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CRITICAL POINT ASYMPTOTICS FOR GAUSSIAN RANDOM WAVES
WITH DENSITIES OF ANY SOBOLEV REGULARITY

ALBERTO ENCISO, DANIEL PERALTA-SALAS, AND ALVARO ROMANIEGA

ABSTRACT. We consider Gaussian random monochromatic waves u on the plane depending
on a real parameter s that is directly related to the regularity of its Fourier transform.
Specifically, the Fourier transform of u is f do, where do is the Hausdorfl measure on the
unit circle and the density f is a function on the circle that, roughly speaking, has exactly
s — % derivatives in L? almost surely. When s = 0, one recovers the classical setting for
random waves with a translation-invariant covariance-kernel. The main thrust of this paper
is to explore the connection between the regularity parameter s and the asymptotic behavior
of the number N(Vu, R) of critical points that are contained in the disk of radius R >> 1.
More precisely, we show that the expectation EN (Vu, R) grows like the area of the disk when
the regularity is low enough (s < %) and like the diameter when the regularity is high enough
(s > %), and that the corresponding exponent changes according to a linear interpolation
law in the intermediate regime. The transitions occurring at the endpoint cases involve the
square root of the logarithm of the radius. Interestingly, the highest asymptotic growth rate
occurs only in the classical translation-invariant setting, s = 0. A key step of the proof of
this result is the obtention of precise asymptotic expansions for certain Neumann series of
Bessel functions. When the regularity parameter is s > 5, we show that in fact N(Vu, R)
grows like the diameter with probability 1, albeit the ratio is not a universal constant but a
random variable.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nazarov and Sodin have developed some powerful techniques to derive asymptotic laws
for the distribution of the zero set of smooth Gaussian functions of several variables [16,
17]. Specifically, their theory applies to two different but related settings: the restriction
to large balls of Gaussian functions on Euclidean space with translation-invariant covariance
kernels and to Gaussian ensembles of high degree polynomials on the sphere or the torus with
asymptotically translation-invariant kernels. In the first setting, a prime example arising in
spectral theory is the study of Gaussian random monochromatic waves; in the second, that
of random spherical harmonics of high frequency.

In this paper we are concerned with asymptotic laws for the number of critical points (i.e.,
the zeros of the gradient). We consider this question in the context of Gaussian random
monochromatic waves on the plane, which are solutions to the Helmholtz equation on R?,

Au+u=0. (1.1)

As is well known, the study of critical points is a central topic in spectral theory [21, 22, 14, 6]
(and, in general, in the geometric study of solutions to differential equations [20, 1, 2, 9]),
both in the deterministic and random settings. This is partly because they are very closely
related to the geometry of the nodal components.

When wu is polynomially bounded, the Helmholtz equation simply means that w is the
Fourier transform of a distribution supported on the unit circle, which we identify with
T := R/27Z via the map

E(¢) := (cos ¢,sin @) . (1.2)
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Solutions to the Helmholtz equation are necessarily analytic, but their Fourier transforms do
not have any a priori regularity properties. There are some connections, though, between the
regularity of the Fourier transform and the decay rate of u at infinity. Most important is the
classical result of Herglotz ensuring that u has the sharp fall-off at infinity (which is as |x]_%
in a space-averaged sense) if and only if one can write

u(z) = /T e F®) f(6) dp (1.3)

with some square-integrable density f, and that in this case the norm || f||z2(r) quantitatively
captures the decay rate of u. For details and generalizations, see e.g. [10, Appendix A].

The main thrust of this paper is to understand the connection between the distribution of
the critical points of u, defined as in (1.3), and the regularity of the density f. To this end,
we consider the usual ansatz for random plane waves [7, 19] and tweak it by introducing a
real parameter s € R to control the regularity of f:

u(z) == Z ap |I| %€ Jgy(r). (1.4)
1#£0
Here the real and imaginary part of a; are independent standard Gaussian random variables
subject to the constraint a; = (—1)'a—; (which makes u real valued), (r,0) € R* x T are the
polar coordinates. This is equivalent to taking the Gaussian random density

. 1 -] —s il
(@) = > dlall| e (1.5)
10
and then defining u through the formula (1.3), which must be understood in the sense of
distributions.

Of course, the rationale behind this definition is that {|I|~*¢¢}, is an orthonormal basis
of the Sobolev space H*(T) of functions with zero mean and s derivatives in L?, which reduces
to the space of square-integrable functions of zero mean when s = 0. The covariance kernel
of u is translation-invariant when s = 0, so the Nazarov—Sodin theory is applicable in this
case (see Remark 4.2 for details), but this is not the case for nonzero s. One should note that
the proofs work verbatim if one replaces the weight |[|° by a more general expression such
as

oy =0_] = Wﬁs—f—p_s_l(l), (16)
where the function p_s_1(t) is an arbitrary classical symbol of order —s — 1 (which does not
necessarily vanish at 0). The resulting constants, however, depend on the specific sequence
oy.

It is not hard to see that the parameter s describes the regularity of the density in the
sense that f has exactly s — % derivatives in L? almost surely, as measured using Sobolev or
Besov spaces. Specifically, one can show that, for any § > 0,

f e [mstmnmeim) n B2 B ()

with probability 1; see Proposition 2.2 for details.

Our main result provides an asymptotic estimate for the growth of the expected number
of critical points contained in a disk of large radius R, which we denote by

N(Vu,R) := #{x € Br : Vu(z) =0},

as a function of the regularity parameter s. It is elementary that this quantity is an upper
bound for the expected number of nodal components contained in Br. With the usual ansatz
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for random plane waves, it is well known that N(Vu, R) grows asymptotically like the area
of the disk; more precisely [4], when s = 0 one has

EN(Vu, R) ~ r(0) R?,

where #(0) := 1/(2v/3) and where the notation q(R) ~ Q(R) means that the quotient
q(R)/Q(R) tends to 1 as R — oc.

We should mention from the onset that the effect of changing the regularity parameter s
can be quite drastic, as one should not expect that the number of critical points grows like the
area in all regularity regimes. To illustrate this, recall that, when s = 0, the Nazarov—Sodin
theory ensures the number of nodal components of v contained in Bgr grows as

N(u, R) ~ voR?
almost surely for some constant vy > 0. In contrast, the results proven in [10] show that
N(u,R) ~ vooR

almost surely for s > 4, with vs := 1/m. Understanding the asymptotic behavior of the
number of nodal components in other regimes is an extremely challenging open problem.
Consequently, our main objective in this paper is to analyze the intriguing transitions between
distinct asymptotic regimes in the simpler case of critical points.

In the case of critical points, it is also natural to wonder about the asymptotic growth
in the case of very negative regularities s < 0. Recall that, by the Faber-Krahn inequality,
the number of nodal components of a solution to the Helmholtz equation contained in Bp is
at most cR?, where c is a universal constant. However, the number of critical points is not
bounded a priori: in Appendix A we show that, given any continuous function p : RT™ — R,
there exists a solution to the Helmholtz equation on R? having at least p(R) nondegenerate
critical points in Bg, for all R > 1. Thus, one could in principle expect the average number
of critical points in a large ball R to have a fast growth in R for small enough regularities.

Our main result provides a satisfactory, and quite surprising, answer to both questions. It
turns out that the growth of the expected number of critical points is like the square of the
radius for s < %, linear for s > g, and the corresponding exponent changes according to a
linear interpolation law in the intermediate regime % <5< % The transitions occurring at
the endpoint cases involve not only a power law, but also the square root of the logarithm of
the radius. Furthermore, the highest asymptotic growth of the expected number of critical
points is attained exactly for s = 0, that is, in the usual setting of random plane waves.

Theorem 1.1. For any real s, the following statements hold:

(i) There exist explicit positive constants k(s), ks, ks such that the expected number of
2

»

critical points of the Gaussian random function u satisfies

K(s) R? if s<3,
~ R2 . 3
RS Jiog R if s=3,

2
EN(Vu, R) ~ { k(s) R2=(=2) 4f S<s<d,

k(s) R if s>35.
(i) In the region where the growth of EN (Vu, R) is volumetric, the constant k(s) depends

continuously on s. More precisely, k(s) is a C* function of s € (—oo, ) U (3, 3] but
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it is only Lipschitz at s = 3. Furthermore, k(s) is strictly increasing on (—oc,0),
strictly decreasing on (0, %), and tends to 0 as s — —oo and as s — 5 . In the

2
region s € (3,5) U (5,00) the constant k(s) is also C™.
EN(Vu,R) ~ r(s)R)
15,
/,, \\
el \\ ————— 5k(s)
”’,’¢” 1.0 \‘l 6(8)
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FIGURE 1. Consider the asymptotic behavior of EN(Vu,R) ~ r(s)R)
proved in Theorem 1.1. In red, we have plotted the exponent e(s) as a func-
tion of s € R\{2, 5}. Logarithmic effects appear at the endpoints s = 3/2 and
s = 5/2. In blue, we have plotted £(s) in the region where the asymptotic
growth is volumetric, s < 1. The maximum of £(s) in this region is attained
at s = 0 and that (s) is not continuously differentiable at s = 1/2. The
reader can find a plot of x(s) in the range s € (3, 2) in Figure 3, cf. Section 4.
Note that x(s) = EN(|f|')/m by Theorem 1.3.

Figure 1 summarizes Theorem 1.1 in a more visual way. The fact that the highest asymp-
totic growth for the number of critical points occurs precisely in the translation-invariant
case s = 0 is somewhat surprising. Naively one could expect that rougher density functions,
which feature wilder oscillations, would exhibit more critical points. Theorem 1.1 shows that,
strictly speaking, this is only the case for regularities s > 0.

Let us now discuss the proof of Theorem 1.1. The asymptotic analysis of N(Vu, R) hinges
on the celebrated Kac—Rice counting formula, which, under suitable technical hypotheses,
expresses the expected number of zeros of a random field (in this case, the gradient Vu) has
in terms of a multivariate integral. As is well known, this formula has been used profusely in
the literature [11, 17, 4, 5], and in particular lies at the heart of the computation of EN (Vu, R)
for s = 0 and of the finer asymptotics bounds for the expected number of extrema and saddle

points and for higher order correlations obtained in [4] also in the translation-invariant case
s =0.

The coefficients that appear in the Kac—Rice integral formula involve, via the variance
matrix of Vu, weighted series of Bessel functions of the form

Js,m,m/ (T) = Z l_QSJH—m(T) Jl+m/ (T) ) (17)
=1
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where m and m' are certain integers. J , n is sometimes called in the literature a second
type Neumann series. It is clear that the way each term Jii,,(r) Ji1n (r) contributes to the
sum for » > 1 and [ > 1 will depend on whether the “angular frequency” [ is much larger
than r, much smaller than r, or roughly of the same size; moreover, the effect of each group of
angular frequencies will have a different relative weight in the sum depending on the power s
appearing in [~2°. More precisely, a key step of the proof is to establish the following technical
result, which controls the asymptotic behavior of Js y, m/(7):

Lemma 1.2. For any pair of nonnegative integers m, m’ and any real s, the large-r asymp-
totic behavior of Jsmm' s

j&m’m/(?") = Ci,mfm’ r_2s + O(T_QS) Zf s < % s
log r
js,m,m’(r) = C?n—m’ g + O(r_l> if s= % and m —m’ is even,
r
3 4 7
C —c*sin(2r — ¢
js,m,m’(r) = mm’ ( m—i—m’) + 0(7'_1) Zf s = % and m — m' 8 Odd,
r
5 6 o 7
—c2sin(2r — ¢
js’m’m/ (’[”) e S,m_m/ S . ( m—'rm/) + 0<r—1) Zf s > %

with some explicit constants that will be defined later on.

Ultimately, the different asymptotic regimes that the expectation of N(Vu, R) can exhibit
can be traced back to the asymptotic behavior of functions of the form (1.7). One should
note that, in general, the highly oscillatory nature of summands in (1.7) makes the analysis
of the asymptotic behavior of J ;, m/ (1) rather subtle. An exception to this general fact is
precisely the case s = 0, where all the associated series can be computed exactly using that
the covariance kernel of u is translation-invariant (or, equivalently, the addition formula for
Bessel functions); this makes it much easier to analyze the corresponding asymptotic behavior
of EN(Vu, R). To illustrate this fact, in the very short Appendix B we carry out the analysis
of the translation invariant case s = 0.

In the particular case of smooth enough density functions, one can use the methods of our
previous paper [10] to understand the asymptotic behavior of the number of critical points
(not only of its expectation value) in greater detail. Specifically, one can prove the following:

Theorem 1.3. If s > 5,
N !/
N(vuR) ~ YU g
0
with probability 1. In particular, N(Vu, R) grows linearly almost surely.

Here the random variable N(|f|") := #{¢ € T : |f(¢)|' = 0} (which is at least 2 almost
surely) denotes the number of critical points of the (non-Gaussian) random function |f|. In
particular, the asymptotic growth of N(Vu, R) is linear with probability 1, albeit the ratio
is not a universal constant but a random variable. In view of Theorem 1.1, a consequence of
this asymptotic formula is an explicit formula for the expectation EN(|f|") when s > 5.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we start by showing the relation between the
parameter s and the regularity of the random function u. Sections 3, 4 and 5 are respectively
devoted to the proofs of Lemma 1.2 and Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. We have divided each of these
sections into a number of subsections to emphasize the main ideas of each proof. The paper
concludes with two Appendices. In Appendix A, we construct solutions to the Helmholtz
equation on the plane for which the number of nondegenerate critical points contained in Bgr
grows arbitrarily fast as R — oco. In Appendix B, we revisit the translation-invariant case
(s = 0) and explain the key simplifications that appear in this extremely important case.
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2. ALMOST SURE REGULARITY OF THE RANDOM DENSITY FUNCTION

Our objective in the section is to show that with probability 1, the Gaussian random
function f, defined in (1.5), has exactly s — 5 derlvatlves in L?, measured using suitable
Sobolev or Besov spaces.

To prove the main result we will need the following version of the strong law of large
numbers for sequences of random variables that are labeled by two integers:

Lemma 2.1. Let {Kn}3_; be a sequence of positive integers such that

K
liminf —— 20— >0.
M —o00 ZN:l KN

If {bN,k :1<k< Ky, N >1} are i.i.d. random variables with mean p, then
lim — by =
Ngnoo Z Nk =

almost surely.

Proof. The strong law of large numbers ensures that

M Ky

SMI QM ZZka— (21)

N=1 k=1

converges to 0 almost surely as M — oo, with Qa7 := E%zl Kp. Thus, from the identity

SMZQQM “Shi— 1+< ZMk_ )

and the fact that Qp;—1/Qn < 1 we obtain

Ky
E bk —
Ky

almost surely. Notice that we have used the assumption liminfy;_ oo viks 0. The lemma
then follows. O

hmM—)CC(‘SM‘ + ’SM 1’)

lim inf o0 Q%

=0

limsup | —
M—oo

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section. Here and in what follows, we
shall use the notation ¢ =~ @ or ¢ < @@ when there exists a constant C' (independent of the
large parameter under consideration) such that Q/C < ¢ < CQ or ¢ < CQ, respectively.

Proposition 2.2. For each § > 0, the Gaussian random function (1.5) satisfies

(T)

fe [rismpaeian] a (B ey

almost surely.

Proof. Let us recall that the H?(T) norm of the function f defined in (1.5) is

o0

1y = D T2

[=—00
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To analyze this quantity, consider the set of integers Ay := {I : 2V=1 <1 < 2V} and the
subsequences

2M _1 M
Z |al‘2l20_25 — |CL0|2 +92 Z Z l20—25‘al|2 |CL0|2 + Z 2N (20—2s) Z ’al|2
l:7(21”171) N=1leAyn leA N

Since |Ay| ~ 2V,
Ay 2M 1

M T oM+1 T
ZN:l [An| 2 2
is bounded away from zero. Hence one can apply Lemma 2.1 to infer that

|A | >l =1
leAN

almost surely as N — oco. Therefore, with probability 1,

2M 1 M M
Z ’al‘2l20'725 ~ \a0]2 T Z 2N(20725+1 Z ‘al|2 |a0\2 + Z gN(20-2s+1)
I=—(2M-1) N=1 leA N=1

This shows that, with probability 1, || f|| go (1) < oo if and only if 0 < s — %

The estimate for the Besov norm follows from an analogous reasoning using that
s oy = sup 3 17 e
’Oo N<o0 ey
O
Remark 2.3. The result and the proof remain valid in higher dimensions with minor modifi-
cations. Specifically, let {Y},, : 1 < m < dj, 0 < < oo} be an orthonormal basis of spherical
harmonics on the unit (n —1)- dlmensmnal sphere "1, with Agn-1Y},, + (I 4+n—2)Y,, = 0.

Consider the Gaussian random function

[o¢] dl

= Z Z lisalm}/lm(fﬁ) 5

=1 m=1

where a;,,, are independent standard Gaussian variables and s € R. Then
f e[ i ) 0[BT 0BT )]

almost surely.
To spell out the details, the proof in higher dimension starts with the formula

o0 dl

e @y 2= D2 D laum 212772

1=1 m=1
Since d; = ¢, 1" 2 + O(I"~3), the set
Ay :={l,m): 2" <l <2V 1<m <d}
satisfies [Ay| ~ 2V~ 1. Lemma 2.1 then ensures

Yl
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converges to 1 almost surely as N — oo, and the result follows from the same argument
as above. Obviously, the result also remains valid if one replaces the weight [* by another
quantity w; =~ [°.

3. ASYMPTOTICS FOR WEIGHTED BESSEL SERIES

In this section we shall prove Lemma 1.2. In view of the well-known asymptotics

Ailr) = (:r) o (7" - W) +0(r™)

for Bessel functions, it is easy to check that the series

js,m,m’(r) = Z l_2s=]l+m’ (T) Jl—l—m(r) : (3'1)
=1
is locally uniformly convergent by the standard bound [18, (10.14.4)]
!
-
[i(r)] < o

We are interested in the effect of the parameters s € R and m/,m € Z.

In view of the well-known integral representation formula [18, (10.9.2)] for Bessel functions
of integer order,

1 T .
JZ(T) / ezrsm;t—zlx dIL‘,

:% .

one can write
1 oo
Tomn (1) = 373 2 1 *x (1) (32)
=1
Here we have set \; :==1/r,

gx(r) ;:/ / eirea(zy)—i(m'z—my) 4. dy,

and the phase function is
ox(z,y) =AMy —x) +sinx —siny.

Notice that we have used that J; is real valued, and hence J; = J,.

A straightforward application of the stationary phase formula [13, Theorem 7.7.5] gives
the following asymptotic formula for g). Here and in what follows, we will use the notation

f(A) = +v1—=X2— Xarccos\, wi=m+m, vi=m-—m.
k

Also, we will use the notation Op(r_k) to emphasize that a certain quantity of order =" is
not bounded uniformly with respect to the parameter p.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that A # 1. For r > 1, one then has

47 [cos (v arccos ) + sin (2r f(\) — parccos \)]
r|1— 222

ga(r) = +05(r7?),

where the error term is not bounded uniformy for large X or for A close to 1.



CRITICAL POINT ASYMPTOTICS 9

Proof. For A # 1, the phase function ¢y(z,y) has four critical points
{(zi,y:)}—; := {(£arccos \, £ arccos \)}
with the same Hessian:
2 ) N FvVv 1— )\2 0
\ 90/\(55@’3/1) = ( 0 V1IN .
The stationary phase method [13, Theorem 7.7.5] then yields
4

2m Lino; i(my;—zim!) _iroy(xi,ys) 1 -2
A r)y= — el ie i i e ATi,Yq + 0>\ r
9(r) T ; | det V2o (i, i) )
47 [cos (v arccos A) + sin (2r f(A) — parccos A _
_ 4 [cos ( ) (I/JQ"() p )]—1—0)\(7" 2.
r|1 — \2|
as claimed. In this formula, o; is the signature of the matrix V2o, (z;, ;i) O

Therefore, the asymptotic analysis of g)(r) becomes problematic when A is close to 1
(because in this case the phase function presents degenerate or “almost degenerate” critical
points) and when A is large (because the error terms are not uniformly bounded in this case).
Consequently, we will fix a small parameter § > 0 and consider smooth cutoff functions

[0,00) — [0, 1] such that
0 ifA>1-94
sm(A) == ’
Xsm(A) {1 i\ <1- 24,

() = 0 ifA<1+9,
MartV =0 e > 1426,

Xmed()‘) =1- Xsm()\) - Xlar()\) .
We can then split Jy m m/ (1) as

/ = —(I+1II+1III
\7877717771» (r) 47T2 ( + + )
with
I:= Z Xsm(Al) l_QSg/\z(T) ) Il := Z Xmed()‘l) l_2sg>\z (T) ) III := Z Xlar()‘l) l_QSg/\z (T) .
=1 =1 =1

Note that I only involves frequencies smaller than (1 — §)r, II involves frequencies close to 1
(more precisely, in the interval (1 —26)r <1 < (14 20)r), and III involves frequencies larger
than (1 + 0)r.

3.1. The small frequency region. In view of the asymptotic expansion for gy(r) proved
in Lemma 3.1, it is natural to consider the closely related quantities

4 & _ogCos(varccos \;)
U= — ) xemW) N 2

A X (1- )‘12)1/2

4 & _9s8in(2r f(N;) — parccos A;)
.= sm(\) A28

" Xsm (A1) l (1— )\l2)1/2

Lemma 3.1 obviously implies
I=r2I +1") 4+ O5(r—>71). (3.3)
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Let us start by analyzing the large r behavior of I’ when s < %:

Lemma 3.2. Forr > 1 and some n > 0 depending on s,

71"2 2s5—1 5 1 _ .
F(Li 52—7)F((11 52+) 7) +0(62) +Os(r™")  ifs<

~

1
2
I' = < 47 cos (m’)logr+05( ) if s= % and v is even,
2r?sin (§|v]) + Os(r~') + O(8 %) if s =% and v is odd.
Proof. Let us start with the case s < 0. The basic observation here is that, as the function

)\—23

h(A) = 47 Xsm(N) Niese

cos (v arccos \)

is Holder continuous,

1 1-6

- Z h(\) = / h(\) dX + Os(r~ 1)
0

by standard results about the convergence of Riemann sums for integrands of bounded vari-
ation. If s < 0, the result then follows from the formula

/1 A~25 cos (v arccos \) )= 7225710(1 — 25) (3.4)
0 V1—\2 T T(1-s—%TD(1-s+%) '

and the estimate arcsin 1 — arcsin(1 — 6) = O(5'/2).

For s € (0, ) the integrand is an unbounded function in L{. ., so the argument does not
apply. Let us take a small constant € such that, for simplicity of notation, er is an integer,

and write
er—1 (1 —o)r

thl +— > h(\) =T 415,

l=er

Obviously, as |h(\)] &~ A72% for small ), and fl(lﬂ)/r A725d\ ~ r~1\ %, we conclude that

I — / h(\) d)\‘ 272 popmlitos,
0

To estimate IS, we use that

1-6 (1=8)r lr (1-9) h/()\)
!
12—/ h(A)dr= > / [h(N) = (V)] dA = > .
€ l=er (=n/r l=er

for some A/ € (l%, %) Therefore, as |h/(\)| < A72571,
1-6 c—1-2s
L- [ dx‘ o
€

where the constant in < depends on 4.

1

Putting together the estimates for I} and I}, with & ~ r~2, we obtain
1-6 1
I = / h(N) dX + Og(r*2) = / h(X\) dA + O5(r°72) + O(5/?) |
0 0

Using again the formula (3.4), this proves the lemma when s € (0, 3).
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Let us now pass to the case s = % We start by assuming that the integer v is odd, so that
cos (%) = 0. Since

cos (v arccos \;) = cos 7 + \v sin 4 o), (3.5)

it turns out that the corresponding integrand is differentlable at A = 0 in this case, so the
same arguments as in the case s < 0 show

(1=9)r
d\+ Os(r™1).

Xsm (A7) 4 cos (v arccos \;) 4 /15 Xsm () cos (v arccos )
A (L=xHtz 7 MW=\

=1
The result then follows from the formula

! cos (varccos \) T T
—————d\=—sin(— :
/0 AW1— N2 5 sin (51

To conclude, consider the case when s = % and v is even. Obviously, by (3.5),
(1=6)r (1 —&)r
4r cos (varccos \;)  cos 5 2
E m A — < — E A<

where the constant in < depends on §. The leading contribution of this sum is therefore
given by the harmonic series, which satisfies

(1-0)r r/2 —o)r
Xsm()\l) 1 Xsm()\l)
= - =1 O(1).
S} 2.7t l ogr+0(1)
=1 =1 I=5+1
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now we pass to analyzing the contribution of the second term, I”. As this term is somewhat
oscillating due to the presence of the large parameter r in the argument of a sine, it makes
sense to expect this term should be subdominant.

Lemma 3.3. There exists some n > 0, depending on s, such that

v {05<r—"> ifs <3,

—

—4mlog2 sin (2r — Z2) + Os(r™")  ifs=1%.

Proof. We start with the case s < % Let 8 € (0,1) be some constant that we will specify
later and write
TBJ (1 —o)r
=1Im Z h(N) €20 Z h(A) €2 TO0 | = (1] 4+ 14),
l [r8]

with h(A) 1= 47 xsm(A)AT25eTiHarccosA(] /\2)_%. As s < 1, the first term can be easily

2 bl
estimated as
TBJ

|I”‘ < Z )\ 2s < —(1-2s)(1— )

By hypothesis, the RHS is »~7 for some 1 > 0.

To estimate Ij, decompose the interval ([77], (1 — &)r] as the union of N disjoint intervals
of the form (I, 1, + A,]. We assume that [,, are integers and that the lengths of the intervals
satisfy A, =~ r7 for some v € (0,3). This implies that N ~ r!~7.
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The basic idea is that, with this choice of the scales, one can expect that the function h
will be approximately constant in each interval but the phase of the complex exponential
will oscillate rapidly. This will lead to cancellations. To make this idea precise, suppose that
A— A, €(0,A,/r) and write

F) = f(\,) — (A= \p,) arccos(Ay,) + Rn(N), (3.6)
where the function R, (\) plays the role of an error term. Differentiating this identity with
respect to A, and noticing that f’(\) = — arccos A, one immediately obtains that the bound

IR, (N)| < |A — An| holds uniformly in n. As a consequence of this, setting L := r(A — \;,),
one infers that

d ei2r n( o «
ﬁ(h(A) 2r R )’ /()| + [h(N)2r R, (V)] S #B- D=1 4 (5-Dao,

where
ap := min{0, —2s}, aq := min{l, —2s}.
As usual, the constant in < depends on §.

By the mean value theorem, observing that R, ();,) = 0, one then has from Equation (3.6)
that

In+An
Z h(A\)e2FO) — by, )ez‘Qrf(/\ln)eiQf’(/\ln)L) < p(B=D(ea=D+27=1 4 (B-Dao+3y-1

I=lp+1

with < depending on 6. As the implicit constants are uniform in n and there are N ~ r1=7
intervals, this implies

N

1

1/2/ — ; Zh()\l 22Tf (A1) Z el?f (M) L + 05( (B—1)(a1—1)+~—1 + 7“(’8 1)aop+2y— 1)
n=1 L=0

The leading contribution is therefore

N
lzh@l pir] Aln)z 2f (\n)L _
Tn:l

L=0

i\f: 227"f N, )1 — e~ 2iarccos(Ay,, ) (r7+1)
14+ e—2iarcsin(Ay,)

<T(6 )ao 7

ﬁ\r—l

the constant in < depending on 6. Note that the denominator is bounded from below because
A<1-4. Thus choosing 7 € (0, 3) and 3 sufficiently close to 1 (depending on v and s), w
conclude that

<
for some 7' > 0.

Let us now pass to the case s = % Arguing as above, one can pick some 3 close to, but
smaller than, 1 such that

Z " Xem(A) sin (2r f(A) — parccos Ay) — 05(r ")

212
1=[r8] M=)
for some 1 > 0. For the sum going from [ = 1 to [7#], we can disregard the (1 — A?)'/2 term
because
|rB . [r° ]
sin 27"f — parccos A;)  sin (2rf(N) — parccos A;) ﬁ —2+28
Z S ! P

=1
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The identity

sin (2r f()\;) — parccos \;) = sin (27‘ - %) cos <2r(f()\l) —1)+p (g — arccos Al))

+ cos <2r - %) sin (2r(f()\l) —1)+p (g — arccos )\l))
enables us to write

]
s

in (2rf(\;) — parccos \) _ i (27° B 7) LZ cos ( (M) = 1) + p (5 — arccos \y) )

l l
=1

) . _
+ cos (27’ — %) ZZ sin (2r(f(A) — 1) Jlru (5 —arccos M)
=1

The asymptotic expansions

A\
FO) —1= —% OO, g —arccos A = A + O(\2)
ensure that

2r(f(N) — 1) + p (g — arccos )\l> = 7l +rO(\?).

The quantity 7O()\?) is of order 72%'~! whenever [ < 1. Fixing some ' € (0, %), we therefore
have

Rl FO) —1) +p (3 N) 20(\
Z cos ( (M) —1) + p (5 —arccos \y)) Z cos(ml) LT O(X))
l l l
P =1
—log 2 + O(r~ min{#" 245y

Here we have used that

3y COS;”” = —log2+O(L™").
=1
Similarly,
') FOO) 1) +u(E N) o
sm 1) — 5 — arccos l r 25,_1
Z l =3 - ).

=1

It only remains to consider the sum from [r7] to |[r?], where we can also assume that
Xsm (A7) = 1. To this end, we define the function

177 ez‘(?r(f()\l)—l)-i-u(g—arccos )\l)) 1] e—i(rl-‘rcp()\l,r))

Q= > I = I
I=[r8"] 1=[r8"]

To show this sum goes to zero as r — oo, we are going to exploit the cancellations of
consecutive terms. For this, let us define

Aoy := @(Aok41,7) — @( Ao, 7)
=2r(f(Mor) — 1)+ p (g — arccos /\gk) — {27"(]‘()\2;6“) -1 +u (g — arccos A2k+1):| —T.

More explicitly,

2%k 2k+1
Ao = 2v/12 — 4k2—2+/7? — (2k + 1)2—(4k+p) arccos <T>+(4k+u+2) arccos ( : )‘7‘
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By the mean value theorem, there exists some A\, € (2kr~1, (2k + 1)r~!) such that

l
|Agk| < ’m“ — 2arccos Ay + H(l - )\f)_l/zl rt < -
r r

for [r?] <1 < [r?]. This enables us to estimate Q as
[7%]/2

—ilAgy
= i2r(f (A2k) —1)+p( 5 —arccos Aak ) L_c
“ k(zﬁ:'W/Qe 2 <2k e
\_Tﬁj/2 1 1 ’
DY (l<;2+) et
r
k=[rA"1/2

Let us finally consider the case s > %:

Lemma 3.4. Ifs > %, there exists some n > 0 depending on s such that

Tr

1 —4
I=—((2s) (COS %V — (21_25 — 1) sin e 5 T) + Os(r— 171y
Here ( is the Riemann’s zeta function.
Proof. Let us use again the integral formula for Bessel functions to write
1 T T in z—sin —i((l+m”)x—(I+
ivm () Jiem(r) = 4 /_ ) /_ ] e (sinz=siny) o=i((lHmz={+m)y) g gy

Applying the stationary phase argument [13, Theorem 7.7.5] with phase function sinx —siny
and amplitude e~ {(+m)z=(+m)y) " ope readily obtains the asymptotic expansion

cos (37mv) — sin (% (27l + mp — 4r))

Jl+m’(r)Jl+m(r) = o + Rl(r) )
where the error term satisfies the pointwise bound
l4
RS o5

Now, pick some f € (0, 1) and write
|72 1-6)r
1= Z l_2le+m/ (T)JH_m(T) + Z Xsm()\l)l_2SJl+m/ (T‘)JH_m(T) =1 +1.
=1 1:[7,5}
Then

il .
I — Z j-2s | €08 (3mv) —sin (3 (27l + 7 — 4r)) R

wr

=1

S e ) =i} ot = a0)

r

+R,
=1
where the error term is bounded as
Lr?] 1 Lr?]
RI= Y UFR(r)| < 5 Y 172 S r (1407072,
=1 =1
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This decay is smaller than 1 if 3 < i. Expanding the sine, the above series can be computed
in closed form in terms of the zeta function:

I, = ig(zs) [cos (;m/> — (2" — 1) sin <; (mp — 4r)>} +O(r~2 4 pFB72972)

r

To control the remaining term, we use that s > % and the bound for gy proved in Lemma 3.1
to write

(1-0)r (1=0)r 0o

1 1
|12’ S Z Xsm(>\l) l_2sg>\l (’r) < - Z [~2s <= Z ]72s < T—5(2s—1)—1 )
=] " "

As usual, the constant in < depends on 6. The lemma then follows. O

3.2. Intermediate frequency region. Our next goal is to derive bounds for the term

[(1+426)r]

II = Z Xamed (A1) 1728 / / ily—a) pir(sinz—siny) i(my—m'z) g, dy.
1=[(1=26)r] —mJ—m

The difficulty here is that one cannot apply the standard stationary phase method as we did
above because the critical points of the phase function

oi(z,y) := ANy —x) +sinx — siny
are either degenerate or not uniformly non-degenerate. The main result is the following;:
Lemma 3.5. For any real s and all large enough r (depending on 0),
I < C62 28
where C' is independent of 6.

Proof. Since
aile,y) = (1= N —y) — (@~ %) +06%) + 06,
when 1 — 20 < A <1420 and 6 < 1, an elementary calculation shows that
V(. y)| > ¢

whenever |z| + |y| > 1006'/2, where ¢ is a positive constant that depends on . Therefore,
take some x(t) be a smooth nonnegative function that is equal to 1 for [t| < 100'/2 and 0
for |t| > 2006'/2. The non-stationary phase lemma then shows that

[(1+28)r] ‘ . .
Ir = Z Xmed()\l) )\;25 / ezl(y—z)ezr(sinx—sin y)ez(my—m’;t) X(J:) X(y) dz dy
I=[(1—26)r] R?

coincides with II modulo an exponentially small error. More precisely,
|H — 7“_2311" < Csn r=N
for any N and some constant depending on N and §.

To estimate II', let us start by defining z := y — x and writing

r(14-20)

T = Z Xmed(Al) )\;25 / eilzeir(sin(y—z)—sin y)ei((m—m')y+m’z)x(y o Z) X(y) dy dz .
I=r(1—26) R
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A first step is to consider the sum

1 r(14-20) '
S(T‘, Z) = ; _ (21;25) Xmed(Al) Al—2s€zlz

and to relate it to its continuous counterpart
o
F(r,2) ::/ Xmed(A) A2 AdN
—0o0
Note that it is not a priori obvious that F(r,z) converges to S(r,z) as r — oo because,

intuitively speaking, the sum is formally obtained by discretizing the integral with a “grid”
of length 1/r, and r > 1 is precisely the frequency at which the integrand oscillates.

We proceed as follows. Firstly, write

r(1+26) )\l-l—% eir)\lz )
St -Fr = > [ a0 (S - 67)
1=r(1—26) ' M
+ (Xmed (M)A = Xmea(A)AT2)e"™2 | d
and note that
eilz A+io eilz
— / e d\ = h(z)
r by r
with ‘
h(z) = wrtz—d
z
The function h is smooth at the origin; in fact, h(z) = O(z). As moreover
—2s —2s 5!
Xamed MDA = Xmed (WA < - (3.7)

if e[\, N+ %] and |\ — 1| < 20, one obtains that the error
R(r,z) == S(r,z) — F(r,z) — h(z)S(r, 2)
is bounded as
R 2 <<
with C a constant independent of z and 4.
Since z will eventually be small, the fact that
F(r,z)+ R(r, z)
1—nh(z)
shows in which sense S(r,z) and F(r,z) are related. The reader can check that, had we

argued as in (3.7), we would have obtained an error estimate of the form Cz, which is useless
for our purposes.

S(r,z) =

One can thus write

Ir = ’l“/ Xmed(>\) /\—25€ir(>\z+sin(y—z)—siny)e'((m—m’)y-l—m’z) X(y Z)X(y) d\dz dy
R3 1- h(Z)
ir(sin(y—z)—siny) Ji((m—m')y+m'z) X(y Z)X(y)
—I—r/Rze e R(r, z) 1= h(2) dz dy

= 1T, + 11
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The bound for R(r, z) and the fact that x(t) is supported in |t| < 200 6'/? immediately implies
15| < €4,

where the constant does not depend on §.

To analyze IT}, one cannot directly apply the stationary phase formula to the integral
over R? because the critical set of the phase has dimension 1. Instead, let us define

H — ir(Az+sin(y—=z)) —2s im'z X(y — z) )
(r,y) =7 /R2 e Xmed(A) A™ e 1 —h(2) d\dz

Then, the phase function ¢, (A, 2) := Az +sin(y — 2) has a unique critical point in the support
of the integrand, (A\*, 2*) := (cosy,0), and its Hessian is

0 1
2 * %\
Vigy(A",27) = < 1 —sin(y) > ’
The stationary phase formula [13, Theorem 7.7.6] then ensures that, if r is large enough
(depending on ¢)
[H(r,y)| < C
with a constant independent of 6. Plugging this estimate into IT] and using again that x(t)
is supported in |t| < 2008'/2, one finds

o0 1
| < / ) [H(r,y)| dy < €63

—00

with a constant independent of §. Putting all the estimates together, the lemma is proven. [J

3.3. Large frequency region. The last lemma of this section shows that the contribution
of the large frequencies is exponentially small:

Lemma 3.6. For any N, |III| <= for all large enough r (depending on 6 ).

Proof. Let us now use [ as the large parameter in the formula for gy, (), which amounts to

writing
™ ™
gAl(r)—/ / o, (@,y) o —i(m'z—my) dx dy
—T J =T

with . )

. sinx — siny

Prlay) =y -+ Y
If A > 149, it is clear that

IVéa(z, y) = cs

for all z,y € [—m, 7], where ¢; is a positive constant that only depends on §. Therefore, the
non-stationary phase lemma [13, Theorem 7.7.1] ensures that gy, (r) is an exponentially small
function of I, meaning that for any N’ there exists a constant C' (depending on § and N)
such that

lga, ()] < Cli~Y"
This immediately implies that

o

s > g ) SN
I=(146)r

for any NN, as claimed. O
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3.4. Asymptotics for series with derivatives of Bessel functions. The results we have
derived above readily yield the asymptotic bounds for weighted sums of Bessel functions that
we will crucially need in the next section. Specifically, Lemma 1.2 follows immediately by
adding the estimates derived in the previous subsections and letting 6 — 0. The explicit
constants in the lemma are:

. 228—1F( o 28) C4 = 10g2 7
Cov = F(l _s—Y F(l — S+ %) 7 R :1C(25) Ccos (ﬂ>
2 i=m" COS( ) Z’V | -1 12 237
&, =r7l¢(2s)(1 - 2%,
= sm( v ‘) CZ’.:W'

One should observe that, to estimate the expected number of critical points of the ran-
dom monochromatic wave (1.4), we will also need asymptotic information about series with
derivatives of Bessel functions. This follows easily as a byproduct of Lemma 1.2 using the
well-known recurrence relations

() = D) = . Tonr(r) = gy = Jia(r) £ Jl—42(7“) —24i(r)

In the following lengthly corollary of Lemma 1.2 we record the asymptotic formulas that we
will need later on:

Corollary 3.7. The following estimates hold:

/ 92s5—1 —92g)r—2s _9s .
ZZ_QSJZ(T)2 =S 18T 4 o(rT) if s =3,
_ 1=25_1)sin2r
¢(2s)((2 er)s 2r+1) o(rY) ifs> %7
- [0(7’25) if s < 3,
> B r) = { O if5 =3,
P (21725_1)7;:7,05(27")«25) + O(’f‘_l) ’LfS > %7
(T(L—s)r—2s _9s .
o 4(2\/EF7()275)+0(7"2) if s <3,
S (2 = § 1 o) o =1,
— s)(1—(21725—1) sin 2r
= <G (-2 — Deinr) | o(r71) if s> 3,
_P(G=s)r® 2 YO
- 2 1" 4y/nl(2—s) +o(r™™) if's < 2
DU () = § 18T 4 o) ifs=13,
7((25)((21725_1) sin?'r—i—l) + O(T_l) Zf s> %’
- o(r=2s) if s < %7
SR (r) = { 00 ifs=1y,
= (21 2s 1) cos 27’) (25) + O(’I"_l) Zfs > %
¢ 25—=5(9_94 —92s —25)r—2s —2s y
N 3 2%575(2 23((;1_:)3r<1 20 L o(r2) if s < 4,
Z lfQSJlI/(T)Q — l(;grr + 0(7“_1) ZfS — %7
=1 ¢(25)((21725—1) sin(2r)+1) n 0(7‘_1) ifs> 1
r 2"
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4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We are now ready to present the proof of the main theorem, which will consist of a number
of steps. Recall that we defined the random function u as

— ilo )T ifr#0,
u.—zl:alale Jl(T’), o] = {0 f1=0. (4.1)

It will be apparent from the proof that the argument remains valid for much more general
choices of oy, for example of the form (1.6). Of course, the value of the constants (s), ks,
2

Py 5 one gets depends on the specific choice of ;.

4.1. A Kac—Rice formula. Our first objective is to derive an explicit, if hard to analyze,
Kac—Rice type formula for the expected number of critical points of the Gaussian random
function u.

In this subsection, we shall denote by
Ogu(r, 9) 2 aeﬁu(r> 9) 6reu(7", 0)
D 0) = D 0) =
u(r, ) <(’9ru(7“,9) ) : w0 =g u(r.0) Onu(r.0)

the derivative and Hessian of w in polar coordinates. To apply the Kac—Rice expectation
formula, let us start by showing that Du(r, ) has a non-degenerate distribution:

Lemma 4.1. The variance of the Gaussian random variable Du(r,0) is

(AT g (r)? 0 _( Zul) 0
varputr o) = (20 o e ) = (N st )

Proof. To compute the matrix
Var[Du(r,0)] := E[Du(r, 0) ® Du(r,0)],

recall the expression (4.1) for u(r,#) and take advantage of the fact that u(r, 0) is real valued
to write

E[yu(r,0)%] = E[0yu(r,0) dpu(r,0)] = > > E(agap) [1|~*[l'| "0 g1 (r) Ty (r) .
140 I'£0
By the definition of the random variables ay,
E(aar) = 261,

S0 one obtains

E[0,u(r, 6)?] —4Zl 27 (r

The same argument yields
E[0yu(r, ) Ogu(r, 8)] = El0gu(r, ) Oru(r,0)]
= " Eagap) illl| 1|70 (r) T (r)

140 10

=20 ) U7 0(r) Ji(r) =
10
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by parity, and
E[Ogu(r,0)?] = 42[2 % 7 (r

This easily implies that Var[Du(r, )] is a strlctly positive matrix for all (r,6). O

Remark 4.2. The same computation as above shows that the covariance kernel of the random
function (4.1) is

K(r,0;1",0") := Elu(r,0) u(r',0")] —4Zz 25 1, (r) Jy (") cos[l(0 — 0] .

The covariance kernel is therefore invariant under rotations but, in general, not under trans-
lation. An exception to this general fact is the case s = 0. Indeed, it is well known that the
covariance kernel of

U= u+ V2a0 Jo(r).

is K (z;2') = 2Jo(Jz — #'|) by Graf’s Addition Theorem. The corresponding spectral measure
in this case is the Hausdorff measure on the unit circle. Observe that u will give the same
asymptotics as u for s = 0 because, as we saw in Lemma 1.2, for s = 0 the series of Bessel
functions is asymptotically of order 1 but the term Jy(r)? decays like 7~!. By Lemma 4.3,
their covariances Y;; are then asymptotically equivalent. Note we have chosen to omit the
term [ = 0 in w for simplicity, especially when this term contributes to the asymptotic
expansion (that is, for s > 1 in Lemma 1.2).

Lemma 4.3. The expected value of the number of critical points of the random monochro-
matic wave (1.4) is

1,2
ez dzar,

R )2%213(7“) - Z%EQQ(T‘) + 2321 \/211(7‘)233(7’) — 213(7‘)2
Vu, R —/ /}R3

(271')% iu(?‘)igg(?")
where
211 _ 42 l4 28J 4 (Zloil l2_2SJl(T)JZ/(T)) 2
Dol (r)? ’
450 PR ()T (r) o2 125 T () I ()
by =4 D225 gy (r )J] =1 ! =1 ! l
ulr Z A S, B ’
> l2_2le(r)J’(r)) 2
D —4 12 28J (Zlféo 1 :
# Z g S BRI
Cas(r) i 4Zl e gz LI RO ()?

2ty e (r)?

Proof. As Du(r,0) is a non-degenerate Gaussian random variable by Lemma 4.1, the Kac—
Rice integral formula in polar coordinates [3, Proposition 6.6] ensures that

E(N(Vu, R)) = /B(R)E{det D*u(r,0)| | Du(r,0) = 0} ppu(e)(0) dr do (4.2)

where ppy(r6) : R2 — [0,00) denotes the probability distribution function of the R2-valued
random variable Du(r,0).
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Next, let us reduce the computation of the conditional expectation to that of an ordinary
expectation by introducing a new random variable ¢(r,6). Just like D?u(r, ), ((r,6) will take
values in the space of 2 x 2 symmetric matrices, which we shall henceforth identify with R3
by labeling the matrix components of a symmetric matrix as

(= ( g; gz ) : (4.3)

¢(r,0) := D*u(r,0) — B(r,0)Du(r,0), (4.4)
where the linear operator B(r,6) (which we can regard as a 3 x 2 matrix after identifying
D?u(r,0) with a 3-component vector) is chosen so that the covariance matrix of Du(r,6)
and ((r,0) is 0:

B(r,0) :== E(D*u(r,0) ® Du(r,0)) [E(Du(r,0) ® Du(r,0))]
Indeed, one can plug (4.4) in the formula for E({(r,0) ® Du(r,)) and check that
E(¢(r,0) ® Du(r,0)) = 0.

As Du(r,0) and ((r,0) are jointly a Gaussian vector with zero mean, this condition ensures
that they are independent random variables. This enables us to write the above conditional
expectation as

E{|det D*u(r,0)| | Du(r,0) = 0} = E{|det[((r,0) + B(r,0)Du(r,0)]| | Du(r,6) =0}
=E|det {(r,0)]|.

Specifically, let us set

1

Let now us compute the covariance matrix of ((r,#). Since the variance matrix of Du(r, 6)
is independent of €, let us simply write Var Du(r), and similarly with other rotation-invariant
quantities. One then has

Var ¢(r) = Var D*u(r) — Cov(D*u, Du)(r) - Var Du(r) ™! - Cov(D?u, Du)(r)" (4.5)

Arguing as in Lemma 4.1 and using that we have identified D?u(r,6) with a 3-component
vector, one finds that
Var D?u(r) := E[D*u(r, ) @ D*u(r, 0)]

is given by the 3 x 3 matrix

ANE B 0 A PRI )
Var D?u(r) = 0 4300 1272 ] (r)? 0
=4 P2 gy (r) g (r) 0 43 1725 (r)?
Similarly,
0 —4>37° 12*25Jl(r)Jl’(r)
Cov(D?u, Du)(r) = | 4372 1272Jy(r) ] (r) 0 (4.6)
0 DV AGRAG

Combining these formulas, we derive that
11(r) 0 Zu3(r)
X(r) := Var((r,0) = 0 Yoa(r) 0 , (4.7)
Yi3(r) 0 Xa3(r)
where X, (r) are defined as in the statement of the lemma.

Let us now consider the Cholesky decomposition of this matrix:
S(r) = M(r)" M(r),
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where the matrix M(r) is given by

213(7’)
Zn(r) 0 211(7“)
M(r) = 0 v/ Za2(r)
0 0 y/s0) - B

As the matrix X(r) is positive definite and ((r,0) is a Gaussian random variable with zero
mean and variance 3(r), one then infers that the 3-component random variable

Z(r,0) = ((r,0) " M(r)™!

is Gaussian, has zero mean and its variance matrix is the identity. It is thus straightforward
that

Bl det ()] = | | lmun ~ 53] e (0)

:/Rs

22%03(r) — 23%00(r) + 2321/ 211 (1) E33(r) — B13(7)2

where
exp ( —3y- E‘Iy)
Per0)¥) = sl det ()2

is the probability density distribution of the random variable ((r,6) and we have used the
change of variables

= 2]y [E(r) - EROE,

=1/ X =12
Y1 1(r)z1 Y2 22(1)22, S (r) 1 ¥11(r)

and the fact that the Jacobian determinant is det M (r) = (det E(T))% The lemma follows
using that the probabability density function of the Gaussian random variable Du(r, 0) is

1

PDu(r, )(0) = — —
i ' 27‘1’\/ 211(7“)222(1")

as a consequence of the formula for Var Du(r,6) computed in Lemma 4.1 and of the fact
that the density function of an RF-valued Gaussian random variable Y with zero mean and
variance matrix X is

(4.8)

py (y) := (2m) 2 (det £) "z 2¥ Y'Y,
O

4.2. Some technical lemmas. In the next subsections, we will discuss the behavior of the
formula for the expected number of critical points that we have computed in Lemma 4.3 above.
The analysis will strongly depend on the value of the parameter s. In the computations, we
will use several technical lemmas repeatedly, often without further mention.

Lemma 4.4. Given constants of the form aji(r) = a;i(r) + ;i (r), with 1 < j,k < m,

1 ~
/ S aj(r)zize| e 2 dz :/ Y aw(r)za
R™ R™

1< k<m 1< k<m

o~ 3l2l? dz+0( max |g;(r )|)-

1<g,k<m
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Proof. Tt stems from the elementary estimate

Z ajr(r)z;z

1<g,k<m

2
- < |7 | nax €k (T)] -

Z ajr(r)zjzk

1<g,k<m

g

Lemma 4.5. Let q: [1,00) — (0,00) be a continuous function with floo q(r)dr = oo. Then,

forr>1 and any fized rg,
/ o(q(r"))dr' = o (/ q(r") dr') )
70 T0

Proof. Consider any ¢ > 0 and assume, without any loss of generality, that o(q(r")) > 0.
By definition, there is some R, such that o(q(r)) < eq(r) for all » > R.. Now set Q(r) :=
[ a(r") dr’ and write

Jro(q(r))ydr' [ o(q(r")) dr’ . Ji olatr) dr

Q(r) Q(r) Q(r)
C. f-:f}ga q(r'") dr’ B
Son T am W
as r — 00, since Q(r) — oo. Letting ¢ — 0, the result follows. O

The following lemma will be very useful in the analysis of the asymptotic behavior of the
number of critical points of w:

Lemma 4.6. Consider a positive smooth mw-periodic function P and constants a > 0 and
beR. Ifa=0, we also assume that b > 0. Then, for R > 1,

R a+1 o b T
/7r r“(logr)bP(r)drNW/o P(r)dr.

Proof. Let us define J := |R/7w| and write R = Jm + Ry, with 0 < R; < m. We can then
write

7J+R1

R J=1 (D)
/ r*(logr)’ P(r)dr =) / r*(logr)? P(r) dr + / r“(logr)? P(r)dr.
T j=1 mj wJ

The second term is obviously bounded as

wJ+R1
/ r(log r)b P(r)dr| < R*(log R)b

J

To estimate the first term, let
s
B ::/ P(r)dr.
0

As the function r(logr)® is increasing for large enough r, we have

m(j+1)
B(nj)log(m)* < [ 1"(ogr)* P(r)dr < Bla(j + )" log(r(s + 1))
j
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if j is larger that a certain integer J, ;. With n = 0,1, we can use the following asymptotic
formula, which is an easy consequence of the Euler-Maclaurin formula,

SN a , T (J Dt og(n(J +n—1))]° R*tl(log R)
2}}““”” fog(n(i + ) ~ T 0= D Bt £ = )P W(@(g))

to derive the formula of the statement. Here we have used that 7J = R+ O(1) and that the
integral over r € [m,mJ, ] is obviously bounded independently of R. O

Before discussing the behavior of EN (Vu, R) in the different regularity regimes, one should
note that the integral appearing in Lemma 4.3 is remarkably hard to analyze. We will be able
to obtain much more convenient integral representations by means of the following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. Let A, B,C be real constants. Then

of? 2 [ 1—a(t)cosid(t
/|A21+Bzg+20z123|3/gd _7r/ ()t2 2 ()dt,
0

where
®(t) := arg ((1 — 2iBt) (1 — 2iAt + 4C°t?)) |
a(t) := (14 4B*2)75 [(1 + 4C2%#)% + 44%] 3

Proof. Defining the matrix

A 0 C
M = 0 B 0],
C 0 0
one can write the above integral as
N —3l2? ezl
Q / | Zl +B22+202123| 3/2d _/]RS |Z-szwdz.

The results about Gaussian integrals involving an absolute value function derived in [15,
Theorem 2.1] therefore ensure that

T 2 12

2 /°° [1 ~ det(I — 2itM)~7 + det(I + 2z'tM)—§] dt
0

Now a straightforward computation yields the formula in the statement. O

4.3. The case s < % We are ready to compute the asymptotics for the number of critical
points when s < %:

Lemma 4.8. Ifs < %,

EN(Vu, R)
L
with
11 1—2s ezl
_ 1 4,
K(s) T 31 ( )+ 2123 (2m)32 (4.9)
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Proof. Let us compute the matrix ¥(r). From Equation (4.7) and the asymptotic formulas
for sums of Bessel functions recorded in Corollary 3.7, it follows that

2(r) = %(r) + R(r),
where the leading contribution is
22573 (5 — 25)r4—28 0 T (% — s) r2—2s
I(3—s)? , VT (3 —s)
3 2—2s
YO(r) = 0 M 0
, Vil (3~ s)
I (% — 3) r2—2s 0 3I' (% — 3) P28
V7l (3 — s) 2/l (3 —s)

and the error is bounded as

Rjp(r) = o(1)E9,(r) .
Here and in what follows, o(1) denotes a quantity that tends to zero as r — oo.
Let us define

I(’l“, Z) = 2%213(7") — Z%ZQQ(T) + 2321 \/211 (7“)233(’1") — 213(7")2’ (4.10)

and note that, by the formula for (r) and the asymptotics for weighted sums of Bessel
functions presented in Corollary 3.7,

Log9rE-2s)"
I(3—s) '

V1 (1) Ss3(r) — Bis(r)2 ~ r2 a2 (2 — ) (F (

Likewise, the quantity

o(r) = 311 (r)Saa(r) (4.11)

Finally, the integral

1 g2l
I(r):= W » I(z,r)wdz (4.12)

can be then estimated, as a consequence of Lemmas 4.4 and 4.7 and of the preceding asymp-
totic bounds, as

)

Z(r) ~ H;_S)r

where k(s) is defined as in the statement. Thus, the integral formula in Lemma 4.3 ensures
that

R
EN(Vu, R) ~ 2/0 K(s)rdr = k(s) R*.
g

In the next lemma, we analyze the behavior of the positive constant x(s) (which is written
simply as k(s) in the statement of Theorem 1.1), for s < % The key idea is to obtain an
easier characterization of this constant as a one-dimensional integral. Interestingly, the global
maximum of x(s) is attained at s = 0, that is, in the classical case of random waves with a
translation-invariant covariance kernel. In Figure 2 we have plotted x(s) for the first region
of s < 1/2 using the next lemma.
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K(s)

0.41

031

0.1

- iO —‘8 —‘6 —‘4 —‘2 0
FIGURE 2.

Lemma 4.9. The function k(s) is smooth, strictly increasing on s € (—00,0), and strictly
decreasing on (0, 3). Furthermore,

21
lim r(s) = \/;77’ SEI—noo k(s) =0.

-
s—3

Proof. The limiting values can be computed directly from the formula for k(s). Indeed, the
(somewhat surprising) fact that x(s) — 0 as s — —oo is obvious in view of Equation (4.9),

and as is the limit
1 2
) |2123] e~ 21 \/51
lim k(s :/ dz =14/ =-—.
53 ) re V6 (2m)3/2 37

To analyze the behavior of (s) for intermediate values of s, we use Lemma 4.7 to rewrite (4.9)
as

©1— 10
a(s) = 2/ a(s,t) czos 5P(s,t) "
™ Jo t
with
a(s,t) = Vo %) 271/4°
[(1—25)t6 4 (8(2 — 5)%2 + 6(1 — 5)t2)° ]
2t (—6s 4 iv/1 — 2st + 6)
O(s,t) := arg (4 + (4= 25)2 .
Note that
3t2 (16(2 — )% + t* + 12(1 — s)¢?
asa(s’t) — 4s ( ( 3) + + ( S) )

23 ((1 - 25)16 + (8(2 — )° +6(1 - s)t2)2>5/4 ’

A 3t (—4s +t* +8)
S
2v/1 — 25 (8(2 — 5)2 4 6(1 — 5)t2)*

Ostan ®(s,t) = —
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because

V1= 2st?
8(2— )2 +6(1 — s)t?

®(s,t) = arctan < ) = arctan tan ®(s, t).

Using that the polynomials appearing on the numerators are all positive for ¢ > 0 and s < %,
it follows that x'(s)/s < 0 for all s € (—00,0) U (0, 5). The result then follows. O

Remark 4.10. In the case s = 0, where x(s) attains its maximum, we recover the well-known
asymptotic formula (see Appendix B) for the expected number of critical points:
2 2] —1z2
2i +2v22321 — 2 2| 1
m(o):/ |21 +2v22521 = 24 o7 dz= —— =0,2886...
. 3 er 2 93

where we have used that for s = 0 the integral above becomes

1_ 2 _ 2
2 /°° V-L4se416 /132416 g L
0

™

2 23

4.4. The case s = % We shall next show that, in spite of the appearance of logarithmic

terms in the formulas, the asymptotic behavior in the case s = % coincides with the limit as

s — %+ of the formula derived in Lemma 4.8.

21
EN(Vu, R) ~ \/;WRQ.

Proof. From Equation (4.7) and Corollary 3.7, we infer that in the case s = %, we can write

Lemma 4.11. For s = %,

»(r) = X%(r) + R(r)

where
o,
3 3
Yry=1 o0 g
4r 3 4logr
3 r
and the error is bounded as R;;(r) = Z% (r)o(1). Therefore,

V/E11(r) B33 (r) — B3 (r)Z ~ %rw .

Likewise, the function o(r) defined in (4.11) satisfies

16logr
o(r) ~ .
Plugging these formulas in (4.12), we obtain
() Tng |z123]67%‘z|2dz |2
' V6 (27m)3/2 V32’
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4.5. The case 5 < s < S. We shall next show that, in the regime 2 <s< 2, the expected
number of cr1tlcal points contalned in a large disk also grows like the area. The associated
proportionality constant, which we denote by £(s), turns out to be smooth on (—oco, $)U(3, 3)
but only continuous at s = %

Lemma 4.12. For 3 < s < 3, then EN(Vu, R) ~ r(s)R* with

Proof. By Equation (4.7) and Corollary 3.7, %(r) = 3°(r) + R(r) with

225=3p4=25T (5 — 25) P22 (% — s)

0

I3 —s)? 2-2sT (3 ) m
$0(r) = 0 I —\%7d) 0
Val(3 —s)
i (R : e
VA3 =) wr (4 = 2)sin(2r) + 4)

and Rij = X;(r) o(1). Therefore, as 4 — 4s < 3 — 2s,

s — 1) r3-25¢(25)0(5 — 2s)
VE11(r)Sss(r) — Sas(r \/>\/ ['(3—s)2 ((45 —2)sin(2r) +4%)

Similarly, and using the same notation as in the last two subsections,

4r1725¢(25)T(3 — 2s) ((4° — 2) sin(2r) + 45)
(2 — 5)?

a(r) ~

One can then plug these formulas in (4.12) to find

r 225 (1 — 2-25) (3 — 2s) e‘é‘zl?
T(r) ~
(r) m(1+(1 —21—25)sin27“)\/ (4—28 / 1l e (2m) 3/2

As 2'72% < 1, this immediately implies

4 [2725(1—2-25)(3—-2s) [ r
N ~ = dr.
(Vu, R) 77\/ (4 2s) /0 1+ (1—21-25)sm2r

As
/Wl,dr: T (4.13)
o 1+bsin2r V1 — b2
for all |b| < 1, the formula of the statement now follows using Lemma 4.6. O

Remark 4.13. It follows from Lemmas 4.8, 4.11 and 4.12 that x(s) € C®°((—o0, ) U (3, 3]),
and that (s) is Lipschitz at s = 1 but not C*. It also follows that
lim k(s) = lim k(s)=0.

S§—>—00 S‘)%_



CRITICAL POINT ASYMPTOTICS 29

4.6. The case s = % Here we shall see that the expected number of critical points contained
in a ball of large radius does not grow like the area of the ball any longer:

Lemma 4.14. If s = %,

Proof. The argument is essentially as before. Using Corollary 3.7 and Equation (4.7), one
can write X(r) = o%(r) + R(r), with

41
ar 0 8T
”
1 41
Sy ==| 0 8T 0
v r
4logr 0 7¢(3)
r 4r + 3rsin 2r
and R;; = E?j (r) o(r?). Hence, keeping track of the errors using Lemmas 4.4-4.5 as before,
7¢(3)
Yi1(r)X - 2 T
V1 (r)Pas(r) = Sa(r) 3sin2r +4°
C 3)logr(3sin2r +4
oty L logrBsizr +4)

This readily implies

T VT
I(T’) ~ . )
Viogr 2 (3sin2r + 4)
so Lemma 4.3 ensures that the expected number of critical points satisfies

2\[ r
R) dr.
N (v, / 4+381n27' Viogr "

The asymptotic behavior of this mtegral is

/R 1 T / L R?
T~ T= .
» 44 3sin2r/logr 2m\/log R Jo 4+ 3sin2r 2y/7log R
by Lemma 4.6, so the result follows. ]

4.7. The case 5 < s < 2. The analysis of the large R asymptotics presents no new diffi-
culties:

Lemma 4.15. For 3 < s <3, EN(Vu, R) ~ r(s)R?* with

228-’-2,’,.*—8 (45-1)I'(5—2s) p
E(S) — \/ ¢(2s— 2) / T

73/2(7 — 28)T — 2)sin(2r) + 45) /45 — (45 — 8)sin(2r)

See Figure 3.

Proof. Arguing as before, one finds that ¥(r) = X%(r) + R(r) with

722531 (5—25)rd—2s 0 23-25¢(25—2)(232°~3sin 2r—5)
I'(3—s)? r((2T-25—1)sin 2r—1)
0 26-25(22725_1)((25—2) 0

(23=25—1)rsin2r+r
28-23((25—2)(2372°—3sin 2r—5) 0 24252725 —1)((2s)
r((21-25—1)sin2r—1) r((21-25—1)sin2r—1)

»O(r) =

1
s
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K(s)
10

1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 24

FIGURE 3
and R;j = Z% (r)o(1). This readily leads to the expression

7(r) ~ (24 ) \/ (@~ T2
VL (3 = 8) (45 — 2) sin(2r) + 45) | {(2s — 2) (45 — (45 — 8) sin(2r)) ’

which implies

4 (2% 2 .
N(Vu, R) ~ (2 ))\/(4 ~DI(G—2s)

Vrl(3 — ((2s —2)
R 7,5—3
X / . - dr
o ((4%5 —2)sin(2r) + 4%) (45 — (45 — 8) sin(2r))
Applying Lemma 4.6 once again, one obtains the desired formula. U

4.8. The case s = g The next lemma shows that at this regularity level, there is another

transition in the asymptotic behavior of the expected number of critical points of u:

Lemma 4.16. If s = 2, EN(Vu,R) ~ /isR\/logR with

/ 31 dr
~ (0.497339.
/ (16 + 15sin2r)/4 — 3sin 2r

Proof. Arguing as before, one find that X(r) = X%(r) + R(r) with

R
ol

4logr 0 ¢(3)(12sin2r + 19)
r r(15sin2r + 16)
1 7¢(3)
(r) ==
(r) ™ 0 4r — 3rsin 2r X

¢(3)(12sin 2r + 19) . 31¢(5)
r(15sin2r + 16) 64r + 60r sin 2r
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and R;;(r) = Z?j (r)o(1). This eventually yields the asymptotic formula

2 1 V1
I(r) ~ = 3 ogr

72\ ¢(3) (16 + 15sin 2r)\/4 — 3sin 21’

which implies

N(Vu, R) 31 / Viogr d
u, r
(16 + 15sin2r)+/4 — 3sin 2r

by Lemmas 4.3 and 4.5. Lemma 4.6 then yields the desired asymptotic behavior. O

4.9. The case s > g In this regime, the proof goes as before, showing that the expected
number of critical points contained in a large ball grows asymptotically like the radius. How-
ever, the explicit formulas one obtains for the proportionality constant are extremely cum-
bersome.

Lemma 4.17. For s > g, there exists an explicit constant k(s) > 0 such that

N(Vu,R) ~ k(s)R.

Proof. As in the previous cases, let us write (1) = X°(r) + R with R;; = X°(R) o(1) and

23-25((25—2)(2572°—3sin 2r—5)

) E(r) ( 0 ) (T2 T)sin2r—1
0/,.\ _ 20-25(22-25 _1)¢(25—2)
)Y (T) - . 0 T (2325 1)sin2r+1 0

2325((25—2)(2372°—3sin 2r—5)
(21=25—1)sin2r—1

24—2s (2725_1)C(2s)

0 (21=25—1)sin2r—1

Here

4 (2872 — 1) cos?(2r)¢(2s — 2)?
¢(2s) ((21728 — 1) sin2r — 1)

Sii(r) =4¢(2s —4) ((2°7%* — 1) sin2r + 1) +

Note that all the nonzero matrix components are exactly of order 1/r. While this fact does
not make the problem any harder from a conceptual point of view, it leads to cumbersome
expressions for the various quantities appearing in the equations.

Specifically, it is not hard to show that

16¢(2s — 2)¢(2s) (2172 — 1) sin2r — 1) ((2°7% — 1) sin2r + 1)
. :

o(r)~— .

Plugging this formula in the expression for I(r, z), one finds that

—3l21?

e
Z(r) ~ /RS |Az? 4+ B224+2C 21 29| ——7 (2n)72 dz
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where the constants

N

1
o= [g(zs —2)¢(28)[14+(1 — 2172%) sin 2] [1 + (2372 — 1) sin 2]
T
52372543 sin 2r
1—(1—21-28%)sin2r’
22—25 -1
14 (23725 —1)sin2r’

A:=0a27%((2s - 2)

B = a2¥7%((2s — 2)

azfsfl
X
1+(1 — 21728 sin 2r

X [(1 —2729)¢(25 — 4)C(28)[1+(1 — 2'72) sin 2¢][1 + (—1+2°2) sin 2]

1
2

+¢(25 — 2)2[—(1 = 272)(1 — 2572%)2 cos? 2r — 2729(25% — 3sin2r — 5)5]2]

are smooth functions of sin 27.
Lemma 4.7 then shows that

Z(r) ~ F(s,sin2r)

for some explicit smooth function of the form

F(s,sin2r) = — 2

2 /Oo 1— a(t,s,sin2r) cos 3®(t, s,sin 2r) it
T Jo

Since

NI

a(t, s,sin2r) = [(1 +4B*?)[(1+ 4C%t%)* + 4A2t2ﬂ e
for all  and all ¢ > 0, it stems that
F(s,8in2r)> 0.
Lemmas 4.3, 4.5 and 4.6 then ensure that
EN(Vu,R) ~ k(s)R
with
k(s) == /07r F(s,sin2r)dr.

0

One can now read the asymptotic behavior of EN(Vu, R) in any regularity regime from
the lemmas that we have established in this section. Theorem 1.1 is therefore proven.

5. ASYMPTOTICS FOR THE NUMBER OF CRITICAL POINTS IN THE HIGH REGULARITY CASE

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.3. As all along this paper, we shall take
the definition (4.1) for the Gaussian random function w.
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5.1. Some non-probabilistic lemmas. Before presenting the proof of this theorem, we
need to prove a few auxiliary results that do not use the fact that v and f are random
functions. Specifically, these lemmas concern solutions to the Helmholtz equation on R? of
the form

o(z) = /T e E®) g(8) do

where g € H™(T) for a certain real m and the standard embedding E : T — R? is given
by (1.2).

We start by recalling the following result on the asymptotic behavior of v, which we
proved in [10, Proposition 2.2 and Remark 3.2]. In what follows, we will denote the real and
imaginary parts of a function g by gr and g, respectively.

Lemma 5.1. If m > 9/2, for r > 1 one has

v = (SF> : [91(9) sin(r — §) 4+ gr(0) cos(r — §) + Rl] ,

Oyv = (8”) *[1(68) cos(r — %) — gn(6) sin(r — F) + Ra]
Opv = <8;T> : [g{(&) sin(r — §) + gg(0) cos(r — ) + 7?,3] ,

where the errors are bounded as

IR1| + |VR1| + [V*R1| + |Ra| + R3] <

S| =

The following theorem provides very precise asymptotic information about the critical
points of v:

Lemma 5.2. Assume that m > 9/2, that g does not vanish on T, and that all the critical
points of |g| are non-degenerate. If ¢* is a critical point of |g|, then for each large enough

positive integer n there exists a critical point (r,0%) of v such that

* * * * 1
6" = O3] + |70 + F + arg gl6") —ra| S

Conversely, if (r*,0%) is a critical point of v, there is some critical point ¢* of |g| such that

1
0" = 0" S — .
.

Proof. Let us consider the function
V :=Re [g(@)eii(rfg)] = g1(0) sin(r — §) + gr(0) cos(r — 7),
whose critical points (r*, 6*) are the solutions to the equations
sk T i(px_ T
Im [g(@*)e_z(r _4)] =0, Re [g'(@*)e_l(r _4)] =0.

Writing g = |g|e?®®9, an elementary calculation shows that (r*,0*) is a critical point of V if
and only if r* = arg g(6*) + § +7n for some integer n and Re[g(6*)g'(0*)] = 0. As g does not
vanish on T, the latter condition simply means that 0* is a critical point of |g|. Furthermore,
the Hessian of V' at the critical points is

p el —lg(6)] 19(6%)|(arg ) (6°)
DV, o) = (=1) <|g<e*>|<argg>'<9*> \g\"(a*)—\gw*)H(argg)'w*)P)'
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Therefore,
det D*V (r*,6%) = —|g(6%)| |9]"(6") # 0 (5.1)
because the critical points of |g| are, by hypothesis, nondegenerate.

Let us now consider the function

F(r,0) :== DV (r,0) — <8T> %Dv(r,ﬂ),

™

where DV := (0,V,0gV'). Lemma 5.1 ensures that
1
F(r0) + IDF(r,0)| < .

As the critical points of V' are uniformly non-degenerate by (5.1), Thom’s isotopy theorem (as
stated, e.g., in [8]) ensures that v has a critical point at a distance at most C'/n to each of the
critical points (7*,0%) of V' as described above, provided that n is large enough. Furthermore,
the asymptotic formulas for Dv presented in Lemma 5.1 guarantee that all critical points of v
that are far enough from the origin must be of this form. The lemma is then proven. 0

5.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. As s > 5, Proposition 2.2 ensures that f € H¥(T) almost
surely for some s’ > %. Therefore, if one can prove that, with probability 1, f does not vanish
on T and all the critical points of |f| are nondegenerate, Theorem 1.3 will follow as an easy
consequence of Lemma 5.2.

Proving the first part of this assertion is completely standard, but the second part is
quite harder. In both cases, the proof relies on Bulinskaya’s lemma, which one can state as
follows [3, Proposition 6.11]:

Lemma 5.3 (Bulinskaya). Let Y : T — R? be a random function that is of class C*(T)
almost surely. For each ¢ € T, assume that the random variable Y (¢) has a probability
density py(g) : R? — [0,00) that is bounded in some fized neighborhood of the origin. Then

P{Y(¢) =0 for some p € T} =0.
Armed with Bulinskaya’s lemma, it is easy to show that, almost surely, f does not vanish:
Lemma 5.4. With probability 1, f does not vanish on T.
Proof. By the definition of u, cf. Equations (4.1) and (1.5), Y(¢) := (fr(9), fi(¢)) is a

Gaussian random field Y : T — R? with zero mean. The covariance of Y (¢) can be computed
just as in Lemma 4.1, obtaining the nondegenerate matrix

- - _ —2 l_2s 0
VaT(e) ~BF@ e Tl = (T ZpeetT L0 )=

Therefore, Y (¢) has a bounded probability density function

exp (—%y : E‘ly)
27 (det 30)1/2

Py (¢) (y) ==

on R? because X is a nondegenerate matrix. Lemma 5.3 then ensures that Y does not vanish
with probability 1. As the zeros of Y and f obviously coincide, the lemma follows. O

The crux of the proof of Theorem 1.3 is to show that the critical points of |f| are nonde-
generate. This is not direct because |f| is not a Gaussian variable, and showing that it has
a bounded probability density requires some work. The main ingredient of the proof is the
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estimate we present in the following lemma. The proof is somewhat involved, so we have
relegated it to the next subsection in order to streamline the presentation of the proof of
Theorem 1.3. To state the auxiliary result, we will write points in RS as

z=(7,7") € R* x R?
with 2’ := (21, 22, 23, 24) and 2" := (25, 2g).
Lemma 5.5. Consider the nonnegative rational function on R® given by

(25 — 2123)%  [(25 — 2123)% + 23 (2124 + 25 — 2))?

Q) = |2+ 2Bl g . (5.2)
%2 22
For any constant ¢ > 0,
e—cQ(2)
sup / 5 dz < oo.
‘Z”K% R4 )

Assuming for the moment that this technical lemma holds, proving that the critical points
of | f| are nondegenerate almost surely is straightforward:

Lemma 5.6. With probability 1, all the critical points of |f| are nondegenerate.

Proof. Let us start by noting that
A= 3(f17) =Re f f' = fafa+ fifi.
Differentiating this identity, we obtain
A"+ (2 =Re Ff7"+ |1 = fofi + il + (fR)* + (f)?

Therefore, all the critical points of |f| are nondegenerate if and only if

Y= (fofh + Afl frfe + A+ (R + () T — R
does not vanish.

As Y € C%*(T) almost surely because s > 5, in order to apply Bulinskaya’s lemma we
only need to show that Y (¢) has a probability density that is bounded in a neighborhood of
the origin. The random variable Y (¢) is obviously not Gaussian, so in order to compute its
density we need to argue in an indirect way.

The starting point is the fact that the 2-jet of f,

Z = (fR7 fI7 fll%a fIlu f//7 I//) ’

defines a Gaussian random variable Z : T — RS with zero mean. Its variance
Var Z(¢) := E[Z(¢) © Z(¢)],
which does not depend on ¢, can be computed from the definition
1 17— il
F(9) = 5 S dtali] e
140

by arguing just as in the proof of Lemma 4.1. It turns out that Var Z(¢) = 3, where ¥ is
the 6 x 6 matrix

ao 0 0 0 —=bp O
0 agz 0 0 0 —=b
s_| 0 0 b 0 0 0
' 0 0 0 b O 0 ’
—bg 0 0 0 Co 0
0 —bl 0 0 0 C1
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where
o o o0
@i = 7T_2 Z Gi2+2m’ bi = 7T_2 Z O-i2+2m(i + 2m)2 ’ G = 7['_2 Z O-i2+2m(i + 2m)4
m=0 m=0 m=0
and we have set o; := |l[|7% for [ # 0 and op := 0. We have chosen to write this formula in

terms of g; so that it is apparent that the result only uses the asymptotic properties of the
sequence o;. Note that these sums are all convergent because s > 5.

The determinant of X is
det ¥ = boby (b — aoco) (b — arer) -

As a;c; > b? strictly by the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality, the matrix X is invertible. Therefore,
for each ¢ € T, the probability density distribution of Z(¢) is given by the Gaussian function

g(2) == (27) 3(det B) " 2e 27 E 7' ¢ O (RS).
Consider now the map H : RS — RS given by
H(2) = (21,22, 23, 25, 2123 + 2224, 2125 + 2226 + 23 + 23 - (5.3)

This map is invertible outside the hyperplane {z9 = 0}, with inverse

2 2
N % T A1 %5 — Z1% 2124 + 25 — 2
H 1(z) = <21722’23’ M,%_( 5 31 3) 2174 3 6) 7
Z9 22 29
and its corresponding Jacobian determinant is det VH1(2) = — z2_2_ Therefore, the proba-

bility density distribution of the random variable H[Z(¢)] is obtained by pulling back with
the map H the probability distribution of Z(¢):

puizo)(2) = | det VH(2)| g[H(2)] = @m) (et D) H 252600 (5.0
with Qu(2) :== H 1(2) - S 1H1(2).
Now let H : RS — R? denote the last two components of the map (5.3), that is,
I:T(z) = (Z12’3 + 2924, 2125 + 2926 + zg + zZ) .
As the random variables Y (¢) and Z(¢) are related by
Y(9) = H[Z(9)],
it then follows from (5.4) that the density of Y (¢) is given by the marginal distribution

Py (o) (Z") = /R4 pHz(s)(2) A2

Now notice that the function Q(z) defined in (5.2) is simply
Q(z) = [H(2).

As the matrix X is positive definite, therefore there is a positive constant ¢ > 0 such that

—cQ(2)
PY(¢)(Z”) 5/ ‘

R4 22

dz' .

Lemma 5.5 then ensures that SUP| |1 pY(qﬁ)(/Z’/ ) < 1. Lemma 5.3 then guarantees that the
2
random function Y does not vanish on T almost surely, and the theorem follows. O

Theorem 1.3 is then proven, modulo the proof of Lemma 5.5, which we will address next.
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5.3. Proof of the main technical lemma. Let us now present the proof of Lemma 5.5.
To make the exposition clearer, we will divide the proof in three steps.

5.3.1. The integral I. The first step is to rewrite the integral

—cQ(z)
I = / 672612’/
R* 2

in a more convenient way. For this, let us set
%123 — %5
0= 2123 — 25, TiI= -
22

The map 2’ — (o, T, 23, 24) is invertible outside the hyperplane z3 = 0 and the set 7 = 0. In
terms of these variables, the integral reads as

e_ch
I:/ dodr dzs dzy
R

1 |oz3]
with
2 2
T(0+ 2 etz
Q1= Qs+ 22 [1 + <(95)> ] £ 2y(r? 4 23— ) 255
0z3 0°z3
2 2 2 2 2
T(7° + 25 — 2 +z
QQ::z§+T2+92+< ( 5 6)> +<Q 5) : (5.5)
T 0 z3
As ()1 is a second order polynomial in z4, one can explicitly integrate in this variable, ob-
taining
) \f e dodr d
ear azs,
B (/02235 + 72(0 + 25)°
with

2 2 2 2 2
9 9 0 T23(T° + 25 — 26) o+ z5
=34+ S 4 (=
@ 3 72 ((z%gQ + 72(0 + 25)2)1/2 z3

Let us now consider polar coordinates (o,a) € Rt x T, defined as
23 =: 0cCOSQ, T=:0s8ina.
Still denoting by @2 the expression of (5.5) in these variables, and similarly with the other
functions @}, we get
2 2

. 2

25\ 2 — zg) sin «

QQZ%CSCQCM+(9+ 5) se02a+02—|—<0(0 o) >
o o 0

This enables us to write

\f 7 e do dad
I= / / / odadp.
Vo2 cos?a + (o + z5)2sin? a ¢

As |2 < %, the denominator is nonzero for |g| > 1, so one obviously has

27 *CQ:& o2
/ / / dadadg<// + 2)d0d9<1
R\[-1,1] Vo2cos2a+ (o + 25)2sin’ a

We can then write

2 7CQ3 ~
I<1+/ / / > dodado=:1+1. (5.6)
Vo?cos?a+ (o + z5)2sin’ a
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5.3.2. The case zs = 0. Let us start by assuming that z5 = 0, so that

2 2

_ 1 2w poo ,—cQ3 1 27 poo 67002709_202(027%)2 sin® a cos® «
I:/ / / dadad@<2/ / / dodadp.
-1J0 Jo o] 0 Jo J-oo 0

The integral in p can be computed in terms of the incomplete Gamma function

'\ x) ::/ t* e tat,

obtainin
& . 2w poo 9
I< / / e T'[0, co?(0% — 25)? sin? accos® a] do da .
0

—00

Then the bound .
'0,z) <log <2 + x> ,

valid for all z > 0, immediately implies that

2w poo
~ 1
sup I < ~log (2 + doda <1 5.7
It N/o /_006 g< 002(02—1/2)231n2a0032a> 7~ (5.7)

‘ze|<%

when z5 = 0.

5.3.3. The case z5 # 0. In view of the estimate (5.7), from now on, we shall assume that
z5 # 0. Let us now define the new variable g := —p/z5, in terms of which the integral I reads

as
_ 1/|zs] 2w 00 €_CQ4
Ig/ / / —~ do dadp.
1/l Jo Jo S(0,@)

\/g2 cos2a + (o + z5)2sin? a = |25/ S(g, )

Here we have used that

with

S(0,a) := \/,_52 cos?2a+ (6 — 1)2sin’ a
and ()4 is defined as

2 2

o%(0? — z)? .
————— sin“ a.cos” o

235(8, )’

Let us fix some small € > 0 and define the sets

Q1:=0"+

Mo :={(p,a) : |o| <e, |sinal <e}, Mi ={(g,a): |o0—1| <e, |cosa| <e}.
Since S(0,«) = 1 for (9, ) & My U My (not uniformly in €), let us consider the set
1 1
Mo = ((———,— | xT|\(MogUM
2= (o ) *T) Vot

and split the above integral as

- (o] (o) (o] ~ - -
I:/ / +/ / +/ / = Io+h+1s.
Mo J0O My JO Mz JO

To estimate fo, observe that M consists of two connected components, which are contained
in |g] < € and either |a] < Ce or |a — w| < Ce, respectively. It is easy to see that both
contributions to the integral are of the same size, so we will just consider the first. To

analyze it, let us use the bound
S(6,a) 2 V&*+ a2,
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which clearly holds for (g,a) € M{, to write

e Q4
IO / / / da dadp
e S

dodadp.

S

Once can now introduce a new set of polar coordinates
0=:rcosf3, a=:rsinf,

which yields

_ Ce p2m  poo )
I0§/ / / e 7 dodfdr < 1.
0 0 0

An analogous argument for My, where |g — 1| < € and either |a — 5| < Ce or |a — 37”\ < Ck¢,
shows that B
L <1.

2 (0) on Ms, where (z) == (1+ )% the

~v

It only remains to bound I,. As S(3,a)
Japanese bracket, we can write

1/|zs| 2m oo 1 —co2—cZ\T —E6) 2(" fzﬁg sin? a cos? a -
Iz §5(20) do da dp
—1/|zs]

1/‘Z5| 7r/2 o0 1 —ca 22 % %6/ 2(02_%% sin? o cos? a 5
=4 55(20) dodadp.
—1/lzs]

As cos? asin? a = 1 sin?(2a) and sina > « for |a| < Z, the integral in « can be estimated as
1 ~ 2

/2 —CM sin? o cos? a /2 —002(0?7_26)2 sin? (2a
/ o 2502 dev </ e =25(2)? ( )doz
0 0
w/4 _CUQ(U?—ZGF in2(2 2 _ -1
_ 2/ e 2252 O (20) do < <U(U _ ~26)> ’
0 255(0)
where S(g) == 9°> + (1 — §)%. Here we have used that for ¢ > 0

w/4 e
/ 6—02x2d$: ﬁEI‘f(4) §<C>_1,
0

2c
where Erf is the error function. Since |zg| < 3, this yields
1/|zs| o2 -1
e ) e
1]z 255(2)

255(0)]
dod
/ / (22 4 0?) %(Q +(Q+Z5> +0%(0? — 26)%)1/2 7

// F T T e e

where we have used that if z5 = ap
- 2
(Z5S(Q)) PP+ (p+a)? a*+2a+2

= = <C
p? + 22 p? + 22 a? +1




40 ALBERTO ENCISO, DANIEL PERALTA-SALAS, AND ALVARO ROMANIEGA

for some C' > 0 and for all a € R. To integrate in o, we need that

L 1
/—1 \/((a+p)2+p2)+bdp
1 (ﬁ\/(a—2)a+b+2—a+2) (ﬂ\/a(a+2)+b+2+a+2)
=508 a? + 2b

Using that |z5| < 5 we conclude

2
(x/ix/4aﬁ — 40t + o2+ 13 + 5)
d
202 (1 — 202)?

I §/ e % log o
0

Thus, we obtain the bound N

IQ S 17
from the fact that the logarithmic singularities at ¢ = 0 and ¢ = 1/4/2 are integrable.
Lemma 5.5 in then proven.
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APPENDIX A. MONOCHROMATIC WAVES WITH MANY NONDEGENERATE CRITICAL POINTS

In this Appendix we aim to prove that there exist solutions to the Helmholtz equation
Av+ov=0
on the plane with many isolated critical points. Specifically, let
N*(Vu,R) := {z € Bg: Vv(z) =0, det V*v(z) # 0}

be the number of nondegenerate critical points of v contained in the ball of radius R. One
can then prove the following:

Proposition A.1. Given any continuous function p : R? :— R™T, there exists a solution to
the Helmholtz equation on R? such that

N*(Vv,R) > p(R)
for all R > 1.

Proof. Without any loss of generality, let us assume that the function p is increasing. Take
a set of distinct points {zx }ren C R? without any accumulation points such that

#{k € N:xy, € Bg} > p(R+ 3) (A1)

for all R > %. At each point xj, consider the number

L. :
T 1= 8m1n{1,j611\11{f{’k} |z — mj|} ,
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which is positive because the set {xj}ren does not have any accumulation points.

The function vg(z) = Jo(Jz — zx|) satisfies the Helmholtz equation on the plane and
71, is a nondegenerate maximum of vy (in fact, D?vi(x;) = —%I). Therefore, the implicit
function theorem ensures that there exists some 5 > 0 such that any function v with ||vy —
Vl|c2(B(zg,2r)) < €k has a nondegenerate local maximum inside the ball B(zy,7;). Notice
that B(xy, 2r;) N B(xz;,2r;) =0 if k # j.

The better-than-uniform global approximation theorem for the Helmholtz equation 8,
Lemma 7.2] ensures that there exists a solution v to the Helmholtz equation on R? such that

Vg — U
sup l|v ||02(B(xk-,2rk)) <1.

keN Ek

One then infers that v has a nondegenerate critical point in each disk B(z, 7). The prop-
erty (A.1) then ensures that N*(Vu, R) > p(R) for all R > 1, as claimed. O

Remark A.2. The result and the proof remain valid in higher dimensions. The only modi-
fication is that, on R™, one must define vi(z) := |z — $k|1_5,]%,1(|x — k).

Remark A.3. The function v may not be polynomially bounded at infinity, so v does not
need to have a Fourier transform. In particular, it does not need to be the Fourier transform
of a distribution supported on the unit sphere.

APPENDIX B. THE TRANSLATION-INVARIANT CASE

In this Appendix we shall see why the evaluation of the Kac—Rice integral that gives the
asymptotic behavior of EN(Vu, R) (cf. Lemma 4.3) is so much easier in the translation-
invariant case (that is, when s = 0 following Remark 4.2).

In the translation-invariant case, it is easy to work directly in Cartesian coordinates, instead
of using polar coordinates. This is because all one needs to know about u in order to apply
the Kac-Rice formula are expectation values of the form E[0%u(z) d%u(x)], where «, 3 are
multiindices of order at most 2. These quantities can be computed exactly using that, as
discussed in Remark 4.2, for s = 0 the covariance kernel is (up to a normalizing constant)

K(z,2') = Jo(|lz — 2'|) = /Tezf'(“” do(¢). (B.1)
Indeed, taking derivatives in this expression one finds that

B0 u(e) 'uta)) = i [ ¢ ante).
The last integral can be computed in closed form because [12]

/ﬂ‘ga dU(é) - {g_l [H§:1 F(QJTH)] /P(MT—’Q) if Qaq, Qg are evell,

otherwise.

These formulas readily show that E[0;u Ogu] = 0, so Vu and V2u are independent Gaussian
random functions, and that the covariance matrices of the first and second derivatives of u
are

1 1
Var Vu(z) = 5[, Var V2u(z) = 3

_ o W
SO = O
w o =
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Again, we have regarded V?u as a 3-component vector. By the Kac-Rice formula, these
expressions are enough to show

2 2./9 _ .2 —l|z|2
IEN(Vu,R):ﬂRQ/ |2 +2v2212 — 2] e k(0)R? (B.2)

dz —
R3 87T (271')3/2 §
as in Remark 4.10.

In polar coordinates, one sees essentially the same simplifications. The point is that it

suffices to differentiate the addition formula
o

g(r,r',0) := Jo(\/r2 + 12 — 2r1r' cos §) = Z eJi(r)Jy(r') cos b,
=0
where € := 2 — d; ¢ is Neumann’s factor, to compute in closed form all the sums appearing in
the Kac—Rice formula (Lemma 4.3). Incidentally, the addition formula is equivalent to the
assertion that the covariance matrix of w is (B.1), written in polar coordinates. For example,

Z ElJl(T)2 = 9(73 T, 0) =1 )
=0
- ! 2 1
Z ElJl (T) = 87497«/9(7”, r, O) = 5 )
=0
fe'e) ) . 1 9 r
> alrJi(r)J](r) = —50:09(r,1,0) = 7,
=0
o r2(4 + 3r?
S attaitr)? = ojglr,r.0) = “EEI.
=0

These formulas are exact and easy to obtain, as one does not need to carry out the hard
frequency analysis that constitutes the core of this paper. Of course, one can plug the values
of these sums in Lemma 4.3 to readily recover the formula (B.2) for the expected number of
critical points.
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