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Abstract

Let f : Rd → Rk be a smooth centered stationary Gaussian field and K ⊂ Rd be a
compact set. In this paper, we determine the asymptotics as n → ∞ of all the cumulants of
the (d− k)-dimensional volume of f−1(0) ∩nK. When k = 1, we obtain similar asymptotics
for the number of critical points of f in nK. Our main hypotheses are some regularity and
non-degeneracy of the field, as well as mild integrability conditions on the first derivatives of
its covariance kernel. As corollaries of these cumulants estimates, we deduce a strong Law
of Large Numbers and a Central Limit Theorem for the nodal volume (resp. the number
of critical points) of a smooth non-degenerate field whose covariance kernel admits square
integrable derivatives at any order. Our results hold more generally for a one-parameter
family (fn) of Gaussian fields admitting a stationary local scaling limit as n → ∞, for
example Kostlan polynomials in the large degree limit.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Overview and motivations

The study of the zeros, or nodal sets, of Gaussian processes and random fields has a long and
rich history, rooted in the pioneering works of Kac and Rice [36, 53], and has since grown into a
significant area of probability theory, see [10, 1, 59, 60]. Classical problems in this field focus on
understanding the distribution and asymptotics of the number of zeros and critical points, nodal
volume, and other nodal-related observables, often leveraging the celebrated Kac–Rice formula
(see [36, 53, 57, 15, 46]) for integral expressions of moments. We mention for instance the papers
[61, 38, 20, 44, 33, 51, 54, 21, 26, 41] for asymptotics related to the nodal measure of random
waves, [48, 45, 13, 12] for asymptotics of excursion sets, [55, 19, 30, 32, 31, 23, 42, 6, 2, 3, 40]
for the random real algebraic geometry setting.

Previous works, such as those employing Wiener chaos expansions, have successfully ad-
dressed variance asymptotics and CLTs for zeros in specific models, e.g. [9, 22, 6], but general
methods for studying higher moments are still a work in progress, often constrained by strong
decay assumptions on the covariance functions, or by the dimensionality of the problem. Partic-
ularly, in dimension one, several results prove the convergence of central moments or cumulants
under the assumption of a sufficiently fast polynomial decay of the covariance kernel, see for
instance the [49] for zeros of analytic functions, extended by Ancona and Letendre in [2, 3, 4]
in a real smooth setting, and for a broader class of geometric statistics in [17]. These results
have been refined by Gass [27] to L2 decaying kernels, thus matching the classical framework of
Breuer–Major theorem [18] for non-singular local functionals of Gaussian processes. This frame-
work in particular encompasses slowly decaying kernels, such as the sinc kernel that appear as
the scaling limit of various models of random polynomials [34, 50, 28].

In the higher dimensional setting, even showing the finiteness of the p–moments of the nodal
volume of a random field is a delicate problem that have been the object of extensive research
over the past years, see for instance [43, 11, 12, 8, 39, 7]. In particular, the recent papers [29, 5]
prove that under mild nondegeneracy and smoothness assumptions, the volume of the zero set
and the number of critical points of a Gaussian random field have finite moments of all orders,
in arbitrary dimension. Exploiting the relation between the topology of excursion sets and the
number of critical points, these moments bounds have been used to prove CLT for of various
topological quantities related to excursion sets of stationary Gaussian fields, see [12, 35].

In this paper, we combine the strategy developed in [4, 27] for proving the cumulant asymp-
totics in the one dimensional case, and the strategy developed in [29, 5] to prove the aforemen-
tioned finiteness of moments in the higher dimensional case, in order to study the moments of
the nodal volume and critical points of smooth Gaussian fields, in arbitrary dimensions. Specif-
ically, we derive the exact asymptotics for the moments and cumulants of the nodal volume
and critical points and the associated linear statistics, under regularity, integrability, and non-
degeneracy conditions. These results lead to a strong law of large numbers (SLLN) for both the
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nodal volume and the number of critical points, polynomial concentration around the mean to
any order, and a central limit theorem (CLT) by the method of cumulants.

1.2 Main results for the nodal volume of stationary Gaussian fields

In the following, all the random variables considered are defined on a common abstract proba-
bility space (Ω,F ,P) and E,Var will denote the associated expectation and variance.

Let d ≥ k, q ≥ 1 be positive integer. We call the set of zeros of a function f : Rd → Rk the
nodal set of f and we denote it as follows:

Z(f) :=
{
x ∈ Rd

∣∣∣ f(x) = 0
}
.

Assuming that f is of class Cq(Rd,Rk) and that 0 is a regular value for f , meaning that there is
no x ∈ Rd such that f(x) = ∂1f(x) = · · · = ∂df(x) = 0, then by the implicit function theorem,
Z(f) is a Cq submanifold of Rd of dimension d− k. We denote by

νf (K) = Vold−k (Z(f) ∩K) (1.1)

the (d − k)–dimensional volume, i.e., Hausdorff measure, of Z(f) ∩ K, for any Borel subset
K ⊂ Rd. For instance, when d = k, then νf (K) is the cardinality of Z(F ) ∩ K. Such νf is a
Borel measure on Rd, that is finite on every compact subset.

In this paper we are concerned with the random variable νf (K) defined from a stochastic
process f and a compact subset K ⊂ Rd. More generally, we also consider linear statistics,
namely the random variables obtained by integrating a test function φ : Rd → R with respect to
the measure νf , for which we introduce the following bracket notation:

〈νf , φ〉 :=

∫

Rd
φ(x)νf (dx),

whenever the latter expression is defined. In particular, 〈νf ,1K〉 = νf (K), if 1K is the indicator
function of K. For now we will stick to νf (K), deferring the discussion of the linear statistics
〈νf , φ〉 to Section 1.3, which contains a more general analogue of all the four main theorems
reported in this section. An important example that we want to consider is that of a gradient
field f = ∇h, case in which

ν∇h(K) = # (Crit(h) ∩K) (1.2)

denotes the number of critical points of h in K. We work under sets of assumptions that in
particular ensure (as a consequence of Bulinskaya Lemma) that 0 is a regular value for f with
probability one, thus we can think of Z(f) as a random submanifold and νf as a random measure.
Our main assumption is the following.

Definition 1.1. We say that a Gaussian field f is q–nondegenerate if it is of class Cq+1(Rd,Rk)
and, for any ℓ ≤ q+1, any set of distinct points x1, . . . , xℓ ∈ Rd and any m1, . . . ,mℓ ∈ Nr{0}
such that m1 + · · · +mℓ = q + 1, the family of Gaussian variables

{
∂αf j(xi)

∣∣ j ∈ {1, . . . , k}, i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ};α ∈ Nd, |α| < mi

}

forms a non-degenerate Gaussian vector.

In particular, if f is (q − 1)–nondegenerate, then the Gaussian vector (∂αf(x))α≤q−1 is non-
degenerate for all x ∈ Rd. Note that this is never the case for a gradient field f = ∇h, in which
case we shall assume that h is q–nondegenerate. Either assumption ensures that νf (K) is in Lq,
in virtue of [29, Theorem 1 and 2].
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To illustrate our results, valid for sequences of random variables 〈νfn , φ〉 (see Section 1.3),
we will first consider a particular case. Let f : Rd → Rk be a stationary and centered Gaussian
process of class Cq(Rd,Rk). Such an object is completely characterized by its covariance function,
that is a matrix valued even function r ∈ C2q(Rd,Rk×k) defined by the identity:

r(x− y) = E
[
f(x)f(y)T

]
,

for all x, y ∈ Rd. We will treat r as a function with values in Rk2
. In particular, we will use

the standard multi-index notations ∂α = ∂α1
1 . . . ∂αd

d to denote the derivative operator, for any
multi-index α ∈ Nd, of order |α| = α1 + · · · + αd; for a matrix Σ ∈ Rk×k, we will write |Σ| for
the standard norm in Rk2

, i.e. |Σ|2 = tr(ΣT Σ).

The main results of this paper are a strong law of large numbers and a central limit theorem
for the sequence of random variables νf (nK), with n ∈ R+, deduced from the convergence of its
cumulants. A fundamental tool in our analysis is the celebrated Kac-Rice formula, which allows
to express the expected volume as the integral of a function with respect to the Lebesgue mea-
sure. For a stationary field such function is constant, thus, under the aforementioned regularity
assumptions,

E (νf (nK)) =

∫

nK

E
[√

det(f ′(x)f ′(x)T )
∣∣∣F (x) = 0

]

√
(2π)k det r(0)

dx = γ1(r) Vold(nK), (1.3)

for some constant γ1(r) ∈ R depending on r in an explicit way, see Remark 1.7 below. The
natural next step is to estimate the variance. This has been done in several instances in the
literature, see for instance [11, 8, 39, 24]. Using again the Kac-Rice formula one can see that

lim
n→+∞

Var (νf (nK))

nd
= γ2(r) · Vold(K), (1.4)

for some γ2(r) ≥ 0.

Remark 1.2. The condition γ2(r) > 0 is an important hypothesis in the statement of Theorem
1.3 below, and it is the object of the recent paper [24] in which the author establishes a setting
under which (1.4) holds with γ2(r) > 0. Such setting includes the case where the components
of f are independent scalar fields and the case where f = ∇h is gradient field (i.e. νf (K) is the
number of critical points of h in K, see (1.2)).

The analogous Kac-Rice formula for higher moments is our starting point for all the results
of this paper. It allows to express E[νf (nK)p] as the integral of a function over (Rd)p. Although
such function is rather explicit, its analysis presents a major difficulty: it is singular (explodes)
on the diagonal, to the point that even proving its integrability is a hard problem. In fact, this
has been the object of a long-standing conjecture, recently solved by the authors of this paper,
in the two independent articles [29] and [5], see also [43, 11, 12, 8, 39, 7] for previous partial
results in this direction. Both papers prove, with different methods and perspectives, that under
the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3, the quantity E[νf (nK)p] is finite. This of course is a necessary
standing ground to approach the question of the asymptotic behavior of such random variables.

The following theorem extends to arbitrary dimension d ∈ N, the results of [4, 27], proved
in dimension d = 1.
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Theorem 1.3 (Moments asymptotics). Let f : Rd → Rk be a stationary centered Gaussian
process, with covariance function r and let νf be defined as above. Let p be a positive integer.
Assume that

• |∂αr| ∈ L2(Rd) for every multi-index α ∈ Nd with |α| ≤ 2p

• either f is (2p − 1)–nondegenerate, or f = ∇h for a 2p–nondegenerate scalar field h

• γ2(r) > 0

Then,

lim
n→+∞

E




νf (nK) − E [νf (nK)]√

Var (νf (nK))




p 
 = E [N (0, 1)p] .

Theorem 1.3 implies a strong law of large numbers and a central limit theorem.

Corollary 1.4 (Strong Law of Large Numbers). Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3
are satisfied for all p ≥ 2. Then,

lim
n→+∞

νf (nK)

nd
= γ1(r) Vold(K) a.s.

Such a statement shows that the zeros of f(n·) tend to be equidistributed. Corollary 1.4 is
deduced from Theorem 1.3 by an application of the Borel-Cantelli lemma, similar to [4, Proof
of Theorem 1.16].

Corollary 1.5 (Central Limit Theorem). Assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3 are
satisfied for all p ≥ 2. Then, we have the following convergence in distribution

n
d
2

√
γ2(r)

(
νf (nK)

nd
− γ1(r) Vold(K)

)
=⇒ N (0,Vold(K)) .

This theorem is a direct consequence of the moment convergence established in Theorem 1.3, by
the method of moments, see [16, Chapter 30].

Our approach to prove Theorem 1.3 is to deduce the asymptotics of the moments from
those of the cumulants. This method already proved effective in [27], where it is applied in the
case d = 1 to strengthen the results of [4], in which the authors directly estimate the (central)
moments.

We recall that the p–th cumulant κp(Z) of a real random variable Z is the real number
defined by the expression:

κp(Z) :=
∑

I∈Pp

(−1)|I|−1(|I| − 1)!
∏

I∈I

E
[
Z |I|

]
, (1.5)

where the sum is indexed by the set Pp of all partitions of the finite set {1, . . . , p}. We recall
that a partition is a set I = {I1, . . . , IN } of non-empty disjoint subsets I ⊂ {1, . . . , p}, with
union equal to {1, . . . p}; then, |I| = N and |I| is the cardinality of I. We refer to [56, 52] and
Section 2 below for more details on the cumulants of a random variable. The cumulants are a
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(universal) linear combination of the moments E[Zp], in particular κ1 = E and κ2 = Var. Their
interest lies in the following to facts. First, κp(N (0, 1)) = 0 for all p ≥ 3. And second, the
system of equations (1.5) can be inverted, so that Theorem 1.3 can be proved by showing the
convergence of higher cumulants to zero. Indeed, we prove Theorem 1.3 by showing that

κp (νf (nK)) = o
(
n

pd
2

)
, ∀p ≥ 2, (1.6)

as n → +∞ and that κ1 (νf (nK)) , κ2 are both of order nd. As a biproduct of our strategy of
proof of (1.6), we obtain a more precise estimate under additional integrability assumptions.

Theorem 1.6 (Cumulants asymptotics). Let the setting of Theorem 1.3 prevail. Assume

in addition that |∂αr| ∈ L
p

p−1 (Rd) for all |α| ≤ 2p. Then,

lim
n→+∞

κp (νf (nK))

nd
= γp(r) · Vold(K),

where γp(r) ∈ R is an explicit constant depending on r.

Note that for p = 2, this is equivalent to the variance asymptotic in Theorem 1.3.

Remark 1.7. The constant γ1(r) in the statement of Theorem 1.3 can be computed from the
formula (1.3) under the additional assumption that the field is isotropic, that is, if r(x) = ρ(|x|).
In this case

γ1(r) =
sd−k

sd

√
det ρ(0)

det −ρ′′(0)
,

where sd := 2π
d+1

2 Γ
(

d+1
2

)−1
is the surface area of the d-sphere. The other constants γp(r)

can be computed from the Kac-Rice formula for the higher moments, following an analogous
strategy, see Theorem 6.7. The formulas are explicit, but much more involved and depend on
the global behavior of ρ, rather than just its first derivatives at 0.

1.3 General statement of the main results

Let us define the set of assumptions under which the general theorem will be stated. We stress
that Kostlan polynomials satisfy these hypotheses, the parameter going to infinity being the
degree of the polynomial and the limit process being the Bargmann–Fock process.
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Definition 1.8. Let N be an unbounded subset of R∗
+ and N = N ⊔ {+∞}. For each n ∈ N,

we consider a centered Gaussian process fn defined on Rd, with values in Rk and we assume
that the process f∞ is a non-zero stationary centered process on Rd also with values in Rk.
For n ∈ N and x, y ∈ Rd we denote the rescaled covariance function of fn as rn, that is,

rn(x, y) = E

[
fn

(
x

n

)
fn

(
y

n

)T
]

and r∞(x− y) = r∞(x, y).

For q ≥ 1 we define the three following hypotheses, each of which also includes the previous
part of this definition.

• H1(q) : the sequence of processes (fn)n∈N
is of class Cq(Rd,Rk), and for |α|, |β| ≤ q, the

following convergence holds uniformly for u ∈ Rd and locally uniformly for x, y ∈ Rd,

lim
n→+∞

∂α,βrn(nu+ x, nu+ y) = ∂α,βr∞(x, y). (1.7)

• H2(q) : there is a even, positive, bounded function g : Rd → R, going to zero at
infinity, such that for |α|, |β| ≤ q, n ∈ N and x, y ∈ Rd,

|∂α,βrn(x, y)| ≤ g(x− y), (1.8)

and for some positive constant ω the function gω is in L2(Rd), where

gω : x 7→ sup
|y|≤ω

g(x+ y).

• H3(q) : f∞ is q–nondegenerate or f∞ = ∇h, for some (q + 1)–nondegenerate scalar
field h.

Observe that Hi(q) =⇒ Hi(p) for all p ≤ q. Recall that if the process fn is of class Cq(Rd,Rk)
for q ≥ 0 then the covariance function rn is also of class Cq in each variable, and for all α, β ∈ Nd

with |α|, |β| ≤ q, one has that ∂α,βrn(x, y) = E[∂αfn(x)∂βfn(y)].

Theorem 1.3 is a specialization of the following more general statement. To see this one
should consider the particular case of fn(·) := f(n·) and f∞ = f relatively to the test function
φ = 1K , in which case we have that

νf (nK)

nd
=

〈νfn , φ〉

nk
.

Arguing as for (1.3) and (1.4), one can deduce the analogous asymptotics of the first two mo-
ments:

E (〈νfn , φ〉)

nk
= γ1(r∞) ·

(∫

Rd
φ(x)dx

)
, lim

n→+∞

Var (〈νfn , φ〉)

nk
= γ2(r∞) ·

(∫

Rd
φ(x)2dx

)
.

where γ1(r∞), γ2(r∞) are constants depending on r∞ and coincide with those of Theorem 1.6,
see also Remark 1.7.

The latter comparison with the case fn = f(n·) provides a useful guideline to read the next
theorems, which are the main results of this paper.
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Theorem 1.9 (Moments asymptotics). Let p ≥ 2 and q = 2p − 1. We assume that the
sequence of processes (fn)n∈N

satisfies hypotheses H1(q),H2(q) and H3(q) defined above.

Then for any non-zero test function φ ∈ L1 ∩ L∞(Rd),

lim
n→+∞

E




〈νfn , φ〉 − E [〈νfn , φ〉]√

Var (〈νfn , φ〉)




p
 = E [N (0, 1)p] .

The measure νfn can be seen as a random element of the space of Radon measures on Rd.
We consider this space to be endowed with the vague topology, that is, the coarsest topology
such that all the linear functionals ν 7→ 〈ν, φ〉, obtained by integrating a continuous compactly
supported test function φ ∈ Cc(Rd), are continuous.

Corollaries 1.4 and 1.5 extend to this more general framework.

Corollary 1.10 (Strong Law of Large Numbers). Assume that hypotheses H1(q),H2(q)
and H3(q) are satisfied for all q ≥ 1, and either N = N∗, or N = R∗

+ and for n ∈ R∗
+,

fn = f∞(n·). Then we have the following almost-sure convergence

lim
n→+∞

νfn

nk
= γ1(r∞) Vold a.s.,

in the space of Radon measures on Rd, endowed with the vague topology.

Corollary 1.11 (Central Limit Theorem). Assume that hypotheses H1(q),H2(q) and H3(q)
are satisfied for all q ≥ 1. Then we have the following convergence in distribution

∀φ ∈ L1∩L∞(U),
n

k
2

√
γ2(r∞)

〈(
νfn

nk
− γ1(r∞) Vold

)
, φ

〉
−→

n→+∞
N

(
0,

∫

U
φ(x)2dx

)
.

Theorem 1.12 (Cumulants asymptotics). Let the setting of Theorem 1.9 prevail. Assume

in addition that gω ∈ L
p

p−1 (Rd). Then,

lim
n→+∞

κp (〈νfn , φ〉)

nk
= γp(r∞) ·

(∫

U
φ(x)pdx

)
,

where γp(r∞) ∈ R is a constant depending on r, through an explicit formula.

1.4 Structure of the proofs

The theorems in Section 1.2, are a special case of those stated in Section 1.3. Theorem 1.9 is a
consequence of the cumulants asymptotic:

lim
n→+∞

κp(〈νfn , φ〉)

ndp/2
= 0

which is proven in Theorem 6.7. The same theorem gives the leading order of the cumulants
implying Theorem 1.12. We already discussed how Corollary 1.10 and Corollary 1.11 follow
from Theorem 1.9.
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The proof is written under the assumption that f∞ is nondegenerate and that d = k, so
that νf is the counting measure of Z(f). The proof in the case of critical points, that is when
f∞ = ∇h, is in all point similar, with the minor adaptation explained in Remark 3.5. The
proof for the case k < d is analogous, using the combinatorics of cumulants instead of the
combinatorics of factorial cumulants in Lemma 5.3. The analogy is also explained in [29, 5].

2 The combinatorics of cumulants

The development of this section is borrowed from the thesis [25]. Let (Xn)n≥0 be a sequence of
centered random variables with unit variance, and N be a standard Gaussian random variable.
There are several available methods in order to prove a central limit theorem (CLT) for the
sequence (Xn)n≥0, that is the convergence in distribution of the form

Xn =⇒
n→+∞

N.

We focus on one of these methods, namely the method of moments. Assume that (Xn)n≥0 has
finite moments of all orders. Then, the CLT is equivalent to the convergence of each moments
of Xn towards the corresponding moments of N , see [16, Thm. 30.2]. For each integer p ≥ 0, it
suffices to show that

lim
n→+∞

E[Xp
n] = E[Np].

The method of moments is well-advised when one has an explicit expression for the p-th moment,
which in our framework is given by the Kac–Rice formula. The moments of a standard Gaussian
variables are given by

E[Np] =

{ p!

2p/2( p
2 )!

if p is even,

0 if p is odd.

This expression has a nice combinatoric interpretation. The quantity E[Np] is the number of
partition into pairs of a set with p elements. For instance, E[N4] = 3, there are 3 partitions into
pair of the set {1, 2, 3, 4}:

{{1, 2}, {3, 4}}, {{1, 3}, {2, 4}} and {{1, 4}, {2, 3}}.

Proving the asymptotics of every moments often uses this combinatoric interpretation of Gaus-
sian moments. One has to find a way to make this combinatoric explicit in the expression of
E[Xp

n], this is exactly the role of the cumulants of a random variable.

The cumulants of a random variable are classically defined from the power series expansion
of the logarithm of the moment generating function. In the following subsections, we give a
combinatoric introduction of the cumulants based on the Möebius inversion formula on the
lattice of partitions. This approach is largely inspired by the paper of T. P. Speed [56]. It has
the advantage of proving usual properties of cumulants with minimal computation. Though not
obviously related to the study of zeros of random functions, the use of of these combinatoric tools
will appear clearer in the rest of the article. For further applications of this combinatoric-based
approach of cumulants, one can also refer to the book [52].

2.1 Möebius inversion on a lattice

Let (P,�) be a finite lattice, that is a partially ordered finite set such that two elements x, y
have a greatest lower bound – a meet – denoted x∧y and a least upper bound – a join – denoted
x ∨ y. Given two elements x, y in P with x � y, we define the closed interval [x, y] as

[x, y] = {z ∈ P | x � z � y} .

9



We define recursively the Möebius function µ of an interval [x, y] as the quantity

µ([x, y]) =





1 if x = y,

−
∑

x�z≺y

µ ([x, z]) else.

By induction, the Möebius function satisfies the two following identities

∑

x�z�y

µ ([x, z]) =

{
1 if x = y,
0 else,

and
∑

x�z�y

µ ([z, y]) =

{
1 if x = y,
0 else.

(2.1)

From these two formulas, we deduce the following first important theorem, known as Möebius
inversion.

Theorem 2.1 (Möebius inversion). Let f and g be two functions from P to R. We have
the following equivalence.


∀x ∈ P, g(x) =

∑

y�x

f(y)


 ⇐⇒


∀x ∈ P, f(x) =

∑

y�x

µ([x, y])g(y)


 .

Similarly, we have


∀x ∈ P, g(x) =

∑

y�x

f(y)


 ⇐⇒


∀x ∈ P, f(x) =

∑

y�x

µ([y, x])g(y)


 .

Proof. Assume that for all x ∈ P , g(x) =
∑

y≥x f(y). Then

∑

y�x

µ([x, y])g(y) =
∑

y�x

µ([x, y])


∑

z�y

f(z)


 =

∑

z�x

f(z)


 ∑

x�y�z

µ([x, y])


 .

Relations (2.1) imply that the right hand term equals f(x). The converse sense as well as the
second statement can be proved in a similar fashion.

A well-known application of Möebius inversion formula is on the ring Z of integers equipped
the divisibility as partial order, which is a fundamental tool in arithmetic and number theory.
One can also cite the lattice of subsets of some finite set, with inclusion as partial order. In that
case, Möebius inversion yields the principle of inclusion-exclusion.

The second important theorem for our applications is the following principle of cancellation.

Theorem 2.2. Let f and g be two functions from P to R such that

∀x ∈ P, g(x) =
∑

y�x

f(y).

Let x, z ∈ P with x � z such that

∀y � x, g(y) = g(y ∧ z).

Then
f(x) = 0.
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Proof. One has by Möebius inversion

f(x) =
∑

y�x

µ([y, x])g(y)

=
∑

y�x

µ([y, x])g(y ∧ z)

=
∑

y�x

µ([y, x])


 ∑

w�y∧z

g(w)




=
∑

w�z

g(w)


 ∑

w�y�x

µ([y, x])




Since x � z, then for all w � z, one has w 6= x. Identity (2.1) then implies that

∀w � z,
∑

w�y�x

µ([y, x]) = 0,

and the conclusion follows.

We will concentrate from now on the lattice of partitions of a finite set, which we define in
the following subsection.

2.2 The lattice of partitions of a finite set

In the following, A is a non-empty finite set. We say that I is a partition of A if it is a collection
of disjoint and non-empty subsets of A such that their union equals to A. Elements of a partition
are called cells. We denote the set of partitions of A by PA. For instance if A = {a, b, c},

P{a,b,c} =

{{
{a}, {b}, {c}

}
,
{

{a}, {b, c}
}
,
{

{b}, {a, c}
}
,
{

{c}, {a, b}
}
,
{

{a, b, c}
}}

.

Let B be a subset of A and I be a partition of A. For a ∈ A we denote [a]I the cell of I in
which the element a belongs, and IB the partition of B induced by the partition I of A. For
instance, if I = {{1, 2}, {3, 4}, {5}}, a = 1 and B = {1, 2, 3} then

[a]I = {1, 2} and IB = {{1, 2}, {3}}.

The set of partitions of A is naturally equipped with a partial order �. Given I and J two
partitions of A, we say that J is finer than (or refines) I (or that I is coarser than J ) and we
denote it by J � I (or I � J ), if

∀J ∈ J , ∃I ∈ I such that J ⊂ I.

Given two partitions I and J , one can define its meet I ∧ J as the coarsest partition that
refines both I and J , and its join I ∨ J as the finest partition that is refined both by I and J .
Explicitly, the cells of I ∧ J are all the non-empty intersections of a block in I and a block in
J , i.e

I ∧ J = {I ∩ J | I ∈ I, J ∈ J } \ Ø.

The cells of I ∨ J are exactly the smallest subsets of A that are both union of blocks of I and
union of blocks of J . These two properties turn the partially ordered set (PA,�) into a finite
lattice. The two following lemmas, whose proofs are straightforward, will be used throughout
the article.
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Lemma 2.3. Let I,J be two partitions of the set A. Then

I ∧ J =
⊔

J∈J

IJ .

Lemma 2.4. Let J be a partition of A. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the
set of partitions of A coarser than J , and the set of partitions of J , given by the bijection

{I ∈ PA | J � I} −→ PJ

I 7−→ {JI | I ∈ I}

We are now in position to explicit the Möebius function on the lattice of partitions PA, given
by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. Let I,J be two partitions of the set A with J � I. Then

µ([J ,I]) =
∏

I∈I

(−1)|JI |−1(|JI | − 1)! .

Proof. Given two integers n and p, we define the factorial power

[n]p = n(n− 1) . . . (n− p+ 1).

We apply Möebius inversion of Theorem 2.1 to the following identity, for n ∈ N and J ∈ PA,

n|J | =
∑

I�J

n[|I|]. (2.2)

This identity can be deduced by considering the number of n-colorings of the cells of the parti-
tions J , with n ∈ N. There are naively n|J | such colorings. We can also count them by gathering
cells of same color, leading to the formula on the right-hand side of (2.2). Möebius inversion
then implies, for all n ∈ N,

n[|J |] =
∑

I�J

µ([J ,I])n|I|.

Identifying the linear term in n in both sides leads to

µ([J , {A}]) = (−1)|J |−1(|J | − 1)! .

More generally, let I and J be two partitions with J � I. The one-to-one correspondence 2.4
implies that the interval [J ,I] can be formally written as the product

∏
I∈I [JI , {I}]. It is not

hard to show that the Möebius function is multiplicative, so that

µ([J ,I]) =
∏

I∈I

µ([JI , {I}]) =
∏

I∈I

(−1)|JI |−1(|JI | − 1)! .

Let us then describe the Möebius inversion on the lattice of partitions. To this end, we fix
(mI)I∈PA

and (κI)I∈PA
be two families of numbers.
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Proposition 2.6. One has the equivalence


∀I ∈ PA, mI =

∑

J ≤I

κJ


 iff


∀I ∈ PA, κI =

∑

J ≤I

(
∏

I∈I

(−1)|JI |−1(|JI | − 1)!

)
mI


 .

(2.3)

On the lattice of partition, the particular shape of the Möebius function as a product implies a
very pleasant version of the Möebius inversion in the particular case where one has the product
decomposition

∀I ∈ PA, mI =
∏

I∈I

mI and κI =
∏

I∈I

κI .

For (mB)B⊂A and (κB)B⊂A two families of numbers indexed by subsets of A. In that case, the
Möebius inversion takes the following more standard from.

Proposition 2.7. We have


∀B ⊂ A, mB =

∑

J ∈PB

∏

J∈J

κJ


 iff


∀B ⊂ A, κB =

∑

J ∈PB

(−1)|J |−1(|J | − 1)!
∏

J∈I

mJ


 .

Proof. We prove the direct implication, but the converse sense is proved similarly. We define for
a collection I of subsets of A (not necessarily a partition of A) the quantities

mI =
∏

I∈I

mI and κI =
∏

I∈I

κI .

Let I be a partition of a subset B of A. Then

mI =
∏

I∈I


 ∑

J ∈PI

κJ




=
∑

J �I

κJ

By Möebius inversion on the lattice PB , we get

κI =
∑

J �I

(
∏

I∈I

(−1)|JI |−1(|JI | − 1)!mI

)

We get the conclusion by choosing I = {B}.

As for the cancellation principle, it takes the following two alternatives forms.
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Lemma 2.8. Let (mI)I∈PA
and (κI)I∈PA

be two families of numbers related by one of the
equivalent formulas in Proposition (2.3). Let I,K be two partition of A, with I � K such
that

∀J � K, mJ = mJ ∧K.

Then
κI = 0.

Alternatively, let (mB)B⊂A and (κB)B⊂A be two families of numbers related by one of the
equivalent formulas in Proposition 2.7. Let C be a subset of A and assume the existence of
a partition K such that KC 6= {C} and such that

∀B ⊂ C, mB =
∏

K∈K

mK∩B.

Then
κC = 0.

We readily understand the dictionary between cumulants as a collection indexed by partitions
of A, and by subsets of A. In most of the articles that treats cumulant of a random variable, it
is generally the latter that is used, since it is closer to the intuition we have of cumulants. We
also could have used this approach in the present article, but for some technical reasons, the
formal approach simplifies a bit some notations and arguments and allows for greater generality
for the future. The main argument is that the former approach consider the relation between
moments and cumulants as a linear transformation, contrary to the latter approach.

2.3 Cumulants of a random variable

We now apply the previous results on the Möebius inversion on the lattice of partitions to define
the cumulants of a random variable and prove some useful properties. To this end, we consider
A a finite set and X = (Xa)a∈A be a collection of real random variables indexed by A. Assume
that these random variables have finite moments up to order |A|. For a subset B of A, we define
XB = (Xb)b∈B ,

m(XB) = E


∏

b∈B

Xb


 and κ(XB) =

∑

I∈PB

(−1)|I|−1(|I| − 1)!
∏

I∈I

m(XI). (2.4)

The quantity m(XB) (resp. κ(XB)) is called the joint moment (resp. joint cumulant) of the
collection of random variables (Xb)b∈B . One has by Möebius inversion of Proposition 2.7, that

m(XB) =
∑

I∈PB

∏

I∈I

κ(XI).

Proposition 2.9 (Cancellation of cumulants). Let J be a partition of A different from the
trivial partition {A}. Assume that the collection of random vectors ((Xj)j∈J)J∈J , indexed
by the cells of the partition J , are mutually independent. Then

κ(X) = 0.

Proof. This is a direct application of Lemma 2.8, since the independence assumption implies
that

m(XB) =
∏

J∈J

m(XJ∩B).
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In order to study the distribution of the collection of random variables X = (Xa)a∈A, we
will consider the joint cumulants of repetitions of the variables (Xa)a∈A. To this end, we use
the following multindex notations. For a vector p = (pa)a∈A of NA and t ∈ RA, we define

p! :=
∏

a∈A

pa!, |p| :=
∑

a∈A

pa, and tp :=
∏

a∈A

tpa
a .

We also define
Ap := {(a, i) | a ∈ A, 1 ≤ i ≤ pa} .

We introduce, when defined, the quantities

mp(X) := E

[
∏

a∈A

Xpa
a

]
and κp(X) := κ



⋃

a∈A

(Xa, . . . ,Xa︸ ︷︷ ︸
pa times

)


 ,

with the convention m0(X) = 1 and κ0(X) = 0. For a single variable X and p ∈ N, we have

mp(X) = E[Xp] and κp(X) = κ(X, . . . ,X︸ ︷︷ ︸
p times

).

Given the definition of the set Ap, we have the following equality

mp(X) = m(X(p)) and κp(X) = κ(X(p)),

where X(p) is the random vector indexed by Ap such that X
(p)
a,i = Xa. Assume that all the

moments of the random vector X are finite. For t ∈ RA, we define the moment generating
function as the formal series

MX(t) :=
∑

p∈NA

mp(X)
tp

p!
.

Note that this series does not necessarily converges. Since m0(X) = 1 we can define the cumulant
generating function HX(t) as the formal series

KX(t) := logMX(t).

Proposition 2.10. The formal Taylor series of the function KX is

KX(t) =
∑

p∈NA

κp(X)
tp

p!
.

Proof. It suffices to show that

exp


 ∑

p∈NA

κp(X)
tp

p!


 = MX(t).

We compute the left hand term to get

exp


 ∑

p∈NA

κp(X)
tp

p!


 =

∑

n≥0

1

n!


 ∑

p∈NA

κp(X)
tp

p!




n

=
∑

n≥0

1

n!

∑

p(1),...,p(n)∈NA

(
n∏

i=1

κp(i)(X)

)
tp

(1)+...+p(n)

p(1)! . . . p(n)!
.
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Denoting the term of order p by cp(X), we get the identity

p! cp(X) =
∑

n≥0

∑

p(1)+...+p(n)=p

(
n∏

i=1

κp(i)(X)

)
1

n!

p!

p(1)! . . . p(n)!
.

By enumerating partitions of the set Ap by the number of cells, a standard combinatoric argu-
ment shows that this sum is exactly

p! cp(X) =
∑

I∈PAp

(
∏

I∈I

κI(X(p))

)
.

Möebius inversion then implies the identity

cp(X) = mp(X).

Note that the logarithm and the exponential respect the graduation. As a consequence,
the above proof remains valid if one replace the logarithm and exponential functions by their
truncated definition up to some order p ∈ NA. That is, this formal series relation between
moments and cumulants works even though moments (and thus cumulants) are defined up
to some order p ∈ NA. We then have the following proposition, that characterizes Gaussian
moments.

Proposition 2.11. A random vector X = (Xa)a∈A is Gaussian if and only if

∀p ∈ NA with |p| ≥ 3, κp(X) = 0.

Proof. The random vector X is a Gaussian vector N (m,Σ), if and only if its moment generating
function is given by

MX(t) = exp

(
〈m, t〉 +

1

2
〈t,Σt〉

)
.

Taking the logarithm of this expression, one obtains by Proposition 2.10 the next expression for
the cumulant generating function

KX(t) = 〈m, t〉 +
1

2
〈t,Σt〉,

and the conclusion follows. The converse sens is similar, since the cumulant generating function
necessarily has the above form.

The joint cumulant of a collection of random variables (Xa)a∈A must be seen as the “pure
order A” dependence between the random variables (Xa)a∈A. If the variables (Xa)a∈A can be
split into two independent collections of random variables, then there is no “pure order A de-
pendence”. This explains why their joint cumulant is zero and the conclusion of Proposition 2.9.
The joint moment, by the formula (2.4), is obtained by adding up all possible mutual depen-
dencies between random variables. In that sense, cumulants are more natural than moments in
order to explore the mutual dependence between random variables. If X is a random variable,
then

κ1(X) = E[X] and κ2(X) = Var(X).

The cumulant κ3(X) and κ4(X) are respectively called the skewness and the kurtosis of the
random variable X. They measure the asymmetry and the flatness of a given distribution,
respectively.
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Proposition 2.11 implies that Gaussian distributions are the only distributions such that all
the interactions (i.e. cumulants) are of order at most 2 (expectation and covariance). It is a
combinatoric interpretation of Gaussian distribution. In that sense, the collection of cumulants
higher than 2 can be seen as a measure of non Gaussianity of a given distribution.

3 Basics and notations

We define a few notations that will be of use and simplify the exposition. The letter a, b, . . .
denote elements of A. The letters B,C, . . . denote subsets of A. The letters I,J , . . . denote
partitions of A.

3.1 Diagonal set and diagonal inclusion

Let (E, ‖.‖) be a normed vector space. We define the large diagonal of EA as the subset of EA

where at least two coordinates coincide.

∆ :=
{
xA ∈ EA

∣∣∣ ∃a, b ∈ A with a 6= b and xa = xb

}
.

Let I be a partition of the set A. We define

∆I =
{
xA ∈ EA

∣∣∣ xa = xb ⇐⇒ [a]I = [b]I
}
.

From this definition, one has the following decomposition of the space EA

EA =
⊔

I∈PA

∆I , ∆ =
⊔

I∈PA

I6=A

∆I , and EA \ ∆ = ∆A.

We also define

∆I+ :=
⊔

J �I

∆J =
{
xA ∈ EA

∣∣∣ xa = xb =⇒ [a]I = [b]I
}
.

3.1.1 Enlargement of the diagonal set

We fix a number η ≥ 0 and xA ∈ EA. We define

∆I+,η =
{
xA ∈ EA

∣∣∣ ∀I, J ∈ I, dist(Conv(xI),Conv(xJ)) > η
}
,

and

∆I,η = ∆I+,η \


 ⊔

J ≺I

∆J +,η


 .

Lemma 3.1. Let I be a partition of A. An element xA in ∆I,η satisfies the two following
properties

• For all a, b ∈ A such that [a]I = [b]I , one has ‖xa − xb‖ ≤ (|A| − 1)η

• For I, J ∈ I such that I 6= J , one has dist(Conv(xI),Conv(xJ)) > η
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Proof. Let x ∈ EA. We define
I(0)

η (x) = A.

By induction, assume that for some k ≥ 0, the partition I
(k)
η (x) is defined, and that for every

cell I of I
(k)
η (x), one has

diam(Conv(xI)) ≤ (|I| − 1)η.

If I, J are two distinct cells of I
(k)
η (x) such that dist(Conv(xI),Conv(xJ)) ≤ η, we define

I(k+1)
η (x) =

(
I(k)

η (x) \ {I, J}
)

∪ {I ∪ J},

the partition obtained by merging the cells I and J . In that case,

diam(Conv(xI∪J)) ≤ diam(Conv(xI)) + diam(Conv(xJ)) + η ≤ (|I ∪ J | − 1)η,

and the induction hypothesis is true for I
(k+1)
η (x). This construction provides a increasing

sequence of partitions in the finite set of partitions of A, that stops to a final partition denoted
Iη(xA). It is straightforward to observe by double inclusion the equality

∆I,η =
{
xA ∈ EA

∣∣∣ Iη(xA) = I
}
,

and the two points in the theorem.

3.1.2 The factorial power measure

We define the diagonal inclusion

ιI : EI −→ EA

xI −→ (x[a]I )a∈A.

For instance, if I = {{1, 3}, {2}} then ιI(x, y) = (x, y, x). A direct consequence of this definition
is that the mapping ιI is a bijection between EI \ ∆ and ∆I . Let Z be a locally finite subset of
the space E. We set ν :=

∑
x∈Z δx the counting measure on Z,

νA =
∑

x∈ZA

δx and ν [A] =
∑

x∈ZA\∆

δx.

The measure νA (resp. ν [A]) is the power (resp. factorial power) measure of the measure ν.
Both measures are linked by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. With the notations as above, one has

νA =
∑

I∈PA

ιI∗ν
[I].

Proof. We have

∑

x∈ZA

δx =
∑

I∈PA


 ∑

x∈ZA∩∆I

δx


 .

Using the fact that the mapping ιI is a bijection between EI \ ∆ and ∆I , one gets
∑

x∈ZA∩∆I

δx =
∑

y∈ZI\∆

διI(y) = ιI∗ν
[I].

18



3.2 Matrix notations

The Kac density (see Section 5 and Lemma 5.3) is expressed in term of the covariance matrix
of the underlying Gaussian process and its derivatives. This fact allows us to consider the
Kac density as a function defined on the set of positive definite matrices, evaluated in some
covariance matrix related to our underlying Gaussian process. To this end, we introduce a few
useful notations

3.2.1 Basic matrix notations

Let (E, 〈 , 〉) be an Euclidean spaces equipped with an orthogonal base, and Ẽ be a linear
subspace of E. We define M(E), S(E) and S+(E) respectively the sets of square, symmetric,
and symmetric positive definite matrices acting on the space E, and M(E,E) the space of
matrices acting from E to Ẽ. The open subset of matrices in M(E, Ẽ) with maximal rank (i.e
such that the image is the whole space Ẽ) is denoted M∗(E, Ẽ). The norm of an element in
M(E, Ẽ) is the supremum norm of its coefficients.

Let B,C, I, J be subsets of A, and Γ ∈ M(EB , EC). We define ΓI,J to be the induced
sumbatrix in M(EJ∩B , EI∩C) and ΓI = ΓI,I . For a partition I of A, we define

MI(EB , EC) =
∏

I∈I

M(EB∩I , EC∩I) ⊂ M(EB , EC),

the space of block diagonal matrices with respect to the partition I, and ΓI the matrix in
MI(EB , EC) with block (ΓI)I∈I , so that Γ ∈ MI(EB , EC) if and only if Γ = ΓI . We define in
a similar fashion MI(EB), SI(EB), . . .

Let E = E1 ⊕ E2, an orthogonal decomposition of E, adapted to its basis. A vector v ∈ E
can be uniquely decomposed as v = v1 + v2, where v1 ∈ E1 and v2 ∈ E2. This notation will be
used throughout the article. Given a matrix Σ ∈ M(EB , EC), we write

Σ =

(
Σ11 Σ12

Σ21 Σ22

)
,

where Σuv ∈ M((Ev)B , (Eu)C) for u, v ∈ {1, 2}. Let Σ ∈ M(EA) such that the matrix Σ11 is
invertible. We define the matrix Σc ∈ M((E2)A) to be the Schur complement of Σ11 in Σ :

Σc = Σ22 − Σ21(Σ11)−1Σ12.

This matrix arises from the identity

(
Id 0

−Σ21(Σ11)−1 Id

)(
Σ11 Σ12

Σ21 Σ22

)
=

(
Σ11 Σ12

0 Σc

)
.

In particular
det(Σ) = det(Σ11) det(Σc). (3.1)

If Σ ∈ S+(EA) then Σc ∈ S+((E2)A) and

(Σc)−1 = (Σ−1)22. (3.2)

Note that if Σ ∈ S+
I (EA), then Σc ∈ S+

I ((E2)A) and

(Σc)I = (ΣI)c. (3.3)
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3.2.2 Covariance matrix and Gaussian conditioning

Let E be an Euclidean space equipped with a basis, such that E = E1 ⊕ E2, an orthogonal
decomposition of E adapted to its basis. and X, Y two jointly real Gaussian vectors taking
values respectively in E1 and E2. We assume that the Gaussian vector (X,Y ) is non-degenerate
in E. We define

Σ11 = Var(X), Σ22 = Var(Y ), Σ12 = Cov(X,Y ),

and

Σ := Var(X,Y ) =

(
Σ11 Σ12

ΣT
12 Σ22

)
∈ S+(E).

Lemma 3.3. We have
Law(Y |X = 0) ∼ N (0,Σc).

Proof. We define the Gaussian vector

Yc = Y − ΣT
12(Σ11)−1X.

Then
Cov(X,Yc) = 0 and Cov(Yc) = Σc.

Since decorrelation implies independence for Gaussian vectors, we have the following equality of
conditional distributions

Law(Y |X) ∼ N ( ΣT
12(Σ11)−1X,Σc) and Law(Y |X = 0) ∼ N (0,Σc).

3.2.3 Power product space

In section 5.2.3 we will compute cumulants of a collection of random variables indexed by a set
A. To this end, we will have to deal with families of objects –matrices– indexed by subsets of A.
This justifies the introduction of the following spaces. We define the sets

M(F [A]) :=
∏

B⊂A

M(FB) × M(FA, FB) and M∗(F [A]) :=
∏

B⊂A

M(FB) × M∗(FA, FB).

(3.4)
The space M∗(F [A]) is an open subset of M(F [A]). An element (MB , QB)B⊂A of M(F [A]) will
be simply denoted (M,Q). For a partition I of A we define similarly the sets

MI(F [A]) =
∏

I∈I

M(F [I]) and M∗
I(F [A]) =

∏

I∈I

M∗(F [I]),

as subsets of M(F [A]). An element (M,Q) ∈ M(F [A]) belongs to MI(F [A]) if for all B ⊂ A, the
matrices MB and QB are block diagonal with respect to the partition I, with blocks (M I∩B)I∈I

and (QI∩B)I∈I .

Let R = (RJ )J ∈PA
, a collection of real numbers indexed by partitions of A, that is an

element of RPA . For a partition I, we define the linear subset of RPA

RPA
I =

{
R ∈ RPA

∣∣∣ ∀J ∈ PA, RJ = RI∧J
}
.
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Lemma 3.4. Let I,K be two partitions of A with I � K. Then

M∗
I(F [A]) ⊂ M∗

K(F [A]),

and
RPA

I ⊂ RPA
K .

Proof. The proofs of both facts are straightforward : if a matrix is block diagonal with respect
to a partition I, then it is also block diagonal with respect to a partition K for K � I. Similarly,
let R ∈ RPA

I . Then for J ∈ J ,

RK∧J = RI∧K∧J = RI∧J = RJ .

3.3 Space notations

This short subsection is devoted the notations that will be used throughout the article. For the
rest of the article, we fix a positive integer p. In the following, E is an abstract finite dimensional
vector space. We denote by P[E] the space of all real valued polynomial functions on E. If (Xi)i

is a basis of E then one can see P[E] as the polynomial ring with indeterminates the elements
of (Xi)i. This space is naturally endowed with a gradation corresponding to the total degree of
the associated polynomial. For p ≥ 0, we denote by Pp[E] the subspace of P[E] of polynomial
with total degree lower than p. We define the vector spaces

V = (P2p−1(Rd))k, W = C2p−1(Rd,Rk) and W2 = W ⊗W = C(2p−1,2p−1)(Rd ×Rd,M(Rk)),

equipped with their usual topology. Note that V can be seen as a closed subset of W . We also
define

F = Rk × M(Rd,Rk).

If f ∈ W then for x ∈ Rd, one has that

(f(x),∇f(x)) ∈ F.

The space F is naturally decomposed as a direct sum F1 ⊕ F2, and we will use the notations of
Section 3.2.

Remark 3.5. When dealing with critical points of a Gaussian field, we define alternatively the
spaces V,W,W 2 and F as follow to take into account the symmetry of the derivatives

V = ∇P2p(Rd), W = ∇C2p(Rd,R), W2 = ∇1∇2 C(2p,2p)(Rd × Rd,R), F = Rd × S(Rd).

3.4 Invariance by translation

In the rest of the article, the invariance by translation or the equivariance will play an important
role. The heuristic is that a property of clustering and a property of invariance by translation
implies some form of compactness that will be essential for the following. Given t ∈ Rd, we
define the translation by the vector t by τt. This function acts on collection of points and on
functions via the relation τt . h = h ◦ τt. A function h is said to be invariant by translation if

τt . h = h.

A family of functions x 7→ gx is equivariant (by translation) if for all t ∈ Rd,

gx = τt . gτ−t(x)

Given a collection of points x in Rd, we define Bar(x) the barycenter of x. Note that a function
h invariant by translation is completely defined by its values on the subspace {Bar(x) = 0}, and
a similar property can be stated for equivariant families of functions.
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4 Multivariate interpolation and divided differences

4.1 Kergin interpolation

In [37], the author provides an elegant solution to the interpolation problem at p points in Rd

of a function in W by d-variate polynomials. We refer to [29] for more details.

Theorem 4.1 (Kergin). There is a family of mapping (Kx)x∈(Rd)p from W to V such that

• if the multiplicity of xi in x is n then for f ∈ W ,

∀ |α| ≤ 2n− 1, ∂αf(xi) = ∂αKxf(xi)

• the family x 7→ Kx is continuous and is an equivariant family of continuous linear
projectors for the usual topology on W

The projector Kx is the usual Kergin projector at points (x1, x1, x2, x2, . . . , xp, xp). In [47], the
authors provide an explicit formula for the Kergin interpolant that generalizes the Hermite-
Gennocchi formula in the one-dimensional case. We define the standard simplex of dimension
2p− 1 as

Σ2p−1 =

{
(v1, . . . , vp) ∈ (R+)p

∣∣∣∣∣

p∑

i=1

vi = 1

}
,

and for any vector of p points x = (x1, . . . , xp) ∈ (Rd)p, we define the linear functional
∫

[x] such
that ∫

[x]
f =

∫

Σp
f(v1x1 + . . .+ vpxp)dv1 . . . dvp.

For a positive integer r, and x ∈ Rd we denote by Dr
xf : (Rd)r → R the rth the total r-th

derivative of f at point x.

Theorem 4.2. For each f ∈ C2p−1(Rd), x ∈ (Rd)p and z ∈ Rd,

(
Kxf

)
(z) =

p−1∑

r=0

∫

[(x1,...,xr)]
Dr

vf ((z − x1), . . . , (z − xr)) dv +

p−1∑

r=0

∫

[(x1,...,xp,x1,...,xr)]
Dp+r

v f ((z − x1), . . . , (z − xp), (z − x1), . . . , (z − xr)) dv

In particular, if K is a compact subset of Rd, there is a constant CK such that for x ∈ KA

‖Kxf‖ ≤ CK sup
y∈Conv(x)

sup
|α|≤2p−1

|∂αf(y)|.

Proof. See [47].

4.2 Abstract divided differences

This material is largely borrowed from the ideas developed in the paper [29].
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4.2.1 Definition and basic properties

Let E be a finite dimensional vector space endowed with a scalar product 〈 , 〉. For a linear
subspace Ẽ ⊂ E we define Proj

Ẽ
as the orthogonal projector on the space Ẽ. We endow the

vector space V with with a scalar product 〈 . 〉. Let A be a finite set equipped with an arbitrary
total order, and y ∈ (Rd)A \ ∆. We define

δy = (δya)a∈A, ∇y = (∇ya)a∈A and jy = (δy,∇y),

the families of free linear forms on W (and thus on V ). This family can be seen as a map from
W to FA, where F is introduced in 3.3. Assume first that the barycenter of y, denoted by Bar(y)
is zero. We define Jy = (Dy, Ny) as the family of linear forms on W obtained by applying the
Gram–Schmidt process to the family jy, with respect to the scalar product defined on V ∗. This

family can also be seen as a map from W to FA. Let M(y) be the associated transformation
matrix, that can be seen as an element of M∗(FA) so that

jy =



δy

∇y


 = M(y)Jy =



M1(y) 0

M21(y) M2(y)






Dy

Ny


 .

Now if Bar(y) 6= 0, we define

Jy : f → Jy−Bar(y)

(
f( . + Bar(y))

)
and M(y) = M(y − Bar(y)),

so that the matrix M(y) is invariant by translation, the mapping y 7→ Jy is equivariant, and

jy = M(y)Jy. If B is a subset of A, we define the matrix QB(y) ∈ M∗(FA, FB) that relates
divided differences with respect to the families of points y

A
and the subfamily of points y

B
.

Using the notation introduced in 3.3,

QB(y) := [M(y
B

)]−1MA,B(y), so that Jy
B

= QB(y)Jy and jya = Q{a}(y)Jy.

We will abusively associate the term "orthonormal" to the family Jy. It is indeed an orthogonal
family up to translation of the barycenter, but not with unit norm, given the Gram-Schmidt
process used. In practice, we use the orthogonalization process on the family jy only when the
collection of points y is close to the deep diagonal, so that the norm of the vectors in δy (after
translation of the barycenter) are positively bounded below, by a compactness argument. This
justifies the denomination "orthonormal".

Lemma 4.3. Let B be a subset of A. The sets

{
M(y)

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆
}

and
{
QB(y)

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆
}
.

are relatively compact subsets of M(FA) and M∗(FA, FB), respectively.

Proof. Let y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆. Since the matrix M(y) is invariant by translation, we can assume that
Bar(y) = 0. In that case, from Lemma 3.1, one has that for a ∈ A the inequality |ya| ≤ (|A|−1)η.
It implies that the set {

jy
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆

}

is bounded. The matrix M(y) sends an orthonormal family (namely, Jy) to an element of this
set and must be uniformly bounded by a constant that does not depend of y. Similarly, the set

{
Jy

B

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆
}

is a relatively compact subset of the set of families of vectors of V ∗ of maximal rank. The matrix
QB(y) sends an orthonormal family of V ∗ to an element of this set, and thus must belong to a
compact subset of the matrices of maximal rank independent of y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆.
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4.2.2 Divided differences with respect to a partition

Let I be a partition of A. Given a collection of points y ∈ (Rd)A \ ∆. We define the families
of linear forms on W obtained by applying the Gram-Schmidt process independently on each
subfamily jy

I
, for I ∈ I, so that

JI
y = (Jy

I
)I∈I = (DI

y , N
I
y ).

Let MI(y) ∈ M∗(FA) be the associated transformation matrix so that

jy = MI(y)JI
y .

Note that the matrix MI(y) is block diagonal with respect to the partition I, with blocks
(M(y

I
))I∈I , so that MI(y) ∈ M∗

I(FA). Let B be a subset of A. We define

QI
B(y) = [MIB (y

B
)]−1MI(y),

so that
JIB

y
B

= QI
B(y)JI

y .

The matrix QI
B(y) belongs to M∗

I(FA, FB), with blocks (QI∩B(yB))I∈I .

Lemma 4.4. Let I be a partition of A and B be a subset of A. The sets

{
MI(y)

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆
}

and
{
QI

B(y)
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆

}
.

are relatively compact subset of M(FA) and M∗(FA, FB), respectively.

Proof. Note that if y ∈ ∆I,η, then for I ∈ I, one has yI ∈ ∆I,η ⊂ V I . The proof then follows

directly from Lemma 4.3 since the matrices MI(y) and QI
B(y) are block diagonal with respect

to the partition I, with blocks (M(y
I
))I∈I and (QI∩B(yI))I∈I , respectively.

At last we introduce the notation

MI [y] = (MIB (y
B

))B⊂A and QI [y] = (QI
B(y))B⊂A.

Lemma 4.5. The set {
(MI [y], QI [y])

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆
}

is a relatively compact subset of M∗
I(F [A]).

Proof. Let us first check that for y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆, the element (MI [y], QI [y]) belongs to the set

MI(F [A]) introduced in Section 3.2.3. This is straightforward, since for a subset B of A, the
matrices MIB (y

B
) and QI

B(y) are block diagonal with respect to the partition I, with respective
blocks M(y

I∩B
)I∈I and (QI∩B(y

B
))I∈I . The fact that this set is a relatively compact subset of

M∗
I(F [A]) is a direct application of the previous Lemma 4.4.
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4.2.3 Determinant and polynomial

Let B be a subset of A, b ∈ B and M ∈ M∗(FB
2 ). The mapping

pb(M) : FB
2 −→ R

N 7−→ det
[
(MN)b (MN)b)

T
]

can be seen as a positive homogeneous polynomial of degree 2k on FA
2 . On the subspace Ker(δy)

one has
det[(∇yb

f)(∇yb
f)T ] = pb(M2(y))(Nyf).

∇yb
=
(
M2(y)Ny

)
b

and |∇yb
|2 = pb(y).

Given the scalar product on P2k[FB
2 ] naturally inherited from the one on F2, we consider the

associated norm, with the scaling convention that ‖pb(Id)‖ = 1. We then define the unit
polynomial

Pb(M) =
pb(M)

‖pb(M)‖
.

Let I be a partition of A and M ∈ M∗(FA
2 ) such that M = MI . Then for a ∈ I ∈ I and

N ∈ FA
2 ,

pa(M)(N) = pa(MI)(NI).

The natural choice of scalar product on P2k[FA
2 ] and P2k[F I

2 ] implies that

‖pa(M)‖ = ‖pa(MI)‖ and Pa(M)(N) = Pa(MI)(NI).

In particular, on the subspace Ker(δy) one has

det[(∇yaf)(∇yaf)T ] = pa(MI
2 (y))(NI

y f) and ‖pa(MI
2 (y))‖ = ‖pa(M2(y

I
))‖.

4.2.4 Near-diagonal behavior of the divided difference

In dimension one, the above process can be compared to the classical Lagrange interpolation,
where the orthogonal family are the divided differences, i.e. the coefficient of the Lagrange
polynomial in a well chosen basis. When the interpolation points y1, . . . , yp ∈ R collapse, we
obtain the Hermite-Lagrange interpolation. This has been the path followed in [Anc, Gas] to
treat the delicate problem of understanding the Kac–Rice formula near the diagonal. In higher
dimension, the situation is more intricate due to the variety of possible way for a collection
of points to collapse. We show that one can still recover interesting estimates for the above
orthogonalization procedure, thanks to the Kergin interpolation.

Lemma 4.6. For every sequence (y
m

)m≥0 of points in ∆A \ ∆ that converges in (Rd)p to
a limit point x, one can extract a subsequence (y

φ(m)
)m≥0 such that

• the sequence of free families (Jy
φ(m)

)m≥0 on W converges pointwise towards a limit

free family J of linear forms on W .

• ∀a ∈ A, the sequence of polynomials (Pa(M2(y
φ(m)

)))m≥0 converges to a limit unit

positive polynomial Pa on FA
2 .
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Proof. Let (y
m

)m≥0 be a sequence of points in (Rd)p \∆ that converges in (Rd)p to a limit point
x. We can assume that the barycenter of y

m
is zero for m ≥ 0. The space V is finite dimensional,

as well as the unit sphere of the polynomial space P2k[FA
2 ]. One can then find by compactness

a subsequence (y
φ(m)

)m≥0 such that the sequence of orthonormal families (Jy
φ(m)

)m≥0 in V ∗

converges towards a limit orthonormal family J in V ∗, and the sequence of unit positive poly-
nomials (Pa(M2(y

φ(m)
))m≥0 converges to a limit positive unit polynomial Pa in P2k[FA

2 ]. From

the identity
Jy

m
= Jy

m
◦ Ky

m
,

we can extend also extend the mapping J defined on V to the whole space W via the identity

J = J ◦ Kx.

Since the mapping x 7→ Kx is continuous, we deduce the following weak convergence

lim
m→+∞

Jy
φ(m)

= J ◦ Kx = J.

Since the family J is free as a family in V ∗ it is also free in W .

Lemma 4.7. There is a constant C such that for y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆ and f ∈ W ,

‖Jyf‖ ≤ C sup
y∈Conv(y)

sup
|α|≤2p−1

|∂αf(y)|.

Proof. From the invariance by translation, it suffices to show this proposition only for y ∈
∆A,η \ ∆ such that Bar(y) = 0. Since we choose η ≤ 1 then by Lemma 3.1,

(
∆A,η \ ∆

)
∩ {Bar(y) = 0} ⊂ B(0, |A|).

Let P ∈ V a polynomial. By uniform continuity of the family of linear forms (Jy)y∈B(0,|A|), there
is a constant C independent of y such that

‖JyP‖ ≤ C‖P‖.

Then from Theorem 4.2

‖Jyf‖ = ‖JyKyf‖ ≤ C‖Kyf‖ ≤ C̃ sup
x∈Conv(y)

sup
|α|≤2p−1

|∂αf(x)|.

4.2.5 Extension to bi-variate functions

In the following, we show how to extend the abstract divided difference procedure above to the
bi-variate case, that is when one take a function r ∈ W ⊗ W . To this end, we consider the
natural scalar product on V ⊗ V inherited from the one on V . The proofs are very similar to
the ones of the previous section.

Let A,B be two finite sets. For y ∈ (Rd)A \ ∆ and z ∈ (Rd)B \ ∆ we observe that y × z is

a collection of A × B points in Rd × Rd. Let I (resp. J ) be a partition of A (resp. B). Then
I × J forms a partition on A × B. Using the notation of the previous paragraph, one observe
the fundamental relation for families of linear forms on W ⊗W

jy×z = jy ⊗ jz .

26



Then from the mixed product formula, one has

Jy×z = Jy ⊗ Jz and jy×z = M(y)Jy×zM(z)T ,

and
JI×J

y×z := (Jy
I
×y

J
)I∈I,J∈J ,

so that
jy×z = MI(y)JI×J

y×z MJ (z)T .

At last, if C (resp. D) is a subset of A (resp. B), we have

JIC×JD
y

B
×zC

= QI
C(y) JI×J

y×z QJ
D(z)T .

Lemma 4.8. There is a constant C such that for y ∈ ∆A,η\∆, z ∈ ∆B,η\∆ and r ∈ W⊗W ,

‖Jy×zr‖ ≤ C sup
y∈Conv(y)

sup
z∈Conv(z)

sup
|α|,|β|≤2p−1

|∂α,β r(y, z)|.

Proof. The proof follows the same lines as Lemma 4.7, but the last line is replaced by

‖Jy×zr‖ = ‖Jy×z(Ky ⊗Kz r)‖ ≤ C‖Ky ⊗Kz r‖ ≤ C̃ sup
y∈Conv(y)

sup
z∈Conv(z)

sup
|α|,|β|≤2p−1

|∂α,βr(y, z)|.

4.3 Divided differences of a Gaussian process

At last we describe the covariance matrix of the divided difference vector of a Gaussian process.
In the following, A is a finite set of size p. Let f : Rd → Rk be a Gaussian process of class C2p−1,
that is, a Gaussian element of W . Its distribution is completely characterized by its covariance
function r living in W ⊗ W . Let I,J be partitions of A with J � I. For y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆, we
define the non-negative matrices in S(FA)

Ω(y) := Var(jyf) and ΣI(y) := Var(JI
y f).

One has the relation

Ω(y) = MI(y)ΣI(y)MI(y)T and ΣIB(y
B

) = QI
B(y)ΣI(y)QI

B(y)T .

and thus
Ω(y) = jy2r and ΣI(y) = JI2

y2 r.

Lemma 4.9. Let I be a partition of A, and I, J ∈ I. There is a constant C such that for
y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆,

‖(ΣI(y))I,J‖ ≤ C sup
x∈Conv(y

I
)

sup
z∈Conv(y

J
)

sup
|α|,|β|≤2p−1

|∂α,β r(x, z)|.

Let f̃ be another Gaussian process of class C2p−1 with covariance function r̃, and Σ̃I(y) =

Var(JI
y f̃). Then

‖(ΣI(y))I,J − (Σ̃I(y))I,J‖ ≤ C sup
x∈Conv(y

I
)

sup
z∈Conv(y

J
)

sup
|α|,|β|≤2p−1

|∂α,β (r − r̃)(x, z)|.
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Proof. Let I be a partition of A, and I, J ∈ I. One has the equality

(ΣI(y))I,J = Cov(Jy
I
f, Jy

J
f) = Jy

I
×y

J
r,

and
(ΣI(y))I,J − (Σ̃I(y))I,J = Jy

I
×y

J
(r − r̃).

Observe that if y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆, then y
I

∈ ∆I,η \ ∆. The lemma is a direct application of Lemma
4.8 to the function r for the first part, and to the function r − r̃ for the second part.

4.3.1 Non-degeneracy of the covariance matrix

In this section, we prove some uniform non-degeneracy of the covariance matrix. The divided
difference procedure originating from Gramm-Schmidt gives a way to prove the non-degeneracy.
It suffices that the Kergin projection of the Gaussian process gives a non-degenerate Gaussian
polynomial when points are close to the diagonal. We begin with the following Lemma.

Lemma 4.10. Let f be a stationary Gaussian process from Rd to Rd such that the Gaussian
vector (∂αf(0))|α|≤2p−1 is non-degenerate. Then for η small enough the set

{
ΣA(y)

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆
}

is relatively compact in S+(FA).

Proof. Since the process f is stationary, its covariance function is invariant by translation. Then
{

ΣA(y)
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆

}
=
{

ΣA(y)
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆A,η \ ∆ and Bar(y) = 0

}
.

The non-degeneracy hypothesis on f is completely equivalent to saying that the Taylor poly-
nomial of f of degree 2p − 1 at point 0, that is, from Kergin interpolation, that K(0,...,0)f is
a non-degenerate polynomial. By continuity of the mapping x 7→ Kx, there one can choose η
small enough such that the Gaussian polynomial Kxf is non degenerate when x ∈ ∆A,η.

To prove the lemma, it suffices to show that for any sequence (y
m

)m≥0 of (∆A,η \ ∆) ∩

(Bar(y) = 0), one can take a subsequence that is relatively compact in S+(FA). By compactness,
one extract a converging subsequence (yφ(m))m≥0 such as in Lemma 4.6. Let x be the limit point
in ∆A,η. Then

lim
m→+∞

ΣA(yφ(m)) = Var(Jf) = Var(J(Kxf)).

Since J is a free family of linear form on V and the random polynomial Kxf is non degenerate
then J(Kxf) is a non-degenerate Gaussian vector, and the conclusion follows.

For n ∈ N, we consider fn, a Gaussian process defined on Rd. In the following, we fix a
positive small number η and we consider the subsequent partition (∆I,η)I∈PA

of (Rd)A. For
y ∈ ∆I,η, we define rn the covariance of fn and

ΣI
n(y

A
) = Var

(
JI

y fn

)
.

Let A be a finite set and I be a partition of A. We assume for now that the sequence (fn)n∈N

satisfies hypotheses H1(q), H2(q) and H3(q) defined in (1.7) and (1.8), with q = 2|A| − 1. Since
the function g of hypothesis H2(q) decreases to zero, then for ε > 0, one can find a constant
Tε > |A|η such that {

x ∈ Rd
∣∣∣ g(x) ≥ ε

}
⊂ [−Tε, Tε]. (4.1)

The main proposition of this section is the following.
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Proposition 4.11. In the above setting, there is a nε ∈ N such that the set

{
ΣI

n(y)
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆ , n ≥ nε

}

is relatively compact in S+(FA).

We prove first Proposition 4.11 for the limit stationary process f∞.

Lemma 4.12. In the above setting, the set

{
ΣI

∞(y)
∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆

}

is relatively compact in S+(FA).

Proof. One must show the existence of positive constants Cη and cη such that

∀y
A

∈ ∆I,η \ ∆, ‖ΣI
∞(y

A
)‖ ≤ Cη and det ΣI

∞(y
A

) ≥ cη.

From Lemma 4.9, we observe that the coefficients of the matrix ΣI
∞(xA) are bounded by a

constant times ‖g‖∞. It only remains to prove the uniform positiveness of the determinant.

We prove the uniform lower bound for xA ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆ by induction on the size of the set
A. If |A| = 1 it reduces to the fact that the process f∞ is non-degenerate. Now assume that
the property is true for every strict subset B of A. Let J be another partition of A such that
J � I, and ε > 0. Let us consider the set ∆J ,Tε . Then we have the decomposition

∆I,η =
⊔

J �I

∆I,η ∩ ∆J ,Tε .

In the case J = {A}, one can mimic the proof of Lemma 4.10 to show that the set
{

ΣI
∞(y)

∣∣∣ y ∈ ∆I,η ∩ ∆{A},Tε
\ ∆

}

is relatively compact in S+(FA). Now assume that J 6= {A}. If y ∈ ∆I,η ∩ ∆J ,Tε \ ∆ then for
a, b ∈ A such that [a]J 6= [b]J , and |α|, |β| ≤ 2p − 1,

|∂α,βr∞(ya, yb)| ≤ ε.

It implies by Lemma 4.9 that
sup

I,J∈J
I 6=J

‖ΣI
∞(y)I,J‖ ≤ ε,

and thus
‖ΣI

∞(y) − (ΣI
∞(y))J ‖ ≤ ε.

Since the determinant is a smooth function of the matrix coefficients and the matrix ΣI
∞(y) is

bounded, we deduce the existence of a constant Cη such that for y ∈ ∆I,η ∩ ∆J ,Tε \ ∆,

∣∣∣det ΣI
∞(y) − det (ΣI

∞(y))J

∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
det ΣI

∞(y) −
∏

J∈J

det ΣIJ
∞ (y

J
)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

≤ Cηε,

and thus
det ΣI

∞(y) ≥
∏

J∈J

det ΣIJ
∞ (y

J
) − Cηε.
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For all J ∈ J , the set J is a strict subset of A. Moreover, if y ∈ ∆I,η then y
J

∈ ∆IJ ,η.
By induction hypothesis, one can find a positive constant cη depending only on η such that
det ΣIJ

∞ (y
J
) ≥ cη when y

J
∈ ∆IJ ,η \ ∆. It implies that

∀y ∈ ∆I,η ∩ ∆J ,ε \ ∆, det ΣI
∞(y) ≥ (cη)|J | − Cηε.

Taking ε small enough and gathering the case J = {A} and J 6= {A}, the conclusion follows.

Proof of Proposition 4.11.

Proof. A consequence of hypothesis H1(q) applied to the compact set [−Tε, Tε] yields the exis-
tence of a nε ∈ N such that for n ≥ nε and |α|, |β| ≤ 2p− 1

sup
x,y∈Rd

|x−y|≤Tε

|∂α,βrn(x, y) − ∂α,βr∞(x, y)| ≤ ε. (4.2)

Let n ∈ N. If x, y ∈ Rd and |x− y| > Tε then hypothesis H2(q) implies that for |α|, |β| ≤ 2p− 1,

|∂α,βrn(x, y)| ≤ ε. (4.3)

Gathering Equations (4.2) and (4.3), for n ≥ nε, x, y ∈ Rd and |α|, |β| ≤ 2p − 1

|∂α,βrn(x, y) − ∂α,βr∞(x, y)| ≤ 2ε. (4.4)

Let y ∈ (Rd)A ∩∆I,η \∆. To bound the distance between the distribution of the Gaussian vector
JI

y fn and JI
y f , Lemma 4.9 shows that

∥∥∥ΣI
n(y) − ΣI

∞(y)
∥∥∥ ≤ Cηε.

The matrix ΣI
∞(y) leaves in a compact subset of S+(FA) for y ∈ ∆I,η \∆. The inequality above

implies that for ε small enough, there is an integer nε and a compact subset Kη of S+(FA) such
that for n ≥ nε and y ∈ (Rd)A ∩ ∆I,η \ ∆, the matrix ΣI

n(y) belongs to K.

5 Kac–Rice formula for Gaussian processes

For now on, A is a finite set and f is a centered Gaussian process defined on Rd with covariance
function r. We assume for this section that the process f is of class C2|A|−1, and satisfies the
non-degeneracy hypothesis H3(q) with q = 2|A| − 1, i.e. for any partition I of {1, . . . , q + 1}
and distinct points (xI)I∈I in (Rd)|I| the Gaussian vector

(∂αI
f(xI)) I∈I

|αI |<|I|

is non-degenerate.

5.1 Kac density and cumulants of the zeros counting measure

In this section we give the expression of the p-th factorial moment and cumulant of the nodal
measure. The first step is to lift the degeneracy of the Kac–Rice formula near the diagonal.
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5.1.1 Diagonal degeneracy of the Kac density

We fix for the rest of this paragraph a partition I of A. We define the random set

Z =
{
x ∈ Rd

∣∣∣ f(x) = 0
}
.

By Bulinskaya lemma (see [10, Lem. 1.20]) and the assumption on f , the subset Z is almost
surely a closed discrete subset of Rd and we can define the random measure ν := νf as in (1.1).
The Kac–Rice formula (see [10, Thm. 3.2] and [4, Prop. 3.6]) asserts that for a measurable
function Φ : (Rd)A → R bounded with compact support, one has, following the notations of
Section 4,

E[〈ν [A],Φ〉] =

∫

(Rd)A\∆
Φ(y)ρ(y)dy, (5.1)

with

ρ(y) :=

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
det[(∇yaf)(∇yaf)T ]

∣∣∣∣∣ ∀a ∈ A, f(xa) = 0

]

√
det [2πVar((f(ya))a∈A)]

Let y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆. We define

σI(y) =

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
Pa(MI

2 (y))(NI
y f)

∣∣∣∣∣ D
I
y = 0

]

√
det

[
2πVar(DI

y f)
] ,

and the universal (i.e. independent from f) functions R and RI

R(y) =

∏
a∈A

√
‖pa(M2(y))‖

| detM1(y)|
and RI(y) =

∏

I∈I

R(y
I
).

Note that for a single variable y ∈ Rd, one has from the choice of scaling conventions that
R(y) = 1, so that one has for I = A that

RA(y) = 1.

For another partition J of A, observe the identity,

∏

J∈J

RIJ (y
J
) = RI∧J (y).

We then introduce for Section 6 the notations

R[y] = (RJ (y))J ∈PA
and RI [y] = (RI∧J (y))J ∈PA

.

Lemma 5.1. For y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆ one has

ρ(y) = RI(y)σI(y).
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Proof. Following the previous paragraph, one has

ρ(y) =

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
det[(∇yaf)(∇yaf)T ]

∣∣∣∣∣ ∀a ∈ A, f(xa) = 0

]

√
det [2πVar((f(ya))a∈A)]

=

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
pa(MI

2 (y))(NI
y f)

∣∣∣∣∣ D
I
y f = 0

]

√
det

[
2πVar(MI

1 (y)DI
y f)

]

=
∏

I∈I

∏
i∈I

‖pi(M2(y
I
))‖

| detM1(y
I
)|

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
Pa(MI

2 (y))(NI
y f)

∣∣∣∣∣ D
I
y f = 0

]

√
det

[
2πVar(DI

y f)
]

= RI(y)σI(y),

The function RI should be thought as the singular part of the function ρ near the diagonal ∆I ,
as attests Lemma 4.4 about non-degeneracy of the components of the function σI (see also [29]).

5.1.2 Expression of the cumulants of the zeros counting measure

We are now ready to give the expression of the cumulant of order |A| of the linear statistics
associated to zeros counting measure. Let (φa)a∈A be a collection of bounded functions with
compact support. We define

κA(ν)(φ
A

) = κ
(
(〈ν, φa〉)a∈A

)
,

the joint cumulant of the family of random variables (〈ν, φa〉)a∈A. We define the cumulant Kac
density associated with the set A to be the function

FA : (Rd)A \ ∆ −→ R

y −→
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

ρ(y
J
). (5.2)

The following Proposition 5.2 express the cumulant of order |A| of the linear statistics associated
to zeros counting measure. It is key step in towards proof of Theorem 1.9, and reveals the elegant
interplay between the factorial power counting measure and the combinatorics of cumulants.

Proposition 5.2. We have

κA(ν)(φ
A

) =
∑

I∈PA

∫

(Rd)I\∆

(
∏

I∈I

∏

i∈I

φi(yI)

)
FI(y

I
)dy

I
.

Proof. We have, using the expression of cumulants in terms of moments given by Proposition
(2.7)

κA(ν)(φ
A

) =
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

E
[〈
νJ , φ⊗

J

〉]
.

The link between the power measure and factorial power measure given by Lemma 3.2 implies
that

E
[〈
νJ , φ⊗

J

〉]
=
∑

I∈PJ

E
[〈
ν [I], φ⊗

J
◦ ιI

〉]
.
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The bijection given by Lemma 2.4 then implies

κA(ν)(φ
A

) =
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∑

I�J

∏

J∈J

E
[〈
ν [IJ ], φ⊗

J
◦ ιIJ

〉]

=
∑

I∈PA

∑

J �I

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

E
[〈
ν [IJ ], φ⊗

J
◦ ιIJ

〉]
.

The Kac–Rice formula then asserts that

E
[〈
ν [IJ ], φ⊗

J
◦ ιIJ

〉]
=

∫

(Rd)IJ \∆



∏

I∈I
I⊂J

∏

i∈I

φi(yI)


 ρ(y

II
)dy

IJ
,

from which we deduce that

κA(ν)(φ
A

) =
∑

I∈PA

∫

(Rd)I\∆

(
∏

I∈I

∏

i∈I

φi(yI)

)
∑

J �I

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

ρ(y
IJ

)dy
IJ

=
∑

I∈PA

∫

(Rd)I\∆

(
∏

I∈I

∏

i∈I

φi(yI)

)
FI(y

I
)dy

I

where the last equality follows from the bijection given by Lemma 2.4.

5.2 Matrix representation of the Kac density and factorization property

In this section we prove a matrix representation for the Kac density and the cumulant Kac
density. It allows us to dissociate the analysis of the covariance matrix of divided differences
associated with the Gaussian process f , and of the Kac density seen as a functional of the
covariance matrix.

5.2.1 Matrix representation of the Kac density

We define the mapping

σ̃ : M(FA) × S+(FA) −→ R

(M,Σ) 7−→
1√

det(2πΣ)

∫

F A
2

√∏

a∈A

Pa(M2)(N) exp

(
−
~NT (Σc)−1 ~N

2

)
dN.

The following lemma gives an alternative expression of σ(y) as a function of the covariance
matrix ΣI(y), and the matrix of divided differences MI(y), when y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆.

Lemma 5.3. For y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆,

σI(y) = σ̃
(
MI(y),ΣI(y)

)
.
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Proof. According to the Gaussian conditioning formula, one has

σI(y) =

E

[
∏

a∈A

√
Pa(MI

2 (y))(NI
y f)

∣∣∣∣∣ D
I
y = 0

]

√
det

[
2πVar(DI

y f)
]

=
1√

det
[
2πΣI

1 (y)
]

det
[
2π(ΣI(y))c

]
∫

F A
2

√∏

a∈A

P̃a(MI
2 (y))(N) exp

(
−
~NT ((ΣI(y))c)−1 ~N

2

)
dN

= σ̃
(
MI(y),ΣI(y)

)
.

Lemma 5.4. Let y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆. For a subset B of A,

σIB(y
B

) = σ̃
(
MIB (y

B
), QI

B(y)ΣI(y)QI
B(y)T

)
.

Proof. Note first that y
B

∈ ∆IB
\ ∆. According to the previous lemma,

σIB (y
B

) = σ̃
(
MIB (y

B
),ΣIB (y

B
)
)
.

Since
ΣIB (y

B
) = QI

B(y)ΣI(y)QI
B(y)T ,

the conclusion follows.

Given two open subsets Ω1 and Ω2 of finite dimensional vector spaces, we define the function
space C0,∞(Ω1,Ω2) to be the set of functions from Ω1 × Ω2 to R, that are infinitely differentiable
with respect to the second argument and such that the partial derivatives (with respect to
the second argument) are jointly continuous. We endow this space with the usual topology of
uniform convergence of second partial derivatives to any order on compact subsets of Ω1 × Ω2.

Lemma 5.5. The application σ̃ belongs to C0,∞(M(FA),S+(FA)).

Proof. Let

h(Σ, N) =
1√

det(2πΣ)
exp

(
−
~NT (Σc)−1 ~N

2

)
.

The function Σ 7→ h(Σ, N) is infinitely differentiable on S+(FA) and its partial derivatives are
also exponentially decreasing with respect to the variable N . By differentiability under the
integral, it implies that ρ̃ belongs to C0,∞(M(FA),S+(FA)).

5.2.2 Factorization of the Kac density and error term

In this section, we show that the function ρ̃ satisfies a nice factorization property. For the rest
of this section, I is a fixed partition of the set A.

Lemma 5.6. Let M ∈ MI(FA) and Σ ∈ S+
I (FA). Then

σ̃(M,Σ) =
∏

I∈I

σ̃(MI ,ΣI).
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Proof. Since the matrix Σ is block diagonal with respect to the partition I,

√
det (2πΣ) =

∏

I∈I

√
det (2πΣI).

Similarly, for N ∈ FA
2 ,

exp

(
−
~NT (Σc)−1 ~N

2

)
=
∏

I∈I

exp

(
−
~NT

I ((ΣI)c)−1 ~NI

2

)
.

The matrix MI is also block diagonal with respect to the partition I and

∏

a∈A

Pa(M)(N) =
∏

I∈I

∏

i∈I

Pi(MI)(NI).

The conclusion follows from the definition of σ̃.

We now want to describe the error term in Lemma 5.6 after perturbation of the block-diagonal
matrix Σ. We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.7. Let K be a compact subset of MI(FA) × S+(FA). There is a constant CK

such that for all (M,Σ) ∈ K,

|σ̃(M,Σ) − σ̃(M,ΣI)| ≤ CK‖Σ − ΣI‖2.

Proof. We set H = Σ − ΣI . The matrix H satisfies HI = 0. It implies that

(Σ−1
I H)I = (Σ−1

I HΣ−1
I )I = 0 and thus Tr(Σ−1

I H) = 0. (5.3)

This implies that the differential of the determinant at ΣI in the direction H is zero. Moreover,
one has from identity (3.2)

[(ΣI +H)c]−1 = [(ΣI +H)−1]22

= (Σc
I)−1 − H̃ +O(‖H‖2),

where H̃ = [Σ−1
I HΣ−1

I ]22 and the big-oh is uniform on the compact K. By (5.3), one has

(H̃)I = 0. Differentiation under the integral sign gives

σ̃(M,ΣI +H) = σ̃(M,ΣI) + dΣ̃I(M,ΣI).H +O(‖H‖2),

where

dσ̃(M,ΣI).H = −
1

2
√

det (2πΣI)

∫

F A
2

√∏

a∈A

Pa(M2)(N) ( ~NT H̃ ~N) exp

(
−
~NT (Σc

I)−1 ~N

2

)
dN

Since (H̃)I = 0, the integrand in the equation above is an odd function of the coordinates of ~N ,
which implies that

dσ̃(M,ΣI).H = −dσ̃(M,ΣI).H = 0.

The conclusion follows by Taylor expansion.

We can now state the following proposition that gives the error in Lemma 5.6 when the
matrix Σ is not block diagonal with respect to the partition I.
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Corollary 5.8. Let B be a subset of A and K be a compact subset of MI(FB
2 )×M∗

I(FA
2 , F

B
2 )×

S+(FA). Then there is a constant CK such that, for all (M,Q,Σ) ∈ K,

∣∣∣∣∣σ̃(M,QΣQT ) −
∏

I∈I

σ̃(MI , QIΣI Q
T
I )

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ CK sup
I,J∈I
I 6=J

‖ΣI,J‖2.

Proof. Let Π = QΣQT . The couple (M,Π) lives in a compact set of MB(R) × S+
2B(R). From

Lemma 5.7, one has
|σ̃(M,Π) − σ̃(M,ΠI)| = O(‖Π − ΠI‖2).

By Lemma 5.5, the application σ̃ belongs to C0,∞(MB(R) × S+
2B(R)). Lagrange remainder

formula asserts the existence of a constant CK such that

|σ̃(M,Π) − σ̃(M,ΠI)| ≤ CK‖Π − ΠI‖2 ≤ CK sup
I,J∈I
I 6=J

‖ΠI,J‖2.

Since Q = QI and ‖Q‖ ≤ CK for some constant CK , we deduce

‖ΠI,J‖ = ‖QIΣI,JQ
T
J ‖ ≤ CK‖ΣI,J‖.

Finally the conclusion follows from Lemma 5.6 since

σ̃(M,ΠI) =
∏

I∈I

σ̃(MI ,ΠI) =
∏

I∈I

σ̃(MI , QIΣIQ
T
I ).

5.2.3 Matrix representation of the cumulant Kac density

Similarly to the Kac density, we can derive a matrix representation for the cumulant Kac density
defined in (5.2). From notations of Paragraph 3.2.3, we introduce the function F̃A defined by

F̃A : M∗(F [A]) × RPA × S+(FA) −→ R

(M,Q) ×R× Σ 7−→
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1RJ
∏

J∈J

σ̃ (MJ , QJΣTQJ).

Let I be a partition of A. The following lemma gives an alternative expression to the function
FA when y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆. Recall the definition of MI [y], QI [y], RI [y] and ΣI(y) in 4.

Lemma 5.9. One has

FA(y) = F̃A

(
(MI [y], QI [y]), RI [y],ΣI(y)

)
.

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of the definition of MI [y], QI [y] and RI [y].
Let y ∈ ∆I,η \ ∆. One has

FA(y) =
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

ρ(y
J
)

=
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

RIJ (y
J
)σIJ (y

J
)

=
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1RI∧J (y)
∏

J∈J

σIJ (y
J
)
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According to lemma 5.4, for a subset J of A one has

ρ(xJ) = RIJ (y
J
)σ̃
(
MIJ (y

J
), QI,J(y)ΣI(y)TQI,J(y)

)
,

and the conclusion follows.

Given the definition of the function F̃A, one can translate the cancellation property of Lemma
2.8 to this function. It is the object of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.10. Let I be a partition of A, with I 6= {A}. Let (M,Q) ∈ M∗
I(F [A]), R ∈ RPA

I

and Σ ∈ S+
I (FA). Then

F̃A((M,Q,R),Σ) = 0.

Proof. For a subset B of A, we set

mB = RBσ̃(MB , QBΣTQB).

Then from Lemma 5.6 one has

mB = RBσ̃(MB , QBΣTQB)

=
∏

I∈I

RI∩B ρ̃(M I∩B, QI∩BΣT
I Q

I∩B)

=
∏

I∈I

mI∩B

From Lemma 2.8, one deduce that

F̃A((M,Q,R),Σ) =
∑

J ∈PA

(|J | − 1)!(−1)|J |−1
∏

J∈J

mJ = 0.

Corollary 5.8 translates directly into the following bound for the function F̃A.

Lemma 5.11. Let I be a partition of A, with I 6= {A}. Let K be a compact subset of
M∗

I(F [A]) × S+(FA). Then there is a constant CK such that for all ((M,Q),Σ) ∈ K and

R ∈ RPA
I one has ∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q,R),Σ)

∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖ sup
I,J∈I
I 6=J

‖ΣI,J‖2.

If K is another partition of A with I � K ≺ {A} then

∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q,R),Σ)
∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖ sup

I,J∈K
I 6=J

‖ΣI,J‖2.

Proof. From Lemma 5.10, one has

F̃A((M,Q), R,ΣI) = 0.

Since the function F̃A is a polynomial expression in the function ρ̃ applied to different parameters,
and is a linear function of R, the error term given by Corollary 5.8 translates directly for the
function F̃A to the desired estimate.

As for the second assertion, it follows directly from the first one applied to the partition K,
since one has the inclusion M∗

I(F [A]) ⊂ M∗
K(F [A]).
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5.3 Decay of the cumulant Kac density

The goal of the following section is to improve the quadratic bound given by Lemma 5.11. We
will do so, thanks to a refinement of Taylor expansion for regular functions that cancel on given
affine subspaces. The next key Lemma 5.19 bounds the function F̃A by a sum over a collection
of graphs. We recall first a few definitions and propositions from graph theory.

5.3.1 Graph setting

A graph G is a couple (E(G), V (G)), where E(G) is the set of edges of the graph G and V (G)
the collection of vertices of G. For our purposes, a graph G has no loop, but two different edges
can have the same endpoints. The multiplicity of an edge {a, b} is the number of edges in the
graph that are equal to {a, b}. Let k be a positive integer. We say that a graph G is k-edge
connected if the graph G remains connected when any collection of k of its edges are removed.
Alternatively, a graph G is k-edge connected if for any partition of its vertices into two distinct
subsets, one can find at least k distinct edges connecting the two subsets.

We say that a graph G is minimally k-edge connected if it is k-edge connected, but the
removal of any edge results in a graph which is no longer k-edge connected. We define GA to be
the set of graphs with set of vertices A that are minimally 2-edge connected. Note that the set
GA is finite since any edge has multiplicity at most 2.

Let I be a partition of A and let G be a graph with set of vertices A. We define the graph
GI on the set of vertices I to be the quotient graph with respect to the partition I. That is,
the multiplicity of the edge {I, J} (with I 6= J) of GI is the number of edges {i, j} in G (with
multiplicity) such that {I, J} = {[i]I , [j]I }.

Lemma 5.12. If G ∈ GA then GI is 2-edge connected. Conversely, let H ∈ GI. There is
G ∈ GA such that

H = GI .

Proof. Removing one edge of GI amounts to removing one edge of G. Since G remains connected
after this operation, then so is the quotient graph GI , which implies that GI is 2-edge connected.
For the second assertion, for each I ∈ I, we choose a element aI ∈ I of the class. We define the
graph G with vertices A and set of edges so that

• if {I, J} is an edge of H with multiplicity k ∈ {0, 1, 2} then {aI , aJ} is an edge of G with
multiplicity k

• an element bI ∈ I \ aI is only connected to aI with an edge with multiplicity 2.

It is straightforward to observe that the graph G satisfies GI = H and is minimally 2-edge
connected.

An ear of a graph G is a path in G, but with possibly matching endpoints. Note that a
cycle is a particular instance of an ear. An ear decomposition of the graph G is a decomposition
(P1, . . . , Pk) such that P1 is a cycle in G, and for i ≥ 2, Pi is an ear of G whose endpoints belong
to
⋃

j<i Pj. We states the following standard fact for 2-edge connected graphs (see [58, Thm.
4.2.10]). The proof is an induction on the number of ears.

Lemma 5.13. A 2-edge connected graph admits an ear decomposition. The number of ears
is necessary the circuit rank of the graph G. Moreover, the starting cycle can be chosen
arbitrarily among the cycles of G.

It implies the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.14. Let G be a 2-edge connected graph. There is a family (Ta)a∈A of spanning
trees of G such that for every edge e ∈ E(G), one can find an element ae ∈ A such that e is
not an edge of the spanning tree Tae .

Proof. Let P1 be a largest cycle in G, with vertices B, and (P1, . . . , Pk) be an ear decomposition
of G. For i ≥ 1, we define Ei the set of edges of the path Pi. One has |B| ≥ |Ei|, so that one
can find a surjection τi : B ։ Ei.

For a /∈ B, we define Ta to be any spanning tree of G. For a ∈ B, we define Ta to be the
graph G where we removed, in each path Ei, the edge τi(a). The number k is the circuit rank
of the graph G. By construction, the graph Ta is connected, so it must be a spanning tree of
the graph G. Every edge e ∈ Ei is the image of some element ae ∈ B by the surjection τi, so
that the edge e does not belong to the tree Tae .

5.3.2 Crossed Taylor formula

In this paragraph we prove an enhancement of the Taylor remainder estimates for regular func-
tions that cancel on affine subspaces. An observation of this phenomenon is the following.
Assume that F (x, y) is a regular function such that in a neighborhood of zero,

|F (x, y)| ≤ |x| and |F (x, y)| ≤ |y|.

Then for some constant C, one has in a neighborhood of zero that

|F (x, y)| ≤ C|xy|,

which improves by a square factor the trivial bound
√

|xy|. We wish to extend this observation
to the more complicated function F̃A that satisfies the bounds given by Lemma 5.11 for several
partitions I of A. In the following, we give a general statement for this phenomenon.

Let E be a finite set and Ω be an open subset of RE. Let F be an infinitely differentiable
function on Ω, and y be a vector in RE . We fix an integer d ∈ N. The following lemma states
equivalent conditions for a regular function F to cancel on an affine subspace with order of
cancellation at least d.

Lemma 5.15. Let B be a subset of E. Then the three following conditions are equivalent.

1. For every compact subset K of Ω, there is a constant CK such that,

∀x ∈ K, |F (x)| ≤ CK

(
sup
b∈B

|xb − yb|

)d

.

2. For every multi-index nB ∈ NB with |nB| = d, there exists a function HnB
∈ C∞(Ω)

such that
∀x ∈ Ω, F (x) =

∑

|nB|=d

(xB − y
B

)nB HnB
(x).

3. For all w ∈ Ω such that wB = y
B

, for every multi-index m ∈ NE with |mB| < d,

∂mF (w) = 0.

Proof. We can assume that Ω is a product of open intervals. The general case follows by a
partition of unity. We denote by ΩB the projection of Ω to RB .
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• (2) ⇒ (1) follows from the boundedness of the functions HnB
on compact subsets K of Ω.

• (1) ⇒ (3) is a consequence of the uniqueness of the polynomial approximation given by
Taylor expansion.

• (3) ⇒ (2), we distinguish two cases. If y
B

∈ ΩB, then the implication a direct consequence
of Taylor expansion with integral remainder of the function F on the segment between
points x and (xE\B , yB

). If y
B
/∈ ΩB, then there is an index b ∈ B such that yb /∈ Ω{b}.

We can then define

H(x) =
F (x)

(xb − yb)d
, so that F (x) = (xb − yb)

dH(x).

For the rest of this section, we fix a collection B of (not necessarily disjoints) subsets of
E. We wish to extend the previous Lemma 5.15 to the collection B. Let dB = (dB)B∈B be a
collection of positive integers. The space NE is naturally equipped with a partial order induced
from the natural order on N, and we define

CB = min
{
n ∈ NE

∣∣∣ ∀B ∈ B, |nB | ≥ dB

}
. (5.4)

For instance, if E = {1, 2, 3}, B = {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, {1, 3}} and dB = 2 for all B ∈ B, then

CB = {(2, 2, 0), (0, 2, 2), (2, 0, 2), (1, 1, 1)} .

Proposition 5.16. Assume that for every B ∈ B, the function F satisfies one of the
equivalent statements of Lemma 5.15. Then there exists functions (Hn)n∈CB

∈ C∞(Ω) such
that

∀x ∈ Ω, F (x) =
∑

n∈CB

(x− y)nHn(x).

In particular, for a compact subset K of Ω, one can find a constant CK such that

∀x ∈ K, |F (x)| ≤ CK

∑

n∈CB

|x− y|n.

Proof. Once again, we can assume that the Ω is a product of open intervals, and for a subset B
of E we denote by ΩB the projection of Ω to RB. The proof is a induction on the size of the set
B. If B = {B}, this exactly the hypothesis on F (second characterization in Lemma 5.15). Now
let B ∈ B and suppose that the lemma is true for the family B \ {B}. We have

F (x) =
∑

n∈CB\{B}

(x− y)nHn(x).

As in the proof of 5.15, we distinguish two cases. Assume first that y
B

∈ ΩB, and let w ∈ Ω

such that wB = y
B

. For every multi-index mB ∈ NB with |mB| < dB ,

∂mBF (w) =
∑

n∈CB\{B}

∂mB

(
( . − y)nHn( . )

)
(w)

=
∑

n∈CB\{B}

nB≤mB

(wE\B − y
E\B

)nE\B
mB !

(mB − nB)!
∂(mB−nB)Hn(w)

= 0,
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according to the third characterization in Lemma 5.15. Let w = (xE\B , yB
). On cannot directly

use Lemma 5.15 to the functions Hn because it is not guaranteed that they satisfy one of the
equivalent propositions, but it will be the case if we subtract to Hn its Taylor expansion. For
n ∈ CB\{B} and x ∈ Ω we define the quantity

H̃n(x) = Hn(x) −
∑

|mB |<dB−|nB |

(xB − y
B

)mB

(mB)!
∂mBHn(w).

If |nB| ≥ dB , then Hn = H̃n and n ∈ CB. If |nB | < dB , then by Taylor expansion with integral
remainder (or directly by (3) ⇒ (2) of Lemma 5.15), there exists functions (Hn , p

B
)|p

B
|=dB−|nB|

such that
H̃n(x) =

∑

|p
B

|=dB−|nB |

(xB − y
B

)p
BHn , p

B
(x). (5.5)

Now we compute

F (x) = F (x) −
∑

|mB|<dB

(xB − y
B

)mB

mB !
∂mBF (w)

=
∑

n∈CB\{B}

(x− y)n


Hn(x) −

∑

|mB|<dB

mB≥nB

(xB − y
B

)mB−nB

(mB − nB)!
∂(mB−nB)Hn(w)




=
∑

n∈CB\{B}

(x− y)nH̃n(x)

=
∑

n∈(CB\{B}∩ CB)

(x− y)nH̃n(x)

+
∑

n∈(CB\{B}\ CB)

∑

|pB|=dB−|nB|

(xE\B − y
E\B

)nE\B (xB − y
B

)nB+p
BHn , p

B
(x)

One then have |nB + p
B

| = dB . The multi-index ñ = (nE\B , nB + p
B

) does not necessarily
belongs to CB because it is not necessary a minimal element as in the definition of the set CB,
but there exists a multi-index m ∈ CB such that m ≤ ñ. One can then write

(xE\B − y
E\B

)nE\B(xB − y
B

)nB+p
BHn , p

B
(x) = (x− y)m

(
(x− y)n−mHn,p

B
(x)
)
,

and the conclusion follows.

If y
B
/∈ ΩB, we can argue as in the proof of (3) ⇒ (2) in Lemma 5.15 to get an expression

for Hn(x) similar to (5.5) and the conclusion direclty follows.

For instance, let E = {1, 2, 3}. Let F be an infinitely differentiable function such that for
(x, y, z) in any compact subset K of R3,

|F (x, y, z)| ≤ x2 + y2, |F (x, y, z)| ≤ y2 + z2 and |F (x, y, z)| ≤ x2 + z2.

Then the function F satisfies the hypotheses of Proposition 5.16 with B = {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, {1, 3}}
and dB = 2 for all B ∈ B. It implies the existence of a constant CK such that for (x, y, z) ∈ K,

|F (x, y, z)| ≤ CK

(
x2y2 + y2z2 + x2z2 + |xyz|

)
.

Now let (V, ‖.‖) be a finite dimensional normed vector space. In the following Ω is an open
subset of the vector space V E , F is a function defined on Ω and y ∈ V E . We keep the definition
of the collection CB introduced above.
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Corollary 5.17. Assume that for every B ∈ B, and for all compact subset K of Ω, there
is a constant CK such that

∀x ∈ K, |F (x)| ≤ CK

(
sup
b∈B

‖xb − yb‖

)d

.

Then for a compact subset K of Ω, one can find a constant CK such that

∀x ∈ K, |F (x)| ≤ CK

∑

n∈CB

∏

e∈E

‖xe − ye‖
ne .

Proof. We identify V with Rk so that V E ≃ R{1,...,k}×E. The proof is a direct consequence of
the previous Proposition 5.17 applied to the family

C̃B = {{1, . . . , k} ×B | B ∈ CB} .

Remark 5.18. Let Ω1 be an open subset of a finite dimensional vector space and assume that
F ∈ C0,∞(Ω1,Ω) (this function space is defined before Lemma 5.5). Then Proposition 5.16
remains true if one replace C∞(Ω) by C0,∞(Ω1,Ω) and the proof is in all points similar.

We now apply the previous Corollary 5.17 to the function F̃A.

Lemma 5.19. Let I be a partition of A and K be a compact subset of M∗
I (F [A])× S+(FA).

Then there is a constant CK such that for all ((M,Q),Σ) ∈ K and R ∈ RPA
I , one has

∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q), R,Σ)
∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖

∑

G∈GI

∏

{I,J}∈E(G)

‖ΣI,J‖.

Proof. The proposition is trivial if I = {A}, and we can assume that I 6= {A}. The proof is an
application of Corollary 5.17. We define E to be the collection of subsets of A of cardinal 2 :

E = {{a, b} ⊂ A | a 6= b} .

Note that we can first make the identification

S(FA) = S(F )A × M(F )E .

Let K be a partition of A with K � I. We define

BK = {{i, j} ∈ E | [i]K 6= [j]K} and BI =

{
BK

∣∣∣∣ I � K and |K| = 2

}
.

The set BK encodes the pair of indices that belongs to two different cells of the partition K.
In the space S(FA), the associated sub-vector space corresponds to the matrices that are block
diagonal with respect to the partition K. Let us give a more intuitive description of the set

CBI
= min

{
n ∈ NE

∣∣∣ ∀K � I s.t |K| = 2, |nBK
| ≥ 2

}
.

For an element n ∈ CBI
, we define the graph Gn with set of vertices A, and where the edge

e = {a, b} has for multiplicity ne, for e ∈ E. Now consider the Hn = G
n
I , obtained as the
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quotient graph with respect to the partition I. Since n ∈ CBI
, one can find, for any partition

K � I of the set I in two disjoint subsets, at least two distinct edges connecting the two subsets.
It implies that the graph Hn is 2-edge connected. More over, the minimality assumption on the
set CBI

implies that the graph Hn is minimally 2-edge-connected. Thus, one has Hn ∈ GI .

According to Lemma 5.19, one has
∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q), R,Σ)

∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖ sup
I,J∈K
I 6=J

‖ΣI,J‖2

≤ CK‖R‖ sup
e∈BK

‖Σe‖2.

Then, according to Corollary 5.17, there is a constant CK such that
∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q), R,Σ)

∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖
∑

n∈CBI

∏

e∈E

‖Σe‖ne

According to the above paragraph, one readily deduce that
∣∣∣F̃A((M,Q), R,Σ)

∣∣∣ ≤ CK‖R‖
∑

G∈GI

∏

{I,J}∈E(G)

‖ΣI,J‖.

6 Asymptotics of the cumulants of the zeros counting measure

We are now in position to study the asymptotics of the cumulants of the zeros counting mea-
sure associated with a sequence of processes (fn)n∈N. We first prove that the non-degeneracy
condition holds uniformly for n ∈ N, which allows us to translate the previous Lemma 5.19
to the cumulant Kac density FA,n associated with the sequence (fn)n∈N. As a consequence of
the previous Proposition 4.11, we deduce the following corollary about convergence of the Kac
density associated with the process fn.

Corollary 6.1. Assume that the sequence of processes (fn)n∈N
satisfies hypotheses H1(q),H2(q)

and H3(q) defined in (1.7) and (1.8), with q = 2|A| − 1. Then we have the following conver-
gence, uniformly for x ∈ Rd and t in compact subsets of RA

lim
n→+∞

ρn(nx+ t) = ρ∞(t) and lim
n→+∞

FA,n(nx+ t) = FA,∞(t).

Proof. The proof of Proposition 4.11 implies that for all partition I of A, one has the following
convergence, uniformly for x ∈ Rd and t in a bounded subset of ∆I,η

lim
n→+∞

ΣI
n(nx+ t) = SigmaI

∞(t).

The conclusion follows from the alternative expression for ρn given by Lemma 5.3. Note that
the function ρ∞ does not depends on the function ψ(x) since it cancels on the numerator and
denominator.

6.1 Asymptotics of the cumulants

Let A be a finite set of cardinal p. We assume that the sequence of processes (fn)n∈N
satisfies

hypotheses H1(q),H2(q) and H3(q) defined in (1.7) and (1.8), with q = 2p− 1. We then choose
η = ω

2p where ω is the parameter of hypothesis H2(q), so that

gω(x) = sup
|u|≤2ηp

g(x+ u).
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6.1.1 Decay of the cumulant Kac density

Let us now translate Lemma 5.19 to the cumulant Kac density FA,n. The previous Corollary
6.1 ensures that the matrix ΣI

n(x) lives in a compact subset of S+(FA) when x ∈ ∆I,η and n is
large enough.

Lemma 6.2. There is a constant C depending only on η such that for all y ∈ (Rd)A ∩
∆I,η \ ∆,

∣∣∣FA,n(y)
∣∣∣ ≤ C

(
∏

I∈I

‖R[y
I
]‖

)
∑

G∈GI

∏

{I,J}∈E(G)

gω(Bar(y
I
) − Bar(y

J
)).

Proof. We prove that the inequality holds for any partition I of A and y ∈ (Rd)A ∩ ∆I,η \ ∆.
According to Corollary 6.1 there is a compact subset K of S+(FA) such that for n large enough,
ΣI

n(y) ∈ K. By Lemma 4.5, the element (MI [y], QI [y]) also lives in a compact subset of

M∗
I(F [A]).

We can then apply Lemma 5.19 with Σ = ΣI
n(y), (M,Q) = (MI [y], QI [y]) and R = RI [y].

Given the representation formula for FA given by Lemma 5.9, we deduce the existence of a
constant C such that for all y ∈ ∆I,η,

|FA(y)| ≤ C‖RI [y]‖
∑

G∈GI

∏

{I,J}∈E(G)

‖(ΣI
n(y))I,J‖

≤ C

(
∏

I∈I

‖R[y
I
]‖

)
∑

G∈GI

∏

{I,J}∈E(G)

‖(ΣI
n(y))I,J‖.

According to Lemma 4.9,

‖(ΣI
n(y))I,J‖ ≤ C sup

x∈Conv(y
I
)

sup
z∈Conv(y

J
)

sup
|α|,|β|≤2p−1

|∂α,β rn(x, z)|

≤ C sup
x∈Conv(y

I
)

sup
z∈Conv(y

J
)
|g(x, z)|

≤ Cgω(Bar(y
I
),Bar(y

J
)),

according to the definition of g and gω.

6.1.2 Convergence of the error term towards zero

This whole part is borrowed from [Gas21].

Let k = d and νn = νfn be the random counting measure of the zero set of the Gaussian
process fn defined on Rd. The previous Lemma 6.2 and the formula for the p-th cumulant given
by Proposition 5.2 shows that the convergence of the cumulant reduces to the behavior of the
quantity

Hn(G) =

∫

(Rd)A∩∆I,η\∆

(
∏

I∈I

rI(y
I
)

)
∏

a∈A

∣∣∣∣φa

(
ya

n

)∣∣∣∣
∏

e={I,G}∈E(G)

ge(Bar(y
I
)−Bar(y

J
))dy, (6.1)

where I is a partition of A, G is a 2-edge connected graph with set of vertices I and set of edges
E(G), (φa)a∈A are bounded functions with compact support, (ge)e∈E(G) are even functions in
L2 ∩L∞ and the functions (rB)B⊂A are locally integrable and invariant by translation. We begin
by a first lemma that give a bound on Hn(G). For B ⊂ A we introduce the function

φn
B : y 7→

∫
Bar(tB)=0

|tB |≤ηp

r(tB)
∏

a∈B

φa

(
y +

ta
n

)
dtB.
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Lemma 6.3. For B ⊂ A and n ≥ 1, one has

‖φB‖∞ ≤

(
∏

a∈B

‖φa‖∞

)
‖r1B(0,ηp)‖1 and ‖φB‖1 ≤

(
∏

a∈B

‖φa‖|B|

)
‖r1B(0,ηp)‖1.

Moreover, there is a constant C depending only on η such that

Hn(G) ≤
∫

(Rd)I

∏

I∈I

φn
I

(
xI

n

) ∏

e={I,G}∈E(G)

ge(xI − xJ)dxI .

Proof. The first assertion is straightforward from the definition of φn
B . Now for I ∈ I, we make

the change of variable inside Hn(G)

y
I

= xI + tI , where Bar(tI) = 0.

By using the description of ∆I,η in Lemma 3.1 we get

Hn(G) ≤
∫

(Rd)I

∏

I∈I



∫

Bar(tI)=0
|tI |≤ηp

∏

i∈I

φi

(
yI + ti
n

)
dtI


 ge(xI − xJ)dxI

≤
∫

(Rd)I

∏

I∈I

φn
I

(
xI

n

) ∏

e={I,J}∈E(G)

ge(xI − xJ)dxI

We now introduce the quantity

In(G) =

∫

(Rd)A

∏

a∈A

φa

(
xa

n

) ∏

e={i,j}∈E(G)

ge(xi − xj)dx,

for some bounded function (φa)a∈A with compact support, and function (ge)e∈E(G). In the
previous Lemma 6.3, we have bound the quantity Hn(G) by the quantity In(G) for some well
chose function φa and graph G.

We recall the following theorem about Hölder interpolation, which is a particular instance
of the Brascamp–Lieb inequality (see [14]).

Theorem 6.4 (Hölder interpolation). Let m,n positive integers, and v1, . . . , vm be non-
zeros vectors which span the Euclidean space Rn. We denote by Q the subset of [0, 1]m

such that q ∈ Q if there is a finite constant Cq such that for every measurable functions

ψ1, . . . , ψm from Rd to R,

∫

(Rd)n

m∏

i=1

|ψi(〈x, vi〉)|dx ≤ Cq

m∏

i=1

(∫

Rd
|ψi(x)|1/qidx

)qi

.

Then Q is convex.

The above theorem implies the following theorem about the integral quantity In(G). Recall that
p = |A|.
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Lemma 6.5. Assume that for all e ∈ E(G), ge ∈ L
p

p−1 . Then for every e ∈ E(G), there is
a number pe ≥ p

p−1 such that

1

nd
In(G) ≤

(
∏

a∈A

‖φa‖p

)
 ∏

e∈E(G)

‖ge‖pe


 .

Assume that p ≥ 3 and ge ∈ L2 ∩ L∞. Then

lim
n→+∞

1

ndp/2
In(G) = 0.

Proof. Let (Ta)a∈A be the family of spanning trees of G given by Lemma 5.14. For fixed index
a ∈ A, the linear mapping

xA 7−→ (xa, (xb − xc){b,c}∈E(Ta))

is volume preserving. For e /∈ E(Ta) we bound the term ge(xi − xj) in In(G) by ‖ge‖∞, and for
b 6= a, the function φb by ‖φb‖∞. By a change of variable, we get

In(G) ≤ nd‖φa‖1


∏

b6=a

‖φb‖∞




 ∏

e∈E(Ta)

‖ge‖1




 ∏

e/∈E(Ta)

‖ge‖∞


 .

This inequality is true for all a ∈ A. By Theorem 6.4, one can interpolate this collection of
Hölder inequalities indexed by the set A and convex combination (1/p, . . . , 1/p) to obtain

In(G) ≤ Cnd

(
∏

a∈A

‖φa‖p

)
 ∏

e∈E(G)

‖ge‖pe


 , with

1

pe
=

1

p

∑

a∈A

1E(Ta)(e). (6.2)

Since for all e ∈ E(G), there is a tree Tae that does not contain the edge e, one must have
pe ≥ p

p−1 , and the first part of the lemma follows. For the second part, note that we also have
the crude bound

In(G) ≤ ndp

(
∏

a∈A

‖φa‖1

)
 ∏

e∈E(G)

‖ge‖∞


 .

We can once again interpolate this inequality with inequality (6.2) and convex combination(
p

2(p−1) ,
p−2

2(p−1)

)
to get

1

ndp/2
In(G) ≤ C

(
∏

a∈A

‖φa‖2

)
 ∏

e∈E(G)

‖ge‖qe


 , with qe = 2pe

p− 1

p
≥ 2. (6.3)

It remains show that the left hand side of (6.3) converges towards zero for p ≥ 3. If the functions
(ge)e∈E(G) are bounded and compactly supported, then inequality (6.2) implies the convergence
towards zero of the left hand side of (6.3) when p ≥ 3. In the general case, one can take,
for every e ∈ E(G), a sequence of bounded and compactly supported functions that converge
towards ge in Lqe . The Hölder bound given by (6.3) and the triangular inequality imply the
desired result.

The above Lemma 6.5 implies that the space of test functions (φa)a∈A can be extended to Lp(U).
The previous Lemma 6.5 and the convergence of the Kac density given by Corollary 6.1 imply
the following lemma.
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Lemma 6.6. For all p ≥ 3,

lim
n→+∞

1

ndp/2

∫

(nU)A
φ⊗

A

(
xA

n

)
FA,n(xA)dxA = 0.

For all p ≥ 1, if gω ∈ L
p

p−1 then

lim
n→+∞

1

nd

∫

(Rd)A
φ⊗

A

(
y

n

)
FA,n(y)dy =

(∫

Rd

∏

a∈A

φa(x)dx

)(∫

Bar(y)=0
FA,∞(y)dy

)
.

Proof. According to Lemma 6.2, there is a constant C such that
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

(Rd)A
φ⊗

A

(
y

n

)
FA,n(y)dy

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ C
∑

I∈PA

∑

G∈GI

In(G),

where In(G) is defined in (6.1) with functions ge = gω. The first part of the corollary is an
immediate consequence of the second part of Lemma 6.5. Assume first that the functions
(φa)a∈A are continuous and compactly supported. In that case, pick a0 ∈ A. We define xa0 = 0
and we make the change of variables

ya0 = ny and ∀a ∈ A \ {a0}, ya = nx+ xa.

Then we have the following uniform convergence for x ∈ U and xA in compact subsets of RA

lim
n→+∞

φa

(
x+

xa

n

)
= φa(x),

and according to Corollary 6.1,

lim
n→+∞

FA,n (nx+ xA) = FA,∞(xA).

The conclusion then follows from the dominated convergence theorem. In the general case,
we consider for all a ∈ A a sequence of continuous and compactly supported functions that
converges towards φa in Lp. The Hölder bound given by Lemma 6.5 and another application of
dominated convergence theorem imply the desired result.

Given the expression of cumulants given by Proposition 5.2 and the previous Lemma 6.6, we
then deduce the following theorem concerning the convergence of cumulants associated with the
linear statistics of the zeros counting measure of the sequence of processes (fn)n∈N

. We define
the Stirling number of the second kind

{
p
k

}
:= Card {I ∈ PA | |I| = k} .

Theorem 6.7. Let p ≥ 2 and assume that the sequence of processes (fn)n∈N
satisfies hy-

potheses H1(q), H2(q) and H3(q) with q = 2p− 1. Let φ ∈ L1 ∩ Lp2
. If p ≥ 3 then

lim
n→+∞

1

ndp/2
κp(〈νn, φ〉) = 0.

Moreover when gω ∈ L
p

p−1 ,

lim
n→+∞

1

nd
κp(〈νn, φ〉) =

(∫

U
φp(x)dx

) p∑

k=1

{
p
k

}(∫

Bar(y)=0
Fk,∞(y)dy

)
.
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Proof. Let p ≥ 3. Recall from Proposition 5.2 that

κp(〈νn, φ〉) =
∑

I∈PA

∫

(nU)I

(
∏

I∈I

φ

(
y

I

n

)|I|
)
FI,n(y

I
)dy

I
.

Since φ ∈ L1 ∩Lp2
, then for every partition I of {1, . . . , p} and I a subset of I one has that the

function φ|I| is in L|I|. According to the previous Lemma 6.6, one has

1

ndp/2
|κp(〈ν, φ〉)| ≤

∑

I∈PA

1

np/2

∣∣∣∣∣

∫

(nU)I

(
∏

I∈I

φ

(
y

I

n

)|I|
)
FI,n(y

I
)dy

I

∣∣∣∣∣ −→
n→+∞

0,

which proves the first assertion. As for the second assertion, it is again a consequence of Lemma
6.6, which implies that

lim
n→+∞

1

nd
κp(〈νn, φ〉) =

(∫

U
φp(x)dx

) ∑

I∈PA

(∫

Bar(y)=0
F|I|(y)dy

)
.

The proof of the main Theorem 1.9 is a reformulation of the previous Theorem 6.7, with

∀p ≥ 1, γp =
p∑

k=1

{
p
k

}(∫

Bar(y)=0
Fk,∞(y)dy

)
.
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