
k(k + 3)

2p
+O(p−2)).

• For f(z) := e
− 1

|z|2 on U0 ≃ C, then f has only one vanishing point at z = 0 with
vanishing order ∞. We have

(1.48) λpmin(f) = e−2
√
p(1+o(1)).

• Let B ⊂ CP1 be a geodesic ball, set f(z) := 1B(z) the indicator function for B.
Assume B ̸= CP1, hence Vol(B) < 1. We have

(1.49) λpmin(1B) = Vol(B)p+1.

In Question 5.13, following the above examples, we summarize a question for the lowest
Toeplitz eigenvalues for the general compact Hermitian complex manifolds.

Now we present some partial results on λpmin, whose proofs will be given in Section 5.3.
A complete answer still remains open.

Proposition 1.22. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact Hermitian complex manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. Fix f ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) which is not identically zero.
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(i) For N ∈ N≥1, if there exists x0 ∈ X such that f is C 2N+1 near x0 and f vanishes at
x0 with vanishing order 2N , then there exists C > 0 such that for all p > 0,

(1.50) min Spec(Tf,p) ≤ Cp−N .

(ii) If there exists x0 ∈ X such that f is smooth near x0 and f vanishes at x0 with
vanishing order +∞, then for any ℓ ∈ N, there exists Cℓ > 0 such that for all p > 0,

(1.51) min Spec(Tf,p) ≤ Cℓp
−ℓ.

The following result provides a supportive evidence for the situation like (1.49), which
also refines the lower bound in (1.28) in compact case.

Theorem 1.23. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact Hermitian complex manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. For f ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) which is not identically zero and is continuous near
a nonvanishing point, there exist constants C ′ > 0, c′ > 0 depending only on X, L, E and f
such that for all p≫ 0,

(1.52) min Spec(Tf,p) ≥ Ce−cp

If ess. supp f ̸= X, then for any A > 0, there exists C ′ = C ′(f, A) > 0 such that for all p≫ 0,

(1.53) min Spec(Tf,p) ≤ C ′e−A
√
p log p

1.8. Organization of the paper. This paper is organized as follows:
In Section 2, we give the asymptotic expansions of the Berezin–Toeplitz kernels T 2

f,p(x, y)
under the local regularity assumption on f .

In Section 3, we recall the definition of Gaussian L2-holomorphic sections given in [26,
Section 4] and the related results.

In Section 4, we prove Theorem 1.8, where the key intermediate result is the Proposition
4.6. In particular, we give the proof of Proposition 1.11 in Section 4.5.

In Section 5, we study the asymptotic distribution of random zeros on the support of f .
In particular, the proofs of Theorems 1.12, 1.14, 1.15 and 1.16 are given. The results on
the lowest eigenvalues of Tf,p for a compact Hermitian manifold X are given in Section
5.3.

At last, in Section 6, we discuss the number variance and the asymptotic normality of
the zeros of Sf,p on supp f for a real smooth function f with compact support.

Acknowledgments. AD and BL thank NYU Shanghai for their hospitality. We also thank
Xiaonan Ma and Stéphane Nonnenmacher for useful discussions.

2. TOEPLITZ OPERATORS AND ASYMPTOTICS OF TOEPLITZ KERNELS

Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian (paracompact) manifold of complex
dimension n, where J denotes the canonical complex structure of X, and Θ denotes a
J-compatible Hermitian form. Then we have an induced Riemannian metric gTX(·, ·) =
Θ(·, J ·) on X. We denote by Rdet the curvature of the Chern connection ∇det on K∗

X :=
det(T (1,0)X) with respect to induced Hermitian metric by gTX . Let dist(·, ·) denote the
Riemannian distance of (X, gTX). Let (L, hL), (E, hE) be two Hermitian holomorphic
line bundle on X, and let ∇L, ∇E denote the corresponding Chern connections with the
respective curvature forms RL, RE. We always assume Condition 1.1 to hold.

2.1. Bergman projections and the asymptotics of Bergman kernels. The Riemannian
volume form on (X, gTX) is denoted by dV = Θn

n!
. For p ∈ N>0, set (Lp ⊗ E, hp) :=

(L⊗p⊗E, h⊗p
L ⊗hE). For s, s′ ∈ C ∞

c (X,Lp⊗E), the L2-inner product is defined as follows,

(2.1) ⟨s, s′⟩L2(X,Lp⊗E) :=

∫
X

⟨s(x), s′(x)⟩hp,xdV(x).
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Let L2(X,Lp ⊗E) be the completion of C ∞
c (X,Lp ⊗E) with respect to the above L2-inner

product. Let H0(X,Lp ⊗E) denote the space of global holomorphic sections of Lp ⊗E on
X. We set

(2.2) H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) := L2(X,Lp ⊗ E) ∩H0(X,Lp ⊗ E).

Then it is a separable Hilbert subspace of L2(X,Lp ⊗ E). Set

(2.3) dp := dimCH
0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

Let Pp : L2(X,Lp ⊗ E) → H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) denote the obvious orthogonal projection,
which is called the Bergman projection. It has a smooth Schwartz integral kernel, denoted
by Pp(x, x

′) ∈ (Lp ⊗E)x ⊗ (Lp ⊗E)∗x′. Following the work of Ma-Marinescu [39, Chapters
4 & 6], we have the following results on the asymptotics of Bergman kernels (under the
assumption (4.1)):

• (Off-diagonal estimates) For any ℓ,m ∈ N, ε > 0, a compact subset K ⊂ X, there
exists CK,ℓ,m,ε > 0 such that for all x, x′ ∈ K, dist(x, x′) ≥ ε, we have

(2.4) |Pp(x, x
′)|Cm ≤ CK,ℓ,m,εp

−ℓ.

Here the C m-norm is induced by ∇L, ∇E and hp, gTX .
• (On-diagonal expansion) There exist coefficients br ∈ C ∞(X,C), r ∈ N, such that

for any compact subset K ⊂ X, any k, ℓ ∈ N, there exists Ck,ℓ,K > 0 such that for
p ∈ N∗,

(2.5)

∣∣∣∣∣ 1pnPp(x, x)−
k∑

r=0

br(x)p
−r

∣∣∣∣∣
C ℓ(K)

≤ Ck,ℓ,Kp
−k−1,

where b0(x) = det
(

ṘL

2π

)
(recall (1.11) for the definition of ṘL), and an explicit

formula for b1 was given as in [39, (4.1.9)].
Furthermore, the near-diagonal expansion for Pp(x, x

′) also holds uniformly on any given
compact subset of X. To describe this expansion, we need to introduce some notation as
follows.

Fix a point x0 ∈ X. Let {f j}nj=1 be an orthonormal basis of (T 1,0
x0
X, gTX

x0
(·, ·)) such that

(2.6) ṘL
x0
f j = µj(x0)f j,

where µj(x0), j = 1, . . . , n are the eigenvalues of ṘL
x0

. We have

(2.7) µj(x0) ≥ ε0, b0(x0) =
n∏

j=1

µj(x0)

2π
.

Set e2j−1 =
1√
2
(f j +f j), e2j =

√
−1√
2
(f j −f j), j = 1, . . . , n. Then they form an orthonormal

basis of the (real) tangent vector space (Tx0X, g
TX
x0

). Now we introduce the complex
coordinate for Tx0X (with respect to the complex structure Jx0). If v =

∑2n
j=1 vjej ∈ Tx0X,

we can write

(2.8) v =
n∑

j=1

(v2j−1 +
√
−1v2j)

1√
2
f j +

n∑
j=1

(v2j−1 −
√
−1v2j)

1√
2
f j.

Set z = (z1, . . . , zn) with zj = v2j−1 +
√
−1v2j, j = 1, . . . , n. We call z the complex

coordinate of v ∈ Tx0X. Then by (2.8),

(2.9)
∂

∂zj
=

1√
2
f j,

∂

∂zj
=

1√
2
f j,
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so that

(2.10) v =
n∑

j=1

(
zj

∂

∂zj
+ zj

∂

∂zj

)
.

Note that | ∂
∂zj

|2gTX
x0

= | ∂
∂zj

|2gTX
x0

= 1
2
. For v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, let z, z′ denote the corresponding

complex coordinates. Define

(2.11) Px0(v, v
′) =

n∏
j=1

µj(x0)

2π
exp

(
− 1

4

n∑
j=1

µj(x0)(|zj|2 + |z′j|2 − 2zjz
′
j)
)
.

Define a weighted distance function ΦTX
x0

(v, v′) as follows,

(2.12) ΦTX
x0

(v, v′)2 =
n∑

j=1

µj(x0)|zj − z′j|2.

Then

(2.13) |Px0(v, v
′)| =

n∏
j=1

µj(x0)

2π
exp

(
− 1

4
ΦTX

x0
(v, v′)2

)
.

For sufficiently small δ0 > 0, we identify the small open ball BX(x0, 2δ0) in X with the ball
BTxX(0, 2δ0) in Tx0X via the geodesic coordinate. Let κ(v) be the positive smooth function
such that

(2.14) dV(expx0
(v)) = κ(v)dVEucl(v),

where dVEucl denotes the Euclidean volume form on Tx0X with respect to gTX
x0

. In partic-
ular, κ(0) = 1.

There exists C2 > 0 such that for v, v′ ∈ BTx0X(0, 2δ0), we have

(2.15) C2 dist(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′)) ≥ ΦTX
x0

(v, v′) ≥ 1

C2

dist(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′)).

In particular,

(2.16) ΦTX
x0

(0, v) ≥ ε
1/2
0 dist(x0, expx0

(v)) = ε
1/2
0 ∥v∥.

Moreover, if we consider a compact subset K ⊂ X, the constants δ0 and C1 can be chosen
uniformly for all x0 ∈ K. Similarly, by (1.12), on a compact subset K, we have

(2.17) ΦTX
x0

(0, v)2 ≤ κ(RL, K)∥v∥2, x0 ∈ K.

We trivialize the line bundle L on BTx0X(0, 2δ0) using the parallel transport with respect
to ∇L along the curve [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ tv, v ∈ BTx0X(0, 2δ0). Under this trivialization, for
v, v′ ∈ BTx0X(0, 2δ0),

(2.18) Pp(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′)) ∈ End(Lp
x0

⊗ Ex0) = C.
By [39, Theorems 4.2.1 & 6.1.1], for any compact subset K ⊂ X, there exists a constant

C ′ > 0 so that for any ℓ,m,N ∈ N, there exists δ > 0 and constant C = C(K, ℓ,m,N) > 0
such that for x ∈ K, v, v′ ∈ TxX, multi-indices α, α′ ∈ N2n with |α|+ |α′| ≤ m ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤
2δ, we have

∣∣∣∣ ∂|α|+|α′|

∂vα∂(v′)α′

(
1

pn
Pp(expx(v), expx(v

′))−
N∑
r=0

Fr(
√
pv,

√
pv′)κ−1/2(v)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

)∣∣∣∣
C ℓ(K)

≤ Cp−(N+1−m)/2(1 +
√
p∥v∥+√

p∥v′∥)2(N+n+ℓ)+2+m exp(−C ′√p∥v − v′∥) +O(p−∞).

(2.19)

The functions Fr, r ∈ N are given as follows,

(2.20) Fr(v, v
′) = Px(v, v

′)Jr(v, v
′),
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where Jr(v, v
′) is a polynomial in v, v′ of degree ≤ 3r, whose coefficients are smooth in

x ∈ X. In particular,

(2.21) J0 = 1.

The notation O(p−∞) means that this term is bounded uniformly by C ′′p−k for any given
k ∈ N and with some constant C ′′ > 0 which is independent of the choices of x ∈ K,
v, v′ ∈ TxX and p involved in (2.19).

One crucial step in the approach of Ma-Marinescu [39, Chapters 4 & 6] for the Bergman
kernel expansions is the localization the calculation of the Bergman kernel near one given
point [39, Section 4.1] due to the finite propagation speed of solutions of hyperbolic
equations. For our convenience of explaining the proofs of Toeplitz kernels in next Section,
we sketch this localization technique in the sequel.

Let ∂p denote the ∂-operator on C ∞
c (X,Λ•T ∗(0,1)X⊗Lp⊗E), and let ∂

∗
p denote its formal

adjoint with respect to the L2-inner product. We always take the maximal extensions of
∂p, ∂

∗
p as differential operators on L2(X,Λ•T ∗(0,1)X ⊗ Lp ⊗ E). Since (X, gTX) is assumed

to be complete, then the maximal extension of ∂
∗
p coincides with the Hilbert adjoint of the

maximal extension of ∂p. We still use the same notation to denote the above operators.
The Kodaira Laplacian □E

p = ∂p∂
∗
p + ∂

∗
p∂p is a densely defined, positive operator. In

our setting, it has a unique self-adjoint extension, denoted also by □E
p and called Gaffney

extension, whose domain is given by

(2.22) Dom(□E
p ) = {s ∈ Dom(∂p) ∩Dom(∂

∗
p) : ∂ps ∈ Dom(∂

∗
p), ∂

∗
ps ∈ Dom(∂p)}.

Then we have

(2.23) H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) = ker(∂p|L2(X,Lp⊗E)) = ker(□E
p |L2(X,Lp⊗E)).

The assumptions in (4.1) implies a spectral gap [39, (6.1.8)] so that there exists C > 0,
C ′ > 0 such that

(2.24) Spec(□E
p ) ⊂ {0} ∪ [Cp− C ′,+∞[ .

Moreover, the higher Dolbeault L2-cohomology groups vanish for p ≫ 0. We are mainly
concerned with □E

p |L2(X,Lp⊗E), which will be denoted simply by □E
p in the sequel.

Recall that the injectivity radius injXU is defined in (1.40). Fix δ ∈ [0, injXU /4[ . Let
h : R → [0, 1] be an even smooth function such that

(2.25) h(s) =

{
1 for |s| ≤ δ/2,

0 for |s| ≥ δ.

Set

(2.26) H(a) =

(∫ +∞

−∞
h(s)ds

)−1 ∫ +∞

−∞
e
√
−1sah(s)ds.

Then H(a) is an analytic even function that also lies in the Schwartz space S(R) and
H(0) = 1.

We always consider the integer p to be such that Cp − C ′ ≥ 0 (the constants are from
the spectral gap (2.24)). Set

(2.27) ϕp(a) = 1[
√
Cp−C′,+∞[ (|a|)H(a).

It is still an even function. Note that by the functional calculus, we have the operators
H(Dp), ϕp(Dp) well-defined as bounded operators on L2(X,Lp ⊗E) with smooth integral
kernels. In particular, if p > C ′/C, we have

(2.28) H(Dp)− Pp = ϕp(Dp).
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If Q,Q′ are two differential operators of order m,m′ with compact support respectively,
then for any ℓ > 0, there exists Cℓ > 0 such that for p ≥ C ′/C, we have for any s ∈
C ∞
c (X,Lp ⊗ E),

(2.29) ∥Qϕp(Dp)Q
′s∥L2 ≤ Cℓp

−ℓ∥s∥L2 .

As a consequence, the Bergman projection Pp can be approximated by H(Dp) up to an re-
minder of O(p−ℓ) as well as in the level of their integral kernels. In particular, H(Dp)(x, x

′)
only depends on the restriction of Dp to BX(x, δ), and we have

(2.30) H(Dp)(x, x
′) = 0, for dist(x, x′) ≥ δ.

As a consequence, the off-diagonal estimate (2.4) follows from (2.28), (2.29) and (2.30).
For the on-diagonal expansion (2.5) and the near-diagonal expansion (2.19), the compu-
tation localizes to the small ball BX(x, δ). The details are referred to [39, Section 4.1].

Finally, we recall the off-diagonal estimates for Pp on a compact complex manifold.

Theorem 2.1 ([42, Theorem 1] and [17, Theorem 1]). Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, com-
pact Hermitian complex manifold and let (L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X
with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume hL to be positive. Then there exist constants c > 0
and p0 ∈ N such that for any m ∈ N, there exists a constant Cm > 0 such that for p ≥ p0,
and for all x, y ∈ X,

(2.31) |Pp(x, y)|Cm ≤ Cmp
n+m/2e−c

√
pdist(x,y).

Moreover, for any δ > 0, A > 0, there exist constants p0 ∈ N, Cδ,A > 0 such that for all
x, y ∈ X with dist(x, y) ≥ δ, p ≥ p0, we have

(2.32) |Pp(x, y)|hp,x⊗h∗
p,y

≤ Cδ,Ae
−A

√
p log p.

The first part of the above theorem was proved by Ma–Marinescu [42, Theorem 1], and
their result holds for general (noncompact) complete manifolds with bounded geometry.
Under the off-diagonal assumption dist(x, y) ≥ δ, for the case where m = 0, Θ = c1(L, hL)
and E = C trivial line bundle, (2.31) is called Agmon estimate, and also follows from the
parametix of the Szegő kernels on pseudo-convex domains (such as [24, 37]), see also
[38, Theorem 3.1]. The sharper off-diagonal estimate (2.31) was proved by Christ [17]
by studying the near-diagonal estimate of the Green kernels for Kodaira Laplacians acting
on (0, 1)-forms.

2.2. Berezin–Toeplitz quantization. We have defined the following spaces of bounded
measurable functions in the Introduction:

L∞
c (X,C) ⊂ L∞

const(X,C) ⊂ L∞(X,C).

Definition 2.2. For any f ∈ L∞(X,C), set

Tf,p : H
0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) → H0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E), Tf,p := PpMf ,(2.33)

where Mf denotes the pointwise multiplication by f . The family of bounded operators
{Tf,p}p∈N∗ is called Toeplitz operator associated to the symbol f , and we call Tf,p the
Toeplitz operator of level p. Equivalently, Tf,p can be seen as an operator on L2-spaces,
Tf,p : L2(X,Lp ⊗ E) → L2(X,Lp ⊗ E), Tf,p := PpMfPp.

The map which associates to a function f the operator Tf,p on L2(X,Lp ⊗ E) is the
Berezin–Toeplitz quantization of level p. The map L∞(X,C) ∋ f 7→ {Tf,p}p∈N∗ is called
the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization [12, 39, 40, 45, 47]. Clearly, we have

(2.34) ∥Tf,p∥op ≤ ∥f∥L∞ ,

where ∥Tf,p∥op denotes the operator norm of Tf,p.
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For f ∈ L∞(X,C) and p ∈ N∗, Tf,p always has a smooth integral kernel given by

(2.35) Tf,p(x, x
′) =

∫
X

Pp(x, x
′′)f(x′′)Pp(x

′′, x′)dV(x′′).

Note also that the Hilbert adjoint of Tf,p is Tf,p. If f has compact support, an easy modifi-
cation of the arguments in [26, Proof of Proposition 4.7] shows that all Tf,p, p ∈ N∗, are
Hilbert-Schmidt.

In [39, Chapter 7], the asymptotic expansion of Tf,p(x, x′) as p→ +∞ has been studied
in detail with the assumption that f is smooth on X. However, without the global smooth-
ness of f , the same arguments presented in [39, Sections 7.2 & 7.5] can still be utilized
to obtain the analogues of [39, Lemmas 7.2.2 & 7.2.4, Theorem 7.5.1]. Note that in [5]
Toeplitz operators with C k symbol were considered (see also [14]), and the asymptotics
of their kernels were established using the arguments from [39, Sections 7.2 & 7.5]. In
particular, the first part of the following theorem for compact X was already given in [5,
Lemma 3.1].

Theorem 2.3. Assume the geometric setting as in Condition 1.1. Given f ∈ L∞
const(X,C).

Then for any compact subset K ⊂ X and m ∈ N, there exists CK,m > 0 such that for x ∈ K
and for all p ≥ 1, we have the on-diagonal estimate

(2.36) |Tf,p(x, x)|Cm(K) ≤ CK,mp
n+m

2 .

For any m, ℓ ∈ N, ε > 0, and a compact subset K ⊂ X, there exists CK,m,ℓ,ε > 0 such that for
x, x′ ∈ K with dist(x, x′) ≥ ε and for all p ≥ 1, we have the off-diagonal estimate

(2.37) |Tf,p(x, x′)|Cm ≤ CK,m,ℓ,εp
−ℓ.

Let U ⊂ X be an open subset such that that f is smooth on U . There exists a family of
polynomials {Qr,x0(f) ∈ C[v, v′], v, v′ ∈ Tx0X}x0∈U with the same parity as r, and smooth in
x0 ∈ U such that for any compact subset K ⊂ U , there exist δK > 0, C ′ > 0 such that for
any ℓ,m,N ∈ N, v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤ δK , multi-indice α, α′ ∈ N2n with |α|+ |α′| ≤ m,
there exist CK,ℓ,m,N > 0, MK,ℓ,m,N ∈ N such that

∣∣∣∣ ∂|α|+|α′|

∂vα∂(v′)α′

(
1

pn
Tf,p(expx0

(v), expx0
(v′))

−
N∑
r=0

(Qr,x0(f)Px0) (
√
pv,

√
pv′)κ−1/2(v)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

)∣∣∣∣
C ℓ(K)

≤ CK,ℓ,m,Np
−(N+1−m)/2(1 +

√
p∥v∥+√

p∥v′∥)MK,ℓ,m,N exp(−C ′√p∥v − v′∥) +O(p−∞).

(2.38)

In particular, we have Q0,x0(f) = f(x0). For x0 ∈ U , if f vanishes at x0 with vanishing
order N ∈ N, then we have Qr,x0(f) ≡ 0 for r ≤ N − 1. If x0 ̸∈ ess. supp f , then we have
Qr,x0(f) ≡ 0 for r = 0, 1, · · · .

Proof. By considering the operator ϕp(Dp) defined in previous Section (cf. (2.27), (2.28)),
we get by (2.28), (2.29) and (2.33),

(2.39) Tf,p = H(Dp)MfH(Dp) +O(p−∞).

For any compact subset K ⊂ X, for x, x′ ∈ K, we have

Tf,p(x, x
′) = (H(Dp)MfH(Dp)) (x, x

′) +OK(p
−∞)

=

∫
X

H(Dp)(x, x
′′)f(x′′)H(Dp)(x

′′, x′)dV(x′′) +OK(p
−∞).

(2.40)

Recalling the definitions (2.25), (2.26) of the functions h and H, we have by (2.30),

(2.41) (H(Dp)MfH(Dp)) (x, x
′) = 0, for dist(x, x′) ≥ 2δ.
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Then, using the same arguments from the proof of (2.4) from the estimate (2.29), we get
(2.37).

Now let us consider a compact subset K ⊂ X and take take 0 < δ < injXK/4 in the
definition of function h in (2.25). Then for x0 ∈ K and x, x′ ∈ BX(x0, δ) the asymptotic
expansion of Tf,p(x, x′) is the same as (H(Dp)MfH(Dp)) (x, x

′), and as in [39, Proof of
Lemma 7.2.4], the computations of the expansion only depend on the values of f on
BX(x0, 2δ) ⊂ U , then the lack of global smoothness of f will not make any difference on
this computations near x0. More precisely, we consider the point x0 ∈ K, we trivialize the
line bundles L, E on the small ballBX(x0, 3δ) along the radial geodesics from the center x0
with respect to their Chern connections, so that locally the line bundles L, E are identified
with the trivial line bundles given by Lx0, Ex0 respectively. Under this trivialization, for
v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ < 3δ, we have

(2.42) Pp(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′)) ∈ End(Lp
x0

⊗ Ex0) = C.

We regard Pp,x0(v, v
′) := Pp(expx0

(v), expx0
(v′)), (v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ < 3δ), as a smooth

section function over TX×KTX. We refer to [39, Sections 4.1.5 & 4.2.1] for more details.
Let ρ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth even function such that

(2.43) ρ(s) =

{
1 if |s| < 2,

0 if |s| > 4.

Then for v, v′ ∈ Tx0X with ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ < δ, we have

Tf,p(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′))

=

∫
v′′∈Tx0X

Pp,x0(v, v
′′)ρ(∥v′′∥/δ)f(expx0

(v′′))Pp,x0(v
′′, v′)κx0(v

′′)dv′′ +OK(p
−∞).

(2.44)

where κx0 is given as the function κ in (2.14) but we put the subscript x0 to indicate the
base point x0 ∈ K. Note that in (2.44), we do not need f to be smooth near x0.

To conclude (2.36), we can proceed as in the proof of [5, Lemma 3.1]. Indeed, the
derivatives on variable x0 at a given point x0 can be replaced by the derivatives on v and
v′ in (2.44), which eventually makes derivatives on v or v′ of Pp,x0(v, v

′), then the factor
pn+m/2 follows from (2.19).

Now we assume that f is smooth on U and K is a compact subset of U . In the above
arguments to obtain (2.44), we take 0 < δ < min{injXK , dist(K,X \ U)}/4. Following
exactly the same arguments in [39, Proof of Lemma 7.2.4], the identity (2.44) gives the
expansion (2.38) with Q0,x0(f) = f(x0) for the case m = 0.

For general m ∈ N, we note that the expansions of ∂|α|+|α′|

∂vα∂(v′)α′ Tf,p(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′)) is
given by computing the following integration
(2.45)

pn
∫
v′′∈Tx0X

∂|α|

∂vα
Pp,x0(v, v

′′)κ1/2x0
(v′′)ρ(∥v′′∥/δ)f(expx0

(v′′))
∂|α

′|

∂(v′)α′Pp,x0(v
′′, v′)κ1/2x0

(v′′)dv′′,

where we apply (2.19) for ∂|α|

∂vα
Pp,x0(v, v

′′)κ
1/2
x0 (v′′) and ∂|α′|

∂(v′)α′Pp,x0(v
′′, v′)κ

1/2
x0 (v′′). Then

(2.38) for general m ≥ 0 follows from the analogous arguments as in [39, Proof of Lemma
7.2.4] (also cf. [5, Proof of Theorem 3.3]) and a simple observation on [39, (7.1.6) in
Lemma 7.1.1]: for polynomials F,G ∈ C[v, v′] there exists a polynomial K [F,G] ∈ C[v, v′]
such that ∫

v′′∈R2n

F (v, v′′)P(v, v′′)G(v′′, v′)P(v′′, v′)dv′′ = K [F,G](v, v′)P(v, v′),(2.46)

20



and for multi-indice α, α′ ∈ N2n, we have∫
v′′∈R2n

∂|α|

∂vα
(F (v, v′′)P(v, v′′))

∂|α
′|

∂(v′)α′ (G(v
′′, v′)P(v′′, v′)) dv′′

=
∂|α|+|α′|

∂vα∂(v′)α′ (K [F,G](v, v′)P(v, v′)) .

(2.47)

This way, we complete the proof of (2.38).
The formula for general Qr,x0(f)(v, v

′) is given by [39, (7.2.16)] inductively when f is
C r near x0, more precisely, we have

(2.48) Qr,x0(f) =
∑

ℓ1+ℓ2+|α|=r

K [Jℓ1,x0 ,
∂αfx0

∂vα
(0)

vα

α!
Jℓ2,x0 ],

where Jℓ,x0 is the polynomial in (2.20) of degree ≤ 3ℓ. Thus we conclude directly that
Qr,x0(f) is a polynomial whose coefficients are given in terms of the derivatives of f at x0
up to order r, by induction on r, we get Qℓ,x0(f) ≡ 0 for ℓ ≤ r− 1 if f vanishes at x0 up to
order r. If x0 ̸∈ ess. supp f , we can modify f to an equivalent function which is identically
0 near x0 so that they define the same Toeplitz operator, in particular, from again [39,
(7.2.16)], we conclude Qr,x0(f) ≡ 0. The proof is completed. □

Remark 2.4. In fact, as in [5, Lemma 3.1] (cf. Theorem 2.1), from (2.44), we can improve
the estimate (2.36) to the following result: for any compact subset K ⊂ X, any m ∈ N
and δ′ > 0, there exist constants C, c > 0 such that for x, x′ ∈ K, dist(x, x′) ≤ δ′ and p ≥ 1,
we have

(2.49) |Tf,p(x, x′)|Cm ≤ Cpn+m/2e−c
√
p dist(x,x′) +O(p−∞).

As in [5, §IV], instead of assuming f to be smooth on U , we can consider an assumption
of lower regularity. We have the following result, which is essentially a local version of [5,
Lemma 4.2].

Theorem 2.5. Assume the geometric setting as given in Condition 1.1. Given f ∈ L∞
const(X,C).

For N ∈ N. Let U ⊂ X be an open subset such that that f is C N+1 on U . For any com-
pact subset K ⊂ U , there exists δK > 0 such that for any m ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N}, v, v′ ∈ Tx0X,
∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤ δK , there exist CK,m,N > 0, MK,m,N ∈ N such that

∣∣∣∣ 1pnTf,p(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′))

−
m∑
r=0

(Qr,x0(f)Px0) (
√
pv,

√
pv′)κ−1/2(v)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

∣∣∣∣
C 0(K)

≤ CK,m,Np
−(m+1)/2(1 +

√
p∥v∥+√

p∥v′∥)MK,m,N exp(−C ′√p∥v − v′∥) +O(p−∞),

(2.50)

where the polynomials Qr,x0(f) (r = 0, · · · , N) are the same as given in Theorem 2.3 but
their coefficients are of class C N+1−r in variable x0 ∈ U .

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2.3, notice that (2.44) still holds uniformly
for x0 ∈ K, this way, we only need the local computation to conclude (2.50), and the local
computation is the same as in [5, Proof of Lemma 4.2]. □

As a consequence of Theorem 2.5, analogous to [39, Lemma 7.4.2], [5, Theorem 5.1
and Remark 5.7] and employing the same arguments in their proof, we also have the
following result:
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Corollary 2.6. Assume the geometric setting as given in Condition 1.1. For f ∈ L∞
c (X,C),

if there exists a point x0 ∈ X such that |f(x0)| = ∥f∥L∞ and f is C 1 near x0, then

(2.51) lim
p→+∞

∥Tf,p∥op = ∥f∥L∞ .

More precisely, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for p≫ 0,

(2.52) ∥Tf,p∥op ≥ ∥f∥L∞ − C
√
p
.

Remark 2.7. In fact, the result (2.51) still holds true if we only assume f to be continuous
at its (essential) maximum point x0, which was proved in [5, Theorem 5.1] for the case
of compact manifolds.

The following result is an extension of [5, Theorem 3.7], where it is proved for compact
case, and the same proof applies in our setting since the (essential) support of f is assumed
to be compact.

Theorem 2.8 (cf. [5, Theorem 3.7]). For f ∈ L∞
c (X,C), then Tf,p is a trace class. We have

the following expansion as p→ +∞: for any N ∈ N,

(2.53) Tr[Tf,p] =
N∑
r=0

tr,fp
n−r +O(pn−N−1),

where tr,f =
∫
X
f(x)br(x)dV(x), the functions br (r = 0, 1, . . .) are given in (2.5).

Let us discuss a bit more on the asymptotics of the spectrum of Tf,p. We restrict us to
the case f ∈ L ∞

c (X,R≥0). Then Tf,p is a self-adjoint compact operator on H0
(2)(X,L

p⊗E).
When dp = ∞, the residual spectrum of Tf,p contains only 0, and each nonzero eigenvalue
in the point spectrum of Tf,p always has finite multiplicity. When f is given as the indicator
function of a (Borel) subset of X, the asymptotic statistics of the eigenvalues of Tf,p were
studied by [7, 13, 44, 37] in various settings for compact or noncompact X. Moreover,
for a continuous function f ≥ 0 with compact support, the spectral densitiy measure µf,p

of Tf,p is defined as the sum of the Dirac masses at all the eigenvalues (counted with
multiplicities) of Tf,p, which is locally finite. A result of [35] shows that as p → +∞, we
have the weak convergence of measures on (0, |f |C 0 ],

(2.54) p−nµf,p → f∗

(
1

n!
c1(L, hL)

n

)
.

This extends the results for compact Kähler manifolds or domains in Cn, such as [7, 37].
In Section 5.3, we will give more results for the asymptotics of the lowest eigenvalues

of Tf,p on a compact Hermitian manifold.

2.3. Compositions of Toeplitz operators. Now we consider the composition Tf,p ◦ Tg,p
(or simply Tf,pTg,p) of Toeplitz operators for two functions f, g ∈ L∞

const(X,C). Based at the
previous Section, the following theorem is an easy extension of some results presented by
Ma and Marinescu in [39, Theorems 7.4.1 & 7.5.1] and [41, Theorem 0.2].

Theorem 2.9. Assume the geometric setting as in Condition 1.1. Given f, g ∈ L∞
const(X,C).

Then for any compact subset K ⊂ X, there exists CK,m > 0 such that for x ∈ K and for all
p ≥ 1, we have the on-diagonal estimate

(2.55) |(Tf,pTg,p)(x, x)|Cm ≤ CK,mp
n+m

2 .

For any m, ℓ ∈ N, ε > 0, and a compact subset K ⊂ X, there exists CK,m,ℓ,ε > 0 such that
for x, x′ ∈ K with dist(x, x′) ≥ ε and for all p ≥ 1, we have the off-diagonal estimate

(2.56) |(Tf,pTg,p)(x, x′)|Cm ≤ CK,m,ℓ,εp
−ℓ.
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Let U ⊂ X be an open subset such that that both f and g are smooth on U . There exists
a family of polynomials {Qr,x0(f, g) ∈ C[v, v′], v, v′ ∈ Tx0X}x0∈U with the same parity as r,
and smooth in x0 ∈ U such that for any compact subset K ⊂ U , there exist δK > 0, C ′ > 0
such that for any ℓ,N,m ∈ N, v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤ δK and multi-indices α, α′ ∈ N2n

with |α|+ |α′| ≤ m, there exist C = CK,ℓ,m,N > 0, MK,ℓ,m,N ∈ N such that

∣∣∣∣ ∂|α|+|α′|

∂vα∂(v′)α′

(
1

pn
(Tf,pTg,p)(expx0

(v), expx0
(v′))

−
N∑
r=0

(Qr,x0(f, g)Px0) (
√
pv,

√
pv′)κ−1/2(v)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

)∣∣∣∣
C ℓ(K)

≤ Cp−(N+1−m)/2(1 +
√
p∥v∥+√

p∥v′∥)MK,ℓ,m,N exp(−C ′√p∥v − v′∥) +O(p−∞).

(2.57)

In particular, we have Q0,x0(f, g) = f(x0)g(x0). If x0 ∈ U and x0 ̸∈ ess. supp f ∩ ess. supp g,
then we have Qr,x0(f, g) ≡ 0 for r = 0, 1, · · · .

Proof. The proof of this theorem follows from the analogous arguments in the proof of
[39, Theorem 7.5.1] and of Theorem 2.3 in previous Section. In particular, for x0 ∈ X,
for v, v′ ∈ Tx0X with ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤ δ (δ > 0 is chosen properly), then we have (cf. [39,
(7.4.5)])

(Tf,pTg,p)(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′))

=

∫
v′′∈Tx0X

Tf,p(expx0
(v), expx0

(v′′))ρ(∥v′′∥/δ)Tf,p(expx0
(v′′), expx0

(v′))κx0(v
′′)dv′′

+O(p−∞).

(2.58)

Then combining (2.58) with (2.36) and (2.49), we conclude the estimate (2.55). Then
similarly, by (2.37), we get (2.56). When f , g are smooth near x0, the expansion (2.57)
follows from the combination of the expansion (2.38), (2.47) and (2.58) by the arguments
given in [39, Section 7.4]. Note that an explicit formula for Qr,x0(f, g) is given in [39,
(7.4.7)](see also (2.59)). The proof is complete. □

Lemma 2.10. The polynomial Qr,x0(f, g)(v, v
′) in v, v′ has degree ≤ 3r, and its coefficients

are given by polynomials in terms of the derivatives of f , g at x0 up to order r.

Proof. We use the notation in [39, Lemma 7.1.1] (see also (2.46)), we have

(2.59) Qr,x0(f, g) =
∑

ℓ1+ℓ2=r

K [Qℓ1,x0(f), Qℓ2,x0(g)].

By (2.46) and (2.48), we have degQℓ1,x0(f) ≤ 3ℓ1, degQℓ2,x0(g) ≤ 3ℓ2, hence the degree
of Qr,x0(f, g) (in v, v′) ≤ 3r. The rest part for the coefficients is also deduced from (2.48).
The proof is completed. □

Remark 2.11. Analogous to Remark 2.4, we can improve the estimate (2.55) to the fol-
lowing result: for any compact subset K ⊂ X, any m ∈ N and δ′ > 0, there exist constants
C, c > 0 such that for x, x′ ∈ K, dist(x, x′) ≤ δ′ and p ≥ 1, we have

(2.60) |(Tf,pTg,p)(x, x′)|Cm ≤ Cpn+m/2e−c
√
p dist(x,x′) +O(p−∞).

As an analog of Theorem 2.5, combining the localized computation (2.58) with the
arguments in [5, Proof of Theorem 4.1], we conclude the following near-diagonal expan-
sions for the kernel of Tf,pTg,p.

Theorem 2.12. Assume the geometric setting as given in Condition 1.1. Given N ∈ N and
f, g ∈ L∞

const(X,C). Let U ⊂ X be an open subset such that that both f |U , g|U ∈ C N+1(U).
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Then for any compact subset K ⊂ U , there exists δK > 0 such that for any m ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N},
v, v′ ∈ Tx0X, ∥v∥, ∥v′∥ ≤ δK , there exist CK,m,N > 0, MK,m,N ∈ N such that∣∣∣∣ 1pn (Tf,pTg,p)(expx(v), expx(v

′))

−
m∑
r=0

(Qr,x(f, g)Px) (
√
pv,

√
pv′)κ−1/2(v)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

∣∣∣∣
C 0(K)

≤ CK,m,Np
−(m+1)/2(1 +

√
p∥v∥+√

p∥v′∥)MK,m,N exp(−C ′√p∥v − v′∥) +O(p−∞),

(2.61)

where the coefficients Qr,x(f, g) are the polynomials given in Theorem 2.9.

2.4. Normalized Berezin–Toeplitz kernels; proof of Theorem 1.20. In this Section, we
give the proof of Theorem 1.20. Due to the expansion presented in Theorem 2.9, the
proof of this theorem is an easy modification of the proofs of [27, Theorems 1.8 and 5.1].
We include the details as follows.

Proof of Theorem 1.20. Note that since f is smooth on an open neighbourhood of U , so
that we can apply the asymptotic expansion (2.57) for all points x, y ∈ U . In particular,
we have the uniform expansion on U ,

(2.62) T 2
f,p(x, x) = pnf(x)2b0(x) +O(pn−1),

where b0(x) is as given in (2.5). Since we assume f to be nonvanishing on U , then there
exists cU > 0 such that for all sufficiently large p > 0, we have

(2.63) T 2
f,p(x, x) ≥ cUp

n.

We start by proving the second estimate of the theorem. One way to see this estimate
is from (2.60), where the constant Mk is determined by the constant c that appears in the
exponential term. In the sequel, we prove it by the arguments in [27, Section 2.3].

Note that U is relatively compact in X, so U is compact and all the results of Theorem
2.9 are applicable for the points in U . Let δK > 0 be the sufficiently small quantity stated
in the last part of Theorem 2.9 with K = U . Then by (2.56), if x, y ∈ U is such that
dist(x, y) ≥ δK , we have

(2.64) |T 2
f,p(x, y)|hp,x⊗h∗

p,y
≤ CU,0,k,δK p

−k.

For the given k, we will determine a constant Mk later on. We fix a large enough p0 ∈ N
such that

(2.65) b

√
log p0
p0

≤ δK
2
.

For p > p0, if x, y ∈ U is such that b
√

log p
p

≤ dist(x, y) < δK , then we take advantage of
the expansion in (2.57) with N = 2k, x0 = x, v = 0, y = expx(v

′), and v′ ∈ TxΣ, in order
to obtain ∣∣∣∣ 1pnT 2

f,p(x, y)−
2k∑
r=0

(Qr,x(f, f)Px) (0,
√
pv′)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

∣∣∣∣
≤ Cp−(k+1/2)(1 +

√
p∥v′∥)MK,0,0,2k exp(−C ′√p∥v′∥) +O(p−∞).

(2.66)

Now for k ≥ 1, by Lemma 2.10, we have

(2.67) ℓ(r) := max{degv′ Qr,x(f, f)(0, v
′), x ∈ U} ≤ 3r.

Note that ∥v′∥ = dist(x, y). By (2.13), (2.16), (2.67), and the properties of Qr,x(f, f) in

Theorem 2.9, together with the fact that δK > ∥v′∥ ≥ b
√

log p
p

, for r = 0, 1, · · · , 2k, we get
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that

(2.68) | (Qr,x(f, f)Px) (0,
√
pv′)κ−1/2(v′)| ≤ CK,rp

ℓ(r)/2 exp
(
− ε0

4
b2 log p

)
,

where the constant CK,r > 0 does not depend on x ∈ U . If

(2.69)
ε0
4
b2 ≥ 3k,

then we have for r = 0, . . . , 2k,

(2.70) | (Qr,x(f, f)Px) (0,
√
pv′)κ−1/2(v′)pn−r/2| ≤ CK,rp

n−k.

We may take Mk = 12k in our constraint for b. Finally, combining (2.62)–(2.70), we get
the desired estimate for any p > p0.

We next prove the first part of our theorem. For this purpose, we only need to consider

sufficiently large p such that b
√

log p
p

≤ δK
2

, or p ≥ p0.

Recall that κ(RL, U) > 0 is defined in (1.12). We set

(2.71) m(U, b) :=

⌈
b2

2
κ(RL, U)

⌉
.

By (2.17), for ∥v′∥ = |z′| ≤ b
√

log p
p

, we have

(2.72) exp
(p
4
ΦTX

x (0, v′)2
)
≤ pm(U,b)/2.

In the expansion (2.57), we take x0 = x, y = expx(v
′), N = m(U, b), so dist(x, y) =

∥v′∥ = |z′| ≤ b
√

log p
p

, where z′ ∈ C is the complex coordinate for v′. We infer∣∣∣∣ 1pnT 2
f,p(x, y)−

m(U,b)∑
r=0

(Qr,x(f, f)Px) (0,
√
pv′)κ−1/2(v′)p−r/2

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cp−(m(U,b)+1)/2.(2.73)

Since ∥v′∥ ≤ b
√

log p
p

, by (2.67) we infer that |Qr,x(f, f)(0,
√
pv′)| ≤ Cf,U | log p|ℓ(r)/2 for

some constant Cf,U > 0. Note that | log p|ℓ(r)/2p−r/2 = O(p−1/2+ϵ) for r ≥ 1 as p grows.
Note that f is a real function which does not vanish near U . The expansion (2.62) in

combination with (2.73) then supplies us with

exp
(

p
4
ΦTX

x (0, v′)2
)
T 2
f,p(x, y)√

T 2
f,p(x, x)

√
T 2
f,p(y, y)

=
b0(x)f(x)

2κ−1/2(v′) +O(p−1/2+ϵ)√
f(x)2b0(x) +O(p−1)

√
f(y)2b0(y) +O(p−1)

= 1 +O(∥v′∥+ p−1/2+ϵ)

= 1 + o(1), as p→ +∞.

(2.74)

In (2.74), the small term o(1) in the last line represents our function Rp,x(v
′), then (1.42)

follows clearly.
Since in the asymptotic expansion (2.73) we have trivialized the line bundle near x

using the Chern connections, we have

(2.75) |T 2
f,p(x, y)|hp,x⊗h∗

p,y
= |T 2

f,p(x, y)|.

Combining (2.74) and (2.75), we get the first part of (1.41). This completes the proof of
Theorem 1.20. □

Now, when f has a lower regularity such as C m+1 with m = m(U, b), the above argu-
ments still hold with the bounded choices of k. We give the proof of Corollary 1.21 as
follows.
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Proof of Corollary 1.21. The inequality (2.64) does not require a specific regularity on f
due to (2.56). Then by Theorem 2.12, when f |U is of C m(U)+1(U), the arguments (2.66)

– (2.70) holds true with k = n + 1 and b =
√

12n+12
ε0

, so that the second part of (1.43)
holds. The first part of (1.43) follows from the same arguments as in last step of the proof
of Theorem 1.20, i.e., (2.73) – (2.75). This way, we complete our proof. □

Note that the upper bound (1.42) is not optimal for Rp,x(v
′), since we have Rp,x(0) =

0 and ∇Rp,x(0) = 0 (here ∇ denotes the coordinate derivatives in v′). The following
estimate is an analog of [49, Proposition 2.8] in our Berezin–Toeplitz setting.

Lemma 2.13. With the same assumptions in Theorem 1.20 (in particular, f is smooth near
U), the term Rp,x(v

′) satisfies the following estimate: there exists C1 = C1(f, ϵ, U) > 0 such
that for all sufficiently large p, x ∈ U , v′ ∈ TxX with ∥v′∥ ≤ b

√
log p,

(2.76) |Rp,x(v
′/
√
p)| ≤ C1∥v′∥2p−1/2+ϵ

For given k, ℓ ∈ N, there exist a sufficiently large b > 0 such that there exist a constant
C2 > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ U , dist(x, y) ≥ b

√
log p/p, we have

(2.77) |∇ℓ
x,yNf,p(x, y)| ≤ C2p

−k.

Proof. Since f is smooth on a neighborhood of U , then the expansion (2.57) holds on U
with C ℓ-norm, this way, (2.77) follows by repeating the same arguments in the first part
of the proof of Theorem 1.20.

By (2.73), we conclude that for all x ∈ U, v′ ∈ TxX, ∥v′∥ ≤ δK (where K = U), we have

(2.78) |∇2Rp,x(v
′)| ≤ Cp1/2

(
1 + (

√
p∥v′∥)M

)
,

for some large integer M ∈ N.
Set Hp,x(v

′) = Rp,x(v
′/
√
p). Then for ∥v′∥ ≤ b

√
log p,

(2.79) |∇2Hp,x(v
′)| ≤ Cϵ,Up

−1/2+ϵ.

Then

(2.80) |∇Hp,x(v
′)| ≤ sup

t∈[0,1]
|(∇2Hp,x)(tv

′)| · ∥v′∥ ≤ Cϵ,Up
−1/2+ϵ∥v′∥.

Then (2.76) follows after a similar computation as in (2.80). □

3. GAUSSIAN L2-HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS VIA TOEPLITZ OPERATORS

In this section we recall the Gaussian L2-holomorphic section of a Hermitian line bun-
dle on a complex manifold defined through a given Hilbert-Schmidt Toeplitz operator,
this kind of random holomorphic sections were constructed in [26, Section 4], taking
advantage of the theory of abstract Wiener spaces.

3.1. Gaussian L2-holomorphic sections. We now recall the construction of Gaussian L2-
holomorphic sections given in [26, Sections 4.3 and 4.4]. Let (F, hF ) be a holomoprhic line
bundle on X with smooth Hermitian metric hF . Furthermore, by H0

(2)(X,F ) we denote
the space of L2-holomorphic sections of F on X, which is a separable Hilbert space with
the Hilbert metric given by the L2-inner product induced by hF and dV. Set

(3.1) dF := dimCH
0
(2)(X,F ) ∈ N ∪ {∞}.

In this Section, we always assume that dF > 0 and by P : L2(X,F ) → H0
(2)(X,F ) we

denote the Bergman projector.
Let L∞

c (X,R) be the space of measurable essentially bounded real functions on X
with compact essential support. For f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) the Toeplitz operator Tf = PMf :
H0

(2)(X,F ) → H0
(2)(X,F ) is Hilbert-Schmidt and self-adjoint. We will consider in the se-

quel only non-trivial functions f ̸= 0 ∈ L∞
c (X,R).
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When dF <∞, for f ≥ 0 with compact support, Tf is a linear isomorphism of H0
(2)(X,F )

with strictly positive eigenvalues. When dF = ∞, the residual spectrum of Tf contains only
0, and each nonzero eigenvalue in the point spectrum of Tf always has finite multiplicity.
In particular, the nonzero eigenvalues of T 2

f form a decreasing sequence of strictly positive
real numbers,

(3.2) λ21 ≥ λ22 ≥ . . . ≥ λ2m ≥ . . .→ 0,

where λ1, λ2, . . . denote the nonzero values in the point spectrum of Tf , repeated according
to their multiplicities. If furthermore f ≥ 0, the eigenvalues λ1, λ2, . . . are strictly positive.

Next, we introduce

(3.3) H0
(2)(X,L, f) := (kerTf )

⊥ = TfH0
(2)(X,L) ⊂ H0

(2)(X,L),

which is a Hilbert space, and the sections in H0
(2)(X,L, f) are the L2-holomorphic sections

of L detected by f . We consider the (self-adjoint) Hilbert-Schmidt operator

(3.4) T ♯
f := Tf |H0

(2)
(X,L,f) : H

0
(2)(X,L, f) → H0

(2)(X,L, f).

Note that for a notrivial f ≥ 0 with compact support, Tf is injective and H0
(2)(X,L, f) =

H0
(2)(X,L). We furthermore set dF (f) := dimCH

0
(2)(X,L, f) ∈ N∪{∞}, and it is immediate

that dF (f) ≤ dF .
The following lemma now is elementary.

Lemma 3.1. For f ∈ L∞
c (X,R) \ {0} we have

(3.5) dF (f) ≥
1

|f |2L∞(X)

∫
X

T 2
f (x, x)dV(x).

Suppose that Tf ̸= 0 (that is, dF (f) ≥ 1). In this case, we can choose an orthonormal
basis {Sj}dF (f)

j=1 of H0
(2)(X,F, f) with respect to the L2-metric such that

(3.6) TfSj = λjSj.

On H0
(2)(X,L, f) with dF (f) ≥ 1, the operator T ♯

f is one-to-one and Hilbert-Schmidt,
and ∥ · ∥f := ∥T ♯

f · ∥ defines a Hermitian measurable norm on H0
(2)(X,F, f) due to [26,

Proposition 4.2]. We furthermore denote by Bf (X,F ) the completion of H0
(2)(X,F, f) with

respect to ∥ · ∥f and set

(3.7) ℓ2f (C) =
{
(aj ∈ C)j≥1 :

∑
j≥1

λ2j |aj|2 <∞
}
.

Endowed with the induced norm this is clearly a separable Hilbert space, and using the
basis as in (3.6), we have

(3.8) Bf (X,F ) ≃ ℓ2f (C).

Proposition 3.2. Assume 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞
c (X,R) and Tf ̸= 0. Then the operator Tf extends

uniquely to an isomorphism of Hilbert spaces

(3.9) T̂f :
(
Bf (X,F ), ∥ · ∥f

)
→
(
H0

(2)(X,F, f), ∥ · ∥L2(X,F )

)
.

Given 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞
c (X,R≥0), if dF (f) <∞, we set

(3.10)
(
Bf (X,F ), ∥ · ∥f

)
=
(
H0

(2)(X,F, f), ∥ · ∥f
)
, and T̂f := T ♯

f .

This unifies the notation for both cases dF <∞ and dF = ∞.
Let Bf (X,F )

∗ be the topological dual space of Bf (X,F ). If α ∈ Bf (X,F )
∗, then it is

uniquely determined by the continuous linear functional on α|H0
(2)

(X,F,f) on H0
(2)(X,F, f).

This way, we regard Bf (X,F )
∗ as a (dense) subspace ofH0

(2)(X,F, f)
∗, whereH0

(2)(X,F, f)
∗

can be identified with H0
(2)(X,F, f) via the L2-inner product. By a slight abuse of notation
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we denote by Sf the Borel σ-algebra of Bf (X,F ). Then each α ∈ Bf (X,F )
∗ is a Borel-

measurable function from Bf (X,F ) to C. For V ⊂ Bf (X,F )
∗ ⊂ H0

(2)(X,F, f) an arbitrary
finite dimensional subspace we introduce the notation

ϕV : Bf (X,F ) → V, ϕV (b) =

dimC V∑
j=1

(b, vj)vj,(3.11)

where {vj} is an orthonormal basis of (V, ∥ · ∥L2(X,F )). Gross [31] proved the following
result.

Theorem 3.3 (L. Gross [31], see also [26, Theorem 4.3]). Let ∥ · ∥f denote the measurable
norm on H0

(2)(X,F, f) as introduced after (3.6). There exists a unique probability measure
Pf on (Bf (X,F ),Sf ) such that for V ⊂ Bf (X,F )

∗ any finite dimensional subspace,

(3.12) Pf (ϕ
−1
V (U)) = µV, ∥·∥L2(X,F )

(U),

for all Borel subset U of V , where µV, ∥·∥L2(X,F )
denotes the standard Gaussian measure on V

with respect to the Hermitian metric associated with ∥·∥L2(X,F ). The triple (Bf (X,F ),Sf ,Pf )
is called an abstract Wiener space.

Definition 3.4. Let Pf be the Gaussian probability measure on H0
(2)(X,F, f) given by the

pushforward of the probability measure Pf from Theorem 3.3 through the isomorphism
in (3.9). This way, we randomize the sections in H0

(2)(X,F, f). A Gaussian (random) L2-
holomorphic section Sf of F associated to a nonzero f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) is a random variable
valued in H0

(2)(X,F, f) with law Pf , i.e., Sf ∼ Pf .

When 0 < dF (f) < ∞, then Bf (X,F ) = H0
(2)(X,F, f), and Pf = Pst is exactly the stan-

dard Gaussian probability measure on H0
(2)(X,F, f) with respect to the L2-inner product;

so Pf is the pushforward of Pst via the isomorphism Tf . For 0 < dF (f) < ∞, let S denote
the random holomorphic section valued in H0

(2)(X,F, f) with law Pst, that is

(3.13) S =

dF (f)∑
j=1

ηjSj,

where {Sj}j is an orthonormal basis of H0
(2)(X,F, f) as in (3.6) and {ηj} is a sequence of

i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables. In this setting, the random section Sf

associated to f is given equivalently by

(3.14) Sf = T ♯
fS = TfS.

The following lemma is an easy modification of [26, Lemma 4.12]

Lemma 3.5. Assume dF (f) ∈ N≥1 ∪ {∞} , 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞
c (X,R). For any nonzero S ∈

H0
(2)(X,F ), the random variable on (H0

(2)(X,F, f),Pf ) defined via

H0
(2)(X,F, f) ∋ s 7→ ⟨s, S⟩L2(X,F ) ∈ C

is a centered complex Gaussian variable with variance ∥TfS∥2L2(X,F ).

In the case dF (f) = ∞, we consider the orthonormal basis consisting of eigensections
of Tf as in (3.6). Setting

(3.15) ηj =
1

λj
⟨Sf , Sj⟩L2(X,F )

the {ηj}∞j=1 form a sequence of i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables. Then
our random section Sf associated to f is given equivalently by the formula

(3.16) Sf =
∞∑
j=1

ηjλjSj.
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The well-definedness of the sum in (3.16) is already discussed in [26, Proposition 2.1].
Also note that (3.16) then is consistent with (3.13) and (3.14) which treated the case
dF (f) <∞.

3.2. Currents and the Poincaré-Lelong formula. The zero-set of a holomorphic section
is a complex analytic set which is in general singular. The analytic tool used to deal with
singularities in complex geometry is the theory of currents, introduced by de Rham [20]
(see [25, 30] and especially [28] for complete expositions).

Let X be a complex manifold of dimension n and let E be a complex vector bundle
on X. The space of smooth sections of E is denoted by C ∞(X,E) and is endowed with
the C ∞-topology of uniform convergence of all derivatives on compact sets. The space
of smooth sections of E with compact support is denoted by C ∞

c (X,E) and is endowed
with the topology of inductive limit of spaces of smooth sections with support on a given
compact set. In particular, we denote by Ωn−1,n−1

c (X) the space of smooth (n − 1, n − 1)-
forms with compact support.

The space of (1, 1)-currents onX is the topological dual of the space Ωn−1,n−1
c (X) (called

test forms in this context). In the sequel, we let ⟨T, φ⟩ be the pairing between a (1, 1)-
current T and a test form φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (X). A (1, 1)-current is called of order k ∈ N0 if it is
continuous in the C k-topology, equivalently, it extends as a linear continuous functional
to the space of (n− 1, n− 1)-forms of class C k with compact support.

Definition 3.6. For an open subset U ⊂ X, if T is a (1, 1)-current of order 0 (for example,
a poisitive (1, 1)-current), we define the following norm of T on U for α ∈ N,

(3.17) ∥T∥U,−α := sup |⟨T, φ⟩|,
where φ runs over all test forms in Ωn−1,n−1

c (U) with |φ|Cα ≤ 1.

For any analytic hypersurface V ⊂ X, we define the current of integration [V ] on V by

φ 7→
∫
V

φ :=

∫
Vreg

φ, φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1
c (X),

where Vreg is the regular set of V (a complex submanifold of codimension 1). By a theorem
of Lelong ([30, p. 32] [25, III-2.7]) the current of integration on V is a closed positive
(1, 1)-current (hence a stronly positive (1, 1)-current due to [25, III-1.9]). It is clear that
[V ] is a current of order 0 on X.

Let F be a holomorphic line bundle on X. For a holomorphic section s ∈ H0(X,F )\{0}
the divisor Div(s) of s is defined as the formal sum

(3.18) Div(s) =
∑

V⊂Z(s)

ordV (s)V,

where V runs over all the irreducible analytic hypersurfaces contained in Z(s), and ordV (s)
denotes the vanishing order of s along V . Let Z(s) denote the set of zeros of s, which is a
purely 1-codimensional analytic subset of X. The current of integration (with multiplici-
ties) on the divisor Div(s) is defined by

(3.19) [Div(s)] =
∑

V⊂Z(s)

ordV (s)[V ],
〈
[Div(s)], φ

〉
=

∫
Div(s)

φ :=
∑

V⊂Z(s)

ordV (s)

∫
V

φ .

Assume that F is endowed with a smooth Hermitian metric hF . By the Poincaré-Lelong
formula [39, Theorem 2.3.3] we have

(3.20) [Div(s)] =

√
−1

2π
∂∂̄ log |s|2hF

+ c1(F, hF ), for s ∈ H0(X,F ).

This important formula is crucial for our purposes. It links the zero-divisor to the curvature
and to the logarithm of the pointwise norm of a section, which is analytically easier to
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tackle and allows the introduction of the Bergman kernel or Berezin-Toeplitz kernel into
the picture.

3.3. Expectation of zeros of Gaussian L2-holomorphic sections. We use the same no-
tation as in Section 3.1. In this Section we always assume dF (f) ∈ N≥1 ∪ {∞} with
0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). Let T 2
f (x, y) denote the smooth kernel of the operator T 2

f . We consider
the orthonormal basis of H0

(2)(X,F, f) consisting of eigensections of Tf as in (3.6), then
we have the nonnegative function on X,

(3.21) T 2
f (x, x) =

dF (f)∑
j=1

λ2j |Sj(x)|2hF
.

Similar to the proof of [26, Lemma 4.13], we get that the (1, 1)-current ∂∂ log T 2
f (x, x)

is well-defined on X. If we proceed as in [26, Section 2.3], in particular, as in the proof
of [26, Lemma 2.6], we conclude the following result.

Lemma 3.7 (Definition of positive current γf (X,F )). Assume dF (f) ∈ N≥1 ∪ {∞} with
0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). The following current is a closed positive (1, 1)-current on X,

(3.22) γf (F, hF ) := c1(F, hF ) +

√
−1

2π
∂∂ log T 2

f (x, x).

The base locus of H0
(2)(X,F, f) is the proper analytic set

(3.23) Blf (X,F ) :=
{
x ∈ X : s(x) = 0 for all s ∈ H0

(2)(X,F, f)
}
.

Then Blf (X,F ) = {x ∈ X : T 2
f (x, x) = 0}. Hence γf (F, hF ) is a smooth form if

Blf (X,F ) = ∅. Moreoever, when f ≥ 0, we also have Blf (X,F ) = {x ∈ X : P (x, x) =
0} =: Bl(X,F ).

Theorem 3.8. Assume dF (f) ∈ N≥1 ∪ {∞} with 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞
c (X,R). Let Sf be the random

L2-holomorphic section of F associated to f defined in Definition 3.4. Then [Div(Sf )] is
random variable valued in the space of (1, 1)-currents on X (equipped with weak topology).
Moreover, the expectation E[[Div(Sf )]] exists as a closed positive (1, 1)-current on X and we
have

(3.24) E[[Div(Sf )]] = γf (F, hF ).

Proof. For m ∈ N>0, consider the random (1, 1)-current µm(Sf ) as follows, for any test
form φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (X),

(3.25) ⟨µm(Sf ), φ⟩ :=
〈√

−1

2π
∂∂̄ log

(
|Sf |2hF

+
1

m

)
+ c1(F, hF ), φ

〉
.

It is clear that ⟨µm(Sf ), φ⟩ is a random variable valued in C (i.e., a measurable function
on the underlying probability space). Moreover, by (3.20) and dominated convergence,
we have

(3.26) lim
m→∞

⟨µm(Sf ), φ⟩ = ⟨[Div(Sf )], φ⟩.

Therefore, ⟨[Div(Sf )], φ⟩ is a random variable, and then [Div(Sf )] is a well-defined ran-
dom variable valued in the space of (1, 1)-currents with respect to the weak topology.

Analogous to [26, Theorem 1.4], using the computations as in [26, Proof of Theorem
1.1](cf. [18, Proof of Proposition 4.2]), we can conclude that for φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (X),

E[⟨[Div(Sf )], φ⟩] = ⟨γf (F, hF ), φ⟩ ∈ C,

then we get (3.24). This way, we complete our proof. □
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4. ASYMPTOTICS OF RANDOM ZEROS OF L2-HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS

Let us recall the main assumption in the semi-classical limit – Condition 1.1 – as follows:
we always assume (X, gTX) to be a complete Riemannian manifold, and that there exist
ε0 > 0, C0 > 0 such that

(4.1)
√
−1RL ≥ ε0Θ,

√
−1(Rdet +RE) > −C0Θ, |∂Θ|gTX < C0.

If X is compact and (L, hL) is positive, then the above conditions always hold true. Due to
our assumptions on (X,Θ) and L,E, for p ≫ 0, we have dp := dimCH

0
(2)(X,L

p ⊗ E) ≥ 1.
We may assume that dp ≥ 1 for all p ≥ 1.

Definition 4.1. For p ≥ 1, let Sf,p denote the random L2-holomorphic section of Lp ⊗ E
associated to the nontrivial f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) defined in Definition 3.4.

The goal of this section is to study the asymptotic behavior of the zeros of random
section Sf,p as p→ ∞, where the asymptotic behavior of Tf,p(x, x′) is a crucial ingredient.
As we saw in Section 2, in order to analyze Tf,p(x, x′) in the semi-classical limit, we always
need to assume certain regularities on f .

We start with the following lemma, which enable us to apply the results from Section 3
for the line bundles Lp ⊗ E. Recall that the function b0(x) ̸= 0 is given in (2.5).

Lemma 4.2. For f ∈ L∞
c (X,R), if there exists an open subset U ̸= ∅ such that f |U ∈ C 1(U)

and f never vanishes on U , then for all sufficiently large p, we have Tf,p ̸= 0, hence dp(f) ≥ 1.
Moreover, fix a proper open subset V of U , we have

(4.2) dp(f) ≥
pn

|f |2L∞(X)

∫
V

f 2(x)b0(x)dV(x) +O(pn−1).

Proof. If Tf,p = 0, then for all x ∈ X, Tf,p(x, x) ≡ 0. Since f |U ∈ C 1(U), we can apply
Theorem 2.5 to f on U so that fix x ∈ U , we have

(4.3) Tf,p(x, x) = pnf(x)b0(x) +Ox(p
n−1).

By our assumption f(x) ̸= 0, then for all sufficiently large p, Tf,p(x, x) ̸= 0. Therefore, we
have Tf,p ̸= 0.

Note that

(4.4)
∫
X

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≥

∫
V

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x).

Similarly, we can apply Theorem 2.12 to f on U , then (4.2) follows from Lemma 3.1 and
(4.4). □

4.1. Bounded measurable functions and their supports. This Section is a preparation
for the proof of Theorem 1.8. Recall that the quantity r(f, U) for f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) is defined
in Definition 1.7. Now we give some examples of function f such that r(f, U) has a good
geometric sense.

Example 4.3. i) For t ∈ R, set sin+(tπ) := max{0, sin(tπ)}. Now fix N ∈ N≥1 and
R ≫ 0, let B(0, R) ⊂ C be the open ball in C with radius R, and define for
z = x+

√
−1y ∈ C,

(4.5) fN,R(z) := 1B(0,R)(z) sin
+(Nxπ) sin+(Nyπ).

Then fN,R is smooth almost everywhere on C, and we have for R ≫ 0,

(4.6) r(fN,R,B(0, R)) =
√
2

2N
.

In Figure 2, it shows the support in black blocks of the function f8,2(z) (that is,
N = 8, R = 2) on C.

31



FIGURE 2. Support of f8,2(z) on C plotted as black blocks

ii) Let {Bj}Nj=1 be a finite collection of disjoint geodesic open ball of respective radius
rj > 0 in a compact Hermtian manifold (X,Θ), set V := X \ ∪jBj, then f := 1V is
a function which is smooth almost everywhere on X, and r(f,X) = max{rj : j =
1, . . . , N}.

iii) Let (Σ, ω) be a compact Riemann surface with a Kähler form ω. Let K be the
1-skelton of a (smooth) triangluation of Σ. Then for a sufficient small ε > 0, let
K(ε) be the closed subset defined as the ε-neighbourhood of K in Σ (which is
still a proper subset). This is a thick graph embbeded in Σ. Then we can use the
quantity r(1K(ε),Σ) to quantify the approximation of the thick graph K(ε) to Σ.
Taking a sequence of strict refinements of K and a suitable decreasing sequence
of ε, then the sequence of the quantities r(1K(ε),Σ) will converge to 0.

Let gTR2n denote the standard Riemannian metric on Cn ≃ R2n given by the standard
Euclidean inner product on R2n. The following proposition is elementary.

Proposition 4.4. For every compact subset K ⊂ X there exist constants tK > 0, cK ≥ 1 such
that for every point x ∈ K, the open geodesic ball B(x, tK) in (X, gTX) is always included
in a connected, open holomorphic local chart (Vx ⊂ X,ϕx) centered at x such that ϕx is a
biholomophism between the open subset Vx and ϕx(Vx) ⊂ Cn with the following properties:

• ϕx(x) = (0, . . . , 0), and gTX
x = ϕ∗

x(g
TR2n

0 );
• ϕ(Vx) is a convex domain of Cn;
• let distϕx(·, ·) be the distance function on Vx×Vx associated to the Riemannian metric
ϕ∗
x(g

TR2n
), then for any y, y′ ∈ Vx,

(4.7)
1

cK
distϕx(y, y′) ≤ dist(y, y′) ≤ cKdist

ϕx(y, y′).

As a consequence, for a given x ∈ K, and for f ∈ L∞(X,R≥0), we have

(4.8)
r(f, Vx)

cK
≤ rCn(f ◦ ϕ−1

x , ϕx(Vx)) ≤ cKr(f, Vx),

where rCn(f ◦ ϕ−1
x , ϕx(Vx)) is the number defined as in (1.14) with respect to the standard

Riemannian metric gTR2n on Cn.

Remark 4.5. The choices of (tK , cK) for a given K in Proposition 4.4 are not unique, in
fact we can always make tK as small as we want. Moreover, if we take a sufficiently small
tK > 0, then the constant cK will be very close to 1.
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4.2. A concentration estimate; proof of Theorem 1.8. In this section, we prove Theo-
rem 1.8 which provides a general concentration estimate for the difference between the
zeros of the random section Sf,p and the expected limit c1(L, hL) on a given domain,
provided that the function f is supported on the large part of this domain. Recall that
the norm ∥ · ∥U,−2 for the (1, 1)-currents is given Definition 3.6 with α = 2, and that the
quantity m(U) ∈ N defined in (1.13), then Theorem 1.8 is a consequence of the following
proposition.

Proposition 4.6. With the same assumption in Theorem 1.8 for X and for the line bundles
L,E. Fix a pair of nonempty open subsets (U,U ′) of X with U ⊂⊂ U ′, then there exists a
constant r(U,U ′) > 0 such that f ∈ L∞

c (X,R) which is of C m(U ′)+1 almost everywhere on U ′

with

(4.9)
(
r(f, U ′)

r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

<
1

2
,

then U ∩ ess. supp f ̸= ∅ , and for any δ >
(

r(f,U ′)
r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

, we have a constant C =

CU ′,f,δ > 0 such that for all sufficiently large p

(4.10) P
(∫

U

∣∣∣ log ∣∣Sf,p(x)
∣∣
hp

∣∣∣ dV(x) > δp
)
≤ e−Cpn+1

.

Now we explain how to get Theorem 1.8 from Proposition 4.6, and the proof of Propo-
sition 4.6 is defered to Section 4.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. Combining the first part of Proposition 4.6 with Lemma 4.2, we get
that for all sufficiently large p, Tf,p ̸= 0, that is dp(f) ≥ 1. Then the results from Section 3
apply. In particular, the random section Sf,p is not the zero variable.

The Poincaré-Lelong formula (3.20) shows that

(4.11)
√
−1

π
∂∂ log |Sf,p|hp = [Div(Sf,p)]− pc1(L, hL)− c1(E, hE)

as an identity of (1, 1)-currents on X. Let U be the open subset as assumed in Theorem
1.8. Now fix φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (X) with supp φ ⊂ U (that is, φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1
c (U)). Note that

suppφ ⊂ U ⊂ U ′. Then

〈1
p
[Div(Sf,p)], φ

〉
−
∫
X

c1(L, hL) ∧ φ =

√
−1

pπ

∫
X

log |Sf,p|hp ∂∂φ+
1

p
⟨c1(E, hE), φ⟩.

(4.12)

Since φ has a compact support in U , so has ∂∂φ. Then∣∣∣∣√−1

pπ

∫
X

log |Sf,p|hp ∂∂φ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |φ|C 2(U)

pπ

∫
U

∣∣ log |Sf,p(x)|hp

∣∣ dV(x).(4.13)

Applying Proposition 4.6 to get a constant r(U,U ′) > 0, we fix a f as in the theorem with(
r(f, U ′)

r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

<
1

2
,

then U ∩ ess. supp f ̸= ∅ . When we take

δ >

(
r(f, U ′)

r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

,

we can always fix a sufficiently small ε > 0 such that

δ − 2ε >

(
r(f, U ′)

r(U,U ′)

)1/(2n+2)

.
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Since the term 1
p
c1(E, hE) converges to 0 as p → ∞, then there exists an integer p0 ∈ N

(depending on (E, hE)) such that for any φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1
c (U) and all p ≥ p0,

(4.14)
∣∣∣∣1p⟨c1(E, hE), φ⟩

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε|φ|C 2(U)

π
·

Applying Proposition 4.6 to right-hand side of (4.13) with δ − ε, we get

(4.15) P
(1
p

∫
U

∣∣∣ log ∣∣Sf,p(x)
∣∣
hp

∣∣∣ dV(x) > δ − 2ε
)
≤ e−Cpn+1

.

For p ≥ p0, except the event from (4.15) of probability ≤ e−Cpn+1, we have for all φ ∈
Ωn−1,n−1

c (U), ∣∣∣〈1
p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL), φ

〉∣∣∣
≤

|φ|C 2(U)

pπ

∫
U

∣∣ log |Sf,p(x)|hp

∣∣ dV(x) + |1
p
⟨c1(E, hE), φ⟩|

≤ 1

π

(
|φ|C 2(U)(δ − 2ε) + ε|φ|C 2(U)

)
≤ |φ|C 2(U)

δ − ε

π
,

(4.16)

Equivalently, except the event in (4.15) of probability ≤ e−Cpn+1, we have

(4.17)
∥∥∥∥1p [Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥∥
U,−2

≤ δ − ε

π
.

This way, we get (1.16). To prove (1.17), applying Borel-Cantelli lemma to (1.16), we get

(4.18) P
(
lim sup
p→+∞

∥∥∥1
p
[Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥
U,−2

≤ δ

π

)
= 1.

By taking a sequence of δ’s that decreases to δ0(f), we infer (1.17) from (4.18). □

4.3. Local sup-norms of random L2-holomorphic sections. Before proving Proposition
4.6, we need to investigate the probabilities for MU

p (Sf,p) taking both atypically large and
small values, respectively. We follow the same strategy as in [26, Section 3.3].

Let U ⊂ X be a relatively compact open subset. For sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E), we set

(4.19) MU
p (sp) = sup

x∈U
|sp(x)|hp < +∞.

Proposition 4.7. Assume Condition 1.1 to hold. Fix 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞
c (X,R≥0). Let U ⊂ X be a

relatively compact open subset, then for any δ > 0, there exists a constant CU,δ > 0 such that
for p ∈ N>1,

(4.20) P
(
MU

p (Sf,p) ≥ eδp
)
≤ e−δpn+1+CU,δp

n log p .

Proof. We fix δ > 0 and let r > 0 be sufficiently small so that we can choose a finite set
of points {xj}ℓj=1 ⊂ U such that the geodesic open balls BX(xj, r), j = 1, . . . , ℓ, form an
open covering of U . Since r is sufficiently small, then we can assume that each larger ball
BX(xj, 2r) lies in a complex chart (hence viewed as an open subset of Cn), and that for
each j, we can fix a local holomorphic frame eL,j (resp. eE,j) of L (resp. E) on a neigh-
borhood of BX(xj, 2r) with supx∈BX(xj ,2r)

|eL,j(x)|hL
= 1 and supx∈BX(xj ,2r)

|eE,j(x)|hE
≤ 1.

Set

(4.21) ν = min
{

inf
x∈BX(xj ,2r)

|eL,j(x)|hL
: j = 1, . . . , ℓ

}
.

It is clear that 0 < ν ≤ 1. By fixing r small enough, we can and do assume that

(4.22) − log ν ≤ δ

4
·
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Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for each j = 1, . . . , ℓ, if f is a holomorphic
function on a neighborhood of BX(xj, 2r), then

(4.23) sup
x∈BX(xj ,r)

|f(x)| ≤ C∥f∥L2(BX(xj ,2r)),

where the volume form dV(x) on X is used in the norm ∥ · ∥L2(BX(xj ,2r)). Note that the
choices of xj, r, ℓ, and the constants ν, C are independent of the tensor power p. Set
Ũ = ∪jB

X(xj, 2r) ⊃ U . For p ∈ N, sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E), on each BX(xj, 2r), we write

(4.24) sp|BX(xj ,2r) = fje
⊗p
L,j ⊗ eE,j,

where fj is a holomorphic function on the chart in Cn corresponds to BX(xj, 2r). Then
we have

MU
p (sp) = sup

x∈U
|sp(x)|hp ≤ max

j
sup

x∈BX(xj ,r)

|fj(x)|

≤ Cmax
j

{∥fj∥L2(BX(xj ,2r))}

≤ C ′

νp
max

j
{∥sp∥L2(BX(xj ,2r),Lp⊗E)}

≤ C ′

νp
∥sp∥L2(Ũ ,Lp⊗E),

(4.25)

where the constant C ′ independent of p is determined by

C/C ′ = min
{

inf
x∈BX(xj ,2r)

|eE,j(x)|hE
: j = 1, . . . , ℓ

}
=: νE.

The next step is to estimate the quantity E[∥Sf,p∥2p
n

L2(Ũ ,Lp)
] for p ≥ 2. Applying Hölder’s

inequality with 1
pn

+ pn−1
pn

= 1, we get

(4.26) E
[
∥Sf,p∥2p

n

L2(Ũ ,Lp⊗E)

]
≤ Vol(Ũ)p

n−1E
[ ∫

Ũ

|Sf,p(x)|2p
n

hp
(x)dV

]
.

For p ≥ 2, let {Sp
m}

dp(f)
m=1 be an orthonormal basis of H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E, f) ⊂ H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E)

with respect to L2-inner product and consisting of eigensections of Tf,p with nonzero
eigenvalues {λpm ̸= 0}m. As explained in (3.16), we can construct a sequence of i.i.d.
standard complex Gaussian variable {ηpm}m such that we can write

(4.27) Sf,p =

dp(f)∑
m=1

ηpmλ
p
mS

p
m.

As in (4.23), on a neighborhood of BX(xj, 2r), write

(4.28) Sp
m = fp

me
⊗p
L,j ⊗ eE,j.

If x ∈ BX(xj, 2r), set

(4.29) Fj(x) =

dp(f)∑
m=1

ηpmλ
p
mf

p
m(x).

Then Fj(x) is a complex Gaussian random variable with (total) variance
∑dp(f)

m=1 |λpmfp
m(x)|2.

By our assumption on the local frame eL,j, we get

(4.30)
dp(f)∑
m=1

|λpmfp
m(x)|2 ≤

1

ν2pν2E
T 2
f,p(x, x).

35



Then we have

(4.31) E
[
|Fj(x)|2p

n]
= pn!

( dp(f)∑
m=1

|λpmfp
m(x)|2

)pn
.

As a consequence, we get that for x ∈ Ũ ,

E
[
|Sf,p(x)|2p

n

hp

]
≤ E

[
|Fj(x)|2p

n] ≤ pn!

ν2pn+1ν2p
n

E

(T 2
f,p(x, x))

pn .(4.32)

Since we are in the context of σ-finite measures and the integrands are non-negative,
Tonelli’s Theorem applies, so that

(4.33) E
[ ∫

Ũ

|Sf,p(x)|2p
n

hp
dV(x)

]
≤ pn!

ν2pn+1ν2p
n

E

∫
Ũ

(T 2
f,p(x, x))

pndV(x).

Moreover, by the estimate for T 2
f,p(x, x) given in (2.55) on a compact subset, there exists

a constant CŨ ,f > 0 (independent of p) such that for p ∈ N, x ∈ Ũ ,

(4.34) T 2
f,p(x, x) ≤ CŨ ,fp

n.

Combining (4.26) with the above inequalities, we infer that

(4.35) E
[
∥Sf,p∥2p

n

L2(Ũ ,Lp⊗E)

]
≤

(
CŨ Vol(Ũ)

ν2E

)pn

· pn!

ν2pn+1 (p
n)p

n

.

By applying (4.25) to Sf,p, we get

E
[
MU

p (Sf,p)
2pn
]
≤
( C

νpνE

)2pn
E
[
∥Sf,p∥2p

n

L2(Ũ ,Lp⊗E)

]
≤ (C̃pn)2p

n

ν4pn+1 ,(4.36)

where C̃ > 0 is a constant independent of p. Then (4.20) follows from Chebyshev’s
inequality and the inequality 1

ν
≤ e

δ
4 from (4.22). □

Now we consider the probabilities of small values of MU
p (Sf,p), and we will adapt the

ideas in [51], [27, 26]: viewing Sf,p as a line bundle valued holomorphic Gaussian field
on X and studying its correlation function.

Proposition 4.8. Assume Condition 1.1 to hold. Fix f ∈ L∞
c (X,R≥0) and assume that on

a small open ball B of X, f |B is C m(B)+1(B) (the quantity m(B) is given in (1.13)) and
nonvanishing. Let U be a relatively compact open subset in X such that U ∩ B ̸= ∅, then
there exist constants CU > 0, C ′

U > 0 such that for all δ > 0 and p ∈ N,

(4.37) P
(
MU

p (Sf,p) ≤ e−δp
)
≤ e−CU δpn+1+C′

Upn log p .

Proof. From the local uniformity of the Berezin–Toeplitz kernel expansions, as explained
in Section 2.3, it follows that for every compact subset K ⊂ B there exists p(K) such that
for all p ≥ p(K) and all x ∈ K we have T 2

f,p(x, x) > 0.
Now for any x ∈ B we fix some λx ∈ Lx, µx ∈ Ex with |λx|hL

= |µx|hE
= 1, and set

(4.38) ξx =
⟨λ⊗p

x ⊗ µx,Sf,p(x)⟩hp√
T 2
f,p(x, x)

,

whenever T 2
f,p(x, x) ̸= 0. Then ξx is a complex Gaussian random variable. Moreover, for

any two points x, y ∈ B, we have

(4.39)
∣∣E[ξxξy]∣∣ = Nf,p(x, y),

where Nf,p(x, y) is defined by (1.39).
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Since U ∩ B ̸= ∅, so we can find a small open ball C := B(x0, r) ⊂ U ∩ B, then f
is C m(B)+1 and never vanishes near C. Then the asymptotic equations in (1.43) from
Corollary 1.21 holds true for all x, y ∈ C and for all p≫ 0. In particular, we have

(4.40) P
(
MU

p (Sf,p) ≤ e−δp
)
≤ P

(
MC

p (Sf,p) ≤ e−δp
)
.

Next step, by (1.43), we may proceed using the similar arguments in [51, Section 3.2] or
[27, Subsection 3.3 and Theorem 1.13], we can prove a more general version of (4.37) as
follows: for a sequence of positive numbers {λp}p∈N,

(4.41) P
(
MU

p (Sf,p) ≤ λp
)
≤ eCpn log λp+C′pn log p, p≫ 0.

Then, for any δ > 0, choosing λp = e−δp in (4.41), we recover (4.37). This completes our
proof. □

Combining Propositions 4.7 and 4.8, we arrive at the following.

Corollary 4.9. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected Hermitian complex manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
Condition 1.1 to hold. Fix f ∈ L∞

c (X,R≥0) and assume that on a small open ball B of X,
f |B is C m(B)+1(B) and nonvanishing. Let U be a relatively compact open subset in X such
that U ∩B ̸= ∅, then there exist constants C = CU,f,δ > 0 such that for all δ > 0 and p ∈ N,

(4.42) P
(∣∣logMU

p (Sf,p)
∣∣ ≥ δp

)
≤ e−Cpn+1

.

4.4. Proof of Proposition 4.6. Now we give the proof of Proposition 4.6, which follows
by combining from the arguments in [51, Section 4.1] with Corollary 4.9. Since the
kernels T 2

f,p(x, y) behave in a more complicated way, depending on the values of f , than
the Bergman kernels, some steps are required necessary modifications from that in [51,
Section 4.1]. In the same time, we also include several explicit function estimates in order
to work out a rough formula for the quantity r(U,U ′) in the statement of Proposition 4.6.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. For t > 0, set

(4.43) log+ t = max{log t, 0}, log− t := log+(1/t) = max{− log t, 0}.
Then

(4.44) | log t| = log+ t+ log− t.

Let U be the open subset as assumed in the proposition. Then for any nonzero holomor-
phic section sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E), we have that

∣∣ log |sp|hp

∣∣ is integrable on U with respect
to dV. We now start with showing that for any δ > 0,

(4.45) P
(∫

U

log+ |Sf,p(x)|hp dV(x) ≥ δp

)
≤ e−CU,f,δp

n+1

.

For this purpose, observe that on U we have

(4.46) log+ |Sf,p|hp ≤
∣∣ logMU

p (Sf,p)
∣∣,

which then supplies us with

(4.47) P
(∫

U

log+ |Sf,p(x)|hp dV(x) ≥ δp

)
≤ P

(∣∣logMU
p (Sf,p)

∣∣ ≥ δ

Vol(U)
p

)
,

where Vol(U) denotes the volume of U with respect to dV.
Note that we assume that f is of class C m+1 with m = m(U ′) almost everywhere near

U ′ and with
U ∩ ess. supp f ̸= ∅ ,

the set ess. supp f , by its definition, can not be null measure in any given open subset,
then there exists a small open ball B ⊂ ess. supp f ∩ U such that f is of class C m(B)+1

(since m(B) ≤ m(U ′)) and never vanishing on B. Therefore, Corollary 4.9 applies to this
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open subset B of U and the function f . Then combining (4.47) with Corollary 4.9, we
obtain (4.45) with any given δ > 0.

The next step is to study
∫
U
log− |Sf,p(x)|hp dV(x). At first, let us construct a partic-

ular family of holomorphic local charts to cover U . Since U is relatively compact in
U ′, we apply Proposition 4.4 for K = U to choose the constants (tK , cK) such that the
tK-neighbourhood of U is still included in U ′ and the line bundles L, E can be locally
trivialized on any small (geodesic) balls of radius 2tK on U .

For each point x ∈ U , let (Vx, ϕx) be the local chart as in Proposition 4.4. Set

(4.48) Ax := ϕ−1
x

(
{1
2

tK
cK

< |z| < 3

4

tK
cK

}
)

⊂ U ′.

Then the family {Ax}x∈U is an open covering of U , hence there exists a finite number of
points {xj}Nj=1 ⊂ U such that {Axj

}Nj=1 is already an open covering of U . We also set

Ax ⊂ Bx := ϕ−1
x

({
|z| < tK

cK

})
⊂ Vx.

By (4.8), we have

(4.49) rCn(f ◦ ϕ−1
x , ϕx(Bx)) ≤ cKr(f, Vx) ≤ cKr(f, U

′).

For tK/cK > δ2n+2 > cKr(f, U
′), any open coordinate ball (of Cn) in {|z| < tK/cK} of

radius δ2n+2 intersects the essential support of f ◦ ϕ−1
x .

Next we work on each Axj
. In order to simplify the notation, after rescaling the co-

ordinates of the local chart (Vxj
, ϕxj

), we may and we will consider the following model
case: in the local coordinate z = (z1, . . . , zn), set A = B(2, 3) := {2 < |z| < 3}, and
B = B(4) := {|z| < 4}. Assume that on the coordinate open ball B(5) ⊂ U ′, the holomor-
phic line bundles L and E can be trivialized by holomorphic local frames. In the following,
we work on this coordinates (z1, . . . , zn) and let rCn(f, V ) denote the number given as in
(1.14) with respect to the standard Riemannian metric gTR2n on Cn.

For f ∈ L∞
c (X,R≥0) which is of C m(U ′)+1 almost everywhere near B with rCn(f,B) ≤ 1

2
,

we always have A ∩ ess. supp f ̸= ∅.
Let eL, eE the be respective holomorphic local frames of the line bundles L, E restricting

to the open ball B = B(4). Set αL(z) = log |eL(z)|2hL
, αE(z) = log |eE(z)|2hE

. On this local
chart, we can write

(4.50) Sf,p|B = Fp(z)e
⊗p
L ⊗ eE,

where Fp is a random holomorphic function on B. Then on B

(4.51) log |Sf,p|hp = log |Fp|+
p

2
αL +

1

2
αE.

Fixing ε > 0, we take

(4.52) K1 := 2ε+
1

2
sup

z∈B(4)
|αL(z)|.

Then by (4.45) and (4.51), we get that, except the event
{
| logMA

p (Sf,p)| ≥ εp
}

of prob-
ability less than e−CA,f,ε p

n+1 , we have for all r ∈ [1, 3],

(4.53)
∫
{|z|=r}

log+ |Fp|(z) dσr(z) ≤ K1p,

where dσr denote the invariant probability measure on the sphere {|z| = r}.
For 0 < r < 4, consider the Poisson kernel for the ball B(r),

(4.54) Pr(ξ, z) := r2n−2 r
2 − |ξ|2

|ξ − z|2n
,
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where |z| = r, ξ ∈ B(r). Since log |Fp| is a subharmonic function on B, by the sub-mean
inequality in terms of Poisson kernel, we conclude that for any point ξ ∈ B(1), 1 < r < 3,
(4.55)∫

{|z|=r}
Pr(ξ, z)

∣∣ log |Fp|(z)
∣∣dσr(z) ≤ 2

∫
{|z|=r}

Pr(ξ, z) log
+ |Fp|(z)dσr(z)− log |Fp|(ξ).

As a consequence, we have, for r ∈ [2, 3],∫
{|z|=r}

∣∣ log |Fp|(z)
∣∣dσr(z)

≤ 12

(
9

2

)2n−1 ∫
{|z|=r}

log+ |Fp|(z)dσ(z)− 2

(
3

2

)2n−1

log |Fp|(ξ).
(4.56)

Note that B(1) ⊂ B, following from the condition rCn(f,B) ≤ 1
2
, Corollary 4.9 applies

to B(1). We conclude that except for an event of probability less than e−CB(1),f,1p
n+1

, we can
always find a point ξ0 ∈ B(1) with the property:

(4.57) log |Fp|(ξ0) > −p.
Then combining it with (4.53) and (4.56), we get that except for an event Ω1 of probability
less than e−CB,f,K2

pn+1
, we have that for all r ∈ [2, 3],

(4.58)
∫
{|z|=r}

∣∣ log |Fp|(z)
∣∣dσr(z) ≤ K2p,

where K2 > 0 is a sufficiently large constant given by

K2 = 12

(
9

2

)2n−1

K1 + 2

(
3

2

)2n−1

.

Given δ ∈ (0, 1
2
] (the case of δ > 1

2
will become a consequence of this one), we fix

a decomposition of the unit sphere {|z| = 1} into a disjoint union of sets I1, I2, · · · , Iq
with (Euclidean) diameter ≃ δ2n+2. The number q is a large integer depending on δ.
The following inequality was established in [51, (4.4)]: there exists a constant Cn > 0
independent of δ ∈ (0, 1

2
] such that for any r ∈ (1, 3] , any collection of points {ξk}qk=1 ⊂

B(4) with dist(ξk, (r − δ)Ik) < δ2n+2 and any subharmonic function u on B(4),

(4.59)
∫
{|z|=r}

u(z)dσr(z) ≥
q∑

j=1

σ1(Ik)u(ξk)− Cnδ

∫
{|z|=r}

|u(z)|dσr(z).

The main idea to prove (4.59) in [51, Section 4.1] is to use the Poisson kernel as in (4.55)
for each term u(ξk), and Cn is a constant related to the estimate on the derivatives of Pr,
and in our setting, we can take Cn = 36n(4n+ 4).

From this point we proceed as in [51, Section 4.1, pp. 1992] but with some necessary
modifications, and we will also produce a rough formula for the constant r(U,U ′) needed
in our proposition. Fix δ ∈ (0, 1

2
], and let f ∈ L∞

c (X,R≥0) which is of C m(U ′)+1 almost
everywhere near B such that rCn(f,B) ≤ 2

3
δ2n+2.

Set Q := ⌈9
4
δ−2n−2⌉ and set rj = 3

2
+ 2

3
δ2n+2j, for 0 ≤ j ≤ Q. Then for 1 ≤ k ≤ q,

0 ≤ j ≤ Q, set

(4.60) Vkj := {z ∈ B : distC
n

(z, rjIk) <
1

2
δ2n+2}.

Then {Vkj}k,j form a covering for A, moreover, each Vkj always contains a coordinate open
ball of raidus δ2n+2, so that Corollary 4.9 applies: there exists Ckj > 0 such that for all
p≫ 0

(4.61) P
(∣∣∣logMVkj

p (Sf,p)
∣∣∣ > δp

)
≤ e−Ckjp

n+1

.
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Set the event Ωδ := ∪k,j

{∣∣∣logMVkj
p (Sf,p)

∣∣∣ ≥ δp
}

, then we have that for p≫ 0,

(4.62) P (Ωδ) ≤ e−CB,f,δp
n+1

.

When Sf,p lies outside Ωδ, we can always find ξkj ∈ Vkj with

(4.63) log |Sf,p|hp(ξkj) ≥ −δp.

Fix r ∈ ]2, 3[ , there exists j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , Q} such that

|r − δ − rj| ≤
2

5
δ2n+2.

Then distC
n

(rIk, ξkj) < 2δ, so that we have

(4.64)
∫
{|z|=r}

αL(z)dσr(z) ≥
q∑

j=1

σ1(Ik)αL(ξkj)− 2δ sup
z∈B

|dαL(z)|.

A similar inequality holds also for αE. Moreover, we have distC
n

((r − δ)Ik, ξkj) < δ2n+2,
then we can apply (4.59) for log |Fp|. We combine this with (4.58), so when Sf,p lies
outside Ω1 ∪ Ωδ, we have

−
∫
{|z|=r}

log |Sf,p|hp(z)dσr(z)

≤ −
q∑

k=1

σr(Ik) log |Sf,p|hp(ξjk) + Cnδ

∫
{|z|=r}

∣∣ log |Fp|
∣∣(z) dσr(z)

+ pδ sup
z∈B

|dαL(z)|+ δ sup
z∈B

|dαE(z)|

≤ δp+ CnK2δp+ pδ sup
z∈B

|dαL(z)|+ δ sup
z∈B

|dαE(z)|.

(4.65)

We set

(4.66) K3 := 1 + CnK2 + sup
z∈B

|dαL(z)|+ ε > 0.

Let b0 > 0 be such that for all z ∈ A, dV(z) ≤ b0dλ(z), where dλ(z) denotes the standard
Lebesgue measure on Cn. Then taking the integral with repsect to r ∈ [2, 3] and rescaling
dσr to the standard spherical measure for the sphere of radius r, we conclude, by taking
advantage of (4.65), that

(4.67) P
(
−
∫
A

log |Sf,p|hp dV ≥ b0K3
πn

n!
(9n − 4n)δp

)
≤ e−CB,f,δp

n+1

, ∀ p≫ 0.

Combining the above estimate with (4.45), we get that for p≫ 0,

(4.68) P
(∫

A

∣∣∣ log |Sf,p|hp(z)
∣∣∣ dV(z) > b0K3

πn

n!
(9n − 4n)δp

)
≤ e−C′

B,f,δp
n+1

.

Now we reformulate (4.68) for Axj
. By the choice of (tK , cK) from Proposition 4.4 for

K = U , we can identify Axj
with A and Bxj

with B via rescaling the coordinate by 4cK
tK

.

Then we can take b0 =
(
tK
4

)2n. Therefore, we get, for p≫ 0,

(4.69) P
(∫

U

∣∣∣ log |Sf,p|hp(z)
∣∣∣ dV(z) > Nb0K3

πn

n!
(9n − 4n)δp

)
≤ e−C′′

B,f,δp
n+1

.

The condition for (4.69) to hold is that rCn(f,B) ≤ 2
3
δ2n+2 (with δ ≤ 1

2
). A sufficient

condition for this is

(4.70) r(f, U ′) ≤ min

{
tK
6c2K

δ2n+2,
tK
8c2K

}
.
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Finally, we set

(4.71) r(U,U ′) :=
tK
6c2K

min

{
3 · 4n,

(
1

Nb0K3
πn

n!
(9n − 4n)

)2n+2
}
> 0,

which fulfills our purpose as stated in Proposition 4.6, in particular, it implies that U ∩
ess. supp f ̸= ∅ . This completes the proof. □

4.5. Expected mass of random L2-holomorphic sections. Recall that the volume form
that is used to define the L2-inner products is dV := Θn/n!. Similarly, since c1(L, hL) is
uniformly positive on X we define a different volume form on X,

(4.72) dVL :=
c1(L, hL)

n

n!
, dVL(z) = b0(z)dV(z),

where the positive function b0(z) = det(ṘL
z /2π) on X is given by (2.7).

Recall that for a holomorphic section sp ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) we introduced the measure
Mp(sp) on X in Definition 1.10. The following proposition gives preliminary results on the
expectation of mass distribution Mp(Sf,p) of Sf,p. The proof follows from the asymptotic
expansion of T 2

f,p given in Section 2.

Proposition 4.10. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected Hermitian complex manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
Condition 1.1 to hold. Fix a nontrivial f ∈ C 1

c (X,R≥0), or f = 1A for a relative compact
domain A ⊂ X with a continuous boundary, and let {Sf,p ∈ H0

(2)(X,L
p ⊗ E)}p be the

associated random L2-holomorphic sections defined via {Tf,p}p. Then for any z ∈ X, we have

(4.73) E[|Sf,p(z)|2hp
] = T 2

f,p(z, z).

Hence we have the locally uniform weak-star convergence of measures on X,

(4.74) E[Mp(Sf,p)] → f 2dVL.

Proof. The identity (4.73) follows from the series formula for Sf,p given in (4.27) (see also
(3.16)). Then for any function g ∈ C 0

c (X), we have

(4.75) E
[∫

X

g(z)Mp(Sf,p)(z)

]
=

1

pn

∫
X

g(z)T 2
f,p(z, z)dV(z).

When f ∈ C 1
c (X,R≥0), by Theorem 2.12, we have

(4.76) T 2
f,p(z, z) = pnf(z)2b0(z) +O(pn−1/2).

We conclude (4.74) from (4.75).
Now we consider the case f = 1A. Fix a function g ∈ C 0

c (X) and let K be a compact
subset with supp g ⊂ K. By (2.36), we have for x ∈ K

(4.77)
1

pn
T 2
f,p(x, x) ≤ CK ,

with some constant CK ≥ 1. For any ε > 0, let δ > 0 be a small number such that

(4.78) Vol({z ∈ X : dist(z, ∂A) ≤ δ}) ≤ ε

3CK

.

By the uniform expansion of T 2
f,p(x, x) Theorem 2.12 for the points away from ∂A, we get

that there exits p0 ∈ N such that for all p ≥ p0

(4.79)
∣∣∣∣ 1pn

∫
z∈X,dist(z,∂A)≥δ

g(z)T 2
f,p(z, z)dV(z)−

∫
A(δ)

g(z)dVL(z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥g∥L∞
ε

3
,

where A(δ) := {z ∈ A : dist(z, ∂A) ≥ δ}.
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Assembling the above estimates together we have for p ≥ p0,

(4.80)
∣∣∣∣ 1pn

∫
X

g(z)T 2
f,p(z, z)dV(z)−

∫
A

g(z)dVL(z)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥g∥L∞ε.

Then we conclude that

(4.81)
1

pn

∫
X

g(z)T 2
f,p(z, z)dV(z) →

∫
A

g(z)dVL(z), p→ ∞.

The proof is complete. □

We need the following lemma to prove Proposition 1.11.

Lemma 4.11. With the same assumptions as in Proposition 4.10 for the geometric data, let
U be a relative compact open subset of X, and fix a nontrivial f ∈ C m(U)+1

c (U,R≥0). Then
for any g ∈ C 0

c (U), set Y g
p =

∫
X
g(z)Mp(Sf,p)(z), we have

(4.82) Var[Y g
p ] := E[|Y g

p |2]− |E[Y g
p ]|2 =

∫
X

|g(z)|2f(z)4dVL(z) + o(1).

Proof. Note that we have

E[|Y g
p |2] =

1

p2n

∫
X×X

g(z)g(w)E[|Sf,p(z)|2hp
|Sf,p(w)|2hp

]dV(z)dV(w)

=
1

p2n

∫
X×X

g(z)g(w)T 2
f,p(z, z)T

2
f,p(w,w)E

[
|Sf,p(z)|2hp

T 2
f,p(z, z)

|Sf,p(w)|2hp

T 2
f,p(w,w)

]
dV(z)dV(w).

(4.83)

By [54, Lemma 5.2], we have

(4.84) E

[
|Sf,p(z)|2hp

T 2
f,p(z, z)

|Sf,p(w)|2hp

T 2
f,p(w,w)

]
= 1 +Nf,p(z, w)

2.

Since f is assumed to be C m(U)+1, then Nf,p(z, w)
2 satisfies the asymptotics (1.43), as a

consequence, we have (cf. (6.21)–(6.23))

E[|Y g
p |2] =

∣∣E[Y g
p ]
∣∣2 + ∫

X

|g(z)|2|f(z)|4dVL(z) + o(1).(4.85)

This proof is complete. □

Proof of Proposition 1.11. By Proposition 4.10, we have

(4.86) E[Y g
p ] =

∫
X

g(z)f(z)2dVL(z) + o(1).

Then as N → +∞, we have

(4.87)
1

N

∑
1≤p≤N

E[Y g
p ] →

∫
X

g(z)f(z)2dVL(z).

Note that {Y g
p }p is a sequence of independent variables, and by Lemma 4.11, we have

Var[Y g
p ] = O(1), so that by the strong law of large numbers for pairwise independent

random variables (see [19, Theorem 1]), we have

(4.88)
1

N

∑
1≤p≤N

∫
X

g(z)Mp(Sf,p)(z)−
1

N

∑
1≤p≤N

E[Y g
p ] → 0, almost surely.

Combining the above convergence with (4.87) we conclude the proof. □

When X is compact, Bayraktar [6] considered the sub-Gaussian holomorphic sections
and proved the quantum ergodicity for their mass distribution by using the Hanson-Wright
inequality. This result is stronger than Proposition 1.11.
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5. EXPECTATION AND EQUIDISTRIBUTION ON THE SUPPORT OF THE SYMBOL

We continue our discussion of zeros of Sf,p in Section 4, especially, we prove that the
random zeros will be asymptotically uniformly distributed with respect to c1(L, hL) on
parts inside the support of f where it is C m(U)+1 with supp f ⊂ U ⋐ X. These results are
applications of Theorem 1.8 specializing to the case r(f, U ′) = 0.

5.1. Equidistribution of random zeros on the support; proof of Theorem 1.14. In [26,
Section 5], the zeros of random sections Sf,p were studied for the case 0 ̸= f ∈ C ∞

c (X,R),
and the equidistribution results were proven for their zeros as p→ ∞ on the support of f
with the assumption that f vanishes up to order 2. Here, we remove the condition on the
vanishing orders of f for the equidistribution results.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. By our assumption U ⊂ ess.supp f , we get r(f, U) = 0, in Theorem
1.8, we have δ0(f) = 0, thus (1.20) holds for all δ > 0. Similarly, taking δ0(f) = 0 in
(1.17), we get (1.21). □

Proof of Theorem 1.14. Note that the estimate (1.26) is a direct consequence of (1.25)
by taking δ = nVolL2n(U

′). Hence, it is sufficient to prove (1.25). For this purpose, let
1U ′ denote the indicator function of U ′ on X. Let δ > 0 be arbitrary, and take ψ1, ψ2 ∈
C∞
0 (X,R) with supports in U such that 0 ≤ ψ1 ≤ 1U ′ ≤ ψ2 ≤ 1, and

(5.1)
∫
X

ψ1
c1(L, hL)

n

n!
≥ VolL2n(U

′)− δ,

∫
X

ψ2
c1(L, hL)

n

n!
≤ VolL2n(U

′) + δ .

Note that the existence of such functions is guaranteed by the assumption that ∂U ′ has
measure 0 with respect to dV, hence also to 1

n!
c1(L, hL)

n. For j ∈ {1, 2}, set φj =
1

(n−1)!
ψjc1(L, hL)

n−1. By applying Theorem 1.12 to φj separately, we get exactly (1.25). □

Another interesting object that is closely related to this equidistribution result is to study
the asymptotic behavior of 1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] and compare it with c1(L, hL), the expected

limit. By Lemma 3.7 and Theorem 3.8, we have

(5.2)
1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]]− c1(L, hL) =

1

p
c1(E, hE) +

√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x).

Now we show that, under a global finiteness on the geometry of the manifold, the
convergence of 1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] to c1(L, hL) on ess. supp f can be obtained as a consequence

of the equidistribution result (1.21). Certainly, this is a weaker version of the convergence
given in Theorem 1.16 via the method of pluripotential theory on X.

Proposition 5.1. We assume the same geometric conditions on X,L,E as in Theorem 1.12.
Furthermore, we assume one of the following conditions to hold:

(i) Θ is Kähler and
∫
X
c1(L, hL) ∧Θn−1 <∞, or

(ii)
∫
X
c1(L, hL)

n <∞.
Fix 0 ̸= f ∈ L∞

c (X,R). Let U be an open subset of X such that U ⊂ ess.supp f , and we
assume that f is of class C m(U)+1 almost everywhere on U . Then we have

1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]]|U → c1(L, hL)|U ;

√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x)|U → 0,

(5.3)

where the limits in (5.3) are taken with respect to the convergence of (1, 1)-currents on U .

Proof. Applying Theorem 1.12, we get that for any φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1
c (U), we have

(5.4) P
(

lim
p→∞

〈1
p
[Div(Sf,p)], φ

〉
=
〈
c1(L, hL), φ

〉 )
= 1.
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Now we assume that first case: Θ is Kähler and
∫
X
c1(L, hL) ∧ Θn−1 < ∞. For all

φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1(X), sp ∈ H0(X,Lp), due to the positivity of the current [Div(sp)], we have

(5.5) |⟨[Div(sp)], φ⟩| ≤ |φ|C 0(X)⟨[Div(sp)],Θn−1⟩ = p|φ|C 0(X)

∫
X

c1(L, hL) ∧Θn−1.

and the last identity follows from the Poincaré-Lelong formula. We may set C =
∫
X
c1(L, hL)∧

Θn−1 <∞, then

(5.6)
1

p
|⟨[Div(sp)], φ⟩| ≤ C|φ|C 0(X).

Then applying the dominated convergence theorem to the limit in (5.4), we infer that

(5.7) lim
p→∞

E
[〈1
p
[Div(Sf,p)], φ

〉]
=
〈
c1(L, hL), φ

〉
.

By the definition of E [[Div(Sf,p)]], we can rewrite the above limit as

(5.8) lim
p→∞

〈1
p
E [[Div(Sf,p)]] , φ

〉
=
〈
c1(L, hL), φ

〉
.

This way, we get the first line of (5.3).
By Theorem 3.8, we have

(5.9)
1

p
E [[Div(Sf,p)]]− c1(L, hL) =

1

p
c1(E, hE) +

√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x).

Then the second line of (5.3) follows from the first one.
For the second case

∫
X
c1(L, hL)

n < ∞, we just replace Θ by c1(L, hL) in the above
arguments, and certainly we have to change the C 0-norm for test forms to the one induced
by c1(L, hL), then we conclude the same conclusion (5.3). This way, we complete our
proof. □

Remark 5.2. It is an interesting question to ask that if the finiteness assumptions listed in
Proposition 5.1 together with (4.1) would imply that dp < +∞, it seems so for the case of
Riemannian surfaces. But the authors have no awareness of such results in general.

5.2. Proofs of Theorems 1.15 and 1.16. Now we give a general result on E[[Div(Sf,p)]]
that is obtained from the pluripotential theory on X.

Let us recall some basic facts about the plurisubharmonic functions. Let X be a con-
nected complex manifold of complex dimension n ≥ 1, and we fix a smooth Kähler form
ω on X. Recall that a quasi-plurisubharmonic (quasi-psh for short) function on an open
domain of X is locally the difference of a plurisubharmonic function and a smooth one.
For any open subset U ⊂ X, set PSH(U, ω) the space of quasi-psh functions on U with
respect to ω, that consists of the upper semi-coutinuous functions φ : U → [−∞,+∞[

with the propoerty ddcφ+ ω ≥ 0 as (1, 1)-current on U , where ddc =
√
−1
π
∂∂.

The following two propositions are well-known facts for the functions in PSH(U, ω),
which follow from the corresponding properties of plurisubharmonic functions on the
domains of Cn. For their proofs, we refer to [33, Theorems 3.2.12, 3.2.13 and 4.1.8].

Proposition 5.3. Fix an open domain U in X, and a compact subset K ⊂ U . Let F ⊂
PSH(U, ω) be a family of quasi-psh functions on U such that for each φ ∈ F , maxz∈K φ(z) =
0, then F|K is a bounded subset in Lq(K,R) (∞ > q ≥ 1), and it is also a relatively compact
subset of L1(K,R).

Proposition 5.4. Let U be a relatively compact open domain U in X. Let φℓ (ℓ ∈ N) be a
sequence of quasi-psh functions on U with ddcφ ≥ −ω on U , which have a uniform upper
bound on U . Then, only one the following situations holds

• either φℓ converge uniformly to −∞ on any compact subset of U , or
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• there exists a subsequence φℓj converges in Lq-norm (∞ > q ≥ 1) on U to a quasi-psh
function φ on U with ddcφ ≥ −ω.

The above propositions allow us to establish some estimates on the integrals of Berezin–
Toeplitz kernel function T 2

f,p(x, x), and then we can deduce the properties on E[[Div(Sf,p)]].
At first, we give the proof of Theorem 1.15.

Proof of Theorem 1.15. With our assumption on f , by Lemma 4.2, we get Tf,p ̸= 0 for all
sufficiently large p, then we have the corresponding random L2-holomorphic section Sf,p

which is not identically zero. By Theorem 3.8, we have the identity of (1, 1)-currents on
X for p≫ 0:

(5.10) 0 ≤ 1

p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] =

√
−1

2πp
∂∂ log T 2

f,p(x, x) + c1(L, hL) +
1

p
c1(E, hE).

Let CE > 0 be a constant such that c1(E, hE) ≤ CEc1(L, hL) on U . Then for all p ≥ ⌈CE⌉,
we have

(5.11) c1(L, hL) +
1

p
c1(E, hE) ≤ 2c1(L, hL), on U.

Set

(5.12) up(x) :=
1

p
log T 2

f,p(x, x),

and we work on the connected compact subset K = U . Then by (5.10) and (5.11), up
is a quasi-psh function with respect to the Kähler form 4c1(L, hL) on K, that is, ddcup +
4c1(L, hL) ≥ 0 on K. Set now

(5.13) mp := max
x∈K

up(x).

Then applying (2.55) on K and Theorem 2.12 for the open subset U ∩B ⊂ K, there exist
constants C ′ ≥ n, p0 ≥ 2 such that for all p ≥ p0,

(5.14) 0 ≤ mp ≤
C ′ log p

p

Therefore {up − mp}p≫0 is a family of quasi-psh functions on K (actually on an open
neighbourhood of K) such that each one has the maximum 0 in K. By Proposition 5.3,
we conclude that {up −mp}p≫0 is a bounded set in Lq(K,R) with any q ≥ 1. In particular,
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all p≫ 0, we have

(5.15) ∥up −mp∥L1(K,R) :=

∫
K

|up(x)−mp|dV(x) ≤ C.

As a consequence, for all p≫ 0, we get

(5.16)
∫
K

| log T 2
f,p(x, x)|dV(x) ≤ Cp+ C ′Vol(K) log p,

Then for any nonempty open subset A ⊂ K, we have

(5.17)
∫
A

| log T 2
f,p(x, x)|dV(x) ≤ Cp+ C ′Vol(A) log p,

We conclude that for all p≫ 0,

(5.18) −Cp− C ′Vol(A) log p ≤
∫
A

log T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≤ C ′Vol(A) log p,

Then considering the probability space modelled as (A, 1
Vol(A)

dV|A) and applying Jensen’s
inequality with log(t), we get

(5.19)
1

Vol(A)

∫
A

log T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≤ log

(
1

Vol(A)

∫
A

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x)

)
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Combining it with (5.18), we get

(5.20) log

(
1

Vol(A)

∫
A

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x)

)
≥ − Cp

Vol(A)
− C ′ log p.

Therefore, we get exactly (1.28).
The estimate (1.29) follows from combining (5.2) and (5.16) for any test function in

Ωn−1,n−1
c (U). Finally, since the quasi-psh functions {up}p≫0 form a bounded set of L1(K,R)

hence relatively compact by Proposition 5.3, then there exists a subsequence {upj}j which
converges in L1(K,R) to a quasi-psh function f̂ . Then applying (5.10), we get (1.30). In
particular, since up converges uniformly to 0 on B, we also have f̂ |B∩U ≡ 0. This way, we
finish our proof. □

When f 2 ≥ c > 0 with some constant c > 0, the lower bound in (1.28) is trivial
due to the asymptotic expansions of Bergman kernel function Pp(x, x). When f vanishes
identically on a nonempty open subset V of U (which is given as in Theorem 1.15), by
Theorem 2.9, we have

(5.21) T 2
f,p(x, x) = OV (p

−∞), uniformly for all x ∈ V .

In this case, the lower bound in (1.28) is nontrivial and provides a better understanding
of the decay of T 2

f,p(x, x) on U .
Following the properties introduced in the proof of Theorem 1.15, we can generalize

Proposition 5.1 to obtain the convergence of 1
p
E[[Div(Sf,p)]] on the support of f .

Proof of Theorem 1.16. We use the same notation as in the proof of Theorem 1.15. Note
that U is compact in X. Since f is of class C 1 almost everywhere near U and it has
nonvanishing points, then the family {up}p defined in (5.12) is a bounded set in L2(K,R)
following Proposition 5.3. Let C2 > 0 be the constant such that for all p ≥ p0,

(5.22) ∥up∥2L2(U,R) :=

∫
U

|up(x)|2dV(x) ≤ C2.

As a consequence, for any A ⊂ U measurable, we have

(5.23) ∥up∥L1(A,R) ≤
(∫

A

|up(x)|2dV(x)
)1/2

Vol(A)1/2 ≤
√
C2Vol(A)

1/2.

Combining this with the fact that {up}p is a bounded in L2(K,R), we get that the family
{up}p is uniformly integrable on U (see [11, Definition 4.5.1 and Proposition 4.5.3]).

By Theorem 2.12, the assumption on f implies that up converges to 0 almost everywhere
on U with respect to the Lebesgue measure (or dV). Finally by the Lebesgue-Vitali theorem
(see [11, Theorem 4.5.4 and Corollary 4.5.5]), we get that up converges to 0 in L1-norm
on U , and (1.31) follows. Combining (5.10) with (1.31), we conclude the convergence
(1.32). The proof is complete. □

Remark 5.5. (i) If we use the bound of L2-norm for up such as (5.22) in the proof of
Theorem 1.15, then we replace the exponent −CpVol(Ap)

−1 − C ′ log p in the right-hand
side of (1.28) by −C2p/

√
Vol(Ap).

(ii) In Theorem 1.16, if we assume a stronger condition on f , for example, if the function
| log f 2| is integrable on U with respect to dV, then one can ask if the following conver-
gence of (1, 1)-currents on U as p→ +∞ holds,

(5.24) E[[Div(Sf,p)]]|U − pc1(L, hL)|U →
√
−1

2π
∂∂ log f 2 + c1(E, hE)|U ?
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5.3. Random zeros and lowest Toeplitz eigenvalues on compact manifolds. Now we
apply the results from previous Sections to the case of compact complex manifolds. In
this Section, we always assume (X,Θ) to be a connected compact Hermitian manifold
and (L, hL) to be a positive holomorphic line bundle on X. A random section Sf,p as in
(1.7) can be equivalently defined by (1.44).

As in the Definition 1.6 we can set by the compactness of X,

(5.25) κ(RL, X) := sup{max spec (ṘL
x ), x ∈ X} ≥ ε0,

and then set

(5.26) m(X) :=

⌈
(6n+ 6)

κ(RL, X)

ε0

⌉
∈ N.

At first, we apply Theorems 1.12 and 1.16 to the case supp f = X.

Theorem 5.6. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact complex Hermitian manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. Fix a real bounded function f which is of class C m(X)+1 almost everywhere
on X and with ess. supp f = X (or equivalently supp f = X). Then we have P-a.s. that

(5.27) lim
p→∞

∥∥∥∥1p [Div(Sf,p)]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥∥
X,−2

= 0,

If f is a real bounded function which is C 1 almost everywhere onX and with ess. supp f = X,
then as p→ +∞, we have

(5.28)
∥∥∥∥1p log T 2

f,p(x, x)

∥∥∥∥
L1(X,R)

→ 0,

and

(5.29)
∥∥∥∥1pE[[Div(Sf,p)]]− c1(L, hL)

∥∥∥∥
X,−2

→ 0.

Remark 5.7. The convergence of 1
p
log T 2

f,p(x, x) to the zero function in (5.28) can fail if
we take the pointwise limit of 1

p
log T 2

f,p(x, x). An example is given in Section 5.4, where
the smallest eigenvalue min Spec(Tf,p) is exponentially small in p.

A consequence of Theorem 5.6 is an improvement of the lower bound (1.28).

Proposition 5.8. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact complex Hermitian manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. Fix a real bounded function f (it can take negative values) which is of class
C 1 almost everywhere on X and with ess. supp f = X (or equivalently supp f = X). Then
there exists a constant c > 0 and a decreasing sequence of strictly positive numbers {rp}p≥1

with limit limp→∞ rp = 0 which depend only on X, L and f such that for all p ≥ 1, any
sequence of nonempty open subsets {Ap}p≥1 of X, we have

(5.30)
1

Vol(Ap)

∫
Ap

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≥ exp (−rpp/Vol(Ap)) .

Proof. By (5.28) (which only require f to be C 1 almost everywhere on X), we fix a de-
creasing sequence rp > 0, p ∈ N, such that

(5.31)
∥∥∥∥1p log T 2

f,p(x, x)

∥∥∥∥
L1(X,R)

≤ rp → 0.

Similarly to (5.18), we get for any A ⊂ X,

(5.32) −rpp ≤
∫
A

log T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≤ rpp,
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When Vol(A) ̸= 0, by Jensen’s inequality with log(t), we get

(5.33) log

(
1

Vol(A)

∫
A

T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x)

)
≥ 1

Vol(A)

∫
A

log T 2
f,p(x, x)dV(x) ≥ − rpp

Vol(A)

This way, we conclude (5.30). □

Theorems 1.12 and 1.16 seem to indicate is that the asymptotic behavior of the random
zeros of 1

p
[Div(Tf,pSp)] depends mainly on the support of the function f rather than the

precise values of f . Following this thread, we formulate some interesting questions. For
the sake of simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to to consider only non-negative functions
f , unless explicitly stated otherwise.

At first, we consider the following equivalence relation on the non-negative functions
on X: for f1, f2 ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) (resp. C k(X,R≥0)), we say they are comparable if there
exists a constant C = C(f1, f2) ≥ 1 such that on whole X,

(5.34)
1

C
f1 ≤ f2 ≤ Cf1.

Let EL∞(X,R≥0) (resp. ECk(X,R≥0)) be the set of all equivalent classes of comparable
functions in L∞(X,R≥0) (resp. C k(X,R≥0)), then it has a semigroup structure given by
the pointwise addition of functions with the zero element given by the zero function.

Lemma 5.9. If f1, f2 ∈ C 0(X,R≥0) are comparable, then they have exactly the same set-
theoretic support, that is {x ∈ X : f1(x) > 0} = {x ∈ X : f2(x) > 0}, therefore
supp f1 = supp f2.

On can then enquire about the relation between the asymptotic behaviors of the random
zero sets [Div(Tf1,pSp)] and [Div(Tf2,pSp)] in the case when f1, f2 are comparable functions
on X, which might not be fully supported on X.

Question 5.10. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact complex Hermitian manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. Fix the sequence of the standard Gaussian random holomorphic sections
{Sp}p. If two nontrivial functions f1, f2 ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) are comparable, is it true that P-a.s.,

(5.35) lim
p→+∞

∥∥∥∥1p [Div(Tf1,pSp)]−
1

p
[Div(Tf2,pSp)]

∥∥∥∥
X,−2

= 0,

and that

(5.36) lim
p→+∞

∥∥∥∥E [1p [Div(Tf1,pSp)]−
1

p
[Div(Tf2,pSp)]

]∥∥∥∥
X,−2

= 0

hold true?

By Theorem 5.6, when f1, f2 ∈ C m(X)+1 have full support on X, then the above two
equations hold true. So the difficult case is when fjs are not fully supported. Note that if
the results hold in general, they allow us to classify the asymptotic behavior of the random
zeros associated the function f via their equivalence class in EL∞(X,R≥0).

A potential approach to a positive answer to Question 5.10 is via establishing the fol-
lowing pointwise estimates for a pair of comparable functions (f1, f2) for all x ∈ X,

(5.37)
1

C2
T 2
f1,p

(x, x) ≤ T 2
f2,p

(x, x) ≤ C2T 2
f1,p

(x, x).

Note that the condition (5.34) only implies

(5.38)
1

C
Tf1,p(x, x) ≤ Tf2,p(x, x) ≤ CTf1,p(x, x),
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which, in general, could not infer (5.37). Moreover, near the nonvanishing smooth point
x of fj, inequality (5.37) always holds true for sufficiently large p after taking a bit large
constant C (by the asymptotic expansion (2.57)).

Another interesting question closely related to (5.37) or (5.38) is to understand the
asymptotic spectra of Tf,p or T 2

f,p as p→ +∞; this is already partially addressed in Section
1.7 and the last part Section 2.2. Then in the sequel, we will try to understand more how
the lowest eigenvalues of Tf,p decay to 0 as p→ +∞ when f has vanishing points.

We start with a lemma for comparison of eigenvalues of Hermitian matrices.

Lemma 5.11 (Weyl’s inequality, see [34, Theorem 4.3.7]). For m ∈ N≥1. Let A, B be
two Hermitian m × m-matrices, and let λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . . ≤ λm be the increasingly ordered
eigenvalues of a Hermitian matrix, then we have the inequalities for the eigenvalues, for
j, ℓ ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

(5.39) λj+ℓ−m(A+B) ≤ λj(A) + λℓ(B) ≤ λj+ℓ−1(A+B),

whenever the subscript makes sense.

As a consequence, we have the following comparison results for the eigenvalues of
Toeplitz operators.

Lemma 5.12. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact complex Hermitian manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. Assume
hL to be positive. Let f1, f2 ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) be such that each of them is not identically zero
and f1 ≤ f2. For j = 1, 2, let 0 < λpmin(fj) = λp1(fj) ≤ λp2(fj) ≤ . . . ≤ λpdp(fj) = λpmax(fj)

denote the ordered eigenvalues of Tfj ,p respectively. Then we have for all p ∈ N, j = 1, . . . , dp,

(5.40) λpj(f1) ≤ λpj(f2).

As a consequence, if f1, f2 ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) are comparable as in (5.34), then we have for all
p ∈ N, j = 1, . . . , dp,

(5.41)
1

C
λpj(f1) ≤ λpj(f2) ≤ Cλpj(f1).

Proof. The comparison result (5.41) is a direct consequence of the first part of this lemma,
which is actually an application of [34, Corollary 4.3.3], we give a proof in the sequel.

Set h := f2−f1 ≥ 0, then Th,p = Tf2,p−Tf1,p is a positive semidefinite Hermitian operator.
Take A = Tf1,p, B = Th,p and ℓ = 1 in (5.39), we conclude

(5.42) λpj(f1) + λp1(h) ≤ λpj(f2).

Since λp1(h) ≥ 0, we get (5.40). The lemma is proved. □

Among all the eigenvalues of T 2
f,p, we now concentrate on the lowest nonzero one.

These lowest eigenvalues are also interesting in the sense of their correspondence to the
lowest energy for the ground state in the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization as in the work
of Deleporte [21, 22]. He obtained the asymptotic expansions for λpmin as well as for the
corresponding eigensections when f ≥ 0 is a smooth function with only nondegenerate
vanishing points of order 2. Then the general results about the lowest eigenvalues are
expected, so that we put it as the following conjecture/question:

Question 5.13. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected, compact complex Hermitian manifold and let
(L, hL), (E, hE) be holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. As-
sume hL to be positive. For f ∈ C ∞(X,R) (it can take negative values), set κ(f) :=
supx∈X ordx(f) ∈ N ∪ {+∞} (where ordx(f) denotes the vanishing order of f at x), show
that as p→ +∞

(5.43) min Spec∗(T 2
f,p) =


≃ p−κ(f) , if κ(f) < +∞;

≃ e−cf
√
p , if κ(f) = +∞ and supp f = X

≃ e−cfp , if κ(f) = +∞ andX \ supp f ̸= ∅

49



where cf > 0 is some constant depending on f , and Spec∗(T 2
f,p) := Spec(T 2

f,p) \ {0}, the sign
≃ means up to a multiplication of some nonzero constant. Moreover, a related interesting
question is to describe the corresponding eigensections on X. Note that in Section 5.4, we
give the examples on CP1 where the lowest eigenvalues of T 2

f,p are the cases listed in (5.43).
Following the results on the off-diagonal decay of Pp(x, y) given in [15, 16, 17, 46, 23], it is
possible that we need to assume the analyticity on Θ and hL, hE to get the three nice cases in
(5.43).

The results in Proposition 1.22 and Theorem 1.23 shows a partial answer to the above
question for a non-negative function f . In the sequel, we give their proofs as consequence
of Theorems 2.1, 2.3, 2.5 and the pluripotential theory on X.

Proof of Proposition 1.22. In both case, we set λpmin(f) = min Spec(Tf,p), since f ≥ 0 is
nontrivial, we always have λpmin(f) > 0. In the same time, we have the global point-wise
estimate on X for all p,

(5.44) Tf,p(x, x) ≥ λpmin(f)Pp(x, x),

that is

(5.45) λpmin(f) ≤
Tf,p(x, x)

Pp(x, x)
.

Assume the case (i). Now we apply Theorem 2.5 for the point x0 together with the
information on the Qf,x0(f) given in the last of Theorem 2.3, we get for all p≫ 0

(5.46)
∣∣∣∣ 1pnTf,p(x0, x0)− (Q2N,x0(f)Px0)(0, 0)p

−N

∣∣∣∣ ≤ Cp−N−1/2.

As a consequence, we have Tf,p(x0, x0) ≤ Cpn−N . In the same time, we have Pp(x0, x0) =
b0(x0)p

n +O(pn−1). Taking these estimates in (5.45), we obtain (1.50).
For case (ii), since f is assumed to vanish with vanishing order +∞, by Theorem 2.3

and the same arguments for (5.46), we get that for any ℓ ∈ N, we have a constant Cℓ such
that Tf,p(x0, x0) ≤ Cℓp

n−ℓ. This way, we get (1.51). The proof is completed. □

Remark 5.14. We also have a uniform lower bound for Tf,p(x, x) by an explicit calculation
on (Q2N,x0(f)Px0)(0, 0) in (5.46): in fact, we have

(5.47) (Q2N,x0(f)Px0)(0, 0) = b0(x0)
∑

α∈N2n,|α|=2N,

Cα
∂2Nf

∂vα
(x0) > 0,

where Cα is a constant depending only on α which is > 0 if each component of α is even,
and is 0 otherwise. As a consequence, if f ∈ C 2N+1(X,R≥0) and f vanishes on X with the
vanishing order at most 2N , then there exists C > 0 such that for all p > 0, x ∈ X,

(5.48) Tf,p(x, x) ≥ Cpn−N .

See also [26, Proposition 5.6]. Using instead the expansion (2.57) and Theorem 2.12,
one can prove the analogous results of (5.48) for T 2

f,p(x, x) with a general function f ∈
C ℓ(X,R) which might take negative values, see also [26, Proposition 5.16].

Proof of Theorem 1.23. Let B denote a very small (nonempty) open ball in X, and we
consider the case f = 1B, the indicator function for B. In this case, dp = O(pn), and we
know Tf,p is injective and positive for all p≫ 0.

Now we set λpmin = λpmin(f) := min Spec(Tf,p) > 0. For each p≫ 0, there exists a section
smin
p ∈ H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) with ∥smin

p ∥L2(X,Lp⊗E) = 1 and

(5.49) λpmin = ⟨T1B ,ps
min
p , smin

p ⟩L2(X,Lp⊗E) =

∫
B

|smin
p (x)|2hp

dV(x).
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Now we consider the family of integrable real functions vp(x) := 1
p
log |smin

p (x)|2hp
on

X. As a consequence of Poincaré-Lelong formula, {vp}p≫0 ⊂ PSH(X, 4c1(L, hL)), and this
family of quasi-psh functions is bounded uniformly from above because of the uniform
asymptotic expansion of Pp(x, x) on X.

Now we prove that {vp}p≫0 is a bounded subset of L1(X,R). If it is not true, we can
assume that there exists a subsequence vpj such that

(5.50) ∥vpj∥L1(X,R) → +∞, as j → +∞.

Then we apply Proposition 5.4 to this subsequence and X, we conclude that vpj has to
converge uniformly to −∞ on X, but this contracts to our condition ∥smin

p ∥L2(X,Lp⊗E) = 1.
Therefore, there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all p≫ 0,

(5.51) ∥vp∥L1(X,R) ≤ C.

Hence

(5.52)
∫
B

log |smin
p (x)|2hp

dV(x) ≥ −Cp.

Similar to (5.19), we get

(5.53)
1

Vol(B)

∫
B

log |smin
p (x)|2hp

dV(x) ≤ log

(
1

Vol(B)

∫
B

|smin
p (x)|2hp

dV(x)

)
Then combining the above inequality with (5.49), we conclude

(5.54) λpmin ≥ Vol(B)e−Cp/Vol(B).

This shows that (1.52) holds with f = 1B. In general, by our assumption on f from the
statement, we can always find a small nonempty open ball B and a constant c > 0 such
that f ≥ c1B, then (1.52) follows from Lemma 5.12 for minimal eigenvalues and (5.54).

Now we prove (1.53), we use the technique of choosing coherent sections and the
estimate (2.32). Assume now X \ ess. supp f ̸= ∅, then we fix x0 ̸∈ ess. supp f and a
sufficiently small δ > 0 such that the small geodesic ball B(x0, 2δ) ⊂ X \ ess. supp f . We
also assume that the line bundle L and E can be trivialized over B(x0, 2δ). Let eL,x0,
eE,x0 denote the respective unit (smooth) frames of Lx0, Ex0, a coherent section Sp

x0
∈

H0(X,Lp ⊗ E) associated to eL,x0 , eE,x0 is the unique section Sp
x0

such that for any sp ∈
H0(X,Lp ⊗ E), we have

(5.55) sp(x0) = ⟨s, Sp
x0
⟩L2(X,Lp⊗E)e

⊗p
L,x0

⊗ eE,x0 .

In fact, we have Sp
x0
(x) = Pp(x, x0)e

⊗p
L,x0

⊗ eE,x0. Then we have

(5.56) ∥Sp
x0
∥2L2(X,Lp⊗E) = Pp(x0, x0) ∼ b0(x0)p

n,

and

(5.57) |Sp
x0
(y)|hp,y = |Pp(y, x0)|hp,y⊗h∗

p,x0
.

As a consequence, we get

⟨Tf,pSp
x0
, Sp

x0
⟩L2 =

∫
X

f(y)|Sp
x0
(y)|2hp,y

dV(y)

≤ ∥f∥L∞

∫
dist(y,x0)≥δ

|Pp(y, x0)|2hp,y⊗h∗
p,x0

dV(y)

≤ Cδ,AVol(X)∥f∥L∞e−A
√
p log p,

(5.58)

where the last line follows from the estimate (2.32).
Finally, we get

(5.59) λpmin ≤
⟨Tf,pSp

x0
, Sp

x0
⟩L2

∥Sp
x0∥2L2(X,Lp⊗E)

≤ C
e−A

√
p log p

pn
,
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then (1.53) follows. The proof is complete. □

Remark 5.15. As in [46, 23], when Θ, hL, hE are analytic, we have a sharper version of
(2.32) as follows

(5.60) sup
dist(x,y)≥δ

|Pp(x, y)|hp,x⊗h∗
p,y

≤ Cδe
−cδp.

Then in this case, when f is not fully supported on X, we have

(5.61) min Spec(Tf,p) ≤ C ′e−c′p,

which fits exactly the third case in (5.43) under the analyticity condition.

As a consequence, we get the uniform point-wise lower bound for log T 2
f,p(x, x) on a

compact manifold X.

Corollary 5.16. With the same geometric assumption in Theorem 1.23 or Lemma 5.12, for
f ∈ L∞(X,R≥0) which is not identically zero and is continuous near a nonvanishing point,
there exists a constant Cf > 0 such that for all p≫ 0, x ∈ X,

(5.62) log T 2
f,p(x, x) ≥ −Cfp.

Definition 5.17. For any nontrivial f ∈ C 0(X,R≥0), we set

(5.63) c(f) := lim inf
p→+∞

1

p
log λp,min(f) ∈ R≤0.

By Theorem 1.23, the limit c(f) always exists (that is, finite) and is nonpositive. For f ≡ 0,
we set c(0) := −∞.

The following result is an easy consequence of Lemma 5.12.

Proposition 5.18. When f > 0 is a continuous function on X and never vanishes, we have
c(f) = 0. If f1, f2 ∈ C 0(X,R≥0) are comparable in the sense of (5.34), then we have

(5.64) c(f1) = c(f2).

This way, we define a function c : EC0(X,R≥0) → [−∞, 0].

5.4. Examples and simulations on Riemann sphere. In this Section, we present the
examples of the Toeplitz operators on CP1, in particular, we give the explicit computations
on their spectra. In the last part, we present the random zeros of the sections given by
certain Toeplitz operators acting on the SU(2)-random polynomials on C.

Let us start with our basic settings. We consider one standard chart U0 ≃ C for CP1. In
this chart, the Fubini-Study metric is given by

(5.65) Θ = ωFS =

√
−1

2π

dz ∧ dz̄
(1 + |z|2)2

.

It is also the volume form on C that we will use.
For p ∈ N>0, let O(p) denote the holomorphic line bundle on CP1 of degree k. Then

O(p) = O(1)⊗p, we equip O(1) with the standard Fubini-Study Hermitian metric hFS and
equip O(p) with the induced Hermitian metric. Then Θ = ωFS = c1(O(1), hFS).

On this chart, the global holomorphic sections of O(p) are given by all the polynomials
in z with degree ≤ p, i.e.,

(5.66) H0(CP1,O(p)) = SpanC{1, z, · · · , zp}.
The canonical orthonormal basis of H0(CP1,O(p)) with respect to the L2-inner product is
given by

(5.67) Sp
j (z) =

√
(p+ 1)

(
p

j

)
zj, j = 0, 1, · · · , p.

52



Note that SU(2) acts on CP1 holomorphically and transitively. On the chart C the action
is given by

g · z = a+ bz

c+ dz
∈ C, g =

[
a b
c d

]
∈ SU(2).

The action of SU(2) always lifts to O(p) and preserves the metrics Θ and hFS. In partic-
ular, SU(2) acts on H0(CP1,O(p)) isometrically with respect to L2-inner product.

Note that for the explicit expressions of eigenvalues of Tf,p in Example 5.19 for fk and
in Section 5.6 for 1r (r = 1, 1/4) were already computed in [3, 4].

5.5. Lowest eigenvalues of Toeplitz operators for fully supported functions. In this
part, we compute the spectra of Toeplitz operators associated to some special functions,
as examples for the first two cases listed in (5.43).

Example 5.19. For k ∈ N≥1, on U0 ≃ C, we take the function

(5.68) fk(z) :=
|z|2k

(1 + |z|2)k

Then fk is a smooth nonnegative function on CP1 with the only vanishing point at z = 0,
and the vanishing order is 2k.

At first, we have for 0 ≤ j ̸= ℓ ≤ p, then

(5.69) ⟨Tfk,pS
p
j , S

p
ℓ ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) = 0

Then we have

(5.70) Spec Tfk,p = {⟨Tfk,pS
p
j , S

p
j ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) > 0 : j = 0, 1, . . . , p}.

By elementary techniques on the integrals, we get

(5.71) ⟨Tfk,pS
p
j , S

p
j ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) =

(j + k)!

j!

(p+ 1)!

(k + p+ 1)!
.

It is clear that this quantity increases as j grows. Then we have the following smallest
(j = 0) and biggest (j = p) eigenvalues of Tfk,p:

(5.72) λpmin =
k!(p+ 1)!

(k + p+ 1)!
, λpmax = 1− k

p+ k + 1
.

In particular, we have, as p→ +∞,

(5.73) λpmin = k!p−k(1 +
k(k + 3)

2p
+O(p−2)).

The corresponding eigensection is Sp
0 .

The asymptotic expansion in (5.73) gives an example for the first case listed in (5.43).

Example 5.20. On U0 ≃ C, we take the function

(5.74) f(z) := e
− 1

|z|2 .

Then fk is a smooth nonnegative function on CP1 with the only vanishing point at z = 0,
and the vanishing order is +∞, but we have supp f = CP1.

Similar to (5.69), for 0 ≤ j ̸= ℓ ≤ p, we have

(5.75) ⟨Tf,pSp
j , S

p
ℓ ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) = 0

Then we have

(5.76) Spec Tf,p = {⟨Tf,pSp
j , S

p
j ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) > 0 : j = 0, 1, . . . , p}.

By elementary techniques on the integrals, we get

(5.77) λpj := ⟨Tf,pSp
j , S

p
j ⟩L2(CP1,O(p)) =

(p+ 1)!

j!
HyperU(p+ 2, j + 2, 1),
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where HyperU(a, b, z) denotes the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function, that is de-
fined as

(5.78) HyperU(a, b, z) :=
1

Γ(a)

∫ +∞

0

e−ztta−1(1 + t)b−a−1dt.

Then we can rewrite

(5.79) λpj =

∫ +∞

0

e−t

(
t

1 + t

)p+1
(1 + t)j

j!
dt.

A direct computation shows that

(5.80) λpmin := λp0 < λp1 < · · · < λpp =: λpmax.

For the biggest (j = p) eigenvalues of Tf,p, we have the following explicit formula

λpmax = 1 +

p∑
j=1

(−1)j
(p− j)!

p!
+

(−1)p+1

p!

∫ +∞

0

e−t

1 + t
dt

= 1− 1

p
+O(p−2), as p→ +∞.

(5.81)

For the smallest eigenvalues, we have

(5.82) λpmin =

∫ +∞

0

e−t

(
t

1 + t

)p+1

dt = (p+ 1)

∫ +∞

0

e−t tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt.

Now let us give the asymptotic behavior of λpmin as p→ +∞. At first, we have

(p+ 1)

∫ +∞

0

e−t tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt ≤ (p+ 1)

∫ √
p/2

0

tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt

+ (p+ 1)

∫ +∞

√
p/2

e−t

(
t

1 + t

)p
dt

(1 + t)2

≤
( √

p/2

1 +
√
p/2

)p+1

+
p+ 1

√
p/2 + 1

e−2
√
p+O(1),

(5.83)

where the second term follows from finding the maximum of e−t
(

t
1+t

)p. Using the funda-
mental inequality for t > 0,

(5.84)
(

t

1 + t

)1+t

≤ e−1 ≤
(

t

1 + t

)t

,

we get (for all sufficiently large p)

(p+ 1)

∫ +∞

0

e−t tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt ≤ 2

√
pe−2

√
p+O(1).(5.85)

For the lower bound, we get

(p+ 1)

∫ +∞

0

e−t tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt ≥ (p+ 1)e−

√
p

∫ √
p

0

tp

(1 + t)p+2
dt

≥ e−
√
p

( √
p

1 +
√
p

)p+1

≥ e−2
√
p−1/

√
p,

(5.86)

where the last estimate follows from (5.84).
Finally, we combining (5.85) and (5.86), we get an asymptotic formula for λpmin:

(5.87) λpmin = e−2
√
p(1+o(1)),
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or equivalently

(5.88) lim
p→∞

log λpmin√
p

= −2.

This gives an example for the second case listed in (5.43).

5.6. Spectrum of Toeplitz operators for indicator functions. For r > 0, set the function
1r on C as

(5.89) 1r(z) = 1D(0,r)(z),

where 1D(0,r) denotes the indicator function for the open disc D(0, r) of radius r. In the
sequel, for U ⊂ C or CP1, let Vol(U) denote the Fubini-Study volume of U . In particular,
we have

(5.90) Vol(D(0, r)) =
r2

1 + r2
.

This disc D(0, r) is a geodesic ball in CP1 with radius 1√
π
arctan r (with respect to Fubini-

Study metric).
Now we consider the Toeplitz operators T1r,p acting on H0(CP1,O(p)).

Proposition 5.21. The spectrum of T1r,p is given by {λpj(r), j = 0, 1, · · · , p} where

(5.91) λpj(r) = (1 + r2)−p−1

p−j∑
i=0

(
p+ 1

p− i− j

)
r2i+2j+2.

Moreover, we have

λpmax(r) := max{λpj(r), j = 0, 1, · · · , p} = λp0(r) = 1− 1

(1 + r2)p+1
,

λpmin(r) := min{λpj(r), j = 0, 1, · · · , p} = λpp(r) =

(
r2

1 + r2

)p+1

= Vol(D(0, r))p+1.

(5.92)

For j = 0, 1, · · · , p, the λpj(r)-eigenspace is spanned by Sp
j (hence is 1-dimensional).

Proof. By definition, we have

λpj(r) = ⟨T1r,pS
p
j , S

p
j ⟩L2

= (p+ 1)

(
p

j

)∫ r2

0

tj

(1 + t)p+2
dt

= (p+ 1)

(
p

j

)∫ 1

0

tj

(1 + r2t)p+2
dt

= r2j+2p+ 1

j + 1

(
p

j

)
2F1(p+ 2, j + 1; j + 2;−r2),

(5.93)

where 2F1(a, b; c; z) denotes the hypergeometric function 2F1. Using the fact that p and
j are non-negative integers, the value of 2F1(p + 2, j + 1; j + 2;−r2) can be worked out
explicitly so that we get exactly (5.91). The rest part is clear. □

Using the SU(2)-symmetry, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 5.22. Let B be a nontrivial geodesic ball in CP1 with Vol(B) ∈ ]0, 1], then we have

(5.94) min Spec(T1B,p) = Vol(B)p+1.

In particular, if Vol(B) < 1, then min Spec(T1B,p) decays exponentially to 0 as p→ +∞.

Finally, as a consequence of Lemma 5.12, we get
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Proposition 5.23. For a f ∈ L∞(CP1,R≥0), if there exists two geodesic ball B ⊂ B′ and two
constants C ≥ c > 0 such that

(5.95) C1B′ ≥ f ≥ c1B,

Then we have for p ≥ 1,

(5.96) CVol(B′)p+1 ≥ min Spec(Tf,p) ≥ cVol(B)p+1.

In particular, when Vol(B′) < 1, min Spec(Tf,p) decays exponentially to 0 as p→ +∞.

5.7. Simulations of random zeros on the support of the symbol. In this part, we
present some simulation results for the zeros of Sf,p on CP1, where the function f is
given as in Sections 5.5 and 5.6.

We now explain our computation model. Fix a concrete choice of f as above, we already
know the precise spectrum of Tf,p: for j = 0, . . . , p, let λpj(f) be the eigenvalues of Tf,p
with the eigensection Sp

j . Then we write on U0 ≃ C,

(5.97) Sf,p(z) :=

p∑
j=1

ηjλ
p
j(f)

√
(p+ 1)

(
p

j

)
zj,

where {ηj} is a sequence of i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables, such ran-
dom variables can be simulated properly by the mathematical computating softwares. Our
random section Sf,p now becomes a random polynomial on C of degree p. In the special
case where f ≡ 1, S1,p = Sp is exactly the SU(2)-polynomial.

In the sequel simulations, we always compare our random zeros with the expected dis-
tribution ωFS on U0 ≃ C. In order to visualize the comparison, we will classify all the
random zeros for each simulation according to their Fubini-Study norms (defined below
as rFS), then we draw the corresponding density histograms. Such density histograms
are viewed as the approximations to the probability density function with respect to the
Fubini-Study norms of zeros of the polynomial Sf,p(z); in the same time, the correspond-
ing probability density function of ωFS in the Euclidea norm r = |z| is given by the function

(5.98) R≥0 ∋ r 7→ 2r

(1 + r2)2
.

We consider the polar coordinate on U0 ≃ C with respect to ωFS, so that for any z ∈ C,
r = |z|, it has the ωFS-Riemannian distance rFS = 1√

π
arctan r from z = 0, in particular,

rFS =
√
π
2

corresponds to the North Pole {∞} ∈ CP1. So that the diameter of (CP1, ωFS) is
√
π
2

≃ 0.88622 . . . , and the equator is given by r = |z| = 1 or the circle with rFS =
√
π
4

≃
0.44311 . . . . For z ∈ C ≃ U0, rFS = 1√

π
arctan |z| is called the Fubini-Study norm of z. By

(5.98), in terms of the Fubini-Study norm rFS ∈ [0,
√
π
2
], the density function of ωFS on CP1

is given by the function

(5.99) ψ(rFS) =
√
π sin

(
2
√
πrFS

)
.

Then by plotting the graph of ψ along with the density histograms of the Fubini-Study
norms of zeros from the simulations, we can visualize directly the differences between
ωFS and the simulated random zeros.

Through all the simulations, we also keep the total number of random zeros to be a fixed
large number such as 20000 for each comparison. This means, if we consider the degree
p (such as p = 20, 50, 100, 200, which is a factor of 20000), we will repeat RN := 20000/p
times of realizing Sf,p(z) and computing its zeros (RN is the short for repeating number),
this way, we will get in total 20000 points as random zeros, then we draw the density
histogram with respect to their Fubini-Study norms described as above.
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We use MATLAB (version 23.2, R2023b) to perform the aforementioned simulations.
Note that for large p (such as 100, 200 or bigger), the combinatorial numbers in the coef-
ficients of (5.97) can be extremly big, and the software can only compute properly their
numerical approximations due to the precision limit on a laptop. Such simulations are
not suitable for a precise quantitative analysis but they are good enough for our purpose
of visualizing the random zeros and comparing them with the expected one. The follow-
ing Figure 3 shows one simulation for the zeros of SU(2)-polynomial. The picture in the
left-hand side plots the roots that lie inside the square of side length 12 among all 20000
roots obtained via RN = 1000 realizations of SU(2)-polynomials of degree p = 20, and the
one in the right-hand side compares the density histogram of the Fubini-Study norms of
all these 20000 roots with the expected density function ψ(rFS) (plotted as the red curve).
From this comparison, we can see how well they fit to each other when p = 20.

FIGURE 3. Comparison of zeros of SU(2)-polynomial with ωFS on CP1. The
density function ψ(rFS) is plotted as the red curve in the right-hand side.

Now we consider two examples: f3 from Section 5.5 and 11 from Section 5.6.

Example 5.24 (The function f3(z) = |z|6
(1+|z|2)3 ). Following Example 5.19, let us consider

the function f3(z) =
|z|6

(1+|z|2)3 . The only vanishing point for f3 is z = 0 (corresponding to
r = 0), and the vanishing order is 6. Since supp f3 = CP1, by Theorem 5.6, the random
zeros 1

p
[Div(Sf3,p)] will converge to ωFS as p→ +∞. We shall expect a nice approximation

as shown in the right-hand side of Figure 3 for sufficently large p.

57



FIGURE 4. Comparison of zeros of Sf3,p (p = 20, 50, 100, 200) with ωFS on
CP1. The density function ψ(rFS) is plotted as the red curve in each picture.

We did 4 simulations for different degrees: p = 20, 50, 100, 200. The results are dis-
played as 4 pictures in Figure 4. It is a straighforward observation that the simulated
random zeros approximate better and better to the expected one represented by ψ(rFS) as
the degree p grows. This is exactly the main point proved in Theorem 5.6. In the same
time, we see also that, different from the case of SU(2)-polynomial in Figure 3, the result
with degree p = 20 in Figure 4 does not fit nicely with ψ(rFS). The main deviation hap-
pens around z = 0 (rFS = 0), which is exactly the unique vanishing point of the function
f3(z). Roughly speaking, this vanishing point is a sort of global minimizer of log T 2

f,p(x, x)

on CP1, such that for small p, one should observe more zeros around this minimizer.
Analogous to this example, one can also consider the function f(z) = e−1/|z|2 discussed

in Example 5.20, then the point z = 0 will still behave abnormally as in Figure 4, and
since the vanishing order is +∞, we will need a very large p ≫ 200 to observe a nice
approximation of the simulation result to ψ(rFS).

Example 5.25 (The function 11(z) = 1D(0,1)(z)). A simulation result for the indicator
function 11 was shown in Figure 1. As in previous example, we now increase the degrees:
in Figure 5, we show how the simulated zeros change as the degree p goes from 20 to 200.
As in Theorems 1.12 and 1.16, the random zeros approximate to ωFS on the support of
11(z) (the part {|z| ≤ 1} = {rFS ≤ 0.44311 . . .}). But outside the support, the simulated
zeros do not converge to c1(L, hL), and the observation is that the density of random zeros
has a rapid drop outside but near the support, and has a concentration near the farthest
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point from the support. It is an interesting question to investigate such phenomenon in
general.

FIGURE 5. Comparison of zeros of S11,p (p = 20, 50, 100, 200) with ωFS on
CP1. The density function ψ(rFS) is plotted as the red curve in each picture,
and the region supp 11 = {|z| ≤ 1} = {rFS ≤ 0.44311 . . .}.

FIGURE 6. Comparison of zeros of S14,20 with ωFS on CP1. The density
function ψ(rFS) is plotted as the red curve in the right-hand side, and the
region {|z| ≤ 4} = {rFS ≤ 0.74801 . . .} corresponds to the support of 14.

If we increase the radius r, that is, enlarging the support of the function 1r to define the
Toeplitz operator, we will observe that the simulation of random zeros at degree p = 20
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behaves better than in Figure 1 when we compare it with the density function ψ. In
Figure 6, we show a simulation result for r = 4 and p = 20, RN = 1000, and such result
is supported by Theorem 1.8 under the condition that the support of 1r nearly fills in the
whole part of CP1.

6. SMOOTH STATISTICS FOR RANDOM ZEROS OF L2-HOLOMORPHIC SECTIONS

In this section, we always consider the same geometric setting in Sections 2 and 4, in
particular, we assume the Condition 1.1 to hold.

We also concentrate on the case f ∈ C ∞
c (X,R) and the associated random sections

Sf,p, p ∈ N. The goal of this section is to explain some partial extensions of the seminal
results on the smooth statistics of random zeros obtained by Shiffman–Zelditch [49, 50]
on compact Kähler manifolds to the zeros of Sf,p inside the support of f . In particular,
we focus on the number variance of ⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩ with a given test form φ supported
in supp f and the corresponding central limit theorem (see also [52]). Note that, except
allowing X to be noncompact , another difference in our geometric setting from [49, 50]
is that we do not assume the connection between the Hermitian form Θ with c1(L, hL).
The proofs essentially follow from the arguments presented in [49, 50], and we will point
out the necessary modifications for our setting.

6.1. Number variance on the support of the symbol. For f ∈ C ∞
c (X,R) which is not

identically zero, we have studied in Section 5 the random (1, 1)-currents [Div(Sf,p)] (p ≫
0) on supp f , especially, the expectations E [[Div(Sf,p)]]. Now we are going to study the
variance of [Div(Sf,p)].

Following [49, §3], we now introduce the variance current of [Div(Sf,p)]. Let π1, π2 :
X × X → X denote the projections to the first and second factors. Then if S and T are
two currents on X with respective degree r and q, then we define a current of degree r+q
on X ×X as follows

(6.1) S ⊠ T := π∗
1S ∧ π∗

2T.

In particular, [Div(Sf,p)]⊠ [Div(Sf,p)] defines a random (2, 2)-current on X ×X.
In the same time, we introduce the following notation: for a current T on X × X, we

write

(6.2) ∂T = ∂1T + ∂2T,

where ∂1, ∂2 denote the corresponding ∂-operators on the first and second factors of
X ×X. Let (z1, . . . , zn) be a local complex coordinate on the first factor of X ×X, and let
(w1, . . . , wn) be a local complex coordinate on the second factor of X × X, then we can
write locally

(6.3) ∂1 =
∑

dzj
∂

∂zj
, ∂2 =

∑
dwj

∂

∂wj

.

Similarly, we also write ∂T = ∂1T + ∂2T .

Definition 6.1. The variance current of [Div(Sf,p)], denoted as Var[Sf,p], is a (2, 2)-current
on X ×X defined by

(6.4) Var[Sf,p] := E
[
[Div(Sf,p)]⊠ [Div(Sf,p)]

]
− E [[Div(Sf,p)]]⊠ E [[Div(Sf,p)]]

In order to simplify the notation, it is enough to consider only the real test forms
Ωn−1,n−1

c (X,R). For φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1
c (X,R), we have

(6.5) Var
[
⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩

]
= ⟨Var[Sf,p], φ⊠ φ⟩.

Shiffman and Zelditch [49, 50] established the framework to compute such variance
current on a compact Kähler manifold, in particular, they obtained a pluri-bipotential for
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it. Their method can be easily adapted to our setting. Let us start with recalling the main
ingredients from their results.

For t ∈ [0, 1], we set the function

(6.6) G̃(t) := − 1

4π2

∫ t2

0

log(1− s)

s
ds =

1

4π2

∞∑
j=1

t2j

j2
.

This is an analytic function with radius of convergence 1. Moreover, for t ∼ 0, we have
G̃(t) = O(t2).

Set Wp = {z ∈ X : T 2
f,p(z, z) = 0} ⊂ X. Recall that the function Nf,p(z, w) on X ×X is

defined in (1.39). This is a smooth function on X ×X \ (Wp ×X ∪X ×Wp) with values
in [0, 1]. In particular, for z ∈ X \Wp, Nf,p(z, z) = 1.

Definition 6.2 (cf. [49, Theorem 3.1]). For (z, w) ∈ X ×X \ (Wp ×X ∪X ×Wp), define

(6.7) Qf,p(z, w) := G̃(Nf,p(z, w)) = − 1

4π2

∫ Nf,p(z,w)2

0

log(1− s)

s
ds.

Then Qf,p(z, w) is a continuous function on (z, w) ∈ X ×X \ (Wp ×X ∪X ×Wp).

Since the near-diagonal behavior of Nf,p(z, w) depend on if there points z, w lie in the
support of f or not, which are different from the case for Bergman kernel (such as in
[49, 50] or [27, Section 1.5]). Following the computations in [49, §3.1] and we use
our results proved in Theorem 1.20 and Lemma 2.13, we have the following results for
Qf,p(z, w).

Proposition 6.3 (cf. [49, §3.1]). Let U be an open subset of X such that U ⊂ {f ̸= 0}
(hence U is compact).

(i) Then there exists an integer p0 ∈ N such that for all p ≥ p0, T 2
f,p(z, z) never vanishes

on U . Moreover, for all p ≥ p0, the function Qf,p(z, w) is smooth on the region
U × U \∆U (∆U denotes the diagonal) and it is C 1 on U × U .

(ii) Fix b ≫ 0 and ϵ > 0, then for all sufficiently large p and for x ∈ U , v ∈ TxX with
∥v∥ ≤ b

√
log p, we have

(6.8) Qf,p(x, expx(v
′/
√
p)) = G̃

(
exp(−Φx(0, v

′)2/4)
)
+O(p−1/2+ϵ),

where Φx(0, v
′) is defined in (2.12).

(iii) For given k, ℓ ∈ N, there exist a sufficiently large b > 0 such that there exist a constant
C > 0 such that for all z, w ∈ U , dist(z, w) ≥ b

√
log p/p, we have

(6.9) |∇ℓ
z,wQf,p(z, w)| ≤ Cp−k.

For a real (n − 1, n − 1)-form φ on X with C 3-coefficients, recall that L(φ) ∈ C 1(X,R)
is defined by

(6.10)
√
−1∂∂φ = L(φ)

c1(L, hL)
n

n!
·

Recall also that we have two volume forms dV = Θn/n! and dVL := c1(L, hL)
n/n! (see

(4.72)). Moreover, we have

(6.11) dVL(z) = b0(z)dV(z),

where the positive function b0(z) = det(ṘL
z /2π) on X is given in (2.7).

Theorem 6.4. Let (X, J,Θ) be a connected complex Hermitian manifold and let (L, hL),
(E, hE) be two holomorphic line bundles on X with smooth Hermitian metrics. We assume
Condition 1.1 (see also (4.1)) to hold. Fix f ∈ C ∞

c (X,R) which is not identically zero, and
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let U be an open subset of X such that U ⊂ {f ̸= 0}. Then for sufficiently large p, we have
the identity of (2, 2)-currents on U × U ,

(6.12) Var[Sf,p]|U×U = −∂1∂1∂2∂2Qf,p(z, w)|U×U = (
√
−1∂∂)z(

√
−1∂∂)wQf,p(z, w)|U×U .

Let φ be a real (n−1, n−1)-form on X with C 3-coefficients and suppφ ⊂ U , then we have
the formula for p≫ 0,

(6.13) Var
[
⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩

]
= p−n

(
ζ(n+ 2)

4π2

∫
U

|L(φ)(z)|2dVL(z) +O(p−1/2+ϵ)

)
,

where

ζ(n+ 2) =
∞∑
k=1

1

kn+2
.

Proof. We sketch the proof based at the proofs of [49, Theorem 3.1] and [50, §3.1]. At
first, fix a test form φ ∈ Ωn−1,n−1

c (U,R), a routine calculation (see also [26, Proof of
Theorem 3.7]) shows that

Var
[
⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩

]
= − 1

π2

∫
U×U

(∂∂φ(z)) ∧ (∂∂φ(w))

× E
[
log |T 2

f,p(z, z)
−1/2Sf,p(z)|hp · log |T 2

f,p(w,w)
−1/2Sf,p(w)|hp

]
.

(6.14)

Then by Proposition 6.3 (i) and [49, Lemma 3.3], on U × U and for all p≫ 0, we have
(6.15)

E
[
log |T 2

f,p(z, z)
−1/2Sf,p(z)|hp · log |T 2

f,p(w,w)
−1/2Sf,p(w)|hp

]
=
γ2

4
+ π2G̃(Nf,p(z, w)),

where γ is the Euler’s constant. Then we can rewrite (6.14) as

Var
[
⟨[Div(Sf,p)], φ⟩

]
= −

∫
U×U

(∂∂φ(z)) ∧ (∂∂φ(w))G̃(Nf,p(z, w))

= ⟨(
√
−1∂∂)z(

√
−1∂∂)wQf,p(z, w), φ⊠ φ⟩.

(6.16)

This way, we get (6.12). In fact, (6.16) still holds if φ is with C 3-coefficients, now we
show (6.13) by using Proposition 6.3-(ii) and (iii).

The first step is to rewrite the integral in the form

(6.17)
∫
U×U

· · · =
∫
z∈U

∫
{z}×U

· · · .

As in [50, §3.1], we set for z ∈ U ,

Ip(z) =

∫
{z}×U

Qf,p(z, w)(
√
−1∂∂φ(w))

=

∫
{z}×U

Qf,p(z, w)L(φ)(w)b0(w)dV(w).

(6.18)

Let b > 0 be a fixed number which is sufficiently large as in Proposition 6.3 (iii) with
k = n+ 1. Then we have for p≫ 0,

Ip(z) =

∫
v∈TzX,∥v∥≤b

√
log p

Qf,p(z, expz(v/
√
p))(L(φ)b0)(expz(v/

√
p))dV(expz(v/

√
p))

+O(p−n−1).

(6.19)
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As in (2.14), let dVEucl,z(v) denote the Euclidean volume form on the real vector space
(TzX, g

TX
z ). Then for v ∈ TzX, ∥v∥ ≤ b

√
log p, we have

(6.20) dV(expz(v/
√
p)) =

1

pn

(
dVEucl,z(v) +O(

√
p−1 log p)

)
.

Since L(φ) is C 1 on U , then by Proposition 6.3-(ii) and [50, (34)–(37)], we get for a fix
small ϵ > 0,

Ip(z) =
(L(φ)b0)(z)

pn

∫
v∈TzX,∥v∥≤b

√
log p

G̃
(
exp(−Φx(0, v

′)2/4)
)
dVEucl,z(v) +O(p−n−1/2+ϵ).

(6.21)

By (2.16), we can fix b to be large enough such that

(6.22)
∫
v∈TzX,∥v∥≥b

√
log p

G̃
(
exp(−Φx(0, v

′)2/4)
)
dVEucl,z(v) = O(p−n−1).

In the same time, by the formula (2.12) for Φx(0, v
′), then for k ∈ N≥1, we have

(6.23)
∫
v∈TzX

(
exp(−kΦx(0, v

′)2/2)
)
dVEucl,z(v) =

1

b0(z)kn
.

Finally, combining the Taylor series (6.6) with (6.18) – (6.23), we get for z ∈ U ,

Ip(z) = p−n

(
ζ(n+ 2)

4π2
L(φ)(z) +O(p−1/2+ϵ)

)
,(6.24)

after taking the integration with respect to z ∈ U , we conclude exactly (6.13). This way,
we complete our proof. □

6.2. Asymptotic normality of random zeros; proof of Theorem 1.17. The asymptotic
normality of the zeros of random holomorphic functions or sections has been introduced
and proved by Sodin–Tsirelson [52] for certain random holomorphic functions on C or D
and by Shiffman–Zelditch [50, Theorem 1.2 and §4] for the random holomorphic sections
of line bundles on a compact Kähler manifold. One key ingredient in their approaches
is the normalized Bergman kernel which is the covariance function of the corresponding
Gaussian holomorphic fields on C or X, analogous to the construction in the proof of
Proposition 4.8. Then the problem is reduced to the seminal result proved by Sodin and
Tsirelson in [52, Theorem 2.2] for the non-linear functionals of Gaussian process.

Let us recall the main result of [52, §2.1]. Let (T, µ) be a measure space with a finite
positive measure µ (with µ(T ) > 0). We also fix a sequence of measurable functions
Ak : T → C, k ∈ N such that on T ,

(6.25)
∑
k

|Ak(t)|2 ≡ 1.

We consider a complex-valued Gaussian process on T defined as

(6.26) W (t) :=
∑
k

ηkAk(t).

Then {ηk} is a sequence of i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian random variables. Then for
each t ∈ T , W (t) ∼ NC(0, 1). The covariance function for W is ρW : T × T → C given by

(6.27) ρW (s, t) := E[W (s)W (t)] =
∑
k

Ak(s)Ak(t).

Let {Wp}p∈N be a sequence of independent Gaussian processes on T described as above,
and let ρp(s, t) (p ∈ N) denote the corresponding covariance functions. We also fix a
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nontrivial real function F ∈ L2(R+, e
−r2/2rdr), and a bounded measurable function ψ :

T → R, set

(6.28) Zp :=

∫
T

F (|Wp(t)|)ψ(t)dµ(t).

Sodin and Tsirelson proved the following results.

Theorem 6.5 ([52, Theorem 2.2]). With the above constructions, and suppose that
(i)

lim inf
p→+∞

∫
T

∫
T
|ρp(s, t)|2αψ(s)ψ(t)dµ(s)dµ(t)
sups∈T

∫
T
|ρp(s, t)|dµ(t)

> 0,

for α = 1 if f is monotonically increasing, or for all α ∈ N otherwise;
(ii)

lim
p→+∞

sup
s∈T

∫
T

|ρp(s, t)|dµ(t) = 0.

Then the distributions of the random variables

(6.29)
Zp − E[Zp]√

Var[Zp]

converge weakly to the (real) standard Gaussian distribution NR(0, 1) as p→ +∞.

Now we are ready to present the proof of Theorem 1.17.

Proof of Theorem 1.17. The proof is an easy modification of [50, §4 Proof of Theorem 1.2],
together with the results in Theorem 1.20 due to the assumption U ⊂ {f ̸= 0}.

We take F (r) = log r, (T, µ) = (U, dVL|U), ψ(z) = 1
π
L(φ)(z) which satisfies the condi-

tions in Theorem 6.5. Let σ : U → L be a continuous section such that |σ(z)|hL
≡ 1 on

U . For each p, fix an orthonormal basis {Sp
j }

dp(f)
j=1 consisting of the eigensections of Tf,p for

nonzero eigenvalues {λpj}j. Then on U , we write

(6.30) Sp
j (z) = apj(z)σ

⊗p(z).

Then we can set Ap
j(z) = λpja

p
j(z)/

√
T 2
f,p(z, z), which forms a sequence of measurable

functions on U satisfying (6.25). Then by (4.27), we have the identity on U

(6.31)
Sf,p(z)√
T 2
f,p(z, z)

= Wp(z)σ
⊗p(z),

where Wp is the Gaussian process on U constructed as in (6.26). The covariance function
ρp(z, w) for Wp is given by

(6.32) |ρp(z, w)| = Nf,p(z, w).

Let Zp be the random variable defined as in (6.28) from Wp. Then (6.31) implies that

(6.33) Zf,p(φ) = Zp + Cp,

where Cp is a deterministic constant. Thus the asymptotic normality of Zf,p(φ) is equiv-
alent to that of Zp, which follows by checking the Conditions (i) and (ii) in Theorem 6.5
for Nf,p(z, w). Finally, we apply Theorem 1.20 and proceed as in the last part of [50, §4].
This completes the proof. □
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