arXiv:1509.00228v2 [math.SP] 1 Apr 2016

EQUIDISTRIBUTION OF THE CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS

NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Abstract. We study the asymptotic properties of the conormal cycle of nodal sets associated to a random superposition of eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on a smooth compact Riemannian manifold without boundary. In the case where the dimension is odd, we show that the expectation of the corresponding current of integration equidistributes on the fibers of the cotangent bundle. In the case where the dimension is even, we obtain an upper bound of lower order on the expectation. Using recent results of Alesker, we also deduce some properties on the asymptotic expectation of any smooth valuation including the Euler characteristic of random nodal sets.

1. Introduction

We consider (M, g) a smooth (C^∞) compact connected oriented Riemannian manifold without boundary, and we study the nonzero solutions of

(1) − Δ_ge_λ = λ^2e_λ,

where Δ_g is the Laplace-Beltrami operator induced by the Riemannian metric g and λ > 0. Our geometric assumption implies that there exists a non decreasing sequence

0 = λ_1 < λ_2 ≤ λ_3 ≤ . . . ≤ λ_j . . . −→ +∞,

and an orthonormal basis (e_j )_{j≥1} of L^2(M) such that

∀j ≥ 1, −Δ_ge_j = λ^2_j e_j.

More generally, we are in fact interested in finite superpositions of such solutions, i.e.

(2) f ∈ H_Λ := 1_{[0,Λ}2_](−Δ_g)L^2(M).

Recall that, if we denote by N(Λ) the dimension of H_Λ, one has the following Hörmander- Weyl asymptotics [42]

(3) N(Λ) =

Vol_g(M) 2^nπ^n2 Γ (_n 2 + 1

)Λ^n + O(Λ^{n−1}),

where n is the dimension of M and Vol_g is the Riemannian volume induced by g. In the present article, we aim at studying elements in H_Λ in the high-frequency limit Λ → +∞. There are several natural ways to study these objects: among others, one can for instance look at their L^p norms, their nodal sets, their nodal domains, or their quantum limits. In the present article, we will address the question of the geometry of the nodal sets, ∀f ∈ H_Λ, N_f := {x ∈ M : f(x) = 0} . 1

2 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Again, there are many natural questions regarding the geometry of a nodal set N_f or its distribution on M – see for instance the book of Han and Lin [38] or the recent survey of Zelditch [68] on nodal sets of eigenfunctions. For instance, one can try to compute their Hausdorff volume, the number of their connected components, or more general geometric quantities like their Betti numbers.

The simplest question seems to be a priori the computation of the volume. In fact, in this case, it was conjectured by Yau [66] that there exist two constants 0 < c_g ≤ C_g < +∞ such that, for every nonzero solution e_λ of (1), c_gλ ≤ V^{n−1}(N_{eλ} ) ≤ C_gλ, where V^{n−1} is the Riemannian hypersurface volume. In the case of real-analytic metrics, this conjecture was proved by Donnelly and Fefferman [27] – see also [44] for the case of arbitrary elements in H_Λ. In the C^∞ case, the lower bound was proved earlier in dimension 2 by Brüning [18] while in dimension n ≥ 3, the best known lower bounds are of order λ^{3−n}2 as recently proved by Colding and Minicozzi [23] and Hezari, Sogge and Zelditch [41, 62]. Concerning the upper bound in the C^∞ case, Dong, Donnelly and Fefferman obtained an upper bound of order λ^32 in dimension 2 [28, 26], and in dimension n ≥ 3, Hardt and Simon proved an upper bound of order λ^{cλ} for some c > 0 [39]. Thus, even the a priori simpler question of estimating the volume of nodal sets remains to our knowledge far from being completely understood in a general setting.

A natural approach is to ask whether the properties expected for any nodal set are valid for a “generic” solution of (1) or at least for a “generic” element f of H_Λ. In order to formulate a notion of genericity in H_Λ, we introduce the following Gaussian probability measure on the space H_Λ :

μ_Λ(df) = dμ_Λ(f) := e^{− N(Λ)‖f ‖22} ( N(Λ) 2π ) N(Λ)_2 dc_1 . . . dc_{N(Λ)}, with f = N(Λ)∑

j=1 c_j e_j. Remark 1.1. We note that, with this convention, the expectation of the L^2 norm is ∫ H_Λ

‖f‖^2_L2_{(M)}dμ_Λ(f) = 1.

In this setting, Bérard gave an “average” version [4] of Yau’s conjecture, i.e. one has ∫ H_Λ

V^{n−1}(N_f )dμ_Λ(f) =

Vol(S^{n−1}) Vol(S^n) Λ √ n + 2

Vol_g(M)(1 + o(1)).

More recently, Rudnick and Wigman also estimated the variance in the case where (M, g) is a rational torus [56] or the canonical sphere [65], and Letendre generalized Bérard’s result to the intersection of several “random” nodal sets [50]. In [67], Zelditch also showed that something slightly stronger than Bérard’s result holds. More precisely, he proved that, given any smooth function ω on M, one has (4) ∫ H_Λ ⟨f^∗(δ_0)‖df‖, ω⟩ dμ_Λ(f) = Vol(S^{n−1}) Vol(S^n) Λ √ n + 2 ∫ M ω(x)dVol_g(M)(1 + o(1)),

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 3

where f^∗(δ_0) is the pullback by f of the Dirac distribution, and ⟨., .⟩ is the duality bracket. This result shows that, if we average over the Gaussian measure, the nodal sets become equidistributed in M.

Using this probabilistic approach, we can in fact say much more on the geometry and the topology of the nodal sets. In the case of the canonical 2-sphere, Nazarov and Sodin gave large deviation estimates for the number of connected components of a random nodal set [52]. Lerario and Lundberg also obtained lower and upper bounds for the expectation of the number of connected components when one considers more general families of random nodal sets [49]. In [54], Nicolaescu estimated the number of critical points of a random function f in H_Λ from which one can also deduce upper bounds on the number of connected components. In [61, 53], Nazarov and Sodin generalized their large deviation result on random spherical harmonics and they studied the number of connected components of N_f for general Gaussian random functions. In our context, if we denote by N(f) the number of connected components of N_f , their result reads

∀δ > 0, lim_{Λ→+∞} μ_Λ ({ f ∈ H_Λ : | | | N(f) Λ^n − a_g | | | > δ }) = 0,

for some non explicit constant a_g > 0 depending only on (M, g). Note that it does not only give the rate of convergence for the expectation but also a large deviation estimate. It is also slightly more precise in the sense that the result remains true if we count the number of connected components in some rescaled geodesic ball B_g(x, RΛ^{−1}) for some large R > 0 – see Theorem 5 in [61].

In [35], Gayet and Welschinger proved that, given any closed hypersurface Σ in R^n , the probability to find Σ in the intersection of N_f with a geodesic ball B_g(x, RΛ^{−1}) is uniformly bounded from below by an explicit positive constant – see also [34] for earlier results in the case of random polynomials. This allows to deduce lower bounds on all the Betti numbers of our random nodal sets. In fact, they also proved that, on any smooth compact connected Riemannian manifold (M, g) without boundary and for every 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, one can find explicit constants 0 < c_i(M, g) ≤ C_i(M, g) < +∞ such that c_i(M, g)Λ^n ≤ ∫ H_Λ

b_i(N_f )dμ_Λ(f) ≤ C_i(M, g)Λ^n,

where b_i is the i-th Betti number [33, 35]. Recall that b_0(N_f ) = N(f). Their result is in fact more general than what we claim in the sense that it is valid for any elliptic pseudodifferential operator of positive order^1 m. In the case where n is odd, Letendre [50] showed the following asymptotic property of the Euler characteristic χ(N_f ) of a random nodal set: (5) ∫ H_Λ

χ(N_f )dμ_Λ(f) =

2(−1)^{n−1}2 πVol(S^{n−1}) ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n Vol_g(M) + O(Λ^{n−1}).

We recall that the Euler characteristic is given by the alternate sum of Betti numbers. Finally, in [57], Sarnak and Wigman recently described the universal laws satisfied by the topologies of random nodal sets – see also [19].

1In this case, the asymptotics are of order Λ^{2nm} .

4 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

These different results show that more is known on the geometry of nodal sets if one only aims at probabilistic results. Even if we do not address this kind of questions in the present article, we note that probabilistic approaches have been considered for a long time in algebraic geometry – see for instance [45] where Kac estimated the number of real zeros of a random polynomial as its degree goes to infinity. In “random” algebraic geometry, one aims at studying the zero set of random polynomials of several variables instead of random superposition of eigenfunctions, and the spectral parameter Λ is replaced by the degree of the polynomials [48, 60, 59, 10, 11, 32, 50].

So far, we have only discussed the mathematical point of view of random Gaussian superposition of high-frequency eigenfunctions but we emphasize that they play an important role in the physics literature. For instance, in quantum chaos, one is interested in understanding the semiclassical properties of a quantum system whose underlying classical system enjoys chaotic features such as ergodicity or mixing. In [7], Berry predicted that semiclassical eigenmodes of chaotic systems should exhibit the same behaviour as a random superposition of waves. This is known as the Berry random wave conjecture. In particular, any result on random superposition of waves should provide an intuition on what one could expect for a chaotic system. In our framework, the main example of chaotic system is given by manifolds with negative curvature whose geodesic flows are exponentially mixing. Motivated by this conjecture of Berry, random nodal sets (and nodal domains^2) were also extensively studied in the physics literature especially in the last fifteen years starting from the works of Blum, Gnutzmann and Smilansky [13] on nodal domains. The case of nodal sets was studied by Berry in [8] where he considered (on 2-dimensional domains) similar questions as the ones mentioned above on the volume and the curvature of random nodal sets. In the 2-dimensional case, Bogomolny, Dubertrand and Schmit conjectured that random nodal sets are in fact well described in terms of percolation processes and Schramm-Loewner Evolution models [14].

2. Statement of the main results

In the sequel, we denote by T^∗M the cotangent bundle of M and an element of T^∗M is denoted by (x; ξ) for x ∈ M, ξ ∈ T^∗_x M. From the point of view of “microlocal geometry”, it is often more natural to consider the conormal cycle of N_f = {f = 0} rather than the set N_f itself [47, Chapter 9]. Recall that the conormal cycle is defined as follows, for every f in H_Λ,

(6) N^∗({f = 0}) = {(x; ξ) ∈ T^∗M s.t. f(x) = 0, ξ = td_xf for some t ≠ 0} ⊂ T^∗M.

Note that the above defines the conormal only in the set theoretical sense and we will later discuss the central issue of orientation. Outside of its singular points, this subset of T^∗M is a Lagrangian conical submanifold and it contains in some sense more informations on the geometry of the nodal sets. For that reason, it sounds natural to us to focus on the properties of this set. Before giving more explanations on the relevance of the conormal cycle in “microlocal geometry”, we mention, as a first motivation, a celebrated

2This means the subsets of M where f has a fixed sign.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 5

index Theorem of Kashiwara [47, Thm 9.5.3 p. 385]. In the real analytic case, this result expresses the Euler characteristic of N_f as a Lagrangian intersection in T^∗M between the conormal cycle of N_f and the graph of dg for a generic function g on M : (7) [ Graph dg] ∩ [N^∗({f = 0})] = χ (N_f ) where the intersection is in the oriented sense.

To our knowledge, the properties of this set have not been studied neither from the deterministic point of view, nor from the probabilistic one. In this article, we aim at studying the probabilistic properties of the set N^∗({f = 0}) which are somewhat easier to consider. For that purpose, we need to introduce the following subset of H_Λ: D_Λ := {f ∈ H_Λ : ∃x ∈ N_f such that d_xf = 0} .

By a Sard type argument – see for instance paragraph 2.3 in [50], one can verify that μ_Λ(D_Λ) = 0 for Λ large enough. Thus, for μ_Λ-a.e. f in H_Λ, N^∗({f = 0}) is a smooth n-dimensional submanifold of T^•M := {(x, ξ) ∈ T^∗M : ξ ≠ 0}. In particular, once we choose an orientation, N^∗({f = 0}) can be viewed as a n-current [N^∗({f = 0})] in the sense of de Rham [24, 58]. It means that, for every smooth compactly supported n–form ω on T^•M, we define ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], ω⟩ = ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω. Remark 2.1. We note that N^∗({f = 0}) has two components for f in D_Λ:

N^∗_±({f = 0}) := {(x, ξ) ∈ T^•M s.t. f(x) = 0 and ξ = td_xf for some t ∈ R_± \{0}} . We will discuss precisely orientability questions in paragraph 3.1. We will in fact use the classical conventions of [22, p. 682].

Our first main result shows that this defines in fact an L^1 function:

Theorem 2.2. Let (M, g) be a smooth oriented connected compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension n. Then, the map (8) f ∈ H_Λ → [N^∗({f = 0})] ∈ D^′_n(T^•M) is integrable with respect to the Gaussian measure μ_Λ. Equivalently, for every test form ω on T^•M, the map f ∈ H_Λ → ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], ω⟩ ∈ R belongs to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ).

In order to state our second result, let us denote by Ω_g the Riemannian volume form on (M, g), by π : T^∗M → M the natural projection, and by π^∗Ω_g the pull–back of the Riemannian volume on T^∗M. Then, our second theorem shows the following universal behaviour:

6 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Theorem 2.3. Let (M, g) be a smooth oriented connected compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension n. Then, one has (9) ∫ H_Λ

[N^∗({f = 0})]dμ_Λ(f) = C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n π^∗Ω_g + O(Λ^{n−1}),

with

C_n =

2(−1)^{n+1}2 π Vol(S^{n−1}) if n is odd, and C_n = 0 otherwise.

Equivalently, it means that, for every test form ω on T^•M, one has ∫ H_Λ ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], ω⟩ dμ_Λ(f) = C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n ∫ T^∗M π^∗Ω_g ∧ ω + O(Λ^{n−1}).

We note that an important feature of this result is that it shows a very different behaviour depending on whether the dimension is odd or not. In the case where n is odd, our theorem shows that the submanifold N^∗({f = 0}) becomes uniformly equidistributed on the fibers T^∗_x M while, when n is even, we only obtain an upper bound of lower order.

2.1. A brief outline of the proof using Berezin integrals. Our asymptotic formula can be elegantly derived by using a representation of the conormal cycle as an oscillatory integral over odd and even variables in the formalism of Berezin [4, 37, 25, 63] – see section 5 for a brief reminder. Let us now sketch the principle of our derivation. In a geodesic coordinate chart, we first introduce, for f in H_Λ \ D_Λ, a map G(f) : (x, ξ, t) ∈ T^•M × R^∗ → y = (f(x), td_xf − ξ) ∈ R^{n+1} . By classical arguments involving wave front sets, we then represent the conormal cycle as a current in the sense of De Rham which is obtained by pull–back operation by G(f) :

[N^∗(f = 0)] = ∫ t∈R^∗ G(f)^∗ ( δ^{n+1}_0 (y)dy^1 ∧ dy^2 . . . ∧ dy^{n+1} ) . Then we use the formalism of Berezin integrals to write the current δ^{n+1}_0 (y)dy^1 ∧ dy^2 . . . ∧ dy^{n+1} under exponential form :

δ^{n+1}_0 (y)dy^1 ∧ dy^2 . . . ∧ dy^{n+1} = (∫ R^{n+1} e^{−2iπp.y}dp ) dy^1 ∧ dy^2 . . . ∧ dy^{n+1} = 1 (−2iπ)^{n+1} ∫ R^{(n+1|n+1)} e^{−2iπ(p.y+Π.dy)}dpdΠ. Thus, the conormal cycle can be expressed as an oscillatory integral over even and odd variables :

(10) [N^∗(f = 0)] = 1 (−2iπ)^{n+1} ∫ t∈R^∗ (∫ R^{(n+1|n+1)} e^{−2iπ(p.G(f)+Π.dG(f))}dpdΠ ) . Then the calculation of the expected conormal cycle reduces to an evaluation of Gaussian integrals except that we are in presence of odd and even variables and this exponential

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 7

representation of the current dramatically simplifies the combinatorics. Integrating over the measure μ_Λ and inverting (formally) the integrals yields that we shall compute ∫ R^{(n+1|n+1)} (∫ H_Λ e^{−2iπ(p.G(f)+Π.dG(f))}dμ_Λ(f) ) dpdΠ. Note that this inversion of the order of integration requires rigorous justification which are provided in subsection 4.3. We also refer to Remark 4.7 for a discussion on this question and the so-called Kac-Rice formula. Finally, we compute the Gaussian integral

(11) ∫ H_Λ e^{−2iπ(p.G(f)+Π.dG(f))}dμ_Λ(f) using Hörmander pointwise Weyl’s asymptotics on the spectral projector [42] and supersymmetric Gaussian integration [37]. It must be noticed that the Berezin integral was also used in the works [3, 12, 29] devoted to the statistics of the critical points of random holomorphic sections with applications to counting vacuas in string theory. The general philosophy is that Berezin integrals allow to elegantly express determinants as supersymmetric integrals which hugely simplifies calculations.

2.2. Applications: smooth valuations on manifolds. We will now explain the interest of the concept of conormal cycle by giving some applications of our equidistribution Theorem. First, we recall a “microlocal version” of the generalized Gauss–Bonnet Theorem of Chern [22, equation (20) p. 679–683] later generalized by Fu for subanalytic sets [31, p. 832] (see also [55, Definition 4.4.1 and Proposition 4.4.2] for a detailed exposition).

Theorem 2.4. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold of dimension n. Then, there exists a smooth, closed, compactly supported n–form θ on T^•M, so that ∫ T^•_x M θ = 1, ∀x ∈ M and for any smooth oriented submanifold of codimension ≥ 1, one has

(12) χ(X) = ⟨[N^∗ (X)], θ⟩

where [N^∗ (X)] is the conormal cycle of X and where χ is its Euler characteristic.

Proof. Our Theorem is a microlocal interpretation of the main result of [22] that we briefly recall. Let π_0 : UM → M denote the unit tangent bundle over M. Then Chern constructed a (n − 1)–form Θ on the unit tangent bundle UM defined in [22, equation (9) p. 676] satisfying the following properties

• dΘ = 0 ([22, equation (11) p. 677]), • − ∫ π^{−1}_0 (x) Θ = 1, (see [55, p. 51]).

• for any oriented submanifold X of M, if we denote by UNX ⊂ UM the unit normal bundle of X in M then we have a generalized Chern–Gauss–Bonnet identity − ∫ UNX Θ = χ(X), ([22, equation (20) p. 679] and [55, Proposition 4. 4.2 p. 52]).

The form −Θ is called geodesic curvature form by Park [55, Definition 4.1.1 p. 51]. Since M is Riemannian, the metric gives an isomorphism T^∗M ≃ T M which induces an isomorphism of cones T^•M = T^∗M \ {0} ≃ T M \ {0}. By the above isomorphism and

8 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

the natural trivial fibration T M \ {0} → UM whose fiber is the group (R_{>0} , ×), there is an isomorphism of cones p : T^•M → UM × R_{>0} . Choose any smooth function φ ≥ 0 on R_{>0} s.t. dφ is compactly supported and ∫_{+∞} 0 dφ = 1, such function is easy to construct by considering χ ∈ C^∞_c (R_{>0} ), χ ⩾ 0 such that ∫_∞ 0 χ(t)dt = 1 and set φ(x) = ∫_x 0 χ(t)dt. Then consider the n–form θ = p^∗ (−Θ ∧ dφ) and let us check it satisfies the claim of the Theorem. First the integral of ∫ T^•_x M θ over a fiber T • x M satisfies : ∫ T^•_x M θ = ∫ T^•_x M p ∗ (−Θ ∧ dφ) = ∫ U_xM×R_{>0} (−Θ) ∧ dφ = ∫ U_xM (−Θ) ∫ R_{>0} dφ = 1. Then the pairing ⟨[N

∗ (X)], θ⟩ satisfies the identity : ⟨[N^∗ (X)], θ⟩ = ∫ N^∗(X) θ = ∫ N^∗(X) p ∗ (−Θ ∧ dφ) = ∫ UNX×R_{>0} −Θ ∧ dφ = (∫ UN(X) −Θ )

χ(X)

(∫ R_{>0} dφ )

1 = χ(X). □

Remark 2.5. In our main theorems, we chose to consider the conormal cycle in T^•M instead of UM in order to make to make some aspects of the calculation slightly simpler.

From this result, we deduce an alternative proof of equality (5) which gives the mean Euler characteristic of random nodal sets :

Theorem 2.6 (Letendre [50]). Let (M, g) be a smooth oriented compact Riemannian manifold of odd dimension n. Then, one has

(13) ∫ H_Λ

χ (N_f ) dμ_Λ(f) =

2(−1)^{n−1}2 π Vol(S^{n−1})

Vol_g(M) ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n + O(Λ^{n−1}).

Proof. Let θ be the n-form of Theorem 2.4. Then, one finds ∫ H_Λ

χ (N_f ) dμ_Λ(f) = ∫ H_Λ ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], θ⟩ dμ_Λ(f) since the map f → ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], θ⟩ is integrable with respect to the measure dμ_Λ by Theorem 2.2. Hence by Theorem 2.3, we obtain an integral on the cotangent cone : ∫ H_Λ

χ (N_f ) dμ_Λ(f) = ∫ T^•M C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n π^∗Ω_g ∧ θ + O(Λ^{n−1}) = ∫ x∈M (∫ T^•_x M (−1)^nθ ) ∧ C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n π^∗Ω_g + O(Λ^{n−1})

= (−1)^n ∫ x∈M C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n Ω_g + O(Λ^{n−1}) = 2(−1)^n(−1)^{n+1}2 πVol(S^{n−1})

Vol(M) ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n + O(Λ^{n−1})

where we used a Fubini Theorem on the cotangent cone T^•M and we integrated on the fibers of T^•M first. Note that since n is odd, (−1)^n(−1)^{n+1}2 = (−1)^{3n+1}2 = (−1)^{n−1}2 which explains the constant found in the statement of our Theorem. □

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 9

In [50], Letendre computed the Euler characteristic by expressing it as the integral over {f = 0} of a certain curvature form depending on f as for instance in [21, Eq. (9)]. Here, instead of this approach, we use Theorem 2.4 which gives the Euler characteristic as the integral of a fixed curvature form over N^∗({f = 0}). In some sense, this point of view allows us to extend Letendre’s Theorem into an equidistribution result in the same way as Zelditch’s equidistribution result (4) generalized Bérard’s result on the volume.

Chern’s formula for the Euler characteritic of a smooth submanifold can in fact be understood in the more general framework of the theory of smooth valuations recently developped by Alesker [2] and that we will now briefly review. We consider X a smooth oriented manifold (not necessarily endowed with a Riemannian structure) and we denote by P(X) the set of all compact submanifolds of M with corners. In the terminology of [2], we say that a map ϕ : P(X) → C is a smooth valuation if it is a finitely additive functional, and if it satisfies certain continuity properties. For simplicity of exposition, we remain vague on these two notions which need to be defined carefully on P(X) – see Part II of [1] for details. As was already mentionned, smooth valuations on manifolds generalize classical concepts from integral geometry such as volumes, Euler characteristic and mixed volumes. One of the remarkable property of these valuations is that they can be represented as follows : for every smooth valuation ϕ, there exists a smooth differential n-form ω_ϕ on T^∗X such that, for any P in P(X), one has

ϕ(P ) = ∫ N^∗(P ) ω_ϕ, where N^∗(P ) is the conormal cycle of P [2]. We emphasize that the converse statement is also true, and that the n-form is a priori non unique. In the example of the Euler characteristic χ, Theorem 2.4 gives such a n-form as soon as we have fixed some arbitrary Riemannian metric on X.

Thanks to this interpretation of smooth valuations as integrals over conormal cycles, Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 imply the following corollary on smooth valuations:

Corollary 2.7. Let (M, g) be a smooth connected compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of dimension n. Let ϕ be a smooth valuation in the sense of [1] such that ω_ϕ can be chosen compactly supported in T^•M. Then, the map f → ϕ(N_f ) belongs to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ). Moreover, one has

(14) ∫ H_Λ

ϕ(N_f )dμ_Λ(f) = C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n ∫ T^∗M π^∗Ω_g ∧ ω_ϕ + O(Λ^{n−1}),

where

C_n =

2(−1)^{n+1}2 π Vol(S^{n−1}) if n is odd, and C_n = 0 otherwise.

10 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

2.3. Further questions. Let us now mention natural questions that can be asked about the conormal cycles attached to nodal sets.

• In the spirit of [50], it would be natural to consider intersections of nodal sets and compute the expectation of their conormal cycle. This could probably be directly obtained with the methods of the article but would require some slightly more complicated combinatorial arguments. For simplicity of exposition, we decided to consider only one nodal set.

• Regarding Theorem 2.3, it would be natural to understand the asymptotics in the case where n is even. At least in the case where the set of closed geodesics is of zero Liouville measure, we believe that one should be able to compute the term of order Λ^{n−1} in the asymptotics using the fact that in this geometric framework, the remainders in Weyl’s asymptotics are of order o(Λ^{n−1}). Understanding the geometric meaning of the lower order term (and also checking that it is a nonzero term) is probably more subtle than computing the leading term we obtain here.

• In this article, we only computed the expectation of the conormal cycle and it would be of course natural to look for variance or large deviations estimates in the spirit of [8, 56, 52, 65, 53].

• Finally, it would be natural to understand what happens in the deterministic case.

Can one obtain at least some upper bounds on the conormal cycle of a deterministic nodal set? If yes, what are the rates, and do they also depend on the dimension? This kind of questions would require completely different techniques like the ones in [38].

2.4. Organization of the article. Section 3 gathers preliminary results that will be used in our proof. More precisely, our first task in the present article is to express the conormal cycle [N^∗(f = 0)] explicitely in terms of Dirac distributions and differential forms. This kind of representation appears in the book of Schwartz [58] and it is in some sense slightly more adapted to our problem than the geometrically appealing definitions appearing in the works of Kashiwara–Schapira, Fu, Alesker, Bernig ([6, 47, 46, 31]). Thus, we give in section 3 an explicit integral formula for the conormal cycle. Moreover, we also introduce in this section other relevant tools needed for the proof of our main Theorem.

In section 4 which forms the core of our paper, we give the complete proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 using microlocal analysis and combinatorics.

Then, in section 5, building on tools from quantum field theory, we give a new integral formula which expresses the conormal cycle of a nodal set as an oscillatory integral in bosonic (even) and fermionic (odd) variables. Our formula makes use of the so called Berezin integral [4, 37, 25, 63] which was already mentioned above. This formula is inspired from a very general formula expressing integration currents as oscillatory integrals on odd and even variables used by A. Losev et al. in their works on instantonic quantum field theories [30, 51]. We give a leisurely introduction to the necessary tools to grasp the meaning of our formula. Using this very simple integral formula representing [N^∗(f = 0)], we give a fast derivation of the leading term of the asymptotics of ∫ H_Λ [N ∗({f = 0})]dμ_Λ(f) which becomes a simple exercise of Gaussian integration with respect to odd

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 11

and even variables and completely avoids the heavy combinatorics of the second part. The introduction of even (fermionic) variables allows us to avoid complicated combinatorics involving sums over partitions at the expense of a little bit of abstraction. The calculations are similar to those encountered in quantum field theory on curved Riemannian manifolds. This somewhat alternative derivation of the main asymptotic formula is presented in this last part in a purely formal way and it relies on several inversions of integrals and a priori estimates on remainder terms which could in fact be justified by using the arguments of the second part of the article.

The article also contains 4 appendices. Appendix A recalls some classical results on the derivatives of the spectral projector of the Laplacian. Appendix B justifies the inversion formulas used in the article via tools from microlocal analysis. In appendix C, we briefly discuss a question of independent interest. More precisely, building on the proof of lemma B.3, we give a functional analytic proof of Whitney embedding theorem. Finally, appendix D gives a brief account on the properties of currents needed for our purpose and carefully justify the meaning of our formula using tools from microlocal analysis.

Acknowledgements. We warmly thank Semyon Alesker and Stéphane Nonnenmacher for very useful discussions related to this work. We also thank Didier Robert and Jean- Yves Welschinger for giving inspiring talks in Lille on random waves from which this work started, and Patrick Popescu Pampu for explanations related to the Euler characteristic. Finally, the referees made several useful suggestions which helped to improve the exposition of the article and we would like to thank them. This work was done while the first author was a post-doc in the framework of the CEMPI program (ANR-11-LABX-0007-01) from the Agence Nationale de la Recherche. The second author is also partially supported by the Agence Nationale de la Recherche through the Labex CEMPI (ANR-11-LABX-0007-01) and the ANR project GERASIC (ANR-13-BS01-0007-01).

3. Preliminary results

In this section, we give the three main ingredients for the proof of our main Theorem. The first ingredient is Proposition 3.7 which gives a representation formula for the conormal cycle in terms of pull-back of Dirac distributions. As we shall see in this proposition, the conormal cycle can be thought as a local functional on 2-jets of functions. Thus, our second ingredient (Prop. 3.9) describes the pushforward of the Gaussian measure μ_Λ on H_Λ by the map

J^2_Λ(y) : f ∈ H_Λ −→ F = ( f(y); ( ∂_yl f(y) Λ ) 1≤l≤n ; ( ∂^2_yr_ys f(y) Λ^2 ) 1≤r,s≤n ) ∈ R^{n2 +n+1} where we identify R^{n2 +n+1} with the fibers of the 2–jet bundle. The pushforward measure J^2_{Λ∗}μ_Λ is in fact defined by its characteristic function which is expressed in terms of the kernel of the spectral projector defining our Gaussian measure μ_Λ. Then the third ingredient (Prop. 3.10) is a kind of “Fubini statement” which allows to intertwine the order of integration of the variables (y, η, t, f) involved in our problem.

12 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Remark 3.1. For any smooth oriented manifold X of dimension m, we will denote by (D_d(X))_{0≤d≤m} the smooth compactly supported d–forms on X and by (D^′_d(X))_{0≤d≤m} its dual, i.e. the set of currents of dimension d on X. We refer to appendix D for a brief account on the theory of currents which is necessary in our proof.

3.1. Representation of the conormal cycle. Our first goal is to represent the conormal cycle N^∗({f = 0}) in terms of Dirac distributions. For that purpose, we first need to recall the definition of push–forward in the context of currents. Let λ : X → Y be a proper smooth map between two smooth oriented manifolds X and Y , and let T be a current in D^′_d(X), where d ≤ dimY . Then the push–forward λ_∗(T ) is defined by duality from the pull–back : ∀ω ∈ D_d(Y ), ⟨λ_∗T, ω⟩_Y = ⟨T, λ^∗ω⟩_X . An important fact concerning the push–forward operation is that an orientation of T induces canonically an orientation of λ_∗T .

3.1.1. Abstract definition of the current of integration. Let us start by recalling the definition of the conormal cycle of {f = 0} :

Definition 3.2. Let M be a smooth connected compact oriented manifold of dimension n without boundary. Let f ∈ C^∞(M), if d_xf never vanishes on {f = 0} then we define the conormal cycle [N^∗({f = 0})] as the integration current on the conical Lagrangian submanifold {(x; ξ) s.t. f(x) = 0 and ξ = td_xf for some t ∈ R \ {0}} in D^′_n(T^•M).

A subtle fact we must add to our definition concerns the orientation of the conormal cycle. First, note that the conormal cycle contains two components

N^∗_±({f = 0}) = {(x; ξ) s.t. f(x) = 0 and ξ = td_xf for some t ∈ R_± \ {0}}

since it does not meet the zero section of the cotangent bundle. Hence an orientation of [N^∗({f = 0})] consists of a choice of an orientation for each component separately. In the sequel, we denote by R^∗ the set R \ {0}. Let us give another description of [N^∗({f = 0})] in terms of Lagrange immersion which will be useful in the sequel since we will interpret the conormal cycle [N^∗({f = 0})] as the push–forward of a cone S ×R^∗ and the orientation of [N^∗({f = 0})] will be induced by an orientation of S × R^∗ :

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ C^∞(M) where df never vanishes on {f = 0}. Set S to be the abstract manifold {f = 0} and i : S → M the canonical immersion of S in M. Consider the cone S × R^∗ . Then, the conormal cycle N^∗({f = 0}) is the image of the immersion : λ : (x; t) ∈ S × R^∗ −→ (i(x); td_{i(x)}f) ∈ T^•M, (15)

and, at the level of currents, we find that

(16) [N^∗({f = 0})] = [λ(S × R^∗ )] = λ_∗[S × R^∗ ],

where we orient the current [S × R^∗ ] by any differential form α ∈ Ω^n(S × R^∗ ) such that df ∧ α|_{S×R>0} = Ω_g ∧ dt|_{S×R>0} and df ∧ α|_{S×R<0} = −Ω_g ∧ dt|_{S×R<0} .

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 13

Remark 3.4. The cone S × R^∗ contains two components S × R_{>0} and S × R_{<0} that we should orient separately.

Proof. By definition, [N^∗({f = 0})] is just the integration current on N^∗({f = 0}) which is equal to λ(S × R^∗ ). Therefore, for any test form ω in D_n(T^•M) : ⟨[N^∗({f = 0})], ω⟩ = ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω = ∫ λ(S×R^∗) ω = ∫ (S×R^∗) λ^∗ω = ⟨[S × R^∗ ], λ^∗ω⟩ = ⟨λ_∗[S × R^∗ ], ω⟩ by definition of the push–forward which yields the claim. □ 3.1.2. Expression in local coordinates. Our goal in this paragraph is to show that the conormal cycle [N^∗({f = 0})] can be written (in local coordinates) as the current

(17) ∫ t∈R^∗ δ^{n+1}_0 ( f, t Λ df − ξ ) df ∧ n⋀ i=1 d ( t Λ ∂_{xi} f − ξ_i ) , where Λ is any positive number – see Prop. D.1 in appendix D for the meaning of the convenient notation δ^{n+1}_0 (f, td_xf/Λ − ξ). We need to do this progressively and the first step is to define some integration current [Z_{f,Λ}] on R^∗ × T^•M whose push–forward along the first factor R^∗ yields the conormal cycle [N^∗({f = 0})]. For that purpose, we set

(18) Z_{f,Λ} := { (t; x, ξ) ∈ R^∗ × T^•M : f(x) = 0, and ξ = t Λ d_xf } . The following lemma holds:

Lemma 3.5. Let f ∈ C^∞(M) where df never vanishes on {f = 0}. Let [Z_{f,Λ}] be the integration current on the set Z_{f,Λ} defined by equation (18) and π̃ the projection (t; x, ξ) ∈ R^∗ × T^•M −→ (x, ξ) ∈ T^•M. Then (19) [N^∗({f = 0})] = π̃_∗[Z_{f,Λ}]. Proof. Let ω(x, ξ; dx, dξ) be an element in D^n(T^•M). One has : ⟨π̃_∗[Z_{f,Λ}], ω⟩ = ⟨[Z_{f,Λ}], π̃^∗ω⟩ = ∫ {f(x)=0,ξ=td_x f,t∈R^∗} ω(x, ξ; dx, dξ) by variable change. Hence ⟨π̃_∗[Z_{f,Λ}], ω⟩ = ∫ {f(x)=0,t∈R^∗ } ω(x, tdxf; dx, d(tdxf)) = ∫ S×R^∗ (λ ∗ω)(t, x; dt, dx) since (λ^∗ω)(t, x; dt, dx) = ω(x, td_xf; dx, d(td_xf)), finally ⟨π̃_∗[Z_{f,Λ}], ω⟩ = λ_∗[S×R^∗ ](ω) = [N^∗({f = 0})](ω) by lemma 3.3. □ The next lemma aims to represent the current [Z_{f,Λ}] by Dirac distributions in a local coordinate chart. Let (U, ϕ) be a sufficiently small coordinate chart centered at a point x_0 in M. It induces a coordinate chart on T^∗M as follows: Φ := T^∗ϕ : T^∗U → ϕ(U) × R^n , (x, ξ) → (y, η) = (ϕ(x), (d_xϕ^∗)^{−1}ξ).

14 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

We also set T̊^∗U := {(y, η) ∈ ϕ(U) × R^n : η ≠ 0}. In the following of the article, we will use these conventions. In particular, (x, ξ) will always denote a point in T^∗M and (y, η) its image in local coordinates. Using these conventions, one has Lemma 3.6. Let f ∈ C^∞(M) where df never vanishes on {f = 0}. Then, for any system of local coordinates (y; η) on T̊^∗U where U ⊂ M is some bounded open subset, one finds that, in these local coordinates,

(20) [Z_{f,Λ}]|_R∗_{×T̊} ∗_U = δ^{n+1}_0 ( f(y), t Λ d_yf − η ) df ∧ n⋀ i=1 d ( t Λ ∂_{yi} f − η_i )

Proof. The submanifold Z_{f,Λ} in R^∗ × T^•U is defined in the local coordinates (y, η) by the system of (n + 1) equations : f(y) = 0 t Λ ∂f ∂y^i − η_i = 0, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n. The collection of one forms ( d_yf, dη_i − d (_t Λ ∂f ∂y^i )) 1⩽i⩽n is linearly independent along Z_{f,Λ} as d_yf ∧ n⋀ i=1 ( dη_i − d ( t Λ ∂f ∂y^i )) = d_yf ∧ dη_1 ∧ . . . ∧ dη_n + lower order terms in dη,

where d_yf ∧ dη_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dη_n does not vanish on Z_{f,Λ} since df does not vanish on {f = 0}. Then, by Corollary D.4, the current [Z_{f,Λ}] is represented in local coordinates (y, η) by the formula :

(21) [Z_{f,Λ}]|_R∗_×˚_T ∗_U = δ^{n+1}_0 ( f(y), t Λ d_yf − η ) d_yf ∧ n⋀ i=1 d ( t Λ ∂_{yi} f − η_i ) . □ Then combining the above Lemma to Lemma 3.5 which claimed the identity [N^∗({f = 0})] = π̃_∗[Z_{f,Λ}], we conclude this first part by the first key ingredient of our proof : Proposition 3.7. Let f ∈ C^∞(M) where df never vanishes on {f = 0}. Then, for any system of local coordinates (y, η) on T̊^∗U where U ⊂ M is some bounded open subset, the restriction of the conormal cycle [N^∗({f = 0})] on T^•U can be described in the local coordinates (y, η) by the integral formula :

(22) [N^∗({f = 0})]|_T •_U = ∫ t∈R^∗ δ^{n+1}_0 ( f(y), t Λ d_yf − η ) d_yf ∧ n⋀ i=1 d ( t Λ ∂_yi f − η_i )

where we use the convention ∫ t∈R^∗ = ∫_{+∞} 0 + ∫_{−∞} 0 .

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 15

Our convention for the integral ∫ t∈R^∗ = ∫_{+∞} 0 + ∫_{−∞} 0 reflects our choice of orientation for the conormal cycle. We note that we use in fact the same convention as in [22, p. 682].

3.2. Pushforward of the Gaussian measure on 2–jets over U. Thanks to (22), the conormal cycle of {f = 0} at a point x ∈ U can be thought of as a functional of the 2–jet of the function f at x ∈ U. As we aim at computing its expectation with respect to the variable f, the pushforward of the measure μ_Λ on the 2–jet bundle will naturally appear in our problem. The pushforward of this measure will then “live” on the space R^{n2 +n+1} since we are working in local charts. From this point on, we will in fact make use of geodesic normal coordinate charts for which one has proper asymptotics for the spectral projector associated to the Gaussian measure μ_Λ – see appendix A.

Remark 3.8. By geodesic normal coordinate chart, we mean the following. Consider the exponential map Exp induced by the Riemannian metric on M. There exists a neighborhood U of M ×{0} in T M such that Exp induces a smooth diffeomorphism (x, v) → (x, exp_x(v)) from U onto a small neighborhood of the diagonal in M × M. Then, we fix a point x_0 in M, and we consider the preimage of T_{x0} M under this diffeomorphism. This defines a local chart around x_0 into T_{x0} M which can be identified with R^n via a measure preserving linear isomorphism.

We fix (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U ×R^∗ and m ≥ 1. We define the following map from H_Λ to R^{n2 +n+1}:

J^2_Λ(y) : f −→ F = ( f(y); ( ∂_yl f(y) Λ ) 1≤l≤n ; ( ∂^2_yr_ys f(y) Λ^2 ) 1≤r,s≤n ) . For the coordinates in R^{n2 +n+1}, we set F = (F_0; F_1, . . . , F_n; F_{1,1}, . . . F_{n,1}, F_{1,2}, . . . F_{n,2}, . . . , F_{1,n}, F_{2,n}, . . . , F_{n,n}). The next Proposition describes the Fourier transform of the pushforward of the Gaussian measure μ_Λ under the map J^2_Λ(y). It follows directly from the results on the asymptotics of the derivatives of the spectral projector recalled in appendix A (more precisely Corollary A.3).

Proposition 3.9. The pushforward of the Gaussian measure μ_Λ under the map J^2_Λ(y) induces a Gaussian measure ν̃^y_Λ(F ) on R^{n2 +n+1}:

(23) ν̃^y_Λ(F ) := ( J^2_Λ(y)_∗μ_Λ ) (F ), whose Fourier transform has the following expression:

(24) ∫ R^{n2 +n+1} e^{−2iπT.F} ν̃^y_Λ(F ) = e^{− 2π} 2 Volg (M) ⟨T,AΛ(y)T ⟩. where the matrix A_Λ(y) is defined as follows :

A_Λ(y) := A_0 + O(Λ^{−1}) = ( A^{1,1}_Λ (y) A^{1,2}_Λ (y) A^{2,1}_Λ (y) A^{2,2}_Λ (y) ) ,

16 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

with the constant in the remainder uniformly bounded in terms of y and Λ, and

A_0 := ( A_{1,1} A_{1,2} A_{2,1} A_{2,2} ) , where the matrices A_{i,j} do not depend on y and are defined as follows.

A_{1,1} is an (n + 1) × (n + 1) matrix, A_{1,2} is an (n + 1) × n^2 matrix, A_{2,1} is an n^2 × (n + 1) matrix, and A_{2,2} is an n^2 × n^2 matrix. Their expressions are given by

A_{1,1} := ( 1 0_{1×n} 0_{n×1}^1_{n+2} Id_n ) , A_{2,1} = A^T_{1,2} = − 1 n + 2 ( (δ_{r,s})_{1≤r,s≤n} , 0_n2_{×n} ) , and A_{2,2} := 1 (n + 2)(n + 4) (B_{s,s}′ )_{1≤s,s′≤n} , with B_{s,s}′ an n × n matrix which is equal to

B_{s,s} := Id + 2 diag((δ_{j,s})_{1≤j≤n}) if s = s^′, and B_{s,s}′ = B^T_s′_{,s} := (δ_{i,s}δ_{j,s}′ + δ_{i,s}′ δ_{j,s})_{1≤i,j≤n} if s ≠ s^′. 3.3. Intertwining the orders of integration. In our proof, we will need to integrate functions involving the variables (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ but also f in H_Λ. The fact that we can “intertwine the order of integration” plays a central role in the following – see e.g. the proof of Proposition 4.4. Recall from paragraph 2.3 in [50] that

D_Λ := { f ∈ H_Λ : ∃y ∈ f^{−1}(0) such that d_yf = 0 } . is of μ_Λ-measure 0 for Λ large enough. One can also verify that Ω_Λ = H_Λ\D_Λ is an open subset of H_Λ. For every f in H_Λ, we define the following map on H_Λ × ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ : G_Λ : (f, y, η, t) ∈ H_Λ ×ϕ(U)×R^n ×R^∗ −→ ( f(y); t Λ ∂_{y1} f − η_1, . . . , t Λ ∂_{yn} f − η_n ) ∈ R ×R^n , Then, one has

Proposition 3.10. Let Ψ(f, y, η, t) be a test function in D(Ω_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ ), then ⟨ 1, ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ⟩ Ω_Λ = ⟨ G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ Ω_Λ×T̊^∗U×R^∗ (25) = ⟨ 1, ⟨ G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ Ω_Λ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . Proof. See section B of the appendix. □

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 17

4. Proof of Theorems 2.2 and 2.3

Recall that we aim at computing the expectation of the current of integration on the submanifold N^∗({f = 0}). According to Proposition 3.7 which gives an integral representation of the conormal cycle, one knows that, for every f in Ω_Λ, and for every ω in D_n(T̊^∗U), one has 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) = ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), df ∧ n⋀ j=1 d ( t Λ ∂_{yj} f − η_j ) ∧ ω(y, η, dy, dη) ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ , where ⟨., .⟩_{T̊} ∗_{U×R}∗ is the duality bracket in D^′(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ) × D(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ). Recall that we chose a particular orientation for R^∗ in paragraph 3.1.

The main result of this section is the following Theorem from which Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 follow by partition of unity:

Theorem 4.1. We use the above notations. For any element

ω := ∑ |α|+|β|=n ω_{α,β}(y, η)dy^α ∧ dη_β in D_n(T̊^∗U), let ‖ω‖ = sup α,β,(y,η)∈T̊^∗U |ω_{α,β}(y, η)|. For every compact set K ⊂ T̊^∗U, there exists a constant C_K such that for all test form ω supported in K ∫ H_Λ | | | | ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) | | | | dμ^Λ ⩽ C^K‖ω‖ and ∫ H_Λ (∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) ) dμ_Λ(f) = C_n ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n ∫ T̊ ∗U dy^1 ∧ dy^2 . . . ∧ dy^n ∧ ω(y, dy, η, dη) + O(Λ^{n−1}), with C_n = 0 if n ≡ 0 (mod 2) and

C_n :=

2(−1)^{n+1}2 π Vol(S^{n−1})

if n ≡ 1 (mod 2).

Remark 4.2. It follows from the first statement of Theorem 4.1 that for every test form ω, the map f → ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη)

18 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

belongs to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ). For any integral current T , let M (T ) denote the mass of the current T [36]. Our result is in fact slightly stronger than what we claimed in Theorem 2.2 as it also means that, for any smooth compactly supported cut–off function φ ∈ D^0(T^•M), ∫ H_Λ M (φ[N^∗ ({f = 0})]) < +∞. In other words, the mass of the cut–off conormal cycle φ[N^∗ ({f = 0})] is a L^1 function of f ∈ H_Λ.

The purpose of this section is to prove this Theorem. We emphasize that there are two parts in this statement. On the one hand, we have to show the integrability property and on the other hand, we have to compute the precise value of the expectation. The first part of the statement requires a delicate analysis which is carried out in the first part of this section. After that step, we can combine this first part to some combinatorial arguments in order to obtain the second part of the Theorem.

More precisely, the proof is organized as follows. First, in paragraph 4.1, we write a formal asymptotic expansion in powers of Λ^{−1} of J(f, ω, U) := 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη). Paragraph 4.3 is the more delicate part where we prove the first part of Theorem 4.1 concerning the integrability of the conormal cycle as a function of f ∈ H_Λ with respect to the measure dμ_Λ. After that, in paragraph 4.4, we compute explicitely the expression of the leading term and in the remaining paragraphs, we compute the combinatorial constant appearing in the leading term.

4.1. Preliminary simplification. Before getting into the details of the proof of Theorem 4.1, we start by making a few reduction that will make the calculation slightly simpler:

Lemma 4.3. Let ω := ∑ |α|+|β|=n ω_{α,β}(y, η)dy^α ∧ dη_β be an element in D_n(T̊^∗U). With the above conventions, one has, for every Λ and for every f in Ω_Λ, 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη)

= − n−1∑ k=0 Λ^{−k} ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), t^{n−3−k}P_k ( (η_j )_j, (∂^2_yj_yl f/Λ^2)_{j,l}, (ω_{α,β})_{α,β} )⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ , where

• for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, P_k(R, S, T ) is a polynomial which does not depend on Λ, t and f,

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 19

• for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, P_k(R, S, T ) is homogeneous of degree 2 in the variables R, homogeneous of degree n − 1 − k in the variables S, homogeneous of degree 1 in the T variables, • in the case k = 0, one has

P_0 ((R_j )_j , (S_{j,l})_{j,l}, (T_{α,β})_{α,β}) = (_n ∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)R_pR_{σ(p)} ∏ j≠p S_{j,σ(j)} ) T_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}. At first sight, this lemma seems rather technical; yet, writing the integrals this way will simplify the presentation afterwards. This lemma gives at least a formal expansion in powers of Λ^{−1}, and we will verify in the following paragraphs that each term in the sum is in fact integrable and has uniformly bounded L^1 norm in H_Λ.

Proof. Write first that 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) = n∑ p=1 (−1)^p 1 Λ^n ∫ R_+ I^{(p)}(f, t)dt, where

I^{(p)}(f, t) = ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), ∂_{yp} f Λ df ∧ ⋀ j≠p d ( t Λ ∂_{yj} f − η_j ) ∧ ω(y, η, dy, dη) ⟩ T̊ ∗U .

Expanding the df term in the wedge product, one can also write 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) = n∑ p,q=1 (−1)^{n+p−1} ∫ R_+ I^{(p,q)}(f, t)dt, where I^{(p,q)}(f, t) := ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), ∂_{yp} f Λ ∂_{yq} f Λ ⋀ j≠p d ( t Λ^2 ∂_{yj} f − η_j Λ ) ∧ dy_q ∧ ω(y, η, dy, dη) ⟩ T̊ ∗U .

Thanks to the definition of G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), this can be rewritten as I^{(p,q)}(f, t) = 1 t^2 ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), η_pη_q ⋀ j≠p d ( t Λ^2 ∂_{yj} f − η_j Λ ) ∧ dy_q ∧ ω(y, η, dy, dη) ⟩ T̊ ∗U .

Write now ω := ∑ |α|+|β|=n ω_{α,β}(y, η)dy^α ∧ dη_β,

20 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

where ω_{α,β} is compactly supported in T̊^∗U. By expanding the wedge product involved in the integrals, we can rearrange the sum in the following way: 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη)

= − n−1∑ k=0 Λ^{−k} ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), t^{n−3−k}P_k ( (η_j )_j, (∂^2_yj_yl f/Λ^2)_{j,l}, (ω_{α,β})_{α,β} )⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ , where

• for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, P_k(R, S, T ) is a polynomial which does not depend on Λ, t and f, • for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, P_k(R, S, T ) is homogeneous of degree 2 in the variables R, homogeneous of degree n − 1 − k in the variables S, and homogeneous of degree 1 in the T variables.

• in the case k = 0, one has

P_0 ((R_j )_j , (S_{j,l})_{j,l}, (T_{α,β})_{α,β}) = (_n ∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)R_pR_{σ(p)} ∏ j≠p S_{j,σ(j)} ) T_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}. This concludes the proof of the lemma. □

4.2. Notations and conventions. In the following, we fix the following convention, for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, J^{(k)}(f, ω, U) = ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), t^{n−3−k}P_k ( (η_j)_j , (∂^2_yj_yl f/Λ^2)_{j,l}, (ω_{α,β})_{α,β} )⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . In particular, one has (26) J(f, ω, U) := 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) = − n−1∑ k=0 Λ^{−k}J^{(k)}(f, ω, U). In the following, the letter J (resp. K, resp. L) will denote functionals of (y, η, t, f) that have been integrated against the variables (y, η, t) (resp. (y, η, t, f), resp. f).

4.3. Integrability. For any element ω := ∑ |α|+|β|=n ωα,β(y, η)dy α ∧ dη_β in D_n(T̊^∗U), let ‖ω‖ = sup α,β,(y,η)∈T̊^∗U |ω_{α,β}(y, η)|. Using the conventions of paragraph 4.2, we will now prove the first part of Theorem 4.1 which follows immediately from the next proposition

Proposition 4.4. Let ω be an element in D_n(T̊^∗U). Then, for every 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, one has f → J^{(k)}(f, ω, U)

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 21

belongs to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ) and for every compact set K, there exists a constant C_{K,k} > 0 such that for any test form ω in D_n(T̊^∗U) supported in K, ∫ Ω_Λ |J^{(k)}(f, ω, U)|dμ_Λ(f) ≤ C_{K,k}‖ω‖. Showing this proposition is our more delicate task from the analytical point of view as we have to justify carefully several inversions and convergences of integrals.

Remark 4.5. As was already mentionned, a direct consequence of this lemma is that, for every ω in D_n(T̊^∗U), f → 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) belongs to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ) which is exactly the content of the first part of Theorem 4.1. In fact, we have something slightly more precise in the sense that ∫ Ω_Λ (∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) ) dμ_Λ(f) = −Λ^n ∫ Ω_Λ

J^{(0)}(f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) + O(Λ^{n−1}).

Recall from paragraph 4.2 that

J^{(0)}(f, ω, U) := n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ) ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)} ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj ,yσ(j)} f Λ^2 ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . In particular, the second part of Theorem 4.1 is reduced to the computation of the expectation of J^{(0)}(f, ω, U) with respect to the Gaussian measure dμ_Λ(f). This computation will be performed in paragraphs 4.4 and 4.5.

We will now prove proposition 4.4 in several steps. At several stages of the proof, we will use results on pullback of distributions which are discussed in appendix B.

4.3.1. Proof of proposition 4.4 – First step. As a first step, we will give a crude upper bound on |J^{(k)}(f, ω, U)|. Let ω̃ be a smooth function compactly supported on K ⊂ T̊^∗U such that, for every multiindices (α, β) satisfying |α| + |β| = n, and for every 1 ≤ p, q ≤ n, one has ∀ (y, η) ∈ T̊^∗U, |ω_{α,β}(y, η)η_pη_q| ≤ ω̃(y, η). Moreover, we choose ω̃ so that sup_{(y,η)∈T̊} ∗_U ω̃(y, η) ≤ C‖ω‖ where C > 0 is a constant depending only on the support of ω, and where ‖.‖ is the norm on smooth forms defined at the beginning of paragraph 4.3. As explained in Remark B.9, G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ) is a positive distribution on T̊^∗U × R^∗ hence a positive Radon measure G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(d^ny, d^nη, dt) on T̊ ∗U × R∗ . In particular, one has (27) |J^{(k)}(f, ω, U)| ≤ ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k}Q_k ((| |∂^2_{yj yl} f/Λ^2 | |)_{j,l} ) G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(d^ny, d^nη, dt),

22 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

for some homogeneous polynomial Q_k of degree n − 1 − k with nonnegative coefficients and which is independent of ω, U, (y, η, t) and Λ. Then, according to (27) and to proposition 3.10, the integrability of J^{(k)}(f, ω, U) with respect to dμ_Λ will follow from the integrability of the map (y, η, t, f) ∈ T̊^∗U × R^∗ × Ω_Λ −→ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k}Q_k ((| |∂^2_{yj yl} f/Λ^2 | |)_{j,l} ) ∈ R_+ with respect to the Radon measure μ_Λ(f)G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df, d^ny, d^nη, dt) where

μ_Λ(f) := e^{− N(Λ)‖f ‖22} ( N(Λ) 2π ) N(Λ)_2 . Thus, according to (27) and in order to prove the lemma, it remains to show that ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗×Ω_Λ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k}Q_k ((| |∂^2_{yj yl} f/Λ^2 | |)_{j,l} ) μ_Λ(f)G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df, d^ny, d^nη, dt)

is uniformly bounded with respect to Λ. Let j := (j_1, j_2, . . . , j_{2(n−k)−3}, j_{2(n−k−1)}) be an element in {1, . . . , n}^{2(n−1−k)}. As Q_k is an homogeneous polynomial of degree n − 1 − k, it is sufficient to prove that (28)

K^{(k)}(j, ω, U) := ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗×Ω_Λ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f Λ^2 | | | | μΛ(f)G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df, d^ny, d^nη, dt) is uniformly bounded with respect to Λ.

4.3.2. Proof of proposition 4.4 – Step 2: Intertwining integrals. We can now use Proposition 3.10 in order to intertwine the order of integration, and to integrate first with respect to the f variable. For that purpose, we define the following nonnegative Radon measure on Ω_Λ: ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,1 (df) = μ_Λ(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df), and ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2 (df) = n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f(y) Λ^2 | | | | 2 μ_Λ(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df).

Then, combining (28) and the “Fubini identity” (25) of Proposition 3.10 to Hölder inequality, one finds that :

K^{(k)}(j, ω, U) = ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗×Ω_Λ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f Λ^2 | | | μ_Λ(f)G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df, d^ny, d^nη, dt)

= ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} ∫ Ω_Λ n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f Λ^2 | | | μΛ(f)GΛ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) d^nyd^nηdt

≤ ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,1 (Ω_Λ) √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2 (Ω_Λ)d^nyd^nηdt.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 23

Finally, we get that :

(29) K^{(k)}(j, ω, U) ≤ ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,1 (Ω_Λ) √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2 (Ω_Λ)d^nyd^nηdt. The problem is that we do not know a priori if (y, η, t) → ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,1} (Ω_Λ) and (y, η, t) → ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2 (Ω_Λ) are integrable functions of (y, η, t). In particular, the r.h.s. of (29) can a priori be infinite. We will now compute ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,q} (Ω_Λ) for q = 1, 2 and show that it is in fact uniformly bounded in terms of Λ by an integrable function. We note that the case q = 1 is a particular case of the case q = 2 (when k = n − 1). Thus, we only need to compute ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2} (Ω_Λ). For that purpose, we introduce the following regularization of the Dirac distribution, for every fixed t in R^∗ ,

δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} (F_0, F_1, . . . , F_n) := ∫ R^{n+1} e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} e^{−2iπ(τ0 ,τ ).F} dτ_0dτ. Remark 4.6. We denote by Γ = {0}×(R^{n+1} )^∗ the wave front of δ^{n+1}_0 . Using the conventions of paragraph 8.2 in [43], δ^{n+1}_0 belongs to the space D^′_Γ(R^{n+1} ). One can verify that (δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )_{m≥1} sequentially converges to δ^{n+1}_0 for the topology on D^′_Γ(R^{n+1} ) for every fixed t in R^∗ . Combining the sequential continuity of the pull-back operation (Th. 8.2.4 in [43], see also [17]) to lemma B.3, we find that (G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} ))_{m≥1} weakly converges to G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )

for the topology on D^′(R^{N(Λ)} ) and for every fixed (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ .

We can then define the following sequences of regularized positive Radon measures, for every m ≥ 1: (30) ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (df) = n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f(y) Λ^2 | | | | 2 μ_Λ(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(f)df, We will now verify that (ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (Ω_Λ))_{m≥1} is uniformly bounded in terms of m as follows:

(31) ∀t > 0, ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (Ω_Λ) ≤

C_0 t^n e^{− 1C}0^{t2} ,

where the constant C_0 is uniform for (y, η) in the support of ω̃, for 0 < m ≤ 1 and Λ > 0 large enough. Then, combining this to remark 4.6, one can deduce that ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2} (Ω_Λ) is bounded by the same quantity and thanks to (29), we can conclude that K^{(k)}(j, ω, U) is uniformly bounded in terms of Λ which was exactly what we were aiming for.

4.3.3. Proof of proposition 4.4 – Final step: Gaussian integral bounds on ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2} (Ω_Λ). It remains to prove (31). Observe by the defining equation (30) of ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} that ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2,m (ΩΛ) = ∫ Ω_Λ n−1−k∏

p=1 | | | | ∂^2_{yj2p−1 yj2p} f(y) Λ^2 | | | | 2 μ_Λ(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(df)

24 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE = ∫ R^{n2 +n+1} (_{n−1−k} ∏ p=1 F^2_{j2p−1,j2p} ) (G_Λ(y, η, t)_∗μ_Λ) (F )(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(F )dF

where we recognize the pushforward measure ν̃^y_Λ(F ) = (G_Λ(y, η, t)_∗μ_Λ) (F ) on R^{n2 +n+1} of the Gaussian measure μ_Λ described in Proposition 3.9. This allows us to bound ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (Ω_Λ) :

(32) ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (Ω_Λ) ≤ ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} δ̂^y_t (τ_0, τ)dτ_0dτ, where

(33) δ̂^y_t (τ_0, τ) := ∫ R^{n2+n+1} n−1−k∏

p=1 F^2_{j2p−1,j2p} e^{−2iπ(τ0 ,tτ ).(F0,...Fn)}ν̃^y_Λ(F ) and ν̃^y_Λ(F ) is the Gaussian measure of Proposition 3.9. This quantity can also be rewritten more explicitely using Wick’s lemma as

(34) δ̂^y_t (τ_0, τ) = (−1)^{n−1−k} n−1−k∏

p=1 ( 1 2π ∂ ∂T_{j2p−1,j2p} )_2 ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A Λ(y)T ⟩ Volg (M) ) |T =(τ_0,tτ,0) , where A_Λ(y) was defined in proposition 3.9. Equivalently, one has

δ̂^y_t (τ_0, τ) = R^j_{y,Λ}(τ_0, tτ)e^{− 2π2}Volg (M)^{⟨(τ0 ,tτ ),A1,1}Λ^{(y)(τ0 ,tτ )⟩},

for some polynom R^j_{y,Λ} depending only on y, Λ and j and whose coefficients are uniformly bounded in terms of Λ and y. Combining this to (32), one finds that (35) ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2,m (ΩΛ) ≤ 1 t^n √ detB_Λ(y) R^j_{y,Λ} ( 1 2iπ ∂ ∂η^′_0 , ( 1 2iπ ∂ ∂η^′_l ) 1≤l≤n ) ( e^{−π⟨η′ ,BΛ,m(y)η′ ⟩} ) |η^′=(0,η/t) , where B_{Λ,m}(y) =^π_{Volg (M)} A^{1,1}_Λ (y) +^1_{2πm} . From this expression, we deduce that there exists a constant C_0 > 0, for every (y, η) in the support of ω̃ (which is a compact subset of T̊^∗U) and for every m ≥ 1, one has ∀t > 0, ν^{(y,η,t)}_{Λ,2,m} (Ω_Λ) ≤ C_0 t^n e^{− 1C}0^{t2} ,

which is exactly the upper bound (31) from which we get : K^{(k)}(j, ω, U) ≤ ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ω̃(y, η)|t|^{n−3−k} √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,1 (Ω_Λ) √ ν^{(y,η,t)} Λ,2 (Ω_Λ)d^nyd^nηdt ≤ C_K ‖ω‖ ∫ R^∗ |t|^{n−3−k} 1 t^n e^{− 1C}K^{t2} dt <+∞ ,

for some constant C_K depending only on the compact support K ⊂ T̊^∗U of ω. The conclusion of the proposition 4.4 follows.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 25

4.3.4. Consequence of the integrability. We fix k = 0. We note that we have in fact proven something slightly stronger than what we claim in the proposition. Namely, the map (y, η, t, f) → t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)} ( ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj ,yσ(j)} f Λ^2 ) μ_Λ(f)ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) belongs to L^1(T̊^∗U × R^∗ × Ω_Λ, G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )) and, thanks to Proposition 3.10, we can integrate this quantity in any order, i.e. either first w.r.t. f (and then (y, η, t)) or first w.r.t. (y, η, t) (and then f).

4.4. Expectation of the leading term. In the previous paragraph, we have verified that all the terms in the asymptotic expansion J(f, ω, U) = 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) = − n−1∑ k=0 Λ^{−k}J^{(k)}(f, ω, U) belong to L^1(H_Λ, dμ_Λ) and that their L^1 norm is uniformly bounded with respect to Λ. We will now compute precisely the expectation of the leading term J^{(0)}(f, ω, U) from which the second part of Theorem 4.1 will follow.

Recall from remarks 4.5 and paragraph 4.3.4 that the expectation of the leading term decomposes as

(36) ∫ H_Λ

J^{(0)}(f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) = n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)K_{p,σ}(ω, U), where K_{p,σ}(ω, U) = ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)}ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)L_{p,σ}(y, η, t)d^nyd^nηdt, and L_{p,σ}(y, η, t) := ∫ Ω_Λ ( ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj ,yσ(j)} f Λ^2 ) μ_Λ(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df).

In particular, it remains to compute the value of K_{p,σ}(ω, U) and before that the value of L_{p,σ}(y, η, t). Remark 4.7. If one wants to compute a Gaussian integral like ∫ H_Λ (∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω ) dμ_Λ(f), then a natural approach is to use the Kac-Rice formula which follows from the coarea formula – see e.g. Th. 4.2 in [11] or Appendix C in [50]. This kind of formula allows to “intertwine” the order of integration in our integral and to integrate first with respect to the Gaussian variable. As far as we know, there is not (at least explicitely) a Kac-Rice formula for the conormal cycle avalaible in the literature even if this kind of approach should a priori allow one (modulo some work) to “intertwine” the order of integration. Here, we decided to use an alternative approach to treat this issue which is more based on

26 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

microlocal techniques such as the pull-back theorem for distributions – see e.g. Appendix B. This point of view of course also leads to an “inversion” of the order of integration as shown by (36).

4.4.1. Regularization of K_{p,σ}(ω). As in the proof of Proposition 4.4, we will regularize the distributions δ^{n+1}_0 in order to proceed to the computation of K_{p,σ}(ω, U). In the notations of paragraph 4.3.3 we have :

Proposition 4.8. Consider the sequence δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} of approximations of δ^{n+1}_0 . For every σ in S_n, 1 ≤ p ≤ n and for every fixed (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ , set L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t) := ∫ H_Λ

μ_Λ(f) ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj yσ(j)} f Λ^2 G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(df). Then L^{(m)}p,σ (y, η, t) equals the integral expression : ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} ∏ j≠p ( 1 2π ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} )_2 ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A Λ(y)T ⟩ Volg (M) ) |T =(τ_0,tτ,0) dτ_0dτ Proof. By the argument of paragraph 4.3.3, we know that ∫ H_Λ

μ_Λ(f) ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj yσ(j)} f Λ^2

G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(df) = ∫ R^{n2 +n+1} (_{n−1−k} ∏ p=1 F^2_{j,σ(j)} ) ν̃^y_Λ(F )(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(F )dF.

Since ν̃^y_Λ(F ) is a Gaussian measure with covariance A_Λ, application of the Wick Lemma yields that ∫ R^{n2 +n+1} (∏_{n−1−k} p=1 F^2_{j,σ(j)} ) ν̃^y_Λ(F )(δ^{n+1}_{1m} )(F )dF equals ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} ∏ j≠p ( 1 2π ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} )_2 ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A Λ(y)T ⟩ Volg (M) ) |T =(τ_0,tτ,0) dτ_0dτ which concludes the proof. □

Note that f → ( ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj ,yσ(j)} f Λ^2 ) μ_Λ(f)^{12}

tends to 0 as ‖f‖ tends to infinity; thus, it can be approximated (in the C^0 topology) by a function ψ_1(f) in C^∞_c (H_Λ). Moreover, mimicking the final step of the proof of proposition 4.4 (namely paragraph 4.3.3), one can verify that the sequence (∫ H_Λ

μ_Λ(f)^{12} G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_{t, 1m} )(df) ) m≥1 is uniformly bounded in terms of m ≥ 1 (not necessarily in terms of Λ, (y, η, t)). Combining these two observations, we find that, for every 1 ≤ p ≤ n, for every σ in S_n, and for a.e.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 27 (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ , lim m→+∞ L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t) = ∫ H_Λ

μ_Λ(f) ∏ j≠p ∂^2_{yj ,yσ(j)} f Λ^2 G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) = L_{p,σ}(y, η, t), where the last equality follows from (60) from the appendix. Mimicking one more time the proof of paragraph 4.3.3, one also knows that there exists a constant C_0 > 0 such that, for every m ≥ 1, for every 1 ≤ p ≤ n, for every σ in S_n, one has ∀(y, η, t) ∈ supp(ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}) × R^∗ , |L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t)| ≤ C_0 t^n e^{− 1C}0^{t2} .

In particular, from the dominated convergence theorem, we can deduce that

(37) K_{p,σ}(ω) = lim_{m→+∞} ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)}ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t)d^nyd^nηdt. 4.4.2. Computing the limit as m → +∞. Using Gaussian integration, we will now compute explicitely the limit appearing in (37) as m tends to +∞ and as Λ → +∞. According to Proposition 4.8, one has L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t) = (−1)^{n−12} ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} ∏ j≠p ( 1 2π ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A Λ(y)T ⟩ Volg (M) ) |T =(τ_0,tτ,0) dτ_0dτ. Recall that the expression of A_Λ(y) was given in Propostion 3.9. If we plug in this expression into the previous equality, one can also verify that there exists a constant C_0 > 0, such that for every (y, η) in the support of ω̃ and for every m ≥ 1, one has (38) ∀t > 0, |L^{(m)}_{p,σ} (y, η, t) − L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t)| ≤ C_0Λ^{−1} t^n e^{− 1C}0^{t2} ,

where

L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t) = (−1) n−1 2 (2π)^{n−1} ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} ∏ j≠p ( ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A 0T ⟩ Volg (M) ) T =(τ_0,tτ,0) dτ_0dτ. In particular, provided that the limit lim_{m→+∞} L̃^{(m)}p,σ (η, t) exists a.e., one can combine (37) to the dominated convergence theorem in order to get (39) K_{p,σ}(ω, U) = ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)}ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) ( lim m→+∞ L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t) ) d^nyd^nηdt + O(Λ^{−1}). Remark 4.9. We note that, thanks to the particular form of the matrix A_0, one has

L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t) = (−1) n−1 2 (2π)^{n−1} ∫ R^{n+1} e^{2iπτ.η}e^{− |τ0|2+t2|τ |2m} e^{− 2π} 2t2|τ |2 Volg (M)(n+2) H p,σ(τ_0)dτ_0dτ, where

H_{p,σ}(τ_0) := ∏ j≠p ( ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2 volg (M) ⟨(T0 ;0;(Ti,j )),A0(T0;0;(Ti,j )) ) T =(τ_0;0;0) .

28 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

After integrating over the τ variable and taking the limit m → +∞, one finds lim m→+∞ L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t) = (−1) n−1 2 (2π)^{n−1} 1 t^n ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_2 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 ∫ R H_{p,σ}(τ_0)dτ_0. 4.4.3. Summing over p and σ. Recall that everything we want to calculate is the leading term − ∫ H_Λ J (0) Λ (f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) of^1_{Λn} ∫ N^∗({f=0})_Λ ω(y, dy, η, dη) which, thanks to (39) and

to Remark 4.9, is given by ∫ H_Λ

J^{(0)}(f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) = n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)K_{p,σ}(ω)

= n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ) ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ t^{n−3}η_pη_{σ(p)}ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) lim_{m→+∞} ( L̃^{(m)}_{p,σ} (η, t) ) d^nyd^nηdt

= (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_{2 n}∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ) ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ η_pη_{σ(p)}ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) 1 t^3 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 ∫ R H_{p,σ}(τ_0)dτ_0d^nyd^nηdt In order to alleviate notations, we introduce:

(40) L(η) = n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)η_pη_{σ(p)} ∫ R H_{p,σ}(τ_0)dτ_0. Then, we express everything in terms of L(η): ∫ H_Λ

J^{(0)}(f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) = (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_{2 n}∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ) ∫ T^∗U×R^∗ ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)η_pη_{σ(p)} 1 t^3 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 ∫ R H_{p,σ}(τ_0)dτ_0d^nyd^nηdt = (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_2 ∫ T^∗U×R^∗ ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) 1 t^3 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 L(η)d^nyd^nηdt by definition of L(η) = (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_2 ∫ T^∗U ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)L(η)d^nyd^nη × (∫_{+∞} 0 t^3e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2t2 2 dt t^2 + ∫_{−∞} 0 t^3e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2t2 2 dt t^2 )

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 29 = (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ( (n + 2)Vol_g(M) 2π ) n_2 ∫ T^∗U ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)L(η)d^nyd^nη ∫_{+∞} 0 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2t2 2 2tdt = 2(−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ((n + 2)Vol_g(M))^{n2 −1} (2π)^n2 ∫ T^∗U ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η) L(η) |η|^2 d^nyd^nη. Therefore, (41)∫

H_Λ ( 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) ) dμ_Λ(f) = A_n ∫ T̊ ∗U L(η) |η|^2 dy^1∧. . . dy^n∧ω(y, dy, η, dη)+O(Λ^{−1}), where

A_n :=

2(−1)^{n+1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ((n + 2)Vol_g(M))^{n2 −1} (2π)^n2 . In order to conclude, it remains to compute L(η). This combinatorial calculation will be the purpose of the next two paragraphs.

4.5. Computation of L(η). Recall that L(η) is given by the sum (40). We start by computing explicitely each term in the sum. We fix σ in S_n and 1 ≤ p ≤ n. Moreover, we set T̃ := (T_0; 0; (T_{i,j})_{1≤i,j≤n}) ∈ R^{n2 +n+1}, which appears in the definition of H_{p,σ}(τ_0) – see Remark 4.9. Our first step will be to use the Faà di Bruno’s formula for partial derivatives [40] to give an explicit expression of ∏ j≠p ( ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T̃ ,A 0T̃ ⟩ Volg (M) ) . Recall that this formula states that ∏ j≠p ( ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2 ⟨T̃ ,A 0T̃ ⟩ Volg (M) ) = e^{− 2π} 2 ⟨T̃ ,A 0T̃ ⟩ Volg (M) ∑ A∈P^{(0)}_{σ,p} ( − 2π^2 Vol_g(M) )_{|A|} ∏ a∈A ∂^{|a|}⟨T̃ , A_0T̃ ⟩ ∏ j∈a ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ,

where P^{(0)}σ,p is the set of partitions of {1 ≤ j ≤ n : j ≠ p}. We now fix some notations:

P_{σ,p} := {A partition of {1 ≤ j ≤ n : j ≠ p} : ∀a ∈ A, |a| ≤ 2 and σ(a) = a} . Remark 4.10. We note that P_{σ,p} is empty if σ(p) ≠ p. Moreover, for every σ such that σ(p) = p, the above subset is empty if σ is not a product of disjoint 2-cycles.

For a given A in P_{σ,p}, we define • A_1 := {a ∈ A : |a| = 1};

• A_2 := {a ∈ A : |a| = 2 and σ_{|a} = id}; • A_3 := {a ∈ A : |a| = 2 and σ_{|a} ≠ id}.

30 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Using these conventions and the specific form of the matrix A_0 – see paragraph 4.3.3, one finds that ∏ j≠p ( ∂ ∂T_{j,σ(j)} ) ( e^{− 2π} 2⟨T,A 0T ⟩ Volg (M) ) |T =(τ_0;0;0) = e^{− 2π} 2 τ 2 0 Volg (M) ∑ A∈P_{σ,p} ( − 4π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2) )_{|A|} ( 1 n + 4 )_{|A2|+|A3|} (−τ_0)^{|A1|}.

Observe now that ∫ R τ^{|A1|}_0 e^{− 2π}

2τ 2 0 Volg (M) dτ 0 = ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_2

(|A_1| − 1)!! ( Vol_g(M) 4π^2

)^{|A}1^|_2

if |A_1| ≡ 0 (mod 2), and that it is equal to 0 otherwise. We now set C_{σ,p} := ∑ A∈P_{σ,p}:|A_1|≡0(mod 2) ( − 1 n + 2 )_{|A|} (|A_1| − 1)!! ( 4π^2 Vol_g(M)

)_{|A|−}^{|A}1^|_2 ( 1 n + 4 )_{|A2|+|A3|} , whenever σ(p) = p and C_{σ,p} := 0 otherwise.

Remark 4.11. We note that the sum is empty as soon as n is even. In fact, requiring |A_1| ≡ 0(mod 2) imposes that n − 1 is even.

From the above calculation, we deduce

(42) L(η) = n∑ p=1 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)η_pη_{σ(p)} ∫ R H_{p,σ}(τ_0)dτ_0 = ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_{2 n}∑ p=1 η^2_p ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p}. In particular, from remark 4.11, one has L(η) = 0 if n is even. We also note that ∑ σ∈S_n Cσ,p is independent of the choice of p. Thus, one finds, whenever n is odd,

(43) L(η) = ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_2 |η|^2 ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p}. From (41), one finally obtains

(44) ∫ H_Λ ( 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, η, dy, dη) ) dμ_Λ(f)

= ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_2 A_n ( ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p} ) ∫ T̊ ∗U dy^1 ∧ . . . dy^n ∧ ω(y, dy, η, dη) + O(Λ^{−1}), where A_n was defined in (41).

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 31

4.6. Computation of ∑ σ∈S_n Cσ,p. From (44), it remains to compute ∑ σ∈S_n Cσ,p which is independent of the choice of p. For that purpose, we fix 0 ≤ k ≤^{n−1}_2 and we suppose that σ is the product of k disjoint 2-cycles σ_1, . . . , σ_k. Then, we compute the value of C_{σ,p} in this case. We note that in this case |A_3| is necessarily equal to k, and thus C_{σ,p} = ( 1 n + 4 )_k ∑ A∈P_{σ,p}:|A_1|≡0(mod 2) ( − 1 n + 2 )_{|A|} (|A_1|−1)!! ( 4π^2 Vol_g(M)

)_{|A|−}^{|A}1^|_2 ( 1 n + 4 )_{|A2|} . We also note the following useful relations

n − 1 = |A_1| + 2|A_2| + 2|A_3| and A = |A_1| + |A_2| + |A_3|.

Recall now that the number of permutations in {1, 2, . . . , 2l} with l cycles of length 2 is equal to^{(2l)!}_{l!2l} – see Th. 6.9 in [15]. From this observation, we deduce that

C_{σ,p} = ( 4π^2 (n + 2)^2Vol_g(M) ) n−1_2 ( − n + 2 n + 4 )_k^{n−1}_2 −k∑ l=0 (2l)! l!2^l C^{2l}_{n−1−2k}(n−2(k+l+1))!! ( − n + 2 n + 4 )_l , and thus C_{σ,p} = ( 2π^2 2(n + 2)^2Vol_g(M) ) n−1_2 ( − 2(n + 2) n + 4 )_k^{n−1}_2 −k∑ l=0 (n − 1 − 2k)! l! (_{n−1} 2 − (k + l) ) ! ( − n + 2 n + 4 )_l . Thanks to our formula for C_{σ,p} when σ is a product of k disjoint 2-cycles (thus ε(σ) = (−1)^k), we deduce that ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p} = ( 2π^2 (n + 2)^2Vol_g(M)

) n−1_2^{n−1}_2∑ k=0 C^{2k}_{n−1} (2k)! k!2^k 2^k n−1 2 −k∑

l=0 (−1)^l

(n − 1 − 2k)! l!2^l (_{n−1} 2 − (k + l) ) ! ( n + 2 n + 4 )_{l+k} . After simplification, it gives ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p} = (n − 1)! ( 2π^2 (n + 2)^2Vol_g(M)

) n−1_2^{n−1}_2∑ k=0 ( n + 2 n + 4 )_k^{n−1}_2 −k∑ l=0 ( −^{n+2}_{n+4} )_l k!l! (_{n−1} 2 − (k + l) ) ! , and thus ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p} = (n−1)! ( 2π^2 (n + 2)^2Vol_g(M)

) n−1_2^{n−1}_2∑ k=0 1 k! (_{n−1} 2 − k ) ! ( n + 2 (n + 4) )_k ( 1 − n + 2 n + 4 ) n−1_{2 −k} . Finally, we obtain

(45) ∑ σ∈S_n ε(σ)C_{σ,p} = (n − 1)! (_{n−1} 2 ) ! ( 2π^2 (n + 2)^2Vol_g(M) ) n−1_2 .

32 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

4.7. The conclusion. Regarding (41), (44) and (45), we define

B_n :=

2(−1)^{n+1}2 (2π)^{n−1} (n − 1)! (_{n−1} 2 ) ! π^{n−3}2 2(n + 2)^n2 = (−1)^{n+1}2 πVol(S^{n−1}) 2 (n + 2)^n2 . if n ≡ 1 (mod 2) and B_n = 0 otherwise. Finally, still thanks to (44), we conclude ∫ H_Λ ( 1 Λ^n ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) ) dμ_Λ(f) = B_n ∫ T̊ ∗U ω_{(0,...,0),(1,...,1)}(y, η)d^nyd^nη + O(Λ^{−1}), which is exactly the content of the second part of Theorem 4.1.

5. Formal derivation of the main result via Berezin integration

The derivation of the main theorem (namely Theo. 4.1) is slightly technical due to the fact that we have to justify carefully the smallness of several terms and the inversion of several integrals but also due to some complicated combinatorics. The purpose of this last section is to show how the combinatorial aspects of the proof can be treated more easily at the expense of a little bit of abstraction by making use of the so-called Berezin integral [5, 37, 25, 63].

In this section, we will not pay too much attention to the inversion of integrals and to the size of the remainder terms, and we will mostly focus on the computation of the leading term of the asymptotics. Similar arguments as the ones presented in the previous section would in fact provide a rigorous treatment of the calculation developped in the present section. The reason for presenting this alternative approach in a formal (but non completely rigorous manner) is that we believe that it can be helpful (at least for the reader familiar with Berezin integration) to understand and follow the main lines of our proof, especially its combinatorial aspects. It is also plausible that this kind of intuitive calculation could be used for other related questions.

5.1. A brief reminder on Berezin integration. Berezin integration is a convenient formalism that allows us to represent the wedge product appearing in our formulas as oscillatory integrals. This formalism was introduced by Berezin [5] and it is a more or less standard tool in quantum field theory where one aims at computing integrals over both bosonic (even) and fermionic (odd) variables. Basic introductions to this formalism are described by Disertori [25] or by Tao [63] with a view towards random matrix theory, a very good introduction can be found in the fantastic book of Takhtajan [64, Chapter 7] – see also the book of Guillemin and Sternberg [37] for considerations on Fourier transforms in this context. Following closely the presentation of these references, we give here a brief (and somewhat simplified) overview on it that should be sufficient for the purpose of our formal calculation.

5.1.1. Odd and even variables. Let V be a finite dimensional real vector space. One can define the so called exterior algebra ΛV := ⨁_{+∞} k=0 Λ^kV. For simplicity of notations, we will denote by Φ_1Φ_2 := Φ_1 ∧Φ_2 the product on this algebra. This algebra can be splitted in two parts. One part is made of the so-called even (or bosonic) elements ΛV_{even} := ⨁_{+∞} k=0 Λ^{2k}V,

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 33

while the other is made of the so-called odd (or fermionic) elements ΛV_{odd} := ⨁_{+∞} k=0 Λ^{2k+1}V.

Any odd element Π commutes with every even element p, while it anticommutes with odd elements. From this observation, one can deduce that any element Φ in ⊕^{+∞}_{k=1}Λ^kV is nilpotent. One can verify that any element Φ of ΛV can be exponentiated as follows:

exp(Φ) := +∞∑ k=0 Φ^k k! . Important properties of the exponential are that exp(Π) = 1 + Π for any odd element Π and that, for any even element p,

(46) exp(p + Φ) = exp(p) exp(Φ) = exp(Φ) exp(p).

5.1.2. Integration of functions of odd and even variables. One of the aim of Berezin integration is to integrate function whose variables are in ΛV . In the following, we just need a simple version of this formalism. Namely, we fix two nonnegative integers d_1 and d_2, and we consider the case where V = R. We are only aiming at the integration of functions depending on the even variables (p_1, . . . , p_{d1} ) ∈ (Λ^0V )^{d1} ≃ R^{d1} and on the odd variables (Π_1, . . . , Π_{d2} ) ∈ (Λ^1V )^{d2} . Said differently, we consider the algebra C^∞(R^{d1} ) whose elements are smooth functions f(p_1, . . . , p_{d1} ) of the even variables (p_1, . . . , p_{d1} ) then we consider the Grassmann algebra C^∞(R^{d1} )[Π_1, . . . , Π_{d2} ] which is a polynomial algebra generated by (Π_1, . . . , Π_{d2} ) satisfying the relations Π_iΠ_j + Π_jΠ_i = 0, ∀(i, j) ∈ {1, . . . , d_2}^2 see [64, Chapter 7]. More precisely, our functions will be of the form

f(p, Π) := f_0(p) + ∑ k≥1 ∑ i_1,...,i_k f_{i1,...,ik} (p)Π_{i1} . . . Π_{ik} , where f_∗ are functions defined on R^{d1} and with values in ΛV . Given such a function f, we will say that it is defined on R^{(d1 |d2)} and its Berezin integral is defined by the fundamental formula :

(47) ∫ R^{(d}1^{|d}2^) f(p, Π)dpdΠ := ∫ R^d1

∂_{Π1} . . . ∂_{Πd2} fdp_1dp_2 . . . dp_{d1} .

We refer the reader to [25] for a more general presentation of the Berezin integral, for basic properties on this integration procedure and for a review of simple examples.

Remark 5.1. Following [37] – Chapter 7, one can also define a notion of “super Fourier transform”, as follows:

∀q ∈ (Λ^0R)^{d1} , ∀Q ∈ (Λ^1R)^{d2} , F(f)(q, Q) := ∫ R^{(d}1^{|d}2^) exp (−2iπ(q.p + Q.Π)) f(p, Π)dpdΠ. The prefix “super” is here to emphasize that we consider functions depending both on even (bosonic) and odd (fermionic) variables. We observe that q.p + Q.Π is an even element.

Note that any one form Q can be written as follows:

(48) Q = − 1 2iπ ∫ R^{(0|1)} exp(−2iπΠQ)dΠ,

34 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

and more generally any product of d_2 one forms Q_1, . . . , Q_{d2} as

(49) Q_1 . . . Q_{d2} = 1 (−2iπ)^{d2} ∫ R^{(0|d}2^) exp ( −2iπ d_2∑

j=1 Π_jQ_j ) dΠ_1 . . . dΠ_{d2} .

This formula gives us a representation of products of odd elements as “oscillatory” integrals. This observation is the first key point which is at the heart of the calculation below.

5.1.3. Representation of integration currents as oscillatory integrals over even and odd variables. Using the conventions of Appendix D, we consider a submanifold S in some larger manifold X given by equations G = (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d} = 0. Then it is a well known fact that the delta function δ^d_0 ∘ G = G^∗(δ^d_0 ) supported on S can be represented as an oscillatory integral. So a natural question is how to represent the integration current [S] = [{G = 0}] as an oscillatory integral ? The answer involves the introduction of odd variables and the use of the Berezin integral.

Proposition 5.2. Let X be a smooth oriented manifold with orientation [ω_1], G : x ∈ X → y = (g_1(x), . . . , g_d(x)) ∈ R^d a smooth function such that the differentials d_xg_i are linearly independent for every x ∈ X satisfying g_1(x) = · · · = g_d(x) = 0. Set S to be the submanifold in X defined by the regular system of equations {g_1 = · · · = g_d = 0} and oriented by [ω_2]. If dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d has orientation compatible with the pair of orientations [ω_1], [ω_2] then the integration current [S] is represented by the oscillatory integral

(50) [S] = G^∗ ( 1 (−2iπ)^d ∫ R^{(d|d)} e^{−2iπ}(^{∑dj=1 pj yj +Πj dyj} )dp_1 . . . dp_ddΠ_1 . . . dΠ_d ) . Proof. The proof follows from a simple calculation, we start from the representation formula for the current of integration given in appendix D :

[S] = G^∗ ( δ^d_0 dy^1 ∧ . . . ∧ dy^d ) . Then, using the classical representation of the delta function by oscillatory integral, one has G^∗δ^d_0 G^∗ ( dy^1 ∧ . . . ∧ dy^d ) = G^∗ (∫ R^d e^{−2iπ ∑dj=1 pj yj} dp_1 . . . dp_j ) G^∗ ( dy^1 ∧ . . . ∧ dy^d ) and, using the representation (49) of the exterior product dy^1 ∧ · · · ∧ dy^d in terms of the Berezin integral we end up with the expected formula. □

In the case where the ambient manifold X is R^D (e.g. in a local chart), we can in fact write (at least formally)

[S] = 1 (−2iπ)^d ∫ R^{(d|d)} e^{−2iπ}(^{∑dj=1 pj gj +Πj dgj} )dp_1 . . . dp_ddΠ_1 . . . dΠ_d This oscillatory integral formula is already known in the literature since it appears in the work of Frenkel, Losev and Nekrasov on instantonic quantum field theory [30, p. 23].

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 35

5.1.4. Fourier transform of Gaussian integrals. We observe that the following holds: Lemma 5.3. Let N ≥ 1 and A be a symmetric, positive definite N × N matrix. Let p = (p_1, . . . , p_N ) be an element in (ΛV_{even})^N . Then, one has (51) e^{− ⟨p|A−1|p⟩2} = det(A)^12 (2π)^{N2} ∫ R^N e^{i⟨c,p⟩}e^{− ⟨c|A|c⟩2} d^N c, where ⟨c, p⟩ = ∑_N j=1 c_j p_j, and ⟨p|A^{−1}|p⟩ = ∑ i,j p_ip_j(A^{−1})_{ij} . This lemma will be the second key point in the computation of the asymptotics via Berezin integration.

Proof. Let C [[X_1 , . . . , X_N ]] be the commutative algebra of formal power series in N indeterminates (X_1, . . . , X_N ). First, we note that (52) e^{− ⟨X|A−1|X⟩2} and det(A)^12 (2π)^{N2} ∫ R^N e^{i⟨c,X⟩}e^{− ⟨c|A|c⟩2} d^N c are well defined as formal power series since the integral on the right hand side is defined by expanding the exponential function e^{i⟨c,X⟩} in powers of X under the integral sign where, for each (i_1, . . . , i_k), the term ∫ R^N (ci^1 . . . ci^k )e −^{⟨c|A|c⟩}_2 dN c is a convergent integral that can be

explicitely calculated by the Wick lemma. Then the equality between the two formal series in (52) follows from the classical result on the Fourier transform of the Gaussian measure replacing the formal indeterminate X by y ∈ R^N and by uniqueness of the Taylor series expansion in y at y = 0. □ Remark 5.4. Conceptually, we note that this proof shows that we can define the Fourier transform of a Gaussian measure in a purely algebraic language.

5.2. Asymptotic expansion in a local chart. We fix a local geodesic normal coordinate chart (U, ϕ) and ω(y, dy, η, dη) an element in D_n(T̊^∗U). Recall that we want to compute the expectation of J(f, ω, U) := ∫ N^∗({f=0}) ω(y, dy, η, dη) with respect to the Gaussian measure dμ_Λ. We can write formally J(f, ω, U) = ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ δ^{n+1}_0 ( f, td_yf Λ − η ) df ∧ n⋀ j=1 d ( t∂_yj f Λ − η_j ) ∧ ω(y, dy, η, dη). Recall that one of the reason why the calculation of the expectation against the Gaussian measure is possible is the fact that the Dirac distribution can be represented by an oscillatory integral over even variables, i.e.

δ^{n+1}_0 ( f, td_yf Λ − η ) = ∫ R^{(n+1|0)} exp ( −2iπ ( p_0f + p. ( td_yf Λ − η ))) dp_0dp. Then, some of the (combinatorial) difficulties in the proof come from the fact that the wedge product has not at first sight the same simple structure. By Proposition 5.2, we see

36 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

that the advantage of the Berezin formalism described above is that it allows us to write the wedge product as an oscillatory integral over odd variables in R^{(0|n)} . Before writing this oscillatory representation – see equation (54) below, we proceed to a few simplifications that will make the calculation slightly simpler. More precisely, we expand the wedge product, and we obtain that J(f, ω, U) = Λ n∑ r,s=1 (−1)^r ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ η_rη_s t^2 dy^s ∧ W^r(f, t, y, dy, η, dη) ∧ ω(y, dy, η, dη) ∧ dt, where W^r(f, t, y, dy, η, dη) := δ^{n+1}_0 ( f, td_yf Λ − η ) ⋀ j≠r d ( t∂_yj f Λ − η_j ) . For every t in R^∗ and every f in H_Λ, this defines an element in D^′_{n+1}(T̊^∗U). The main contribution in this integral will come from the terms involving derivatives of f – this is exactly the content of Prop. 4.4 above. Thus, one can set W^r_0 (f, t, y, dy, η) := δ^{n+1}_0 ( f, td_yf Λ − η ) ⋀ j≠r d ( ∂_yj f Λ^2 ) , and then one finds (53) J(f, ω, U) = Λ^n n∑ r,s=1 (−1)^r ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ t^{n−3}η_rη_sdy^s∧W^r_0 (f, t, y, dy, η)∧ω(y, dy, η, dη)∧dt+O(Λ^{n−1}). In order to get the conclusion, everything boils down to computing the expectation of W^r_0 (f, t, y, dy, η) with respect to dμ_Λ for a given (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ . In order to alleviate notations, we will just write W^r_0 (f) and re-establish the dependence in (y, η, t) after. Using the representation (49) of 1-forms via Berezin integrals, one can write the following “oscillatory” integral: (54)

W^r_0 (f) =

(−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} ∫ R^{(n+1|n−1)} exp ( −2iπ ( p_0f + p. ( td_yf Λ − η ) + ∑ j≠r,k ∂^2_{yj yk} f Λ^2 Π_j dy^k )) dp_0dpdΠ. Remark 5.5. The fact that W^r_0 (f) has a simple representation as an oscillatory integral is the central observation that makes our formal calculation much simpler than the detailed combinatorial proof we gave before. Note that the element Π_j dy^k is even since it is the product of two odd elements and thus, we are in a situation where we can apply lemma 5.3. As was already mentionned, we do not pay too much attention to the inversion of integrals and to the size of the remainders, and we mostly focus on the conceptual aspects that make our proof works.

Recall that we aim at computing the expectation of W^r_0 (f) with respect to the Gaussian measure dμ_Λ. For that purpose, we fix (p_0, p, Π) in R^{(n+1|n−1)} , and we use lemma 5.3 to

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 37

write ∫

H_Λ exp ( −2iπ ( p_0f + p. ( td_yf Λ ) + ∑ j≠r,k ∂^2_{yj yk} f Λ^2 Π_jdy^k )) dμ_Λ(f)

(55) = exp ( − 2π^2 Vol_g(M) ⟨(p_0, tp, (Π_jdy^k)_{j≠r,k}), A_0(p_0, tp, (Π_j dy^k)_{j≠r,k})⟩ ) (1 + O(Λ^{−1})),

where the covariance matrix A_0 was defined in proposition 3.9. We can now expand ⟨(p_0, tp, (Π_jdy^k)_{j≠r,k}), A_0(p_0, tp, (Π_jdy^k)_{j≠r,k})⟩ = 1 n + 2 t^2|p|^2 + p^2_0 − 2 n + 2 p_0 ∑ j≠r Π_j dy^j

+ 2 (n + 2)(n + 4) ∑ j,k≠r (Π_jdy^kΠ_kdy^j + Π_j dy^jΠ_kdy^k).

Thanks to the anti-commutation rules for odd variables, one finds that the last term in this sum is in fact equal to 0. Recall that we are in fact interested in computing W^r_0 (f) which is defined by (54). In particular, we have to multiply this Gaussian term by e^{2iπp.η} and then integrate over the variables (p_0, p, Π) in R^{(n+1|n−1)} . After integrating over the even variables (p_0, p), one finds that the following equalities hold:

(56) ∫ R^{(n|0)} e^{2iπp.η} exp ( − 2π^2t^2|p|^2 (n + 2)Vol_g(M) ) dp = ( Vol_g(M)(n + 2) 2πt^2 ) n_2 e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 , and, by lemma 5.3,

(57) ∫ R^{(1|0)} exp ( − 2π^2 Vol_g(M) ( p^2_0 − 2 n + 2 p_0 ∑ j≠r Π_jdy^j )) dp_0

= ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_2 exp ( 2π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2)^2 ( ∑ j≠r Π_jdy^j)^2 ) . It now remains to integrate (57) with respect to the odd variables (Π_j )_{j≠r}. Regarding the definition of the Berezin integral, we have to compute that ∂ ∂Π_1 . . . ^∂ ∂Π_r . . . ∂ ∂Π_n exp ( 2π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2)^2 ( ∑ j≠r Π_j dy^j)^2 ) . One can verify that if n is even, this quantity vanishes, and then the total expectation vanishes. In the case where n is odd, one finds from the multinomial Newton formula that ∂ ∂Π_1 . . . ^∂ ∂Π_r . . . ∂ ∂Π_n exp ( 2π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2)^2 ( ∑ j≠r Π_jdy^j)^2 )

= (n − 1)! (_{n−1} 2 ) ! ( 2π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2)^2 ) n−1_2 dy^1 ∧ . . . d̂y^r ∧ . . . dy^n.

38 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Combining this to (57), we obtain

(58) ∫ R^{(1|n−1)} exp ( − 2π^2 Vol_g(M) ( p^2_0 − 2 n + 2 p_0 ∑ j≠r Π_jdy^j )) dp_0dΠ

= ( Vol_g(M) 2π ) 1_2 (n − 1)! (_{n−1} 2 ) ! ( 2π^2 Vol_g(M)(n + 2)^2 ) n−1_2 dy^1 ∧ . . . d̂y^r ∧ . . . dy^n. From (56) and (58), we deduce that ∫ H_Λ W^r_0 (f, t, y, dy, η)dμ_Λ(f)

= (−1)^{n−1}2 (2π)^{n−1} (n − 1)! (_{n−1} 2 ) ! π^{n−3}2 2(n + 2)^n2

(n+2)Vol_g(M)e^{− (n+2)Volg (M)|η|} 2 2t2 dy^1∧. . . d̂y^r∧. . . dy^n(1+O(Λ^{−1})). We now use equality (53). Summing over r and s and integrating over t, one finally gets that, if n is odd, ∫ H_Λ J(f, ω, U)dμ_Λ(f) = 2(−1)^{n+1}2 π Vol(S^{n−1}) ( Λ √ n + 2 )_n ∫ T̊ ∗U dy^1∧. . . dy^n∧ω(y, dy, η, dη)+O(Λ^{n−1}). Appendix A. Derivatives of the Spectral projector.

Recall that (e_j )_{1≤j≤N(Λ)} is an orthonormal basis of H_Λ made of eigenfunctions of Δ. We define the normalized projection kernel:

C_Λ(y, z) := 1 N(Λ) N(Λ)∑

j=1 e_j (y)e_j(z), where N(Λ) = dim H_Λ. The reason why we can perform some computations with respect to the Gaussian measure μ_Λ is that we have very precise asymptotic informations on the kernel C_Λ(y, z), at least on the diagonal. Precisely, Bin proved the following result [9] building on earlier arguments of Hörmander [42]:

Theorem A.1. Let (U, ϕ) be a sufficiently small geodesic normal coordinate chart. For every multiindices α and β in Z^n_+, the following estimates hold uniformly for y in ϕ(U), as Λ → +∞, ∂^α_y ∂^β_z C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = C_{n,α,β}Λ^{|α+β|} + O(Λ^{|α+β|−1}), where, for α = β = 0, C_{n,0,0} := 1 Vol_g(M) , for α ≡ β (mod 2) and (α, β) ≠ (0, 0), C_{n,α,β} := (−1)^{|α|−|β|2} ∏_n j=1(α_j + β_j − 1)!!

Vol_g(M) (|α + β| + n) . . . (n + 2) ,

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 39 and C_{n,α,β} := 0 otherwise.

Remark A.2. We used the following conventions: (−1)!! := 1 and (2m − 1)!! := (2m − 1)(2m − 3) . . . 3 × 1.

We gather the values of the derivatives of the spectral projector which are used to prove Proposition 3.9.

Corollary A.3. One has

• for derivatives of order 0, one has

C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = 1 Vol_g(M)

+ O(Λ^{−1}),

• for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n, one has 1 Λ^2

∂^2_yj C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = − 1 (n + 2) Vol_g(M)

+ O(Λ^{−1}),

• for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n, one has 1 Λ^2 ∂_yj ∂_zj C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = 1 (n + 2) Vol_g(M)

+ O(Λ^{−1}),

• for every 1 ≤ j ≠ k ≤ n, one has 1 Λ^4

∂^2_yj ∂^2_zk C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = 1 Λ^4

∂^2_yj_yk ∂^2_zj_zk C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = 1 (n + 2)(n + 4) Vol_g(M)

+ O(Λ^{−1}),

• for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n, one has 1 Λ^4

∂^2_yj ∂^2_zj C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = 3 (n + 2)(n + 4) Vol_g(M)

+ O(Λ^{−1}),

• for every α ≠ β (mod 2), one has 1 Λ^{|α+β|} ∂^α_y ∂^β_z C_Λ(y, z)|_{y=z} = O(Λ^{−1}).

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 3.10.

We fix f in Ω_Λ = H_Λ\D_Λ. Recall that D_Λ is a zero measure subset of H_Λ and that its complement is an open. Given any test function Ψ(f, y, η, t) in D(Ω_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ ), our goal in this paragraph is to make sense of the following Fubini equality : ⟨ 1, ⟨ G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ⟩ Ω_Λ = ⟨ G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ Ω_Λ×T̊^∗U×R^∗ = ⟨ 1, ⟨ G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ Ω_Λ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . The fact that the distribution G_Λ(f)^∗δ^{n+1}_0 is well defined for f in Ω_Λ follows from the following theorem of Hörmander – Th. 8.2.4 in [43]:

40 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Theorem B.1. Let Ω_1 ⊂ R^{d1} and Ω_2 ⊂ R^{d2} be two open subsets. For any smooth map G : Ω_1 → Ω_2, the normal of G is defined as N_G := { (G(x), τ) ∈ Ω_2 × R^{d2 ∗} : τ ∘ d_xG = 0 } , the pull–back operation extends uniquely to the distributions u ∈ D^′(Ω_2) whose wavefront W F (u) does not intersect the normal N_G of G. Moreover, the wavefront set of G^∗u is contained in the set G^∗W F (u) := {(x, τ ∘ d_xG) : (G(x), τ) ∈ W F (u)} . Remark B.2. For the definition of the wavefront set, we refer to [43, 16]. Recall that, in the case of δ^{n+1}_0 , one has W F (δ^{n+1}_0 ) := {(0, τ) : τ ≠ 0} ⊂ T^∗R^{n+1} .

In the following, we will apply this Theorem in three distinct situations. Recall that, for every f in H_Λ, we defined the following map on H_Λ × ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ : G_Λ : (f, y, η, t) ∈ H_Λ ×ϕ(U)×R^n ×R^∗ −→ ( f(y); t Λ ∂_{y1} f − η_1, . . . , t Λ ∂_{yn} f − η_n ) ∈ R ×R^n , and our idea is to think of H_Λ × ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ as the cartesian product of H_Λ with ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ and to think of the global distribution G^∗_Λδ^{n+1}_0 also as a distribution on H_Λ depending smoothly on the parameters in ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ and conversely as a distribution on ϕ(U) × R^n × R^∗ depending smoothly on the parameters in H_Λ. To be more precise, we will use Hörmander’s Theorem in the following three cases :

(1) We fix f in Ω_Λ, and we consider the partial map G_Λ(f) : T̊^∗U × R^∗ → R^{n+1} . As d_yf ≠ 0 on f^{−1}(0), one can verify that N_{GΛ(f)} ∩ W F (δ^{n+1}_0 ) = ∅.

It means that if we freeze f, the pull–back G_Λ(f)^∗δ^{n+1}_0 is a well–defined distribution on T̊^∗U × R^∗ .

(2) We consider the map G_Λ : H_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗_+ → R^{n+1} . In order to apply Hörmander’s result, we would need to verify N_{GΛ} ∩ W F (δ^{n+1}_0 ) = ∅, which is slightly less obvious.

(3) We fix (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ , and we consider the partial map G_Λ(y, η, t) : H_Λ → R^{n+1} . The situation in this case is also slightly different from the first case.

The second and the third cases are in some sense related to the notion of ampleness appearing for instance in [33, 50], and they are contained in the following lemma: Lemma B.3. There exists Λ_0 > 0 such that, for every Λ ≥ Λ_0, N_{GΛ} ∩ W F (δ^{n+1}_0 ) = ∅, and, for every (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ , one has N_{GΛ(y,η,t)} ∩ W F (δ^{n+1}_0 ) = ∅.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 41

In particular, G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ) is well defined as a distribution on H_Λ×T̊^∗U×R^∗ and G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ) as a distribution on H_Λ.

Remark B.4. We note that in the second and in the third cases, the distributions are defined on the whole space H_Λ, and not only on Ω_Λ. In particular, we can consider their restriction to the open subset Ω_Λ.

Before continuing our discussion on the properties of these pulled-back distributions, we start by giving the proof of the lemma.

Proof. Suppose that (0, τ) belongs to the normal set N_{GΛ(y,η,t)} (the other case works similarly). Then, for every f in H_Λ, one has

τ_0f(y) + N(Λ)∑

j=1 τ_j t∂_yj f Λ = 0.

Consider now a family of functions f^Λ_0 , f^Λ_1 , . . . , f^Λ_n in H_Λ, we write det (( f^Λ_l (y), t∂_y1 f^Λ_l Λ , . . . , t∂_yn f^Λ_l Λ ) 0≤l≤n ) = t^n Λ^n det (( f^Λ_l (y), ∂_y1 f^Λ_l , . . . , ∂_yn f^Λ_l ) 0≤l≤n ) . If we are able to find a family (f^Λ_l )_{0≤l≤n} in H_Λ such that the right-hand side of this equality does not vanish, we will deduce that τ = 0. For that purpose, we note that we can find^3 a family of smooth functions f_0, f_1, . . . , f_n on M such that the right hand side does not vanish for every y in U. Unfortunately, these functions do not a priori belong to H_Λ but we can solve this issue since by Lemma C.1 proved in appendix, finite linear combinations of eigenfunctions are everywhere dense in C^∞(M). Said concretely, to every 0 ≤ l ≤ n corresponds a sequence (f^Λ_l )_Λ in H_Λ which converges to f_l in every C^k norm (this is just an approximation property like the Stone Weierstrass Theorem but on Riemannian manifolds). From this, we deduce the statement of the lemma for Λ large enough. □ We refer the reader to the section C of the appendix where a similar method yields an unusual proof of the Whitney embedding Theorem.

As a direct consequence of the pull-back theorem of Hörmander, we can also describe the wavefront set of G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ) as follows:

Corollary B.5. For Λ > 0 large enough, the wavefront set of G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ) is included in the following subset of T^∗(H_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ ): W F (G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )) ⊂ {(y^j, η_j, t, f; ^y_j, ^η^j, ^t, ^f) such that G_Λ(f, y, η, t) = (0, . . . , 0) ^y_j = τ_0∂_yj f + τ_1 t Λ ∂^2_yj_y1 f + · · · + τ_n t Λ ∂^2_yj_yn f, ^η_j = τ_j , ^t = 1 Λ n∑ j=1 τ_j ∂_yj f, ∀1 ≤ i ≤ N(Λ), ^f_i = τ_0e_i + n∑ j=1 tτ_j Λ ∂_xj e_i for (τ_0, τ_1, . . . , τ_n) ≠ (0, . . . , 0)}.

3We may have to pick a slightly smaller neighborhood U.

42 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

Remark B.6. This corollary has the following consequence. The set W F (G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 )) does not contain any element of the form (y^j, η_j , t, f; 0, 0, 0, ^f), with ^f ≠ 0 or (y^j, η_j , t, f; ^y_j, ^η^j, ^t, 0) with (^y_j, ^η^j, ^t) ≠ 0. The first observation is more or less immediate if one uses Theorem A.1 in the case α = β = 0. The second one follows from the proof of lemma B.3.

The relevance of such a remark is due to the following general result which can be found in [20, Proposition 1.3 p. 502] :

Proposition B.7. Let u be a distribution in D^′ (R^{n1} × R^{n2} ). We denote by (x, y; ξ, η) ∈ T^∗ (R^{n1} × R^{n2} ) the coordinates in cotangent space. If W F (u) contains no elements of the form {(x, y; ξ, 0) such that ξ ≠ 0}, then u(x, y) is smooth in x with value distribution in y in the sense that for all test function φ_2(y), x −→ ⟨u(x, .), φ_2(.)⟩_Rn2 is smooth in x.

Thus, one finds that there exists f ∈ H_Λ → T_Λ(f) ∈ D^′(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ) such that, for every ψ_1 ∈ D(H_Λ) and for every ψ_2 ∈ D(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ), f → ⟨T_Λ(f), ψ_2⟩_{T̊} ∗_{U×R}∗ ∈ C^∞(H_Λ), and (y, η, t) → ⟨G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗δ^{n+1}_0 , ψ_1⟩_{ΩΛ} ∈ C^∞(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ).

Moreover, one has the “following distributional version of the Fubini Theorem” :

∀(ψ_1, ψ_2) ∈ D(H_Λ) × D(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ) ⟨ ψ_1, ⟨T_Λ(f), ψ_2⟩_{T̊} ∗_{U×R}∗ ⟩ H_Λ = ⟨ G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ), ψ_1 ⊠ ψ_2 ⟩ H_Λ×T̊^∗U×R^∗ = ⟨ ψ_2, ⟨ G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), ψ_1 ⟩ H_Λ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . Remark B.8. Note that T_Λ(f) is well defined on the whole space H_Λ while G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ) was only defined on Ω_Λ by Theorem B.1. For a fixed f in Ω_Λ, one has in fact T_Λ(f) = G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ).

By density of the functions of the form ψ_1(f) ⊠ ψ_2(y, η, t) (where ⊠ is the exterior tensor product) in D(Ω_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ ) – see Ch. IV in [58], given any test function Ψ(f, y, η, t) in D(Ω_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ ), one has the following Fubini equality : ⟨ 1, ⟨T_Λ, Ψ⟩_{T̊} ∗_{U×R}∗ ⟩ H_Λ = ⟨ G^∗_Λ(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ H_Λ×T̊^∗U×R^∗ (59) = ⟨ 1, ⟨ G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 ), Ψ ⟩ H_Λ ⟩ T̊ ∗U×R∗ . Remark B.9. We emphasize that all the distributions considered so far are constructed from the Dirac distribution δ^{n+1}_0 and that they are positive distributions. In particular, according to [58] (Ch. I), they can all be identified with positive Radon measures. Therefore, it makes sense to test them against nonnegative measurable functions which are not necessarily integrable (or integrable function which are not necessarily smooth). This identification is used several times in our proof of proposition 4.4.

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 43

Remark B.10. We now make a final useful comment. We fix (ψ_1, ψ_2) ∈ D(H_Λ) × D(T̊^∗U × R^∗ ). According to (25), one has ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t) (∫ H_Λ

ψ_1(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) ) d^nyd^nηdt

= ∫ H_Λ

ψ_1(f) (∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t)T_Λ(d^ny, d^nη, dt) ) df. From the above discussion, one knows that f → ψ_1(f) (∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t)T_Λ(d^ny, d^nη, dt)) )

is a smooth compactly supported function. As Ω_Λ = H_Λ\D_Λ and D_Λ has zero Lebesgue measure, one has then ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t) (∫ H_Λ

ψ_1(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) ) d^nyd^nηdt

= ∫ Ω_Λ

ψ_1(f) (∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t)G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(d^ny, d^nη, dt) ) df.

= ∫ T̊ ∗U×R∗ ψ_2(y, η, t) (∫ Ω_Λ

ψ_1(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) ) d^nyd^nηdt, where the second equality follow from the fact that G_Λ(f)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(d^ny, d^nη, dt)df and G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df)d^nyd^nηdt

define the same Radon measure on the space Ω_Λ × T̊^∗U × R^∗ . Note also that this equality holds for any smooth compactly supported function ψ_2. In particular, one finds that, for a.e. (y, η, t) in T̊^∗U × R^∗ ,

(60) ∫ H_Λ

ψ_1(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df) = ∫ Ω_Λ

ψ_1(f)G_Λ(y, η, t)^∗(δ^{n+1}_0 )(df).

Appendix C. A functional analytic proof of Whitney embedding Theorem In this short section, we would like to prove briefly the approximation property used in the proof of Lemma B.3, and to illustrate it by giving a simple proof of the Whitney embedding Theorem. In fact, on a smooth compact manifold M, if we have enough smooth functions e_1, . . . , e_N so that their linear combinations approximates any smooth function with enough accuracy, then we will prove that we can embed the manifold M in R^N for N sufficiently large by the simple map : x ∈ M → (e_1(x), . . . , e_N (x)) ∈ R^N .

44 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

C.1. Approximation of smooth functions. We denote by H^s(M) the Sobolev space of functions or distributions of order s i.e. the set of all distributions t such that Δ^{s2}g t belongs to L^2(M) with norm ‖.‖_Hs_{(M)} = ‖(1 − Δ_g)^s2 .‖_L2_{(M)}. Note by the spectral Theorem that

‖(1 − Δ_g)^{s2} t‖_L2_{(M)} = (_{+∞} ∑ i=1 (1 + λ^2_i )^{s2} |⟨t, e_i⟩_L2 |^2

) 1_2 , where we use the conventions of the introduction. First, we show that eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator span a vector space which is everywhere dense in C^∞(M). This property was used to prove lemma B.3.

Lemma C.1. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact boundaryless Riemannian manifold. Then, finite combination of eigenfunctions (e_i)_i of the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_g spans a dense subspace of C^∞(M). More precisely, for every C^k norm ‖.‖_Ck : ‖f − N∑ i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩_L2 e_i‖_Ck →_{N→∞} 0. Proof. Eigenfunctions (e_i)_i of the Laplace operator are smooth by elliptic regularity. Thus, any finite combination of them belongs to C^∞(M). By the Sobolev embedding Theorem, it suffices to show that for any s > 0, ‖f − N∑ i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩_L2 e_i‖_Hs →_{N→∞} 0. For that purpose, we write ‖f − N∑ i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩_L2 e_i‖^2_Hs = ∞∑ i=N+1 (1 + λ^2_i )^{s2} |⟨f, e_i⟩_L2 |^2,

which tends to 0 as f is smooth. □ C.2. Whitney embedding Theorem. We will now show how this approximation property can be used to prove the following version of Whitney embedding Theorem: Theorem C.2. Let (M, g) be a smooth compact Riemannian manifold without boundary. Let (e_i)_i be the sequence of eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator as defined in the introduction. Then, there exists N_0 such that for any N ⩾ N_0, the map (61) i_N : x ∈ M → (e_1(x), . . . , e_N (x)) ∈ R^N is an embedding.

Proof. We first prove that i_N is an immersion then we show it is injective.

Fix some N. To show that i_N is an immersion, we proceed as in the proof of lemma B.3. It suffices to show that for all x ∈ M, di_N (x) has maximal rank in other words x → (de_1, . . . , de_N )

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 45

has rank dim M = n. Equivalently, it means that near every x_0 ∈ M, there is a neighborhood U, n sequences (a^1_i )_{1⩽i⩽N} , . . . , (a^n_i )_{1⩽i⩽N} such that for all x ∈ U, the covectors N∑ i=1 a^1_i de_i(x), . . . , N∑ i=1 a^n_i de_i(x) are linearly independent. In other words, the n-form ( N∑ i=1 a^1_i de_i) ∧ · · · ∧ ( N∑ i=1 a^n_i de_i) never vanishes on U. But this is easy to achieve since for every x_0, we can always find some sufficiently small neighborhood U of x_0 and functions f_1, . . . , f_n so that df_1 ∧ · · · ∧ df_n(x) ≠ 0, ∀x ∈ U. And since the family (e_i)_i spans a dense subspace of C^∞(M), we can always find N_0 large enough so that the vector space spanned by (e_i)_{i⩽N0} is very close to f_1, . . . , f_n in the C^1 topology.

The last part consists in proving that the above map is injective for N large enough. By the previous part, we can fix N_0 large enough so that i_{N0} is an immersion. Since an immersion is locally injective and M is compact, there is some ε > 0, so that for all x ∈ M, consider the ball B(x, ε) centered around x of radius ε, the map i_{N0} : B(x, ε) → R^{N0} is injective. In other words if i_{N0} (x) = i_{N0} (y) for some (x, y) ∈ M^2 then x = y or d(x, y) > ε. We denote by Δ_M the diagonal in M × M. Consider the map i_{N0} × i_{N0} : (M × M) \ Δ_M → R^{N0} × R^{N0} which reaches the diagonal Δ ⊂ R^{N0} × R^{N0} exactly at the pair of points (x, y) where i_{N0} fails to be injective. First note that (i_{N0} × i_{N0} )^{−1}(Δ) = {(x, y) such that i_{N0} (x) = i_{N0} (y), d(x, y) ⩾ ε} is a closed subset of M × M \ Δ_M . Since M × M \ Δ_M is precompact, the closed subset (i_{N0} × i_{N0} )^{−1}(Δ) is compact. Note by definition of i_N that for all N, (i_{N+1} × i_{N+1})^{−1}(Δ) ⊂ (i_N × i_N )^{−1}(Δ). Hence consider the sequence ((i_N × i_N )^{−1}(Δ))_N for N ⩾ N_0, it is a decreasing sequence of compact subsets in M × M \ {(x, y) ∈ M^2 s.t. d(x, y) < ε}. By contradiction, assume that for all N ⩾ N_0, the map i_N fails to be injective, then it means that (i_N × i_N )^{−1}(Δ) is non empty for all N, then for all N there is a pair (x_N , y_N ) ∈ M × M \ {(x, y) ∈ M^2 s.t. d(x, y) < ε} such that i_N (x_N ) = i_N (y_N ) for all N. By compactness of M × M \ {(x, y) ∈ M^2 s.t. d(x, y) < ε}, we may assume that the sequence (x_N , y_N )_N converges to some element (x, y) in M × M \ {(x, y) ∈ M^2 s.t. d(x, y) < ε}. It follows by definition of i_N that e_i(x_k) = e_i(y_k) for all k ⩾ i and by continuity of the the functions (e_i)_i and the fact that x_k → x, y_k → y, we also have that e_i(x) = e_i(y) for all i.

On the other hand, we know that there is some smooth function f such that f(x) ≠ f(y). And since f = ∑_{+∞} i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩e_i, this implies that f(x) = ∑_{+∞} i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩e_i(x) = ∑_{+∞} i=1 ⟨f, e_i⟩e_i(y) = f(y) which contradicts the fact that f(x) ≠ f(y). □

Appendix D. Background material on the theory of currents

In this appendix, we give formulas for the current of integration over submanifolds defined by systems of equations of the form g_1 = g_2 = . . . = g_d = 0 for some sufficiently nice functions g_1, . . . , g_d. This kind of formulas can be found for instance in Schwartz’s

46 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

book [58] – section V.5 (example 3). The advantage of representing currents of integration with Dirac distributions is that they will then be easily integrated against the Gaussian measure dμ_Λ on H_Λ – see section 4. For an introduction to the theory of currents, we also refer to the books of de Rham [24] and Giaquinta–Modica–Soucek [36].

D.1. Currents on zero sets. In mathematical physics, one is often interested in studying subsets in X given by equations {G = 0} for some G = (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d}. In our article, we will encounter two classes of currents associated to this type of submanifolds. The first class are currents representable by integration on some smooth submanifolds which form a subclass of the De Rham chains – see chapter 2 in [24]. Let X be a smooth oriented manifold of dimension m, let S be a smooth, oriented, compact submanifold of X of dimension d ≤ m. This defines an integration current [S] in D^′_d(X) which acts on test forms ω ∈ D_d(X) by

[S](ω) = ∫ S ω. (62)

The second class consists in Dirac distributions which are defined as follows. We denote by δ^d_0 the usual Dirac distribution at {0} on R^d . This is defined by (63) ∀φ(x)dx^1 ∧ · · · ∧ dx^d ∈ D_d(R^d ), ⟨δ^d_0 , φdx^1 ∧ · · · ∧ dx^d⟩_Rd = φ(0). Now let us define the Dirac distribution G^∗(δ^d_0 ) = δ^d_0 ∘ G supported by the zeros of a function G : X → R^d .

Proposition D.1. Let G = (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d} ∈ C^∞(X) be such that, for all x ∈ X satisfying g_1(x) = · · · = g_d(x) = 0, the linear forms d_xg_1(x), . . . , d_xg_d(x) are linearly independent. Then

(1) the pull–back of δ^d_0 ∈ D^′_d(R^d ) by G which is denoted by G^∗δ^d_0 (or also δ^d_0 ∘ G) is well–defined, (2) the wave front set of G^∗δ^d_0 is contained in

N^∗({G = 0}) = { (x, ξ) ∈ T^∗X : G(x) = 0, ξ = τ ∘ d_xG for some τ ≠ 0 ∈ R^d } (3) for every sequence (T_p)_p which converges to δ^d_0 in D^′_{{0}×(Rd )∗} (R^d ), G^∗T_p → G^∗δ^d_0 in the normal topology of D^′_N ∗_{0 {G=0}}(X) which implies convergence in the weak topology of D^′(X).

Remark D.2. For the notion of wave front set and for the precise definition of the set D^′_Γ(X) of distributions whose wave front set is contained in Γ, we refer the reader to section 8.2 of [43] (see also [16]) and for the definition of the normal topology on D^′_Γ(X), we refer to [17].

Proof. Let N_G = {(y; η) ∈ T^∗R s.t. G(x) = y and η ∘ d_xG = 0 for some x ∈ X} be the normal set of the map G. By assumption, N_G does not meet the set {0} × (R^d )^∗ ⊂ T^∗R^d which is the wave front set of δ^d_0 . Therefore by the pull–back Theorem of Hörmander – Th. B.1 below, G^∗δ^d_0 = δ^d ∘ G is well–defined and its wave front set is included G^∗({0} × (R^d )^∗) = N^∗_0 ({G = 0}). Finally, the last claim follows from the sequential continuity of the pull-back operation – Th. 8.2.4 in [43] or [17]. □

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 47

Now the natural question which arises is how the integration current on S = {G = 0} and the delta form G^∗δ^d_0 = δ^d_0 ∘G are related to each other. Note that the Dirac distribution of the submanifold S = {G = 0} is obviously not the same as the integration current [S] because we integrate top forms against δ^d_0 ∘ G but only (m − d) forms on [S].

D.2. Orientations on submanifolds. Before comparing these currents, we need to discuss briefly orientability questions. For any smooth manifold X (orientable or not), there exists a smooth principal Z_2 bundle O_X → X called the orientation bundle. Recall that if X is an orientable manifold, then there exists a volume form ω ∈ Γ(X, Λ^nT^∗X) where n = dim X or equivalently there exists a global section of O_X . Indeed, every choice of volume form ω on X defines canonically a global section [ω] of the orientation bundle O_X , also [φω] = [ω] for all φ > 0. Now, if we are given a submanifold S ⊂ X defined by equations g_1 = · · · = g_d = 0 and if X is oriented by [ω_1] ∈ O_X and S by [ω_2] ∈ O_S , we choose representatives ω_1 ∈ Γ(X, Λ^nT^∗X) and ω_2 ∈ Γ(S, Λ^{n−d}T^∗S). Then we say that the orientation of dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d is compatible with the pair of orientations [ω_1], [ω_2] if dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∧ ω_2|_S = φω_1|_S for some smooth function φ s.t. φ|_S > 0.

D.3. Relation between the different types of currents. In the next proposition, we give a concrete description of the action of Dirac distributions G^∗δ^d_0 on differential forms.

Proposition D.3. Let G = (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d} be a smooth map from X to R^d such that the differentials d_xg_i are linearly independent for every x satisfying g_1(x) = · · · = g_d(x) = 0.

Then, for any test form ω ∈ D_m(X) and for any form α in D_{m−d}(X) such that dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∧ α = ω, one has ⟨ G^∗δ^d_0 , ω ⟩ = ∫ {G=0} α. (64)

Proof. We first prove the claim in the case where g = (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d} is a linear map from R^n to R^d of maximal rank. Then one can choose (g_1, . . . , g_d) to be the first d components of some system of linear coordinate functions (g_1, . . . , g_d, . . . , g_n) on R^n , in this case G is just the linear projection R^n → R^d on the first d components and the zero set {G = 0} is just {0} × R^{n−d} ⊂ R^n . For any function ψ on R^d , the pull–back of ψ by G simply reads G^∗ψ(g_1, . . . , g_n) = ψ(g_1, . . . , g_d) ⊗ 1(g_{d+1}, . . . , g_n) and therefore, by continuity of the pull–back operation [16], one has δ^d_0 ∘ G = δ^d_0 ⊗ 1. Any form ω has a unique representation in the basis dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_n as ω = ω_{1...n}(g_1, . . . , g_n)dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_n therefore :

[δ^d_0 ∘ G](ω) = [δ^d_0 ⊗ 1(g_{d+1}, . . . , g_n)](ω) = ∫ R^{n−d} ω_{1...n}(0, . . . , 0, g_{d+1}, . . . , g_n)dg_{d+1} ∧ · · · ∧ dg_n. Note that any form α such that dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∧ α = ω will coincide with ω_{1...n}(0, . . . , 0, g_{d+1}, . . . , g_n)dg_{d+1} ∧ · · · ∧ dg_n

48 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

when restricted to {G = 0} = {0} × R^{n−d} . It follows that the pairing does not depend on the choice of α.

Let us go back to the manifold case. For any m ∈ {G = 0}, let U be some neighborhood of m on which the differentials dg_i are linearly independent. Then one can choose (g_1, . . . , g_d) to be the first d components of some system of local coordinate functions (g_1, . . . , g_d, . . . , g_n) on U. What we just did was to define some local chart Φ : m ∈ U ⊂ X → (g_1(m), . . . , g_n(m)) ∈ R^n on U ⊂ X such that G ∘ Φ^{−1} : R^n → R^d is just the linear projection on the first d components. Then the distribution δ^d_0 ∘ (G ∘ Φ^{−1}) is well defined by our previous discussion since G ∘ Φ^{−1} is linear. Then we have the identity : ⟨ ( G ∘ Φ^{−1} )_∗ δ^d_0 , ω⟩ = ∫ {G∘Φ^{−1}=0} α ∀α s.t. dg_1 ∘ Φ^{−1} ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∘ Φ^{−1} ∧ α = ω.

We just constructed a delta distribution (G ∘ Φ^{−1})^∗ δ^d_0 supported by some linear subspace and finally, to go back to the open subset U in the manifold X, we must pull– back the distribution (G ∘ Φ^{−1})^∗ δ^d_0 by Φ. By the pull–back Theorem B.1, this yields Φ^∗ (G ∘ Φ^{−1})^∗ δ^d_0 = G^∗δ^d_0 and, for every α s.t. dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∧ α = ω, ⟨G^∗δ^d_0 , ω⟩ = ∫ {G=0} α. □ In fact, using the notations of paragraph D.2 concerning the orientation of submanifolds defined by systems of equations, the following corollary holds :

Corollary D.4. Let X be a smooth oriented manifold with orientation [ω_1], let G := (g_i)_{1⩽i⩽d} : X → R^d be a smooth function such that the differentials d_xg_i are linearly independent for every x ∈ X satisfying g_1(x) = · · · = g_d(x) = 0. Set S to be the submanifold in X defined by the regular system of equations {g_1 = · · · = g_d = 0} and oriented by [ω_2]. If dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d has orientation compatible with the pair of orientations [ω_1], [ω_2] then one has

(65) [S] = G^∗(δ^d_0 ) dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d.

Proof. We note that this corollary is proved in [58] (Section V.5) when d = 1. It is in fact a direct consequence of the property of the Dirac distribution δ^d_0 ∘ G established in proposition D.3, i.e. ⟨ G^∗δ^d_0 dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d, α ⟩ = ⟨ G^∗δ^d_0 , dg_1 ∧ · · · ∧ dg_d ∧ α ⟩ = ∫ S α. □

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 49

References

[1] S. Alesker, Theory of valuations on manifolds II, Adv. Math. 207 (2006), 420–454. [2] S. Alesker, Theory of valuations on manifolds: a survey, Geom. Funct. Anal. 17 (2007), no. 4, 1321– 1341.

[3] S. Ashok and M.R. Douglas. Counting flux vacua, Journal of High Energy Physics 2004(01): p. 060. [4] P. Bérard, Volume des ensembles nodaux des fonctions propres du laplacien, Bony–Sjöstrand-Meyer seminar, 1984–1985 (Palaiseau), École polytechnique, 1985, Exp. No.XIV, pp. 1–9.

[5] F.A. Berezin, Introduction to Superanalysis, Math. Phys. and Appl. Math., 9 D. Reidel Publishing Co., Dordreeht-Boston (1987).

[6] A. Bernig, The normal cycle of a compact definable set, Israel Journal of Mathematics, 159(1) (2007), 373-411.

[7] M. Berry, Regular and irregular semiclassical wavefunctions, J. Phys. A 10 (1977), no. 12, 2083–2091. [8] M. Berry, Statistics of nodal lines and points in chaotic quantum billiards: perimeter corrections, fluctuations, curvature, J. Phys. A 35 (2002), 3025–3038.

[9] X. Bin, Derivatives of the spectral function and Sobolev norms of eigenfunctions on a closed Riemannian manifold, Ann. Global. Anal. and Geom. 26, 231–252 (2004) [10] P. Bleher, B. Shiffman and S. Zelditch, Universality and scaling of correlations between zeros on complex manifolds. Invent. Math. 142 (2000), no. 2, 351–395.

[11] P. Bleher, B. Shiffman and S. Zelditch, Universality and scaling of zeros on symplectic manifolds.

Random matrix models and their applications, 31–69, Math. Sci. Res. Inst. Publ., 40, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2001.

[12] P. Bleher, B. Shiffman and S. Zelditch, Correlations between zeros and supersymmetry. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 2001, vol. 224, no 1, p. 255-269.

[13] G. Blum, S. Gnutzmann and U. Smilansky, Nodal domain statistics–a criterion for quantum chaos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 114101 (2002) [14] E. Bogomolny, R. Dubertrand and C. Schmit, SLE description of the nodal lines of random wavefunctions. J. Phys. A 40 (2007), no. 3, 381–395 [15] M. Bóna, A walk through combinatorics, 2nd Edition, World Scientific Publishing, (2006) [16] C. Brouder, V. Dang, F. Helein, A smooth introduction to the wavefront set, to appear in Journal of Math. Physics, arXiv:1404.1778 (2014) [17] C. Brouder, V. Dang, F. Helein, Boundedness and continuity of the fundamental operations on distributions having a specified wave front set. (with a counter example by Semyon Alesker), arXiv:1409.7662 (2014) [18] J. Brüning, Über Knoten Eigenfunktionen des Laplace-Beltrami Operators. Math. Z. 158 (1978), 15– 21. [19] Y. Canzani and P. Sarnak, On the topology of the zero sets of monochromatic random waves, arXiv:1412.4437 (2014) [20] J. Chazarain, A. Piriou, Introduction to the theory of linear differential equations, Studies in mathematics and its applications, Vol. 14, North Holland Publishing (1982) [21] S.S. Chern, A Simple Intrinsic Proof of the Gauss-Bonnet Formula for Closed Riemannian Manifolds.

Ann. of Math. (2) 45, (1944), 747–752.

[22] S.S. Chern, On the curvatura integra in a Riemannian manifold. Ann. of Math. (2) 46, (1945), 674– 684.

[23] T. Colding and W. P. Minicozzi II, Lower bounds for nodal sets of eigenfunctions. Comm. Math. Phys.

306 (2011), no. 3, 777–784.

[24] G. de Rham, Differentiable manifolds: Forms, Currents, Harmonic Forms, Springer (1980) [25] M. Disertori, Modèles de matrices aléatoires et supersymétrie, Habilitation à diriger des recherches, available at http://lmrs.univ-rouen.fr/Persopage/Disertori/publications.html (2011)

50 NGUYEN VIET DANG AND GABRIEL RIVIÈRE

[26] R. T. Dong, Nodal sets of eigenfunctions on Riemann surfaces. J. Differential Geom. 36 (1992), no.

2, 493–506.

[27] H. Donnelly and C. Fefferman, Nodal sets of eigenfunctions on Riemannian manifolds. Invent. Math.

93 (1988), 161–183.

[28] H. Donnelly and C. Fefferman, Nodal sets for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on surfaces. J. Amer.

Math. Soc. 3 (1990), 332–353.

[29] M.R. Douglas, B. Shiffman and S. Zelditch Critical points and supersymmetric vacua, III: String/M models. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 2006, vol. 265, no 3, p. 617-671.

[30] E. Frenkel, A. Losev and N. Nekrasov, Instantons beyond topological theory. I, Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu, 10(03) (2011), 463-565.

[31] J. H. Fu, Curvature measures of subanalytic sets, American Journal of Mathematics (1994), 819-880. [32] D. Gayet and J.Y. Welschinger, Expected topology of random real algebraic submanifolds, Journal of the Institute of Mathematics of Jussieu, online (2014) [33] D. Gayet and J.Y. Welschinger, Betti numbers of random nodal sets of elliptic pseudo-differential operators , arXiv:1406.0934 (2014) [34] D. Gayet and J.Y. Welschinger, Lower estimates for the expected Betti numbers of random real hypersurfaces, J. Lond. Math. Soc. (2) 90 (2014), no. 1, 105–120 [35] D. Gayet and J.Y. Welschinger, Universal components of random nodal sets , arXiv:1503.01582, to appear Comm. Math. Phys. (2015) [36] M. Giaquinta, G. Modica, J. Soucek, Cartesian Currents in the Calculus of Variations I, Springer- Verlag Berlin Heidelberg (1998) [37] V. Guillemin, S. Sternberg, Supersymmetry and equivariant de Rham theory, Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidelberg (1999) [38] Q. Han and F.H. Lin, Nodal sets of solutions of elliptic differential equations, book in preparation (online at http://www.nd.edu/∼qhan/nodal.pdf).

[39] R. Hardt and L. Simon, Nodal sets for solutions of elliptic equations. J. Differential Geom. 30 (1989), no. 2, 505–522 [40] M. Hardy, Combinatorics of partial derivatives. Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 13 (1): R1 (2006) [41] H. Hezari and C. D. Sogge, A natural lower bound for the size of nodal sets. Anal. PDE 5 (2012), no.

5, 1133–1137.

[42] L. Hörmander, The spectral function of an elliptic operator, Acta Math. 121 (1968), 193–218. [43] L. Hörmander, The Analysis of Linear Partial Differential Operators I. Distribution Theory and Fourier Analysis, second ed., Springer Verlag, Berlin, 1990 [44] D. Jerison and G. Lebeau, Nodal sets of sums of eigenfunctions. Harmonic analysis and partial differential equations (Chicago, IL, 1996), 223–239, Chicago Lectures in Math., Univ. Chicago Press, Chicago, IL, 1999 [45] M. Kac, On the average number of real roots of a random algebraic equation, Bull. AMS 49 (1943), 314–320 [46] M. Kashiwara, Index theorem for constructible sheaves, Astérisque , 130 (1985), 193-209. [47] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Sheaves on manifolds, Springer Science [48] E. Kostlan, On the distribution of roots of random polynomials, From topology to computation:

proceedings of the Smalefest (Berkeley, CA, 1990), Springer, New York (1993), 419–431 [49] Antonio Lerario and Erik Lundberg, Statistics on Hilbert’s 16th problem, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2015), no. 12, 4293–4321 [50] T. Letendre, Expected volume and Euler characteristic of random submanifolds, arXiv:1408.2107 (2014) [51] A. Losev and S. Slizovskiy, New observables in topological instantonic field theories, Journal of Geometry and Physics, 61(10) (2011), 1868-1880.

[52] F. Nazarov and M. Sodin, On the number of nodal domains of random spherical harmonics, Amer. J.

Math. 131 (2009), no. 5, 1337–1357

CONORMAL CYCLE OF RANDOM NODAL SETS 51

[53] F. Nazarov and M. Sodin, Asymptotic laws for the spatial distribution and the number of connected components of zero sets of Gaussian random functions , preprint arXiv:1507.02017 (2015) [54] L. Nicolaescu, Critical sets of random smooth functions on compact manifolds, preprint arXiv:1101.5990, to appear in Asian J. Math. (2011) [55] H. Park, Kinematic formulas for the real subspaces of complex space forms of dimension 2 and 3, Phd Thesis (2002) [56] Z. Rudnick and I. Wigman, On the volume of nodal sets for eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the torus, Annales Henri Poincaré 9 (2008), 109–130.

[57] P. Sarnak and I. Wigman, Topologies of nodal sets of random band limited functions, arXiv:1510.08500 (2015).

[58] L. Schwartz, Théorie des distributions, Hermann (1966) [59] B. Shiffman, S. Zelditch, Distribution of zeros of random and quantum chaotic sections of positive line bundles. Comm. Math. Phys. 200 (1999), no. 3, 661–683 [60] M. Shub, S. Smale, Complexity of Bezout’s theorem. II. Volumes and probabilities. Computational algebraic geometry (Nice, 1992), Progr. Math., vol. 109, Birkhäuser Boston, 1993, pp. 267–285 [61] M. Sodin, Lectures on random nodal portraits, Lecture notes for a mini-course given at the St. Petersburg Summer School in Probability and Statistical Physics (June, 2012), available at: http://www.math.tau.ac.il/∼sodin/ SPB-Lecture-Notes.pdf (2012) [62] C. D. Sogge and S. Zelditch, Lower bounds on the Hausdorff measure of nodal sets II. Math. Res.

Lett. 19 (2012), no. 6, 1361–1364.

[63] T. Tao, Supercommutative gaussian integration, and the gaussian unitary ensemble, avalaible at https://terrytao.wordpress.com/tag/berezin-integration/ (2013) [64] L. Takhtajan, Quantum mechanics for mathematicians. Vol. 95. American Mathematical Soc., 2008. [65] I. Wigman, Fluctuations of the nodal length of random spherical harmonics, Comm. Math. Phys. 298 (2010) [66] S.-T. Yau, Seminar on Differential Geometry, Ann. of Math. Stud., 102, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N.J., 1982.

[67] S. Zelditch, Real and complex zeros of Riemannian random waves, Spectral analysis in geometry and number theory, Contemp. Math., vol. 484, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2009, pp. 321–342.

[68] S. Zelditch, Eigenfunctions and nodal sets. Geometry and topology, 237–308, Surv. Differ. Geom., 18, Int. Press, Somerville, MA, 2013.

Laboratoire Paul Painlevé (U.M.R. CNRS 8524), U.F.R. de Mathématiques, Université Lille 1, 59655 Villeneuve d’Ascq Cedex, France

E-mail address: nguyen-viet.dang@math.univ-lille1.fr E-mail address: gabriel.riviere@math.univ-lille1.fr