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Abstract

In this paper, we establish a general criterion for the positivity of the variance of the
second chaotic component of local functionals of stationary vector-valued Gaussian fields.
This criterion is formulated in terms of the spectral properties of the covariance function,
without requiring assumptions of integrability or isotropy. It offers a simple and robust
framework for analyzing variance asymptotics in such models. We apply this approach to
the study of the nodal volume and the number of critical points of a Gaussian field, proving
the positivity of the limiting variance under mild conditions on the covariance function.
Additionally, we examine the asymptotics of the particular model of Euclidean random waves,
deriving the central limit theorem through an analysis of the second and fourth chaotic
components, thereby resolving an open question in large dimensions. As a byproduct, we
condense and generalize many existing results on the volume of intersections of random waves,
bypassing the need for traditional, intricate variance computations. Our findings shed new
light on the second-chaos cancellation phenomenon from a spectral perspective and can be
extended to any local, possibly singular, functional of Gaussian fields.
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1 Introduction and main results

1.1 A general framework

Let V and W be two finite dimensional vector spaces of dimension d and n respectively. Let
X : V → W be a vector-valued stationary Gaussian random field with a continuous non-
degenerate covariance function Ω : V → S2(W ∗), where this last space denotes the set of
symmetric bilinear map on W . We denote by η the associated Gaussian measure on W , and let
f : W → R in L2(η). Our primal object of interest is the quantity

Zλ(φ) =
1

λd/2

∫

V
φ

(
v

λ

)
f(X(v))dv, (1)

for a test function φ such that ‖φ‖2 = 1. We say that Zλ satisfies a Central Limit Theorem
(CLT) if the following convergence in distribution holds

Zλ(φ) − E[Zλ(φ)]√
Var(Zλ(φ))

−→
λ→+∞

N (0, 1)

A proof of the CLT is usually split into two very distinct problems: the asymptotic normality
and the positivity of the limiting variance. The asymptotic normality is well-understood and
was first proved in [Cuz76] in the case d = n = 1 and Ω ∈ L1(Rd) by approximation using m-
dependent processes. Since then, it has been refined with the introduction of the Wiener chaos
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expansion, which has become an indispensable tool for proving asymptotics related to Zλ(φ).
In particular, the celebrated Breuer–Major theorem [BM83] states that asymptotic normality
holds if the Hermite rank of f is q and Ω ∈ Lq(V ). Modern proofs of this theorem now include
quantitative CLT and functional convergence [NPP11; NN20; NT20] and make use of more
advanced techniques, such as Malliavin calculus and Stein’s method. The literature on the topic
is extensive.

In the case n = 1, the positivity of the limiting variance can be established using simple
Fourier arguments under minimal conditions, such as assuming that f is not odd or that the
spectral measure has a density with respect to the origin, see [Cuz76]. For n > 1, the situation is
more intricate, and the positivity of the limiting variance cannot be inferred from straightforward
observations on f and Ω. The first goal of this paper is to establish general conditions on Ω and
f to ensure that the limiting variance of Zλ(φ) is positive, i.e., that Zλ(φ) does not vanish at
infinity.

The heuristic of the approach for obtaining a lower bound for the limiting variance is the
following. Since the process f ◦ X : V → R is stationary, its covariance function is a positive
semi-definite function, meaning that its Fourier transform ρ is a finite measure on V ∗. This fact
can in turn be exploited to obtain lower bound for the variance in (1). Indeed, in the simple
case where ρ has a density near the origin w.r.t the Lebesgue measure then

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Zλ(φ)) = ρ(0),

thus the limiting variance is positive if and only if ρ(0) is positive. In a more general framework,
the variance can be understood from local properties of the spectral measure ρ near the origin.
To explicitly compute the measure ρ in terms of the spectral measure µ associated to X, the
most direct path is to expand f into its orthogonal Hermite decomposition on the space L2(η).
The variance will then be expressed as sum of powers of the covariance function Ω. Passing to
Fourier transform, this yields an expression of ρ in terms of a sum of non-negative terms, given
by iterated convolutions of the spectral measure µ and Hermite expansion of f . Additional
comments on the advantage of this approach will be made after Theorem 1.4.

Let η be a non-degenerate Gaussian measure on W with associated scalar product 〈 · , · 〉,
and let (Hq)q≥0 be the associated sequence of Hermite q-forms, seen as polynomial functions
on W taking values in the space of symmetric q-linear maps on W . If we identify W with Rn

then Hq coincides with the standard multivariate hermite polynomials. Note that this point of
view in terms of multilinear forms, without the use of coordinates, allows for more compact and
concise expressions, which will greatly simplify the statement of the theorems and their proofs.
A function f ∈ L2(η) can be expanded into its chaotic coefficients (fq)≥0 on the q-th Wiener
space, seen as symmetric q-linear maps on W , so that in holds in L2(η) the decomposition

f =
+∞∑

q=0

πq(f) =
+∞∑

q=0

1

q!
〈fq,H

q〉.

We refer to Section 2 for more details.

Since in the following, we use Fourier transform arguments, but we want to keep the notations
to general vector space notations, we introduce WC = W + iW , the complexification of W . One
must simply understand W as Rn and WC as Cn. By Bochner theorem, the Fourier transform µ
of the covariance function Ω is an operator-valued measure on V ∗, taking values in the space of
positive Hermitian form on W ∗

C. Its q-fold convolution, denoted by µ∗q, can be seen as measure
on V , taking values in the space of positive Hermitian forms on the space of symmetric q-linear
forms on WC. These facts are explained in more detail in Section 3.

In the following, we fix a function φ ∈ L1 ∩L2(V ), with ‖φ‖2 = 1, and we define γ = |φ̂|2 on
V ∗, where theˆnotation stand for the Fourier transform. Let γλ : v 7→ λdγ(λv), which weakly
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asymptotically converges to the Dirac delta function at 0, since by Plancherel isometry, ‖γ‖1 = 1.
We define the least radially decreasing majorant and the greatest radially decreasing minorant
of γ by the formulas

γ+ : x → sup
‖y‖≥‖x‖

γ(y) and γ− : x → inf
‖y‖≤‖x‖

γ(y).

We say that φ is a test function if γ+ ∈ L1(V ∗). By property of the Fourier transform, if the
function φ is absolutely continuous with bounded variation, or if it is the Fourier transform of
a ball or more generally of a smooth compact hypersurface with positive Gauss curvature, this
hypothesis is satisfied, see [Her62] and the heuristic explanation before Lemma 4.6. Note also
that γ is continuous and γ(0) = 1, so that γ− is nonzero.

1.1.1 A general spectral expression for the variance

We define the q-th chaotic projection of Zλ(φ) by

Z
(q)
λ (φ) =

1

λd/2

∫

V
φ

(
v

λ

)
πq(f)(X(v))dv,

Theorem 1.1. One has

Var(Zλ(φ)) =
+∞∑

q=1

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)).

and

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) =

1

q!

∫

V ∗
γλ(ξ) dµ∗q(fq)(ξ).

Since µ∗q is a positive Hermitian measure, the measure µ∗q(fq) is non-negative. The expres-
sion of the variance in 1.1 then has the advantage, compared to the "non-spectral" expression
for the variance of the q-th chaos, of being written as the integrand of a non-negative measure,
which is our first starting point to give lower bound for the limiting variance. As λ goes to
infinity, this expression formally converges to the Lebesgue density at 0 of the measure µ∗q(fq).
To precise this heuristic, we define for a real bounded measure ν on V ∗ the quantities

D+ν = lim sup
R→0

ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
and D−ν = lim inf

R→0

ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
.

If D−ν = D+ν, we call this quantity Dν. The quantity Dν, when it exists, can be thought as a
weak version of the density at 0 of the measure ν w.r.t the Lebesgue measure on V ∗.

Corollary 1.2.

lim inf
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) ≥ 1

q!
‖γ−‖1D

−(µ∗q(fq)),

and

lim sup
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) ≤ 1

q!
‖γ+‖1D

+(µ∗q(fq)).

This corollary, which is a direct corollary of Theorem 1.1 and Lemma 3.8, puts forward the
interaction between the iterated convolutions of the spectral measure, their regularity near the
origin, and asymptotic results of local functionals of the Gaussian field. In the case n = 1,
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the q-fold convolution of µ can be seen as the distribution of a random walk with transition
probability distribution µ after q steps. The properties of µ∗q near the origin are linked to the
probability of return around 0 of the random walk. This analogy has been successfully used in
[Lac22a] to obtain variance asymptotics related to the volume of random excursions sets, and
in [GMT24] to study the covariance structure of the Berry random wave model.

If Dν exists and is finite, one can conclude for general a measure µ that the variance converges
if the function γ is radially decreasing. If one assumes more hypothesis on µ∗q, for instance that
it has a bounded continuous density, then the convergence follows from more classical results
concerning convolution. This is for instance the case if the covariance function Ω is in Lq, which
is the classical setting of the Breuer-Major theorem, and one can drop the assumption that γ+

is integrable. The following theorem gives alternative expressions in the case where the spectral
measure µ has a density in Lp, where p is the conjugate exponent of q.

Corollary 1.3. Let p be the conjugate exponent to q. If µ has a density Σ ∈ Lp(V ∗) (in
C0(V ∗) if q = 1) w.r.t the Lebesgue measure, then

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) =

1

q!

∫

ξ1+...+ξq=0

q⊗

k=1

Σ(ξk)(fq)dξ.

For q = 1,

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(1)
λ (φ)) = Σ(0)(f1).

For q = 2, in matrix form,

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) =

1

2

∫

V ∗
Tr(Σ(ξ)f2Σ(ξ)f2)dξ.

1.1.2 A general cancellation theorem for the variance

If n = 1 then fq is a real number and µ is a bounded measure on V ∗, so that µ∗q(fq) = f2
q µ

∗q.
At a fixed chaos, if fq is nonzero, the variance asymptotics is solely contained in the spectral
measure µ. This observation is substantially wrong as soon as the dimension n is greater than
one. It can happen that the variance asymptotics greatly differs for two different non zero q-
linear maps fq and gq. This general fact is generally described as a cancellation phenomenon.
This phenomenon is remarkable in the sense that a cancellation phenomenon can happen only
for a class of q-linear map of codimension at least one, i.e. almost never.

Several examples of cancellation phenomenon are issued from the context of random waves,
see Section 1.3, but let us give a simple one here. Let Y (t) be a random Gaussian process
with covariance function r(t) = sin(t)/t. We define the Gaussian process X : R → R2 by
X(t) = (Y (t), Y (t+ π)), with covariance function Ω. Let f, g : R2 → R be defined by

f(x, y) = (x2 − 1) − (y2 − 1) and g(x, y) = (x2 − 1) + (y2 − 1).

Both f and g belongs to the second Wiener chaos, and a direct computation shows that

lim
λ→+∞

Var

(
1√
λ

∫ λ

0
f(X(t))dt

)
= 0 but lim

λ→+∞
Var

(
1√
λ

∫ λ

0
g(X(t))dt

)
= 4‖r‖2

2 > 0, (2)

so that the random process Y is subject to cancellation.

For a Hermitian form f on a complex vector space W , we define its isotropic cone

C(f) = {w ∈ W | f(w) = 0} .
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The integrand in the limiting variance Corollary 1.3 is non-negative. If there is cancellation,
then the integrand is null for almost all coordinates ξ1, . . . , ξq with null barycenter, which is
a very restrictive condition. For instance, in the case q = 1, the limiting variance cancels if
and only if f ∈ Ker(Σ(0)). In the case q = 2, one can see (see Lemma 3.4 for a proof), that
the limiting variance cancels if and only if a.s. Im(Σ(ξ)) ⊂ C(f2). More generally, for q even,
one can exploit the fact that µ∗2q = (µ∗q)∗2, so that formally, the Lebesgue density at zero of
µ∗2q can be thought as the L2 norm of µ∗q. We define one more concept before stating the last
theorem of this section.

Given any measure µ taking values in the space of positive Hermitian forms on W , one can
find a real measure ν on V ∗ such that the measure µ has a density Σ w.r.t to ν, where Σ is
defined ν-a.s. as a mapping from V to the space of positive Hermitian forms on w (a canonical
choice for ν is the trace of µ). The writing dµ = Σdν will be called a representation of µ. One
can thus define, the image of µ, denoted by Im(µ), as the smallest closed subset A ⊂ W ∗ such
that

ν ({x ∈ V | Im(Σ(x)) 6⊂ A}) = 0.

This notion coincides with the essential range of the measurable function (x,w) 7→ Σ(x)(w, .),
and is independent on a choice of representation of µ, see Lemma 3.7. For q ≥ 0, the 2q-th
chaotic projection f2q can be seen as an Hermitian form on the dual of symmetric q-linear form
on W , so that the spaces Im(µ∗q) and C(f2q) are both subsets of the dual of the space of
symmetric q-linear map on WC.

Theorem 1.4.

• If Im(µ∗q) 6⊂ C(f2q) then

lim inf
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2q)
λ (φ)) > 0.

• If Im(µ∗q) ⊂ C(f2q), and either

– Ω ∈ L2q(V )

– µ∗q has a C1 density w.r.t the Lebesgue measure of a smooth compact hypersurface,

then
lim

λ→+∞
Var(Z

(2q)
λ (φ)) = 0.

Let µ∗q = Σqdν be a representation of µ∗q. From Lemma 3.3, one has the equivalence

Im(µ∗q) ⊂ C(f2q) ⇐⇒ ν − a.s., Σ⊗2
q (f2q, f2q) = 0,

and we will use both forms in applications of Theorem 1.4. In the previous example (2), the
image of the Fourier transform of the covariance matrix Ω is given by

Σ(ξ) =

(
r̂(ξ) r̂(ξ)eiπξ

r̂(ξ)e−iπξ r̂(ξ)

)
and Im(Σ) =

{
α

(
1

e−iπξ

) ∣∣∣∣∣ α ∈ C, ξ ∈ R

}
,

which included in the isotropic cone of f equal to C(f) =
{
(z1, z2) ∈ C2

∣∣ |z1| = |z2|}, but not
in that of g, which is reduced to {0}.

Let us give a short description, in parallel with related works, of the possible behavior of the
variance as λ goes to infinity of the total variance of Zλ(φ). In the following, we set q to be the
Hermite rank of f , that is the smallest non-zero index such that fq is nonzero.
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– If Ω ∈ Lq(V ) :

• If q is even and Im(µ∗q/2) 6⊂ C(fq), then Theorem 1.4 is an equivalence and the limiting
variance is positive. By the standard contraction principle and Arcones inequality, the
variance converges and the CLT holds for Zλ(φ).

• If q is even and Im(µ∗q/2) ⊂ C(fq) then the limiting variance cancels. One must look
at the next non-zero chaotic component, if it exists, and prove the positivity of the limit
variance, either by the same theorem applied with a greater q or by other mean.

• If q is odd, one must use the general corollary 1.2 or the explicit representation 1.3 if in
addition µ ∈ Lp (this not automatic if q ≥ 3), to prove a positive lower bound for the
variance, from which would follow a CLT.

– If Ω /∈ Lq(V ) :

In that case, the situation is delicate, and several behaviors may occur.

• In the case W = R, if Ω is oscillating, meaning that it is not square integrable but the
spectral measure has a singularity near the origin which is sufficiently integrable, then
it has been proved in [MN24] that the q-th chaos to dominates and the model tends to
exhibit a CLT with a variance of higher order than in the case Ω ∈ Lq.

• On the contrary, if Ω slowly varying, implying in particular that the spectral measure has
a singularity at 0 that explodes with a sufficiently bad rate, then the q-th chaos again
tends to dominate, with a variance growing at a higher order than the case Ω ∈ Lq,
but this time exhibits an explicit non-CLT behavior, see for instance [DM79], and the
functional limit is not a Brownian motion. Note that a unifying spectral condition of
these two last two points is still missing in the literature, and it is not clear whether the
distinction between them is solely contained in the singularity near zero of the spectral
measure. One direction toward such result, would be, in light of the fourth moment
Theorem [NP05] and the contraction principle, to write the contractions in term of the
spectral measure and observe their behaviors in the limit. These phenomenon are likely
to have a multidimensional counterpart.

• If q is even and Im(µ∗q/2) ⊂ C(fq), there is a competition between the cancellation phe-
nomenon and the higher growth of the variance explained in the first two points. From
Theorem 1.4, if the inclusion is sufficiently "smooth" then the q-th chaos cancels. It might
not be the case for more irregular measures, where one can only rely on the general Corol-
lary 1.3. The random waves model, whose spectral measure is supported on the sphere, is
a typical model susceptible to fall is this scenario. To obtain the variance asymptotics if
the cancellation occurs, one must look at the next non-zero chaotic component and see if it
falls in one of the previous aforementioned situations. In any case, the variance asymptotic
will be of lower order than the one expected from the heuristic of the case W = R. We
refer to Section 1.4 for more details.

1.2 Nodal volume of Gaussian fields

Let V and U be two finite dimensional Euclidean spaces of dimension d, k respectively, with
k ≤ d. Let Y : V → U be a non-degenerate stationary Gaussian random field with covariance
function r : V → U ⊗ U , and spectral measure ψ. We assume that

• Y is a C2 random field

• For u, v ∈ V distinct, the vector (Y (u), Y (v)) is non-degenerate
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• r decreases to zero at infinity

It follows from this set of assumption that for t ∈ U , the level set {Y = u} is generically a
smooth submanifold of codimension k in V , to which we associate its random nodal measure
dZu. If u = 0 we will denote it by dZ. We are interested, in the quantity

Zu
λ (φ) =

1

λd/2

∫

V
φ

(
v

λ

)
dZu(v).

The study of the number of zeros of a random function goes back to Kac and Rice [Kac43;
Ric45], and has since been intensively studied in the past decades. By means of the Kac–Rice
formula, the quantity Zu

λ (φ) can be formally included in the general framework (1), where the
function f is seen as a tempered distribution, see Section 2.3, and X = (Y,∇Y ). It is then not
surprising that the study of the nodal volume uses similar tools as those employed in the more
general context of Section 1.1.

The CLT for the number of zeros on a growing interval of a stationary Gaussian process
with L2 covariance function and its second derivative was proved in [Cuz76] using the method
of approximation by m-dependent processes, under the assumption of positivity of the limiting
variance. This result was extended, under a similar square integrability condition, to the nodal
length of a Gaussian field from R2 to R in [KL01] using the method of Wiener chaos decom-
position. The proof works in any dimension and was reproved under an additional smoothness
assumption using the method of cumulants, see [Gas21c; AGLS]. In [KL01], for the dimension
d = 2, a first general lower bound for the limiting variance appears, given by the variance of the
second chaotic component, which for some constant C is expressed as

Var(Z
(2))
λ (φ) = C

∫

R2
‖∇2r(x)‖2 − 2d〈∇r,∇r〉 + d2r(x)2dx = C

∫

R2
(∆r(x) + dr(x))2dx, (3)

where the equality follows from an application of the divergence theorem. The heuristic is valid
in any dimension and proves that the limit is positive as long as r is not an eigenfunction of the
Laplace operator, which is never the case if r ∈ L2.

For vector-valued random fields, i.e., when k > 1, few results exist in the literature. The
papers [EL16; Nic17; ADD24] prove a CLT for critical points and the Euler characteristic of
random fields, and a positive lower bound is given under the assumption that the random field
is isotropic or under the existence of a spectral density of the field near the origin. On the
additional assumption of a smooth covariance function, normal asymptotics have been proved
using the method of cumulants in the recent paper [AGLS]. We first prove a general theorem
concerning the asymptotic normality of Zλ(φ), based on a variance bound inherited from the
strategy in [Gas21b] and the standard fourth moment theorem [NP05] with the contraction
principle. We define

Z
u,(q+)
λ (φ) =

+∞∑

k=q

Z
u,(k)
λ (φ),

the q-tail of the variable Zu
λ (φ).

Theorem 1.5. Let q ≥ 1, and Ω ∈ Lq(V ). There is a constant Cu
q such that

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
u,(q+)
λ (φ)) → Cu

q ,

and
Z

u,(q+)
λ (φ) − E[Z

(q+)
λ (φ)] −→

λ→+∞
N (0, Cu

q ).
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Let us study first the projection on the first chaos of Zu
λ (φ). By symmetry (see also Lemma 4.5),

the first chaotic projection in the case u = 0 cancels, so the next theorem is relevant for u 6= 0.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that spectral measure ψ of Y has a continuous density Σ w.r.t the
Lebesgue measure near the origin. Then

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
u,(1)
λ (φ)) = Σ(0)(u, u).

If additionally, r and its second differential are square integrable, and Σ(0)(u, u) > 0 then
Zu

λ(φ) satisfies the CLT.

If the spectral measure ψ does not admits a continuous density near the origin, one must use the
general Corollary 1.2 to study the exact variance asymptotics of the first chaos. This theorem
applies in particular if Ω is integrable. If the quantity Σ(0)(u, u) cancels, one can use ideas
similar to the next Theorem 1.7 (stated only for u = 0) to study the variance of the second
chaotic component, see also Remark 5.1.

In the case u = 0, the two main obstructions in the case k > 1 to prove general lower bound
for the variance by an analysis of the second chaotic component, is that one cannot assume that
the random vector X(0) = (Y (0),∇Y (0)) follows a standard Gaussian distribution by choosing
adequate scalar products on U and V (see Remark 4.2), and that it is in general impossible, to
compute explicitly the chaotic expansion of the nodal volume without any additional assumption
on the field. The computation can be done in particular cases, see Lemma 4.5, under some as-
sumptions of independence. The following theorem proves, under a square integrability property
of the covariance function of Y , that the variance of the nodal volume converges to a positive
constant under classical constraints on the field.

Theorem 1.7. Assume that r and its second differential are square integrable on V , and
one of the three following hypotheses.

(H1) There are bases of U and V such that Var(Y (0),∇Y (0)) = Id

(H2) There is u ∈ U such that for all v ∈ u⊥, the process 〈Y, u〉 and 〈Y, v〉 are independent

(H3) Y is a gradient field

Then there is a finite positive constant C such that

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Zλ(φ)) = C,

and Zλ satisfies the CLT.

This theorem recovers and generalize many previously known results in the literature concerning
the positivity of the lower bound for the nodal volume under the square integrability hypothesis.

– Hypothesis (H1) :

This hypothesis assume a strong joint independence assumption on the random variable
(Y (0),∇Y (0)), but assume nothing of the independence of coordinates processes. Following
Remark 4.2, this hypothesis is always satisfied if k = 1.

– Hypothesis (H2) :

This second hypothesis treats the case of the volume of the intersection of the nodal set of
a real random field with the nodal set of another independent vector field.
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– Hypothesis (H3) :

This last hypothesis proves the variance asymptotics and the CLT for the number of critical
points of a random field without any additional assumptions. This hypothesis is independent
of the first two because of the non-independence of the second derivatives. It recovers and
generalizes some of the recent results concerning critical points such as [Nic17; ADD24].

We were not able to find a satisfying statement that encompasses the three situation, but
the heuristic of proof for the positivity of the limiting variance, given in Section 5.2, is that
in the three cases we are able to write the density Σ of the spectral measure µ of the process
X = (Y,∇Y ) as a sum of tensor products of two terms: one depending only on the spectral
density of the underlying field σ, and the other one being a polynomial, that comes up from
taking the Fourier transform of the derivatives. The conclusion follows by the simple geometric
fact that a nonzero square integrable function cannot be supported on the zero set of a non-zero
polynomial. In the case where r /∈ L2(V ), the situation is more intricate and is the content of
the next Section.

1.3 Random waves and second chaos cancellation

We use the notation of the previous section. We define σ to be the uniform probability measure
on the sphere of radius

√
d/2π. Let Y : V → U be stationary Gaussian random process such

that Var(Y (0),∇Y (0)) is a standard Gaussian random vector. We say that Y is a random wave
if its spectral measure ψ is supported on a sphere (necessary of radius

√
d/2π). Here we allow

the dimension of U to be greater than one, meaning that Y can be seen as a collection of real
random waves. Equivalently, Y is a solution of the Laplace equation

∆Y + dY = 0.

We say that Y is a regular random wave if the spectral measure admits a continuously differ-
entiable density w.r.t the measure σ. The particular case where ψ = Idσ (meaning that on an
orthonormal basis, Y is a collection of iid isotropic distributions), will be called the isotropic
random wave model.

The isotropic random wave model has a long history. It was informally conjectured by Berry
in [Ber77] to be the local limit of high-energy Laplace eigenfunctions on a generic manifold;
see the introduction of [Gar23] for the heuristic of the conjecture, relevant literature on the
topic, and various possible rigorous formulations of this conjecture. The conjecture implies,
in particular, that the nodal set of an eigenfunction tends to equidistribute on the manifold,
which supports another long-standing conjecture by Yau [Yau82] concerning the asymptotics of
the nodal volume of high-energy eigenfunctions. To obtain a more tractable model, one can
approximate an eigenfunction associated with λ by a random sum of eigenfunctions with energy
located in a small energy window [λ − ε, λ + ε]. This model is known as the monochromatic
random wave model, and it has been shown that it serves as a good approximation to the
isotropic Euclidean random wave model; see [CH20; Gas21a; DNPR20].

On the torus and the sphere, particularly in dimensions 2 and 3, where the spectral decompo-
sition of the Laplace operator is explicit, the model of monochromatic random waves and their
nodal set has been intensively studied; see [Ros19; Mar23]. In particular, it has been observed
that the variance of various local observables of the isotropic random wave (such as the nodal
volume [Wig09; RW08; KKW13; MPRW16; Cam19; MRW20], the defect volume [MW11], and
the Euler characteristic [CM18]), in the high-energy limit, is of lower order than one might ex-
pect for a "generic" local observable, as suggested by Equation (12). This phenomenon is known
as the Berry cancellation phenomenon and is purely a mathematical consequence of the second
chaos cancellation as λ approaches +∞. The proofs presented in the aforementioned papers
exploit special properties of Bessel functions and the explicit chaos decomposition of the nodal
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volume functional to establish such general estimates. In the following, we restrict our study
to the Euclidean case, which represents the scaling limit of monochromatic random waves on a
generic compact manifold. It is expected that this cancellation phenomenon also appears in a
broader Riemannian context; see the forthcoming paper [ST25].

We first prove that this second chaos cancellation can be understood in a simple manner from
a spectral point of view by the more general Theorem 1.4, shedding new light on this cancellation
phenomenon, which is valid for a more general class of regular random waves. For instance, the
second identity in Equation (2), which heuristically explains the cancellation phenomenon from
the spatial representation of random waves, becomes trivial in the Fourier domain and reduces
to the identity

‖ξ‖4 − 2d‖ξ‖2 + d2 = (−‖ξ‖2 + d)2 = 0 if ‖ξ‖ =
√
d,

which was actually the source of motivation to start the writing of this paper in the first place.

Theorem 1.8. Assume that there are basis of U and V such that Var(Y (0),∇Y (0)) = Id.
If Y is not a random wave then

lim inf
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) > 0.

Conversely, if Y is a regular random wave then

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) = 0.

In this toy-model example, one explicitly computes the variance of the second chaotic projection
to provide a partial equivalence between the inclusion of the support of the spectral measure in
the sphere and the second chaos cancellation. In more complicated settings, such as those pre-
sented in Theorem 1.8, where explicit computation is not always feasible, one can still establish
the positivity of the liminf if the support of the spectral measure is not contained within the zero
set of a quadratic form. This approach forms the basis of the proof of Theorem 1.7, under the
additional square-integrability assumption. We conjecture that some version of the equivalence
given by Theorem 1.8 holds true for critical points, but the computation of the second chaotic
component in this context proves to be challenging.

The heuristic, valid for "isotropic" observables such as the nodal volume or some of the
aforementioned observables, implies that the isotropic cone of the second chaotic component
must form a sphere, whose radius needs to be determined. In the case of the nodal volume, this
sphere has a radius precisely

√
d/2π. The image of the spectral measure of the field X = (Y,∇Y )

is a sphere of radius
√
d/2π if and only if Y is a random wave, and the conclusion follows from

the second point of Theorem 1.4.

This theorem is a multidimensional generalization of some of the findings in [Lac22b], where
it was proved in the case V = R that the limiting variance is positive (possibly infinite) if and
only if the process is not a cosine with a Gaussian amplitude. In fact, if the spectral measure,
restricted to a domain at a positive distance from the sphere of radius

√
d/2π, is not square-

integrable, then a straightforward byproduct of the proof, along with Lemma 3.8 and Lemma
3.9, shows that the variance diverges to +∞. Together with the discussion after Theorem 1.4,

this situation can also lead to a CLT for the quantity Zλ, inherited from a CLT on Z
(2)
λ , provided

one can quantify the singularity of the measure ψ ∗ ψ near the origin.

We recover and generalize, for any dimension d and k, several of the aforementioned results
concerning the second chaos cancellation of the volume of the nodal intersection of k isotropic
and independent random waves in Rd. For more general u-levels, we refer to Remark 5.1. To

11



understand the variance asymptotics of Zλ(φ), one must examine the 4-th chaos, which is the
content of the next Section 1.4.

1.4 Asymptotics of the fourth chaos

We showed in the previous paragraph that regular random waves, and in particular isotropic
random waves, are subject to the general cancellation phenomenon of Theorem 1.4. In this
section, we derive the exact variance asymptotics of the nodal volume of the isotropic random
wave model, following the heuristic outlined after Theorem 1.8. The result we obtain encom-
passes and generalizes many findings in the literature concerning such asymptotics, which have
primarily focused on dimensions 2 and 3.

The case d = 2 is well-studied, with significant results found in works such as [Cam19;
KKW13; NPR19] across various settings (spherical harmonics, arithmetic random waves, planar
random waves). The exact asymptotics of the variance of the nodal length have been explicitly
computed : there exists an explicit positive constant C such that

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Zλ(1B(0,1)))

log(λ)
= lim

λ→+∞

Var(Z
(4)
λ (1B(0,1)))

log(λ)
= C,

and Zλ satisfies a CLT. When d = 3, it has been proved in [DEL19] the existence of a positive
constant C such that

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Zλ(1B(0,1))) = C,

as well as a CLT. The next theorem proves a general version of these two facts.

Theorem 1.9. Let Y be the isotropic random wave model defined in introduction. Then
there is a positive constant Cd such that as λ goes to +∞

Var(Zλ(φ)) ≃
{
C2 log(λ) if d = 2,
Cd if d ≥ 3,

and Zλ(φ) satisfies the CLT.

The heuristic that leads to the distinction between d = 2 and d > 2 is as follows, and can already
be seen from the general discussion that follows Theorem 1.4, and corroborates the heuristics for
the fluctuations of the polyspectra elaborated in [GMT24]. From the discussion in the previous
Section 1.3, we know that the variance of the second chaotic component cancels, despite having
a covariance function that is not square-integrable. To obtain the exact asymptotics of the
variance, one must examine the next non-zero chaotic component, namely the fourth one. To
compute the fourth chaos and understand the difference between the cases d = 2 and d ≥ 3, we
need to analyze, in light of Theorem 1.1, the behavior of the four-fold convolution of the uniform
measure on the sphere σ near 0.
– If d = 2:

In this case, one can show that σ ∗ σ is not square-integrable, or equivalently, that Ω /∈ L4(V ).
This means that σ∗4 diverges near the origin. Its exact asymptotics are computed in Lemma
4.8, where it is shown to behave as | log(x)| near the origin. The exact asymptotics of the
variance of the fourth chaos then follow from the principles underlying Theorem 1.4, proving
that the limit is non-degenerate. As for the higher chaotic components, note that Ω ∈ L6(V ).
Their variances converge to a constant, and they do not contribute to the asymptotics of the
total variance, which is of order log(λ). In other words, Zλ is asymptotically equal to its fourth

chaotic component Z
(4)
λ .
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– If d ≥ 3:

In this case, σ ∗ σ is square-integrable, or equivalently, Ω ∈ L4(V ). This means that σ∗4(0) =
‖σ ∗ σ‖2

2 is well-defined and positive: the variance of the fourth chaos converges to a constant,
and we will prove, by the same method used in the case d = 2, that this constant is positive.
The higher chaotic components will also contribute a positive term to the total variance, and
unlike the case d = 2, there is no dominance of a single chaotic component.

Corollary 1.10. Assume that d ≥ 2 and that the process Y : V → R has an isotropic
distribution. Then

lim inf
λ→+∞

Var(Zλ(φ)) > 0.

This corollary is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 1.8 and Theorem 1.9. It implies
that there cannot be any variance cancellation phenomenon under the assumption of isotropy
as soon as d ≥ 2. In dimension d = 1 the cosine process with random amplitude is the only
counterexample, as asserts [Lac22b].

2 Hermite polynomials and Wiener chaos expansion

2.1 Hermite polynomials

In this section, we expose some material about Wiener chaos expansion on a finite dimensional
Gaussian space, see [PT11; NP12] for general references. The following material is standard but
exposed in a way that avoids the use of coordinates to obtain compact and elegant formulas
for chaos projections and covariances, in term of the natural scalar product on the space of
multilinear maps induced by the underlying Gaussian measure.

Let W be a finite dimensional real vector space of dimension n and W ∗ be its dual space. For
a integer q ≥ 0 we denote (W ∗)⊗q the space of q-linear maps on W . Its subspace of symmetric
q-linear maps can naturally be identified with the space of homogeneous polynomial of degree
q on W via the isomorphism f 7→ (w 7→ f(w, . . . , w)). In what follows, we will simply write
f(w) = f(w, . . . , w) when f is a symmetric q-linear map.

Let η be a non degenerate Gaussian measure on W . Its variance defines a scalar product on
W ∗, simply denoted by 〈 . , . 〉 and the associated norm by ‖ . ‖. This pairing between W and
W ∗ allows us to transport this scalar product to W , and also to the space of q-linear map on
W , via the formula , for ℓ1, . . . , ℓq,m1, . . . ,mq ∈ W ∗

〈ℓ1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ ℓq,m1 ⊗ . . . ⊗mq〉 =
q∏

k=1

〈ℓk,mk〉.

It generalizes the Frobenius scalar product for matrices (i.e. the case q = 2). We will denote w∗

the linear form 〈w, . 〉. For a vector w ∈ W , the Radon–Nikodym derivative of the translated
measure η(. − w) with respect to η is given by

dη(. − w)

dη
: x 7−→ exp

(
〈w, x〉 − 1

2
‖w‖2

)
.

It allows us to define for x ∈ W the symmetric q-linear Hermite form Hq
x via the Taylor expansion

dη(. − w)

dη
: x 7→

+∞∑

q=0

1

q!
Hq

x(w), with Hq
x = (−1)q exp

(
1

2
‖x‖2

)
Dq

x

[
exp

(
−1

2
‖ . ‖2

)]
. (4)
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Let U be another finite dimensional vector space equipped with another non-degenerate Gaussian
measure τ . The induced scalar product will also be denoted by 〈 . , . 〉. We define the set

E(η, τ) =
{

Ω ∈ (W ∗ ⊗ U∗)∗
∣∣∣ ∀ℓ ∈ W ∗, m ∈ U∗, ‖ℓ‖2 + ‖m‖2 + 2Ω(ℓ,m) ≥ 0

}
,

and E∗(η, τ) the interior of E(η, τ), i.e. where the inequality in the definition is strict. When
W = U and η = τ we simply denote them E(η) and E∗(η). For Ω ∈ E(η, τ), we define the
Gaussian measure η⊗Ω τ on W ×U so that its marginals are given by η and τ respectively, and
such that Ω is the covariance bilinear map between the two marginals. For instance, the choice
of Ω = 0 leads to the product measure on W × U . One has following Gaussian integral, for
w ∈ W and u ∈ U

∫

W ×U
exp

(
〈w, x〉 − 1

2
‖w‖2

)(
〈u, y〉 − 1

2
‖u‖2

)
dη⊗Ωτ(x, y) = exp (Ω(w∗, u∗)) . (5)

Developing inside the integral on the left using Equation (4), and using the Taylor expansion of
the exponential of the right, one get by identifying the q-linear maps for different q, the relations
for q, q′ ≥ 0

∫

W ×U
Hq

x(w)Hq′
y (u)dη ⊗Ω τ(x, y) = δqq′q!Ω(w, u)q = δqq′q!Ω⊗q((w∗)⊗q, (u∗)⊗q)),

where Ω⊗q is seen as a bilinear map on (W ∗)⊗q × (U∗)⊗q.

2.2 Wiener chaos expansion

From now on, we assume that W = U and η = τ , so that Ω is a bilinear map on W ∗. The choice
of Ω = 〈 . , . 〉 in the previous paragraph leads to η ⊗Ω η being the diagonal measure on W ×W
induced by η. In that case, Equation (5) yields the classical orthogonality relations

∫

W
Hq

x(w)Hq′
x (u)dη(x) = δqq′q!〈w, u〉q . (6)

This relation allows us to detail the classical Wiener chaos decomposition for the space L2(η) in
our framework. We define the q-Hermite chaos spaces of functions

Hq = Vect
(
(x 7→ Hq

x(w))w∈W

)
.

The previous orthogonality relation (6) implies that the vector spaces Hq and Hq′ are orthogonal
for different q, q′. Moreover, their union coincides with the set of polynomials on W and is thus
dense in L2(η). We directly deduce the orthogonal decomposition

L2(η) =
∞⊕

q=0

Hq.

For f ∈ L2(η), we define the symmetric q-linear map fq on W and the qth Hermite projection
πq(f) as

fq =

∫

W
f(x)Hq

xdη(x) and πq(f) : x 7→ 1

q!
〈fq,H

q
x〉.

Then for q, q′ ∈ N and w ∈ W , one has

πq(Hq′
. (w))(y) =

1

q!

〈∫

W
Hq′

x (w)Hq
xdη(x) , Hq

y

〉
= δqq′

〈
(w∗)⊗q,Hq

y

〉
= δqq′Hq

y(w),
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where the second equality follows from Equation (6). It shows that the operator πq is indeed the
orthogonal projection of L2(η) onto the q-chaos space Hq. If we go back to a general coupling
Ω between η and itself on W ∗ ×W ∗, one obtain, for f, g ∈ L2(η), the following decomposition

∫

W ×W
f(x)g(y)dη ⊗Ω η(x, y) =

+∞∑

q,q′=0

∫

W ×W
πqf(x)πq′g(y)dη ⊗Ω η(x, y)

=
+∞∑

qq′=0

1

q!q′!

∫

W ×W
〈fq,H

q
x〉〈gq′

,Hq′
x 〉dη ⊗Ω η(x, y)

=
+∞∑

q=0

1

q!
Ω⊗q(fq, gq). (7)

2.3 Hermite expansion of distributions

Let f be a tempered distribution on W , and (fq)q as sequence of q-linear forms such that it
holds in the sense of tempered distribution the equality

f =
+∞∑

q=0

〈fq,H
q
x〉.

Note by a density argument, one necessary has

fq = f(hq), with hq : x 7→ Hq
x exp

(
−‖x‖2

2

)
.

For Ω ∈ E∗(η), the density ρΩ of the measure η ⊗Ω η w.r.t the Lebesgue measure on W ×W is
well-defined and is a function in the Schwartz class. Then the mapping Cf : E∗(η) → R given
by

Cf : Ω 7→ (f ⊗ f)(ρΩ)

is well defined, and as before it holds that for Ω ∈ E∗(η),

Cf (Ω) =
+∞∑

q=0

1

q!
Ω⊗q(fq, fq).

It shows that the function Cf is analytic on E∗(η), and the right-hand side corresponds to its
series expansion. Note that if f ∈ L2(η), the function Cf can be continuously extended to E(η).
Let A be a compact set of E∗(η) and Ω ∈ A. The integral remainder in Taylor expansion implies
that ∣∣∣∣∣∣

Cf (Ω) −
q−1∑

k=0

Ω⊗k(fk, fk)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤
(

sup
Ω∈A

1

q!
‖DqCf ‖

)
‖Ω‖q. (8)

This expression is an alternative to Arcones inequality, see [Arc94], which has the advantage of
being valid for any tempered distribution f . This bound is inspired from the results in [Gas21b],
and holds without any square integrability assumption on f , the downside being that one must
restrict Ω to E∗(η), otherwise Cf might be ill-defined (a typical example is the choice of function
f = δ0).

3 Positive definite functions, Hermitian form and convolution

The Fourier transform of a covariance function of a process Y : V → W is a measure taking
values in the space of Hermitian forms on W ∗. In the following, we expose the basic theory of
such measure.
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3.1 Positive Hermitian forms

Let W be a finite dimensional complex vector space. We denote by W the conjugate vector
space of W and Sesq(W ) = W ∗ ⊗W

∗
, the space of sesquilinear forms on W ∗, which is naturally

identified with the space of linear maps between W and W ∗. The image of an element Σ ∈
Sesq(W ), denoted by Im(Σ), is the image of this mapping, as a subspace of W ∗. If Σ ∈ Sesq(W ),
we define Σc ∈ Sesq(W ), the complex conjugate of Σ, via the formula for w1, w2 ∈ W

Σ∗(w1, w2) = Σ(w2, w1).

Let H(W ) be the space of Hermitian forms on W , that is the subspace of sesquilinear forms on
W invariant by complex conjugate. We simply write Σ(w) = Σ(w,w) when Σ is a Hermitian
form, since it depends only on the diagonal evaluations via the polarization identity.

Σ(w1, w2) =
1

4
(Σ(w1 + w2) − Σ(w1 − w2) + iΣ(w1 + iw2) − iΣ(w1 − iw2)) . (9)

An Hermitian form Σ is positive semi-definite if additionally, for all w ∈ W , Σ(w) ≥ 0. We will
denote by H+(W ) the set of positive semi-definite Hermitian form on W .

We now prove a few technical lemmas concerning Hermitian forms. Let Σ1, . . . ,Σq Hermitian
forms on complex vector spaces W1, . . . ,Wq. We define the Hermitian form on W1 ⊗ . . .⊗Wq

q⊗

k=1

Σk : (w1 ⊗ . . . ⊗wq) 7→
q∏

k=1

Σk(wk).

In particular, if Σ is a Hermitian form on W , then Σ⊗q is a Hermitian form on W⊗q.

Lemma 3.1. Let Σ1, . . . ,Σq positive semi-definite Hermitian forms on complex vector
spaces W1, . . . ,Wq. Then

⊗q
k=1 Σk is a positive semi-definite Hermitian form on W1 ⊗

. . .⊗Wq.

Proof. By the diagonalization theorem for Hermitian forms, for 1 ≤ k ≤ q there is a basis of Wk,
denoted w1

k, . . . , w
dk

k such that Σk(wi
k, w

j
k) = 0 if i 6= j. Let w ∈ ⊗q

k=1Wk. Decomposing w on
the induced basis on

⊗q
k=1Wk, so that

w =

di1
,...,diq∑

i1,...,iq=1

αik

k

q⊗

k=1

wik

k

one gets
q⊗

k=1

Σk(w) =

di1
,...,diq∑

i1,...,iq=1

q∏

k=1

|αik

k |2Σk(wik

k ) ≥ 0,

which proves that the measure µ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ µq is positive.

Lemma 3.2. Let Σ ∈ H+(W ∗), f ∈ W ∗ ⊗ W ∗ and 〈 . , . 〉 a Hermitian product on W .
Assume the existence of a subspace V of W , and application P : W ∗ → V so that Σ(·, ·) =
〈P (·), P (·)〉. Then

Σ⊗2(f, f) = ‖f(P (·), P (·))‖2.

Proof. Fixing a basis on W this identity simply reads

Tr(P̄P T fP P̄ T f̄) = ‖P T fP‖2.
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Given a symmetric element f ∈ W ∗ ⊗W ∗, we define its isotropic cone C(f) as the set

C(f) = {w ∈ W | f(w) = 0} .

Lemma 3.3. Let Σ ∈ H+(W ∗) and f ∈ W ⊗W . Then

Σ⊗2(f, f) = 0 ⇐⇒ Im(Σ) ⊂ C(f).

Proof. Let 〈 . , . 〉 be an Hermitian product on W . Since Σ is a non-negative Hermitian form, it
admits a unique Hermitian square root

√
Σ : W ∗ → W , so that

Σ(·, ·) = 〈
√

Σ(·),
√

Σ(·)〉,

From the previous lemma,

Σ⊗2(f, f) =
∥∥∥f
(√

Σ( . ),
√

Σ( . )
)∥∥∥

2
.

Since the maps Σ and
√

Σ have the same image, the right hand side cancels if and only if
Im(Σ) ⊂ C(f).

3.2 Positive Hermitian measure and Bochner Theorem

Let V be a finite dimensional real vector space and B(V ) be its Borel σ-field. Let W be a finite
dimensional complex vector space. A map µ : B(V ) → Sesq(W ) is a Hermitian measure over
W if for all w ∈ W , the mapping µw : E 7→ µ(E)(w) is a bounded signed measure on (V,B(V )),
and is positive if it is a non-negative measure. If one fix a basis of W , then on can think of µ as
a matrix of complex-valued measures such that for all measurable set E, such that the quantity
µ(E) is a Hermitian matrix, positive semi-definite if µ is positive.

A function Ω : V → Sesq(W ) is positive semi-definite if for all choice of vectors v1, . . . , vm ∈ V
and w1, . . . , wm ∈ W , one has

m∑

i,j=1

Ω(vi − vj)(wi, wj) ∈ R+.

When W = C, this is the usual definition of positive semi-definite functions. Bochner theorem
then states that there is an equivalence between being a continuous positive semi-definite complex
valued function, and being the Fourier transform of a bounded measure on the real line. We
show that this theorem has a straightforward extension to functions taking values in Sq(W ).

Lemma 3.4. Let Ω : V → Sq(W ). The two propositions are equivalents.

(1) Ω is a continuous positive semi-definite function.

(2) Ω is the Fourier transform of a positive Hermitian measure µ on V ∗ over W .

Proof. Let us prove first the direct implication. For w ∈ W , the function Ωw : v 7→ Ω(v)(w,w)
is a continuous complex valued positive semi-definite function. By the usual Bochner Theorem,
Ωw is the Fourier transform of a non-negative bounded measure on V ∗, denoted µw. Let E be
a measurable set in V ∗. The linearity of the Fourier transform and the polarization identity (9)
imply that the mapping

µ(E) : w 7→ µw(E)
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defines a positive semi-definite Hermitian form on W and that µ̂ = Ω. Conversely, Assume that
Ω = µ̂ is a positive Hermitian measure on V ∗ over W . Since the measure µ is bounded, the
function Ω is continuous. Let v1, . . . , vm ∈ V and w1, . . . , wm ∈ W . Then

0 ≤
∫

V ∗
dµ(ξ)

(
m∑

i=1

wie
2iπξ(vi)

)
=

m∑

i,j=1

∫

V ∗
e2iπξ(xi−xj)dµ(wi, wj) =

m∑

i,j=1

Ω(xi − xj)(wi, wj).

This shows that Ω is a positive semi-definite function.

Remark 3.5. If W is a real vector space instead of a complex vector space, we can embed it
in its complexification WC = W ⊗ C via the mapping w 7→ w ⊗ 1. A map Ω : V → (W ∗)⊗2

can be seen as a map taking values in Sesq(WC) via this embedding, and one can extend the
notion of positive definiteness for such bilinear maps Ω. The conclusion of Lemma 3.4 then
holds if one replace (2) by saying that Ω is the Fourier transform of a (symmetric) positive
Hermitian measure over WC. In particular, if X : V → W is a stationary Gaussian process
with continuous covariance function Ω, then its spectral measure µ = Ω̂ is a symmetric positive
Hermitian measure over WC.

3.3 Convolution of Hermitian measures

Let q ≥ 1, W1, . . . ,Wq be complex vector spaces and µ1, . . . , µq be Hermitian measures over
W1, . . . ,Wq respectively. We define the Hermitian measure µ1 ∗ . . . ∗ µq on V over

⊗q
k=1Wk by

the formula, for all vectors w1, . . . , wq in W1, . . . ,Wq respectively, by the formula

µ1 ∗ . . . ∗ µq(w1 ⊗ . . .⊗ wq) = µ1(w1) ∗ . . . ∗ µq(wq),

where on the right, the symbol ∗ denotes the usual convolution of measures. Alternatively, one
can construct the measure µ1 ∗. . .∗µq as the push-forward of the Hermitian measure µ1 ⊗ . . .⊗µq

on V q by the addition map from V q to V , meaning that for a measurable subset E of V one has

µ1 ∗ . . . ∗ µq(E) =

∫

V q
1E(x1 + . . . + xq)d(µ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ µq)(x1, . . . , xq).

If µ is a measure on V taking value in the space of Hermitian forms on a complex space W , we
define its q-fold convolution µ∗q as the convolution with itself q times.

Lemma 3.6. Assume that for 1 ≤ k ≤ q, the measures µk are positives Hermitian measures
over W1, . . . ,Wq respectively. Then the measures µ1 ⊗ . . .⊗ µq and µ1 ∗ . . . ∗ µq are positive
Hermitian measures.

Proof. The positivity of µ1⊗. . .⊗µq follows directly from Lemma 3.1. The positivity of µ1∗. . .∗µq

then follows from the definition of convolution.

Let ν be a bounded measure on V . We say that a positive Hermitian measure µ is absolutely
continuous w.r.t ν if for all w ∈ W , the measure µw is absolutely continuous w.r.t to ν, and
we write it µ ≪ ν. For instance, if W comes equipped with an Hermitian scalar product (so
one can take the trace of a sesquilinear form on W ), then one can define the trace measure
µTr : E 7→ Tr(µ(E)), and it is straightforward to see that µ ≪ µTr. By the Radon-Nikodym
theorem, there exists a non-negative function Σ : V → Sq(W ), uniquely defined up to a ν-null
set, such that dµ = Σ dν. Such a decomposition of µ will be called a representation of µ. Note
that for such a representation, one always has µTr ≪ ν.

Given a representation of µ, we define the image of µ, denoted by Im(µ), as the smallest
closed subset A ⊂ W ∗ such that

ν ({x ∈ V | Im(Σ(x)) 6⊂ A}) = 0.

This notion coincides with the essential range of the measurable function (x,w) 7→ Σ(x)(w, .),
and is independent of the representation of µ.
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Lemma 3.7. The image of a positive Hermitian measure µ does not depend on a choice of
representation.

Proof. Let ρ be another measure such that µ ≪ ρ. Up to replacing ρ by ν + ρ, and symmetry,
we can assume that ν ≪ ρ. Let dµ = Γdρ and dν = α dρ. By the chain rule, Γ = αΣ, so that
Γ and Σ have the same images on the subset {α > 0}. The conclusion follows, since 0 ∈ A and
the measures ν and ρ share the same null sets on the subset {α > 0}.

3.4 Hermitian measure and approximation of unity

Let γ = |φ̂|2, where φ is a test function as defined in introduction, and recall, for a measure ν,
the definitions of D−ν, D+ν and Dν. The proof of the following lemma is inspired from [Sae96].

Lemma 3.8. Let ν be a bounded measure on V . Then

lim inf
λ→+∞

∫

V
γλ(x)dν(x) ≥ ‖γ−‖1Dν

−(0),

and

lim sup
λ→+∞

∫

V
γλ(x)dν(x) ≤ ‖γ+‖1Dν

+(0).

Proof. One can assume that γ is radially decreasing, since one has the bounds γ− ≤ γ ≤ γ+.
One has ∫

V
γλ(x)dx =

∫ +∞

0
Vol{γλ > t}dt, (10)

meaning that the function t → Vol{γλ > t} is integrable on R+. More generally

∫

V
γλ(x)dν(x) =

∫

V

∫ γλ(x)

0
dtdν(x)

=

∫ +∞

0
ν{γλ > t}dt

=

∫ +∞

0

ν( 1
λ{γ > t})

λd
dt

=

∫ +∞

0

ν( 1
λ{γ > t})

Vol( 1
λ{γ > t})

Vol{γ > t}dt

The set {γ > t} is a centered ball, whose radius is decreasing and finite as soon as t > 0. For
ε > 0, there is a constant Cε such that

∫

V
γλ(x)dν(x) ≥ inf

R≤ Cε
λ

ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))

∫ +∞

ε
Vol{γ > t}dt.

Taking the lim inf as λ goes to +∞, then the limit as ε goes to zero, one deduce the first statement
thanks to Equation (10). As for the second statement, it is obvious if Dν+(0) = +∞, so one
can assume that it is finite. The integrand in the last line is non-negative and bounded above
by the quantity Mν(0) Vol{γ > t}, which is integrable from Equation (10) and the conclusion
follows by dominated convergence.

For a non-negative bounded measure ν on V , we define ‖ν‖2 = ‖f‖2 if the measure ν has a
density f ∈ L2(V ) w.r.t the Lebesgue measure, and ‖ν‖2 = +∞ otherwise. Alternatively, by
Plancherel theorem, ‖ν‖2 = ‖ν̂‖2, where ν̂ is the Fourier transform of ν, which is a continuous
bounded function on V ∗.
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Lemma 3.9. Let ν be a non-zero symmetric bounded measure on V . Then

Dν ∗ ν(0) = ‖ν‖2
2.

Proof. Let h be the Fourier transform of the function
1B(0,1)

Vol(B(0,1)) . Then |h(x)| ≤ h(0) = 1, h is
continuous, and

ν ∗ ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
=

∫

V ∗
h

(
x

R

)
ν̂2(x)dx.

If ‖ν‖2 < +∞ then this quantity converges towards ‖ν2‖2
2 by dominated convergence and

Plancherel theorem. If ‖ν‖2 = +∞, one has the lower bound

1B(0,R)

Vol(B(0, R))
≥ 1

2d

1B(0,R/2)

Vol(B(0, R/2))
∗ 1B(0,R/2)

Vol(B(0, R/2))
.

One deduce by Plancherel

ν ∗ ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
≥ 1

2d

∫

V ∗
h2
(
x

2R

)2

ν̂2(x)dx ≥
∫

B(0,A)
h2
(
x

2R

)2

ν̂2(x)dx,

for A > 0. Given such A, there is R large enough such that the integrand is an increasing
function of R towards the function ν̂2, and so by monotone convergence,

lim inf
R→0

ν ∗ ν(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
≥
∫

B(0,A)
ν̂2(x)dx.

The conclusion follows by letting A goes to +∞.

Lemma 3.10. Let E be a finite dimensional vector space. Let ν be a bounded measure on
V , Σ : V → E be a measurable function and f : E2 → R be a continuous function. Assume
that

ν ({x ∈ V | f(Σ(x),Σ(x)) > 0}) > 0.

Then there is α > 0 and a measurable subset C of V with positive measure such that

∀x, y ∈ C, f(Σ(x),Σ(y)) ≥ α.

Proof. Let F : (x, y) 7→ f(Σ(x),Σ(y)). We define

A = {x ∈ V | F (x, x) ≥ 2α} .

There are constants α, ε > 0 such that ν(A) > 2ε. By Lusin’s theorem, there is a compact
subset K ⊂ V such that ν(A \ K) ≤ ε and such the restriction of Σ to A ∩ K is uniformly
continuous. Let B = A ∩ K. Then ν(B) ≥ ε and the restriction of Σ to B is a uniformly
continuous function. The function F is thus uniformly continuous on B × B. We define ω its
the modulus of continuity, meaning in particular that for x, y ∈ B with ‖x− y‖ ≤ η,

F (x, y) ≥ 2α− ω(η).

Let us choose η small enough so that ω(η) ≥ α. The choice of a measurable subset C ⊂ B of
positive measure with diameter lower than η concludes the proof.
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Lemma 3.11. let µ be a Hermitian measure on V taking values in Sq+(W ∗), and f be a
symmetric element of W ∗ ⊗W ∗. If Im(µ) 6⊂ C(f) then

D−µ∗2(f)(0) > 0.

Proof. Assume that µ has the representation µ = Σdν, and define the function

F (x, y) = (Σ(x) ⊗ Σ(y)) (f).

Since Im(ν) 6⊂ C(f), then thanks to the equivalence given by Lemma 3.3, one has

ν ({x ∈ V | F (x, x) > 0}) > 0.

By the previous Lemma 3.10, there is α > 0 and a subset C of V such that ν(C) > 0 and such
that for x, y ∈ C, F (x, y) ≥ α. It implies that for R > 0,

µ∗2(f)(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
=

1

Vol(B(0, R))

∫

‖x−y‖≤R
F (x, y)dν(x)dν(y)

≥ α

Vol(B(0, R))

∫

‖x−y‖≤R
1C(x)1C(y)dν(x)dν(y)

≥ α
νC ∗ νC(B(0, R))

Vol(B(0, R))
,

where νC is the measure on V defined by the restriction of ν to C. Since ν(C) > 0, ‖νC‖2 > 0
and the conclusion follows immediately from Lemma 3.9.

Lemma 3.12. let µ be a Hermitian measure on V taking values in Sq+(W ∗), and f a
Hermitian form on W such that Im(µ) ⊂ C(f). Assume that µ has the representation
µ = Σdν, where either

(1) ν is the Lebesgue measure of V and Σ ∈ L2(V )

(2) ν is the Lebesgue measure of a smooth compact hypersurface M of V and Σ ∈ C1(M).

Then
Dµ∗2(f)(0) = 0.

Proof. Given a Riemannian submanifold M of V of codimension s, let dist be its induced
Riemannian distance, VolM is volume measure, and for x ∈ M and R > 0, let B(x,M) the
geodesic ball centered on x. If Σ is a function defined on M , we define

ΣR : x 7→ 1

VolM (BM (x,R))

∫

BM (x,R)
Σ(y)dν(y).

If M = V and Σ ∈ L2(V ), then for all R > 0, one also has that ΣR ∈ L2(V ) and by a standard
approximation technique, ‖ΣR − Σ‖2 = o(1) as R goes to 0. Similarly, if M is a compact
hypersurface and Σ ∈ C2(M), then using the Taylor expansion Σ(y) = Σ(x) + ∇xΣ · (y − x) +
o(‖y − x‖), one has by symmetry

‖ΣR − Σ‖∞ = o(R).

In cases (1) and (2) we get the estimate for small R

‖ΣR − Σ‖2 = o(Rs). (11)
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Note that for s ≥ 2 the Taylor expansion of ΣR yields a non-zero second order term, which
explained why we restricted ourselves to the case s ≥ 1. Since Im(µ) ⊂ C(f) then for almost all
x ∈ M ,

(Σ(x) ⊗ Σ(x)) (f) = 0.

There is a positive constant C such that for R small enough and x, y ∈ M with dist(x, y) ≤ M ,

VolM (BM (x,R))

Vol(B(0, R/2))
≤ C

Rs
, and dist(x, y) ≤ 2‖x− y‖.

One then has

µ∗2(f)(B(0, R/2))

Vol(B(0, R/2))
=

1

Vol(B(0, R/2))

∫

‖x−y‖≤ R
2

(Σ(x) ⊗ Σ(y)) (f)dν(x)dν(y)

≤ 1

Vol(B(0, R))

∫

dist(x,y)≤R
(Σ(x) ⊗ Σ(y)) (f)dν(x)dν(y)

≤ C

Rd−s

(∫

M
(Σ(x) ⊗ ΣR(x)) (f)dν(x) −

∫

M
(Σ(x) ⊗ Σ(x)) (f)dν(x)

)

≤ C

Rs
‖f‖2

∫

M
‖Σ(x)‖‖ΣR(x) − Σ(x)‖dν(x)

≤ C

Rs
‖f‖2‖Σ‖L2(ν)‖Σ − ΣR‖L2(ν)

≤ o(1),

where the last line follows from Equation (11). The conclusion follows by passing to the limit
as R goes to 0.
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4 Kac–Rice formula, chaotic expansion and random waves

In this section, we first expose standard material concerning the Kac–Rice formula, in particular
proving that one can formally embed its studies in light of the general framework of Section
1.1. We then compute the first terms of the chaotic expansion of the nodal volume. In a second
part, we study the regularity of the convolution of spherical measures, which will be crucial for
proving the fourth chaos asymptotics for the nodal volume of random waves.

4.1 The nodal measure of random fields

In this section we use the notation of the introduction. Let (δε
u)ε>0 be an approximation of

the Dirac mass at 0 in U , denoted by δ. We then define for φ a test function and λ > 0 the
approximated quantity

Zu,ε
λ (φ) =

∫

U
δε

u(x)Zx
λ(φ)dx.

We define the gradient field ∇Y : V → V ⊗U . By the co-area formula, one has the a.s. equality

Zu,ε
λ (φ) =

1

λd/2

∫

V
φ

(
v

λ

)
δε

u(Y (v))J(∇vY )dv,

where for an element D ∈ U ⊗ V , J(D) =
√

det(DDT ).

Lemma 4.1. We have the following convergence

Zu,ε
λ (φ) −→

ε→0
Zu

λ(φ)

a.s. and in L2(Ω).

Proof. The proof roughly follow the strategy in [Cratz-Leon]. One can show (see [Taylor-Adler]
when k = d or [Azais Wschebor]) that the function Zu

λ (φ) is almost surely continuous in u. It
implies the following a.s. convergence

Zu,ε
λ (φ) −→

ε→0
Zu

λ (φ).

To show that the convergence also holds in L2, it suffices to show that E[Zu,ε
λ (φ)2] converges to

E[Zu
λ(φ)2]. From the result of [Gass-Stecconi], the nodal volume is a continuous functional of the

covariance function of the field for the L2 norm, and in particular the functions u → E[Zu
λ (φ)2]

is continuous. From Fatou lemma, one has

E[Zu
λ(φ)2] ≤ lim inf

ε→0
E[Zu,ε

λ (φ)2].

Conversely, by Jensen one has

E[Zu,ε
λ (φ)2] ≤

∫

Rk
E[Zx

λ(φ)2]δε
u(x)dx,

and the right-hand side converges to E[Zu
λ (φ)2] by continuity, when ε goes to 0.

Let the random field X = (Y,∇Y ), going from V to the vector space

W = U × (U ⊗ V ) ≃ U ⊗ (R × V ),

with associated covariance Ω and spectral measure µ. Let f : U 7→ W be the tempered distribu-
tion, approximated by f ε, defined for x ∈ U and D ∈ U ⊗ V as

fu(x,D) = δu(x)J(D) and fu,ε(x,D) = δε
u(x)J(D) (12)
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The rescaled nodal volume measure then has the following formal expression

Zλ(φ) =
1

λd/2

∫

V
φ

(
v

λ

)
f(X(v))dv,

which must be understood as the limit in the L2 norm given by Lemma 3.1. In particular, the
random object Zλ(φ) formally matches the general setting (1).

4.2 Chaotic expansion of the nodal measure

The L2 convergence given by Lemma 4.1 implies that the function f has a well-defined chaotic
expansion of the form

f : x 7→
+∞∑

q=0

1

q!
〈fq,H

q
x〉,

and one can apply the general formalism developed in Section 2.

Remark 4.2. The zero set of Y is independent of the choice of scalar product on U , and one
can assume that Y (0) is a standard Gaussian random variable. Similarly, a linear change of
variables on V modifies the nodal measure dZ by a factor related to the determinant of the
Jacobian transformation. One can assume that, for any fixed u ∈ U , ∇〈Y (0), u〉 is a standard
Gaussian vector. Thus, the choice of scalar product on V is arbitrary. However, one cannot
assume that X(0) = (Y (0),∇Y (0)) is a standard Gaussian random variable. This is because
the scalar product induced by X(0) on W = U ⊗ (R × V ) is generally different from the one
inherited from any choice of scalar products on U and V due to a dimension argument. We must
work with a rescaled version of X and f such that X(0) becomes a standard Gaussian vector.

The semi-definiteness of r implies that r(−x) = r(x)T . Differentiating with respect to a
vector v at the point x = 0, we find that Cov(Y (0),∇Y (0)) is an anti-symmetric bilinear map.
If k = 1, this implies that Y (0) ⊥ ∇Y (0), and one can further assume that X(0) is a standard
Gaussian random variable, as explained in the previous paragraph. This fact partially explains
why providing sufficient conditions to ensure the positivity of the variance is a more delicate
task in the case k > 1 and is difficult to treat in full generality. We show that, under natural
additional constraints on the covariance function of the field, one can obtain asymptotic results.
To compute the chaotic expansion explicitly, we use the following general lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let (X,Y ) be a jointly Gaussian vector. Assume that X is non-degenerate
and let ρX be its Gaussian density. Let h be a continuous function with polynomial growth.
Then

E[δ(X)h(X,Y )] := lim
ε→0

E[δε(X)h(X,Y )] = E[h(0, Y )|X = 0]ρX(0).

If X and Y are independent then

E[δ(X)h(X,Y )] = E[h(0, Y )]ρX(0).

Proof. The growth condition ensures that all the quantities are well defined. By definition of
the conditional expectation

E[δε(X)h(X,Y )] =

∫
δε(u)E[h(x, Y )|X = x]ρX(x)dx.

Gaussian regression implies that the quantity x → E[h(x, Y )|X = x] is well defined for all x and
continuous. The conclusion follows by letting ε tend to zero.
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In light of Theorem 1.4 for the second chaos, we compute the spectral measure µ of the
process X = (Y,∇Y ), and some quantities related to the second chaotic component f2 of the
tempered distribution f defined in (12).

Lemma 4.4.

µ = ψ ⊗ [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] .

If U = R then
Im(µ) = {(1, 2iπξ) | ξ ∈ suppψ}C.

Proof. The first point follows from the fact that the Fourier transform derivation into multi-
plication. In particular, for q ≥ 0 the Fourier transform of the differential Dqr, taking values
in U × V ⊗q, is given when defined by ψ ⊗ (2iπξ)⊗q . As for the second point, notice that the
tensor (1, 2iπξ)⊗(1,−2iπξ) is of rank one and its image is exactly the line directed by the vector
(1, 2iπξ) ∈ R × V . The conclusion follows directly from the definition of the image of µ, since
µ ≪ ψ.

We now compute quantities related to the second chaotic component f2 of the formal function
f : (x,D) 7→ δ0(x)J(D). Let ρ(0) be the density at 0 of the vector Y (0). One can assume,
as explained in Remark 4.2, that Y (0) is a standard Gaussian vector, and that for one fixed
vector v ∈ U , the vector Yv = ∇〈Y (0), v〉 is a standard Gaussian vector. We define the following
quantities for a vector w perpendicular to v, that are associated to the chaotic projection of
order 0, 1, 2 and 4 of the volume of a u-level.

q = 0 :
α = E[f(X(0))]

q = 1 :
δ = E[f(X(0))Y (0)], χ = E[f(X(0))∇Y (0)]

q = 2 :

Λ = E[f(X(0))[Y (0)Y (0)T − Id]], Θ = E[f(X(0))Y (0)∇Y (0)]

βu =
1

d
E[f(X(0))(‖Yv‖2 − d)], κvw = E[f(X(0))Y T

v Yw],

q = 4 :

ζv =
1

d
E[f(X(0))(‖Yv‖2 − d)[Y (0)Y (0)T − Id]].

Lemma 4.5.

α 6= 0.

δ = αu, χ = 0.

Θ = 0, and Λ = α(uut − Id).

If Yv is independent to Yw, for w ⊥ v then

κvw = 0, βv =
α

d
and ζv = −α

d
Id.

Proof. The firsts statements are direct consequences of the symmetry of the Jacobian map, and
Lemma 4.3. The second part of the proof borrows a nice trick from [Not21]. Notice first that

α = ρ(u)E[J(∇Y (0))].
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Then the law of the vector Yv is invariant by rotation, which implies that

‖Yv‖ ⊥ Yv

‖Yv‖ .

Moreover, the formula for the moments of a χ2 distribution implies that

E[‖Yv‖3]

E[‖Yv‖]
= d+ 1.

Now

βv =
1

d
ρ(u)E[J(Yv , (Yw)w)‖Yv‖2] − α

=
1

d
ρ(u)E

[
J

(
Yv

‖Yv‖ , (Yw)w

)
‖Yw‖3

]
− α

⊥
=

1

d
ρ(u)E[J(Yv , (Yw)w)]

E[‖Yv‖3]

E[‖Yv‖]
− α

=
d+ 1

d
α− α

=
α

d
.

At last, by independence of Y and ∇Y ,

ζv =
βvΛ

α
=
α

d
(uut − Id).

4.3 Self-convolution of hypersurface measures

The goal of this subsection is to derive formulas for the convolution of continuous measures
supported on the sphere. These computations could certainly be approached from a probabilistic
perspective, specifically by considering the distribution of a uniform random walk, for which
precise results concerning the probability of returning close to zero after a small number of steps
exist; see, for instance, [BSWZZ12]. We define the convolution symbol ∗̄ as

µ ∗̄ ν = µ ∗̄ (ν(− ·)).

If the measure ν is symmetric w.r.t. the origin, it coincides with the usual convolution operation.
We say that a function f defined on the ball B(0, R) in Rd is polar-continuous if the function
f̃ : (r, θ) 7→ f(rθ) is continuous on [0, R] × Sd−1. The typical example of a polar continuous (but
not continuous) function is the mapping x 7→ x/‖x‖.

Lemma 4.6. Let σ be the uniform probability measure on the sphere of radius 1. Then
σ ∗ σ has a density w.r.t the Lebesgue measure given by

σ ∗ σ(x) = Cd
1

‖x‖(4 − ‖x‖2)
d−3

2 1B(0,2)(x),

for some normalization constant Cd. If ρ1, ρ2 are continuous functions on the sphere, then
the measure (ρ1σ) ∗̄ (ρ2σ) has a polar-continuous density w.r.t the measure σ ∗σ. Precisely,
if µθ designs the probability measure of the d− 2 dimensional sphere of radius 1 and normal
vector θ, then

lim
(r,θ)→(0,θ0)

d(ρ1σ) ∗̄ (ρ2σ)

dσ ∗ σ (r, θ) =

∫
ρ1(y)ρ2(y)dµθ0(y),
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Proof. Let M and N two compact hypersurface of Rd with respective Lebesgue measure σM

and σN . Let ρM and ρN be two smooth functions on M and N , respectively. We assume that
M and N are transverse, meaning that for all x ∈ M ∩ N , the unit normal vectors of the two
hypersurfaces at point x form an angle θx ∈]0, π[. By compactness, there is η > 0 such that for
all u ∈ B(0, η), M + u is also transverse to N . Moreover, M ∩N is a submanifold of dimension
d − 2, and by considering a ε-neighborhood of M and N respectively, one can observe, taking
the limit as ε goes to 0, that (ρMσM ) ∗̄ (ρNσN ) has a density in B(0, η) with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on Rd such that

(ρMσM ) ∗̄ (ρNσN )(0) =

∫

M∩N

ρM (x)ρN (x)

| sin(θx)| dσN∩M (x). (13)

A bit of geometry shows that two unit spheres whose centers are shifted by a vector x with norm
r ∈]0, 2[ intersects everywhere at an angle θr such that

sin

(
θr

2

)
=
r

2
, so that sin(θr) = 2r

√

1 −
(
r

2

)2

.

The intersection of the two spheres is a d − 2 dimensional sphere Bx of radius
√

1 − (
r
2

)2
.

Gathering this fact and Formula (13), we deduce that the convolution σ ∗ σ has a density
w.r.t. Lebesgue measure given by

σ ∗ σ(x) = Cd
1

‖x‖(4 − ‖x‖2)
d−3

2 1B(0,2)(x),

and more generally

(ρ1σ) ∗̄ (ρ2σ)(x) =

(∫

Bx

ρ1(y)ρ2(y)dµx(y)

)
σ ∗ σ(x),

where µx is the uniform probability measure on the d − 2 dimensional sphere Bx. Passing in
polar coordinates x = (r, θ), the sphere Bx converges, as r goes to 0 and θ goes to θ0, to the
d− 2 sphere Bθ0 of radius 1 and normal vector θ0, and

lim
(r,θ)→(0,θ0)

∫

Bx

ρ1(y)ρ2(y)dµx(y) =

∫

Bθ0

ρ1(y)ρ2(y)dµθ0(y).

Remark 4.7. The key assumption regarding the sphere is that it is everywhere positively curved.
The curvature implicitly appears as the differential of the normal vector at the start of the proof.
A similar degeneracy in the function σ ∗ σ could also be observed for more general positively
curved manifolds M , near the point x = 0 and along the boundary of the set of points x such
that M ∩ (M + x) 6= ∅. By linking the regularity of a function with the decay of its Fourier
transform, this provides an alternative heuristic explanation —beyond the usual stationary phase
approach— of why the Fourier transform of a set with positively bounded curvature exhibits
favorable decay properties (see the definition of test functions in Section 1.1).
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Lemma 4.8. Let σ be the uniform probability measure on the sphere of radius 1. Then the
measure σ∗4 has a density w.r.t the Lebesgue measure such that for some positive constant
Cd,

σ∗4(x) ≃
{
C2| log(‖x‖)| if d = 2,
Cd if d ≥ 3,

In dimension 2, let ω1 and ω2 be polar continuous functions on the closed ball B(0, 2). Then
there are positive constants C, C ′ such that

lim
x→0

1

| log(‖x‖)| (ω1σ
∗2) ∗̄ (ω2σ

∗2)(x) = C

∫

S1
ω1(0, θ)ω2(0, θ)dθ + C ′

∫

‖y‖=2
ω1(y)ω2(y)dy.

Proof. The previous Lemma 4.6 implies for d ≥ 3 that the measure σ ∗σ is square integrable. In
particular, the measure σ∗4 has a continuous density, and σ∗4(0) = ‖σ ∗ σ‖2

2 > 0. When d = 2,
the function σ ∗ σ is not square-integrable. One has

(ω1σ) ∗̄ (ω2σ)(x) = C

∫

Rd

1B(0,2)(x+ y)1B(0,2)(y)ω1(x+ y)ω2(y)

‖y‖‖x+ y‖
√

4 − ‖y‖2
√

4 − ‖x+ y‖2
dy.

We must understand the singular loci : near the point y = 0, and near the sphere ‖y‖ = 2. Let
x = (ε, θ). Near y = 0 we make the substitution y = εu. The singularity comes from the term
1/‖u‖‖θ + u‖ that integrates as a | log(ε)| on B(0, 2/ε). One can then isolate the mass of the
singularity for instance on the domain

Dε = B

(
0,

2

ε| log(ε)|

)
\B(0, | log(ε)|).

On this domain one has θ + u ≃ u and εu → 0, so that as ε goes to 0,

(ρ1σ) ∗̄ (ρ2σ)(x) ≃ C

∫

Dε

ω1(εu)ω2(εu)

4‖u‖2
dy ≃ C| log(ε)|

∫

S1
ω1(0, θ)ω2(0, θ)dθ.

By a similar argument one can obtain the same logarithmic scale near the sphere ‖y‖ = 2.

5 Proofs of the main theorems

In this section, we prove the main theorem stated in introduction. The first section is devoted
to the proof of the general theorems, which are relatively straightforward consequences of the
lemmas stated in Section 3. The second subsection exposes the proof related to the nodal
measure, which follow from the material developed in Section 4. In the following, we will use
the notation developed in the previous subsection.

5.1 Proofs of the general theorems

In this section, we prove the general theorems stated in introduction, namely 1.1, Corollaries
1.2 and 1.3 and Theorem 1.4. For u, v ∈ V , one has from Equation (7)

Var(f(X(u)), f(X(v))) =
+∞∑

q=1

E[πq(f)(X(u))πq(f)(X(v))] =
+∞∑

q=1

1

q!
(Ω(u− v))⊗q(fq, fq).

One deduce that

Var(Zλ(φ)) =
+∞∑

q=1

1

λd

∫

V 2
φ

(
u

λ

)
φ

(
v

λ

)
E[πq(f)(X(u))πq(f)(X(v))]dudv

=
+∞∑

q=1

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)),
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proving the first part of the lemma. As for the second part, the stationarity implies the relation

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) =

1

q!

∫

V
(Ω(u− v))⊗q(fq, fq)

(
1

λd
φ

(
.

λ

)
∗ φ

(− .

λ

))
(v)dv

Using Plancherel theorem, one obtain

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) =

1

q!

∫

V ∗
λd|φ̂(λξ)|2d ̂Ω⊗q(fq, fq)(ξ) =

1

q!

∫

V ∗
γλ(ξ) dµ∗q(fq)(ξ).

The proof of Corollary 1.2 is a direct application of Lemma 3.8 applied to the measure µ∗q(fq).
As for the next Corollary 1.3, the integrability assumption on the density Σ implies that Σ∗q is
a bounded and continuous function. So that

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(q)
λ (φ)) = Σ∗q(fq)(0).

The conclusion follows from the convolution formula

Σ∗q(0) =

∫

ξ1+...+ξq=0

q⊗

k=1

Σ(ξk)dξ.

When q = 1 and q = 2, these expressions reduces to the formulas stated.

5.2 Proofs of the variance of the nodal measure

The first section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.5. The second subsection is devoted to
the proof Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8. The last subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem
1.9.

5.2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.5

The proof of the asymptotic normality exactly follows the same strategy as [NT20], and is based
on the Fourth moment theorem [NP05]. The argument for the cancellation of the contractions
is completely identical. The only difference is that in our setting, f is a tempered distribution
and one cannot use directly the usual Arcones inequality [Arc94] to upper bound the variance
of Zλ(φ), and we detail here the proof for the variance bound. We use the notations of Section
2.3. By assumption on the field, one has Ω(v) ∈ E∗(η), where η is the Gaussian measure on W .
We define, for v 6= 0 the quantity

E[f(0)f(v)] = (f ⊗ f)(ρΩ).

It follows from [GS24] applied with p = 2, or directly from the standard divided difference trick
presented in the introduction of that paper, that there is a constant C such that for v ∈ B(0, 1)

E[f(0)f(v)] ≤ C. (14)

By Kac–Rice formula

Var(Zλ(φ)) =

∫

V \{0}

1

λd
φ ∗ φ

(
v

λ

)
E [f(X(0))f(X(v))] dv + E[Zλ(φ)]21k=d

Since Ω converges to 0 as ‖v‖ → +∞, by compactness one can find a compact A of E∗(η) such
that for all v ∈ V \ B(0, 1), one has Ω(v) ∈ A. Then by Equation (8), there is a constant Cq

such that for v ∈ V \B(0, 1),
∣∣∣∣∣∣
E [f(X(0))f(X(v))] −

q−1∑

k=0

E [fk(X(0))fk(X(v))]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ Cq‖Ω‖q. (15)

The function 1
λdφ ∗ φ(·/λ) uniformly converges to the constant function 1, and the convergence

of the variance of Z
(q+)
λ (φ) follows by dominated convergence, gathering Equation (14) and (15).
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5.2.2 Proof of Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.8

Let Σ = Ω̂ be the spectral density of the random process X = (Y,∇Y ) that takes values in the
space W = U × (U ⊗ V ) ≃ U ⊗ (R × V ). It follows from Corollary 1.7 that the limit expression
for the variance is given by the quantity

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) =

1

2

∫

V ∗
Tr(f2Σ(ξ)f2Σ(ξ))dξ.

According to Lemma 4.4, the spectral density Σ has expression

Σ(ξ) = ψ(ξ) ⊗ [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] . (16)

• Assume the hypothesis (H1):

It follows from Lemma 4.5 that the second chaotic component f2 has the expression, in an
orthogonal basis on W

f2 = Id ⊗
(

−α 0

0 α
d Id

)
.

Using the definition of the trace, or equivalently the mixed product property, and the second
part of Lemma 3.2 applied to the rank one matrix (1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ), one gets

Tr (f2Σ(ξ)f2Σ(ξ)) = Tr(σ(ξ)2)

(
(1, 2iπξ)T

(
−α 0

0 α
d Id

)
(1,−2iπξ)

)2

= α2

(
−1 +

4π2

d
‖ξ‖2

)2

‖ψ(ξ)‖2
2. (17)

Since the function ψ is in L2 and is non identically zero, it cannot be supported on the zero set
of a non-zero quadratic equation. Therefore, this last quantity is not the zero function and

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) > 0.

Note that the proof didn’t make use of Theorem 1.4 because the computation are explicit. If
we remove the hypothesis of square integrability on µ, then let dψ = ς(ξ)dν be a representation
of σ. We deduce the following representation for the spectral measure µ

dµ = Θ(ξ)dν, with Θ(ξ) = ς(ξ) ⊗ [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] dν.

In the case k = 1 the isotropic cone of f2 and the image of µ are given explicitly from Lemma
4.4 by

C(f2) = {(1, 2iπξ) | ‖ξ‖ = d}C and Im(µ) = {(1, 2iπξ) | ξ ∈ suppσ}C,

and Im(µ) ⊂ C(f2) if and only if the measure σ is supported on the sphere of radius
√
d/2π, i.e.

if Y is a random wave. The conclusion of Theorem 1.8 directly follows from the two points of
Theorem 1.4, applied to the sphere as a smooth compact hypersurface of V ∗. In the case k > 1,
the computation of the isotropic cone and the image are not convenient and we follow a more
direct approach. The same computation as in Equation (17) shows that

Tr (f2ς(ξ)f2ς(ξ)) = α2

(
−1 +

4π2

d
‖ξ‖2

)2

‖ς(ξ)‖2
2. (18)

If Y is not a random wave then this quantity is positive on a set of positive ν-measure, and the
conclusion follows from the proof Lemma 3.11. Conversely, if Y is a regular random wave then

30



this quantity cancels for all ξ in the support of ν and the conclusion of Theorem 1.8 follows from
the proof of Lemma 3.12, and in particular the second point.

• Assume the hypothesis (H2):

If U = R, the result follows directly from the previous hypothesis. If k > 1 one can assume
that, up to a change of coordinates on V , ∇〈Y, u〉 is a standard Gaussian. Let ψu be the spectral
density of 〈Y, u〉. The spectral density Σ is block diagonal with block Σu and Σu⊥ , where

Σu(ξ) = ψu(ξ) [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] .

By independence, it follows from Lemma 4.5 that the second chaotic component is block diagonal
with blocks f2,u and f2,u⊥, where

f2,u =

(
−α 0

0 αM

)

and M is a matrix (it is actually a diagonal matrix with trace d). As in the proof for hypothesis
(H1), one has

Tr (f2Σ(ξ)f2Σ(ξ)) ≥
(

−α+ 4π2α

d
ξTMξ

)2

|ψu(ξ)|2,

and the conclusion follows in a similar fashion as in the previous case.

• Assume the hypothesis (H3):

Let F a continuous Gaussian field from V to R with covariance function q and spectral
measure ω, such that Y = ∇F . The field Y is taking values in V and one can assume by a
proper rescaling that r(0) = Hess q(0) = Id. Then, refining expression (16), one has

Σ(ξ) = ω(ξ) [(2iπξ) ⊗ (−2iπξ)] ⊗ [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] .

As for the second chaotic component f2, it can be written in an orthonormal basis as

f2 =

(
−α Id 0

0 H

)
,

for some matrix M . As pointed out in Remark 4.2 we have to work with the rescaled field
X̃ = ΠX. Because Y (0) is already a standard Gaussian vector, independent from ∇Y (0), the
mapping Π can be chosen so that it only acts on the part V ⊗ V of W . The mapping Σ̃ has
rank one, and it follows again from Lemma 3.2 that

Tr
(
f2Σ̃(ξ)f2Σ̃(ξ)

)
= ω(ξ)2

(
−4π2ξ2α+ (Π(2iπξ) ⊗ (2iπξ))THΠ(−2iπξ) ⊗ (−2iπξ)

)2
.

The conclusion follows in a similar fashion as in the previous case.

• Conclusion:

The Hermite rank of the nodal volume functional is two, and r ∈ L2(V ). It follows from
Theorem 1.5 applied with q = 2 that the limiting variance of Zλ exists, is finite and under any
of the three hypotheses of Lemma 1.7, is positive thanks to the lower bound

Var(Zλ(φ)) ≥ Var(Z
(2)
λ (φ)) > 0.

The CLT for Zλ(φ) again follows from Theorem 1.5.
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Remark 5.1. For u-level with u 6= 0, one can prove by similar arguments that there is no second
chaos cancellation for the isotropic random waves model. Indeed, Equation (18) becomes, thanks
to Lemma 4.5,

Tr (f2Σ(ξ)f2Σ(ξ)) = α2

(
‖u‖2 − 1 +

4π2

d
‖ξ‖2

)2

+ (k − 1)α2

(
−1 +

4π2

d
‖ξ‖2

)2

> 0.

Since the measure µ is not square integrable, the limiting variance explodes and one can explicitly
compute the asymptotics, as it has been done in [Ros16], and prove the CLT by standard
methods.

5.2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.9

Let µ be the spectral measure of the process (Y,∇Y ) taking values in the space of Hermitian
forms on W = U ⊗ (R × V ). We want to apply Theorem 1.4 with q = 2, i.e. to show that
Im(µ∗2) /∈ C(f4) and conclude that the variance converges to a limit constant. The case d = 2
is a bit different because of the logarithmic singularity in Lemma 4.8, but the proof follows the
same line as in the case d ≥ 3 with minor adaptations that will be detailed.

From Lemma 4.4, the spectral measure µ has a density w.r.t the spherical measure σ given
by

dµ(ξ) = Id ⊗ [(1, 2iπξ) ⊗ (1,−2iπξ)] dσ(ξ),

Thanks to Lemma 4.6, the measure µ ∗ µ has a density Σ w.r.t the measure σ ∗ σ, which is
bounded and polar-continuous. In light of 1.4 with q = 2, we want to show that Im(Σ) /∈ C(f4).
Since Σ is polar-continuous, it is enough to show the following lemma, whose proof is postponed
to the end of the present proof.

Lemma 5.2. For θ ∈ Sd−1, one has

Im(Σ(0, θ)) 6⊂ C(f4).

We distinguish the cases d = 2 and d ≥ 3.

Case d ≥ 3:

In that case, Ω ∈ L4 and it follows from Theorem 1.5 that the variance of Z
(4+)
λ (φ) converges

to a finite constant, which is positive thanks to Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 1.4, and satisfies a CLT.

Since the variance of Z
(2)
λ (φ) converges to zero, then Z

(2)
λ (φ) converges in probability to zero

and the CLT for Zλ(φ) follows from Slutsky’s Theorem.

Case d = 2:

The variance of the fourth chaos has the expression

Var(Z
(4)
λ (φ)) =

1

24

∫

Rd

(
|φ̂|2

)
λ

(ξ) d(µ ∗ µ)∗2(f4)(ξ)

=
1

24

∫

Rd

(
|φ̂|2

)
λ

(ξ) d
[
Σ(σ∗2) ∗ Σ(σ∗2)

]
(f4)(ξ)

The variance asymptotics is explicit thanks to Lemma 4.8. By integration of equivalences, it is
given for some positive constant C,C ′ by

lim
λ→+∞

Var(Z
(4)
λ (φ))

log(λ)
= C

∫

S1
Σ(0, θ)⊗2(f4)dθ + C ′

∫

‖ξ‖=
√

d
π

Σ(ξ)⊗2(f4)dx.
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Note that both terms are non-negative. From Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 3.3, the integrand in
the first term is positive and the conclusion follows. Note that one can completely explicit the
Hermitian form Σ (see for instance the following proof of Lemma 5.2), and the fourth chaotic
projection f4 (by similar computation as in Lemma 4.5) to explicit the limiting constant. The

CLT for Z
(4)
λ (φ) follows directly from the fourth Moment theorem, since Ω ∈ L6 implies that

the contractions tends to zero. The variance of Z
(6+)
λ (φ) converges to a constant, and so does

the variance of Zλ(φ) − Z
(4)
λ (φ). The CLT for Zλ(φ) follows from Slutsky’s Theorem.

Proof of Lemma 5.2 :

Proof. Assume first that U = R, i.e. k = 1. The mapping Σ acts on the space of Hermitian
forms on the complexification of the space W = R×V . Let e0, e1, . . . , ed be a basis of R×V .The
choice of θ is unimportant by isotropy of the problem and one can assume that θ = e2. We write
the mapping Σ(0, e2) in the induced basis on V . For 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ d and 0 ≤ k ≤ l ≤ d, we define

Σ(ij)(kl) = Σ(0, e2)(Sym(ei ⊗ ej),Sym(ek ⊗ el)),

All these quantities can be computed thanks to the second part of Lemma 4.6 : let ρ0 = 1 and
for 1 ≤ j ≤, let ρj : x 7→ 2iπ〈x, ej〉. If we define B1 the d− 2-sphere of radius 1, normal vector
e2 and uniform probability measure σ2, then up to a normalization constant C one has

Σ(ij)(kl) = C

∫

B1

ρi(x)ρj(x)ρk(x)ρl(x)d σ2(x).

One can explicitly compute all the coefficient of Σ but it won’t be necessary : all we need is to
observe that Σ(01)(01) > 0, and for (ij) 6= (01), one has Σ(01)(ij) = 0 by symmetry. It implies
that the unit vector Sym(e0 ⊗ e1) is in the image of Σ(0, θ). Then

(f4)(Sym(e0 ⊗ e1),Sym(e0 ⊗ e1)) = f4(e0 ⊗ e0 ⊗ e1 ⊗ e1)

= E[f(X(0))(Y (0)2 − 1)((∂1Y (0))2 − 1)]

= ζ

where the last equality follows from Lemma 4.5. Since ζ 6= 0, it implies that Sym(e0⊗e1) /∈ C(f4)
and thus that Im(Σ(0, θ)) 6⊂ C(f4), which proves the lemma in the case k = 1.

For general U , the mapping Σ acts on the space of Hermitian forms on the complexification
of the space W = U ⊗ (R × V ). Let u1, . . . , uk be a basis of U . Notice first that the action of
mapping Σ can be decomposed as the sum of its actions on each space Wi = {ui} ⊗ (R× V ), by
independence of the coordinates. It then suffices to apply the reasoning above reasoning for k = 1,
to the restriction of Σ to any of these spaces to show that the unity vector Sym((ui⊗e0)⊗(ui⊗e1))
is in the image of Σ(0, e2), but not in the isotropic cone C(f4), and the conclusion follows.

References

[ADD24] J.-M. Azaïs, F. Dalmao, and C. Delmas. “Multivariate CLT for critical points”.
In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.09117 (2024).

[AGLS] M. Ancona, L. Gass, T. Letendre, and M. Stecconi. “Zeros and critical points of
Gaussian fields : cumulant asymptotics and central limit theorem”. In: To appear
().

[Arc94] M. A. Arcones. “Limit theorems for nonlinear functionals of a stationary Gaussian
sequence of vectors”. In: The Annals of Probability (1994), pp. 2242–2274.

[Ber77] M. V. Berry. “Regular and irregular semiclassical wavefunctions”. In: J. Phys. A
10.12 (1977), pp. 2083–2091.

33



[BM83] P. Breuer and P. Major. “Central limit theorems for non-linear functionals of
Gaussian fields”. In: Journal of Multivariate Analysis 13.3 (1983), pp. 425–441.

[BSWZZ12] J. M. Borwein, A. Straub, J. Wan, W. Zudilin, and D. Zagier. “Densities of
short uniform random walks”. In: Canadian Journal of Mathematics 64.5 (2012),
pp. 961–990.

[Cam19] V. Cammarota. “Nodal area distribution for arithmetic random waves”. In: Trans.
Amer. Math. Soc. 372.5 (2019), pp. 3539–3564.

[CH20] Y. Canzani and B. Hanin. “Local universality for zeros and critical points of
monochromatic random waves”. English. In: Commun. Math. Phys. 378.3 (2020),
pp. 1677–1712.

[CM18] V. Cammarota and D. Marinucci. “A quantitative central limit theorem for the
Euler–Poincaré characteristic of random spherical eigenfunctions”. In: The Annals
of Probability 46.6 (2018), pp. 3188–3228.

[Cuz76] J. Cuzick. “A Central Limit Theorem for the Number of Zeros of a Stationary
Gaussian Process”. In: The Annals of Probability 4.4 (1976), pp. 547–556.

[DEL19] F. Dalmao, A. Estrade, and J. Leon. “On 3-dimensional Berry’s model”. In: arXiv
preprint arXiv:1912.09774 (2019).

[DM79] R. L. Dobrushin and P. Major. “Non-central limit theorems for non-linear func-
tional of Gaussian fields”. In: Zeitschrift für Wahrscheinlichkeitstheorie und ver-
wandte Gebiete 50 (1979), pp. 27–52.

[DNPR20] G. Dierickx, I. Nourdin, G. Peccati, and M. Rossi. “Small scale CLTs for the nodal
length of monochromatic waves”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2005.06577 (2020).

[EL16] A. Estrade and J. R. Leon. “A central limit theorem for the Euler characteristic
of a Gaussian excursion set”. In: Annals of probability: An official journal of the
Institute of Mathematical Statistics 44.6 (2016), pp. 3849–3878.

[Gar23] A. Garcia-Ruiz. “A relation between two different formulations of the Berry’s
conjecture”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.14906 (2023).

[Gas21a] L. Gass. “Almost-sure asymptotics for Riemannian random waves”. In: To appear
in Bernoulli Journal (2021).

[Gas21b] L. Gass. Variance of the number of zeros of dependent Gaussian trigonometric
polynomials. Mar. 2021. arXiv: 2103.08002 [math.PR].

[Gas21c] L. Gass. zCumulants asymptotics for the zeros counting measure of real Gaussian
processes. 2021. arXiv: 2112.08247 [math.PR].

[GMT24] F. Grotto, L. Maini, and A. P. Todino. “Fluctuations of polyspectra in spherical
and Euclidean random wave models”. In: Electronic Communications in Probabil-
ity 29 (2024), pp. 1–12.

[GS24] L. Gass and M. Stecconi. “The number of critical points of a Gaussian field: finite-
ness of moments”. In: Probability Theory and Related Fields (2024), pp. 1–31.

[Her62] C. Herz. “Fourier transforms related to convex sets”. In: Annals of Mathematics
75.1 (1962), pp. 81–92.

[Kac43] M. Kac. “On the average number of real roots of a random algebraic equation”.
In: Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 49 (1943), pp. 314–320.

[KKW13] M. Krishnapur, P. Kurlberg, and I. Wigman. “Nodal length fluctuations for arith-
metic random waves”. In: Ann. of Math. (2) 177.2 (2013), pp. 699–737.

34

https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.08002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.08247


[KL01] M. F. Kratz and J. R. Leon. “Central limit theorems for level functionals of sta-
tionary Gaussian processes and fields”. In: Journal of Theoretical Probability 14
(2001), pp. 639–672.

[Lac22a] R. Lachièze-Rey. “Diophantine Gaussian excursions and random walks”. In: Elec-
tronic Journal of Probability 27 (2022), pp. 1–33.

[Lac22b] R. Lachièze-Rey. “Variance linearity for real Gaussian zeros”. In: Annales de
l’Institut Henri Poincare (B) Probabilites et statistiques. Vol. 58. 4. Institut Henri
Poincaré. 2022, pp. 2114–2128.

[Mar23] D. Marinucci. “Some recent developments on the geometry of random spherical
eigenfunctions”. In: Proceedings European Congress of Mathematics. 2023, pp. 337–
365.

[MN24] L. Maini and I. Nourdin. “Spectral central limit theorem for additive functionals
of isotropic and stationary Gaussian fields”. In: The Annals of Probability 52.2
(2024), pp. 737–763.

[MPRW16] D. Marinucci, G. Peccati, M. Rossi, and I. Wigman. “Non-universality of nodal
length distribution for arithmetic random waves”. In: Geom. Funct. Anal. 26.3
(2016), pp. 926–960.

[MRW20] D. Marinucci, M. Rossi, and I. Wigman. “The asymptotic equivalence of the sample
trispectrum and the nodal length for random spherical harmonics”. In: Ann. Inst.
Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 56.1 (2020), pp. 374–390.

[MW11] D. Marinucci and I. Wigman. “The defect variance of random spherical harmon-
ics”. In: Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 44.35 (Aug. 2011),
p. 355206.

[Nic17] L. I. Nicolaescu. “A CLT concerning critical points of random functions on a
Euclidean space”. In: Stochastic Processes and their Applications 127.10 (2017),
pp. 3412–3446.

[NN20] I. Nourdin and D. Nualart. “The functional breuer–major theorem”. In: Probability
Theory and Related Fields 176.1 (2020), pp. 203–218.

[Not21] M. Notarnicola. “Fluctuations of nodal sets on the 3-torus and general cancellation
phenomena.” In: ALEA. Latin American Journal of Probability & Mathematical
Statistics 18 (2021).

[NP05] D. Nualart and G. Peccati. “Central limit theorems for sequences of multiple
stochastic integrals”. In: The Annals of Probability 33.1 (2005), p. 177.

[NP12] I. Nourdin and G. Peccati. Normal approximations with Malliavin calculus. Vol. 192.
Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics. From Stein’s method to universality. Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012, pp. xiv+239.

[NPP11] I. Nourdin, G. Peccati, and M. Podolskij. “Quantitative Breuer–major theorems”.
In: Stochastic Processes and their Applications 121.4 (2011), pp. 793–812.

[NPR19] I. Nourdin, G. Peccati, and M. Rossi. “Nodal statistics of planar random waves”.
In: Comm. Math. Phys. 369.1 (2019), pp. 99–151.

[NT20] D. Nualart and A. Tilva. “Continuous Breuer-Major theorem for vector valued
fields”. In: Stochastic Analysis and Applications 38.4 (2020), pp. 668–685.

[PT11] G. Peccati and M. S. Taqqu. Wiener chaos: moments, cumulants and diagrams.
Vol. 1. Bocconi & Springer Series. A survey with computer implementation, Sup-
plementary material available online. Springer, Milan; Bocconi University Press,
Milan, 2011, pp. xiv+274.

35



[Ric45] S. O. Rice. “Mathematical analysis of random noise”. In: Bell System Tech. J. 24
(1945), pp. 46–156.

[Ros16] M. Rossi. “The geometry of spherical random fields”. In: arXiv preprint arXiv:1603.07575
(2016).

[Ros19] M. Rossi. “Random nodal lengths and Wiener chaos”. In: Probabilistic methods
in geometry, topology and spectral theory. Vol. 739. Contemp. Math. Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 2019, pp. 155–169.

[RW08] Z. Rudnick and I. Wigman. “On the volume of nodal sets for eigenfunctions of the
Laplacian on the torus”. In: Ann. Henri Poincaré 9.1 (2008), pp. 109–130.

[Sae96] S. Saeki. “On Fatou-type theorems for non-radial kernels”. In: Mathematica Scan-
dinavica (1996), pp. 133–160.

[ST25] M. Stecconi and A. p. Todino. “TBA”. In: (2025).

[Wig09] I. Wigman. “On the distribution of the nodal sets of random spherical harmonics”.
In: J. Math. Phys. 50.1 (2009), pp. 013521, 44.

[Yau82] S. Yau. Seminar on Differential Geometry. Annals of Mathematics Studies. Prince-
ton University Press, 1982.

36


	Introduction and main results
	A general framework
	Nodal volume of Gaussian fields
	Random waves and second chaos cancellation
	Asymptotics of the fourth chaos

	Hermite polynomials and Wiener chaos expansion
	Hermite polynomials
	Wiener chaos expansion
	Hermite expansion of distributions

	Positive definite functions, Hermitian form and convolution
	Positive Hermitian forms
	Positive Hermitian measure and Bochner Theorem
	Convolution of Hermitian measures
	Hermitian measure and approximation of unity

	Kac–Rice formula, chaotic expansion and random waves
	The nodal measure of random fields
	Chaotic expansion of the nodal measure
	Self-convolution of hypersurface measures

	Proofs of the main theorems
	Proofs of the general theorems
	Proofs of the variance of the nodal measure


