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Abstract

A Wick rotation in the lapse (not in time) is introduced that interpolates
between Riemannian and Lorentzian metrics on real manifolds admitting
a co-dimension one foliation. The definition refers to a fiducial foliation
but covariance under foliation changing diffeomorphisms is ensured. In
particular, the resulting complex metrics are admissible in the sense of
Kontsevich-Segal in all (fiducial and non-fiducial) foliations. This setting
is used to construct a Wick rotated heat semigroup, which remains well-
defined into the near Lorentzian regime. Among the results established
for the Wick rotated version are: (i) Existence as an analytic semigroup
uniquely determined by its sectorial generator. (ii) Construction of an inte-
gral kernel that is jointly smooth in the semigroup time and both spacetime
arguments. (iii) Existence of an asymptotic expansion for the kernel’s di-
agonal in (shifted) powers of the semigroup time whose coefficients are the
Seeley-deWitt coefficients evaluated on the complex metrics. (iv) Emer-
gence of a Schrödinger evolution group in the strict Lorentzian limit. The
toolbox includes local regularity results for admissible complex metrics.
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1. Introduction

For field theories on curved non-stationary backgrounds the notion of a Wick rotation is
problematic. The proposed approaches include: rank one deformations [6, 45], complex
analytic metrics [34, 20, 48], and Vielbein formulations [31, 43, 29, 46]. They have
different range of applicability, limitations, and occasionally overlap. For example,
a Wick rotation in time may be limited to purely electric metrics [25]; much of the
Vielbein analysis is so far pointwise without change of chart. A recent survey [1]
deems none of the existing proposals fully satisfactory.

Here we explore a notion of a Wick rotation on 1+d dimensional real smooth manifolds
M that admit a codimension-one foliation t 7→ Σt into d dimensional leaves which are
level surfaces T = t of a scalar function T . Importantly, the atlas of charts of the
manifold M are kept real and merely some of the metric components are complexified.
The diffeomorphism group changing charts remains real throughout (and we take it to
consist of smooth maps connected to the identity that are orientation- and boundary
preserving). In adapted coordinates yµ = (t, xa) the Lorentzian and Euclidean metrics
to be related may then be parameterized according to

ds2
ǫg

= gǫg

µν(y)dyµdyν = ǫgN
2dt2 + gab(dx

a +Nadt)(dxb +N bdt) , (1.1)

where N is the lapse, Na the shift, and gab the metric on Σt. We collect these fields
into a triple (N,Na, gab)ǫg , where the subscript indicates the signature of the metric
reconstructed from these data. The sign of the signature parameter ǫg = ±1 cannot be
flipped along a real path in [−1, 1] without encountering degenerate metrics. Instead,
we use in a fiducial foliation a Wick rotation in the lapse:

(N,Na, gab)ǫg 7→ (iǫ−1/2
g e−iθN,Na, gab)ǫg , θ ∈ [0, π) , (1.2)

where
√
ǫg = +1, i for ǫg = 1,−1. Crucially, the time coordinate remains real; it is

the lapse field N(t, x) in the reference foliation that is complexified. The conventions
are such that starting from either initial signature the line element after (1.2) is ds2

θ =
−e−2iθN2dt2 + gab(dx

a +Nadt)(dxb +N bdt). Thus Lorentzian and Euclidean signature
are recovered by the θ → 0+ and θ → π/2 limits, respectively, irrespective of the initial
signature.

In the first part of the article we argue that (1.2) gives rise to a fairly satisfactory
notion of a Wick rotation. In particular, it can consistently be transferred to foliations
other than the fiducial one. The resulting complex metric gθ satisfies the admissibility
criterion for complex metrics proposed in [31, 29], trivially in the reference foliation
and nontrivially in all others.

In the second part we show that in this framework a Wick rotated heat semi-group
exists that remains well-defined into the near Lorentzian regime. The generator of the
semigroup ∆θ can be written in terms of the Euclidean/Lorentzian signature Hessian

2



D± = −∇2
± + V (for a nonnegative smooth potential V ) as

∆θ = − sin θD+ − i cos θD−, θ ∈ (0, π) , (1.3)

where in general [D+,D−] 6= 0. For convenient orientation we summarize our main
results here in a slightly cursory form. The precise definitions and conditions can be
found in the corresponding theorems.

(a) ∆θ is an unbounded operator on a Sobolev domain dense in L2. The same holds
for its adjoint ∆∗

θ, and ∆∗
θ = ∆π−θ, including domains.

(b) The spectrum of ∆θ is contained in a wedge of the left half plane, |Argλ| ≥ π/2+θ̃,
with θ̃ := min{θ, π − θ}.

(c) The resolvent [z − ∆θ]−1, |Arg(z)| < π/2+θ̃, obeys norm bounds that qualify ∆θ

as the generator of an analytic semigroup, ζ 7→ eζ∆θ , with |Argζ | < θ̃.

(d) ζ 7→ eζ∆θ is a bounded analytic semigroup on L2, which is uniquely determined
by ∆θ (including domain) and contractive, ‖eζ∆θ‖ ≤ 1, |Arg(ζ)| < θ̃ (ζ > 0 in
particular).

(e) The operator eζ∆θ , |Arg(ζ)| < θ̃, acts as an integral operator on L2 functions
with a kernel Kθ

ζ (t, x; t′, x′) that is jointly smooth in (ζ, t, x, t′, x′), and obeys

Kθ
ζ (t, x; t′, x′)∗ = Kπ−θ

ζ∗ (t′, x′; t, x).

(f) The diagonal kernel admits an asymptotic expansion of the form

Kθ
ζ (t, x;t, x) ≍ (−ieiθ)

d−1
2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

∑

n≥0

Aθ
n(t, x)(ie−iθζ)n,

where Aθ
n are the heat kernel coefficients evaluated on gθ.

(g) The θ → 0+ limit gives rise to well-defined Schrödinger evolution group. Specif-

ically, whenever e−isD−, s ∈ R, is generated by the unique self-adjoint closure of

the Lorentzian Hessian D− defined on C∞
c (M), one has es∆θ

θ→0+

−−−→ e−isD− and

es∆π−θ
θ→0+

−−−→ e+isD− in the weak-star topology for all s ≥ 0.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2.1 we introduce the Wick rotation
in the lapse and study its properties under foliation changing diffeomorphism. The
admissibility of the resulting invariantly defined complex metrics is shown in Section
2.2. In Section 3.1 we collect some background material on analytic semigroups and
their generators, after which Section 3.2 addresses items (a)–(d) in the above list.
The existence of a smooth kernel is proven in Section 4, and Section 5 establishes its
asymptotic expansion on the diagonal. Finally, the strict Lorentzian limit is studied in
Section 6, with the result (g). We include three appendices: Appendix A on the (metric)
geometry of the foliations and the 1 + d decomposition of diffeomorphisms. Appendix
B on the functional analytical arena: test functions, distributions and Sobolev spaces.
Appendix C provides a concise summary of a local regularity theory adapted to our
complex metrics, as needed for Section 4.
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2. Wick rotated lapse and admissible complex metrics

As outlined, we consider 1 + d dimensional real, smooth manifolds M that admit a
co-dimension-one foliation, I ∋ t 7→ Σt, see Appendix A. In addition, M is assumed to
be equipped with a metric of the form

ds2
ǫg

= gǫg

µν(y)dyµdyν = ǫgN
2dt2 + gab(dx

a +Nadt)(dxb +N bdt) , (2.1)

for both values of ǫg = ±1. For both signatures, the leaves Σt of the foliation are the
level sets of a smooth submersion T : M → R (referred to as a temporal function).
When ǫg = −1, dT is taken to be everywhere timelike and the (spacelike) leaves
are assumed to be Cauchy surfaces; the resulting Lorentzian manifolds are globally
hyperbolic. We are not aware of a concise established term for the analogous ǫg = +1
(Riemannian) manifolds. For short, we shall refer to the metric components in (2.1)
as the ADM (Arnowitt-Deser-Misner) fields. These comprise a positive lapse N > 0,
the shift Na, and the positive definite spatial metric gab. We collect these fields into a
triple (N,Na, gab)ǫg , where the temporal function is tacit, and the subscript indicates
the signature of the line element (2.1) reconstructed from it.

For any foliation I ∋ t 7→ Σt with associated ADM triple (N,Na, gab)ǫg , our proposed
notion of Wick rotation is

wθ : (N,Na, gab)ǫg 7→ (iǫ−1/2
g e−iθN,Na, gab)ǫg , θ ∈ [0, π) , (2.2)

where
√
ǫg = +1, i for ǫg = 1,−1. This is such that, starting from a fiducial foliation,

one obtains a complexified line-element

ds2
ǫg

7→ ds2
θ = −e−2iθN2dt2 + gab(dx

a +Nadt)(dxb +N bdt) . (2.3)

The case ǫg = −1 gives N 7→ e−iθN and relates a Lorentzian signature ADM metric at
θ = 0 to a complexified one that becomes Euclidean for θ = π/2. The case ǫg = +1
gives N 7→ ie−iθN and relates the original Euclidean ADM metric at θ = π/2 to a
complexified one that becomes Lorentzian for θ = 0. The second half (π/2, π) of the θ
interval is carried along for later use.

We write Diff(M) for the group of real diffeomorphisms U ∋ (t, x) 7→ (χ0(t, x), χa(t, x)) =
(t′, x′a) ∈ U ′ (for open neighborhoods U,U ′) that are smooth, connected to the identity,
as well as orientation preserving. An important subgroup Diff({Σ}) ⊂ Diff(M) are the
foliation preserving diffeomorphisms of the form t′ = χ0(t), x′a = χa(t, x). They pre-
serve the leaves Σt of the foliation, potentially changing their time labeling. The line
elements (2.1) and (2.3) are manifestly invariant under foliation preserving diffeomor-
phisms. In particular, the lapse Wick rotation (2.2) does not depend on the choice of
coordinates used to describe the given fiducial foliation. A relevant question is, what
happens if the foliation is changed? To address this question we limit ourselves to
foliations equivalent to the original one, that is, foliations that can be reached by an
actively interpreted diffomorphism in Diff(M). An explicit formula for the action of
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such foliation changing diffeomorphisms on the ADM data (N,Na, gab)ǫg will guide the
analysis.

Another desirable property of a Wick rotation is to result in damping integrands for
a field theoretical functional integral. This leads to the admissibility criterion for
complex metrics proposed in [31, 29]. Here we limit ourselves to a minimally coupled
selfinteracting scalar field theory. The signs in (2.2) are chosen such the resulting
complex metric is admissible in the chosen reference foliation. Again, the relevant
issue is whether or not admissibility is preserved in other foliations.

2.1 Foliation changing diffeomorphisms

The Wick rotation (2.2), (2.3) inevitably refers to a fiducial foliation. The 1-forms
entering, i.e. Ndt, ea := dxa +Nadt, a = 1, . . . , d, comprise a frame on M which we dub
the foliation frame. It is manifestly a coordinate independent notion and thus invariant
under passively interpreted diffeomorphisms, as long as the foliation (i.e. the underlying
temporal function T ) is held fixed. Upon transition to a different temporal function
T ′ whose level surfaces define a new (equivalent) foliation t′ 7→ Σt′ the foliation frame
transforms in a nontrivial way. Writing (t′, x′a) = (χ0(t, x), χa(t, x)) for the actively
interpreted diffeomorphisms, the transformation law comes out as

N ′dt′ =
N

Dǫg

[
Cdt+

∂t′

∂xa
ea
]
,

e′a = Xa
b

[
eb − ǫggbc ∂t

′

∂xc

N2

D2
ǫg

(
Cdt+

∂t′

∂xd
ed
)]
, (2.4)

where

Dǫg =

√

C2 + ǫgN2
∂t′

∂xc

∂t′

∂xd
gcd , C =

∂t′

∂t
− ∂t′

∂xc
N c ,

Xa
b =

∂x′a

∂xb
− 1

C

∂t′

∂xb

(
∂x′a

∂t
− ∂x′a

∂xd
Nd
)
. (2.5)

We refer to Appendix A for the block decomposition of diffeomorphisms; the combina-
tions (2.5) will occur frequently and always refer to a generic underlying diffeomorphism
that is suppressed in the notation. For the derivation of (2.4) Appendix A of [38] may be
consulted. The mathematical equivalence between active and passive diffeomorphism
transformations requires that

ds2
ǫg

= ǫgN
′2dt′

2
+ g′

ab(dx
′a +N ′adt′)(dx′b +N ′bdt′) . (2.6)

This fixes the transformation law for g′
ab and after stripping off the coordinate 1-

forms from N ′dt′ and e′a one one obtains the transformation law for the ADM triples
(N,Na, gab)ǫg themselves [38]

transfǫg : (N,N2, gab)ǫg −→ (N ′, N ′a, g′
ab)ǫg , (2.7)
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where

N ′ =
N

Dǫg

(2.8a)

N ′a = − 1

D2
ǫg

((
∂x′a

∂t
− ∂x′a

∂xd
Nd
)
C + ǫgN

2∂x
′a

∂xd

∂t′

∂xc
gcd

)
(2.8b)

g′
ab =

(
∂xc

∂x′a
+

∂t

∂x′a
N c
)(

∂xd

∂x′b
+

∂t

∂x′b
Nd
)

gcd + ǫgN
2 ∂t

∂x′a

∂t

∂x′b
. (2.8c)

Remarks.

(i) Upon linearization t′ = t − ξ0(t, x) + O((ξ0)2), x′a = xa − ξa(t, x) + O((ξa)2),
N ′ = N + δξN , etc, the transformations (2.8) read

δξN = ξµNµN +N∂tξ
0 −NNa∂aξ

0 ,

δξN
a = ξµ∂µN

a + ∂tξ
a +N∂tξ

0 −N b∂bξ
a + ∂bξ

0(ǫgN
2gab −NaN b) ,

δξgab = ξ0∂tgab +N c(gcb∂aξ
0 + gca∂bξ

0) + L~ξgab . (2.9)

These generate the ‘group’ of infinitesimal Lagrangian gauge transformations of a gen-
erally covariant system, c.f. [41]. Augmented by δξφ = ξµ∂µφ, they comprise in partic-
ular the gauge transformations of the scalar field action (2.26) below. Note that the
ǫg dependence now only enters in the δξN

a gauge transformation. By analogy to (2.7)
we shall write lintransfǫg(N,Na, gab)ǫg = (δξN, δξN

a, δξgab)ǫg , with the understanding
that the version of the matching signature is used. Conversely, one should interpret
(2.8) as the finite gauge transformations characterizing a generally covariant system
with metrics in ADM form.

(ii) On the right hand sides of (2.8a), (2.8b) the new coordinates associated to the
temporal function T ′ = t′ occur as functions of the original ones. In order to interpret
the last relation in the same way the inversion formulas (A.6) ought to be inserted.
For readability’s sake we retain the given expression (2.8c) as a shorthand.

(iii) The maps (2.8) are invertible, and the formulas for the inverse transformations
can be obtained simply by exchanging ‘primed’ with ‘unprimed’ quantities (fields and
coordinate functions).

(iv) In addition to being highly nonlinear the transformation laws (2.4), (2.8) also
depend on the signature parameter. As in (2.4) this reflects the fact that we take real,
signature dependent metrics and the associated ADM triples as a starting point. On
triples (

√
ǫgN,N

a, gab) the foliation changing diffeomorphisms act in an ǫg independent
way (formally given by the transf+ formulas).

(v) In the lapse transformation law a consistent square root needs to be taken. This is
possible since we restrict attention to separately time and space orientation preserving
diffeomorphisms. As far as the ADM metrics are concerned one could work with triples
(N2, Na, gab)ǫg where only the square of the lapse enters. Then transfǫg would act as
in (2.8) just with (N2)′ given by the square of the right hand side of (2.8a).
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Using (2.4) one can deduce the transformation laws of covariant tensor components
defined with respect to the foliation frame. For example, for a co-vector Vµdy

µ =
vNdt+ vae

a = v′N ′dt′ + v′
ae

′a one finds1

v′ =
1

Dǫg

(
Cv + ǫgN

∂t′

∂xc
gcdvd

)
, v′

a =
(
∂xb

∂x′a
+

∂t

∂x′a
N b
)
vb +N

∂t

∂x′a
v . (2.10)

The frame dual to (Ndt, ea) in the reference foliation consists of the vector fields
(N−1e0, ∂a). There are analogous transformation formulas under a change of folia-
tion, which can be found in Appendix A of [38]. We shall only need the induced
transformation formulas for the components of a vector V µ∂/∂yµ = ǫg v̌N

−1e0 + v̌a∂a =
ǫgv̌

′N ′−1e′
0 + v̌′a∂′

a, which read

v̌′ =
1

Dǫg

(
Cv̌ + ǫgN

∂t′

∂xa
v̌a
)
, v̌′a = Xa

b

[
v̌b − gbc ∂t

′

∂xc

N

D2
ǫg

(
Cv̌ + ǫgN

∂t′

∂xd
v̌d
)]
. (2.11)

We now perform a Wick rotation (2.2) in the original foliation, resulting in the complex
metric (2.3). As in (2.2) we combine the complexified ADM fields again into a triple
(Nθ := e−iθN,Na, gab)−, with the − subscript indicating that the associated geometry
arises through (2.3), i.e. ds2

θ = −N2
θ dt

2 + . . .. Next, we subject the fields Nθ :=
e−iθN,Na, gab to a foliation changing diffeomorphisms. The fields referring to the
resulting equivalent foliation I ∋ t′ 7→ Σ′

t′ are denoted by a prime. On account of the
sign convention in (2.3) we use the transf− transformations with its domain extended
to allow for a complex lapse. This gives (N ′

θ, N
′a
θ , g

′θ
ab)− = transf−(Nθ, N

a, gab)− with

N ′
θ =

Nθ√

C2 −N2
θ

∂t′

∂xc

∂t′

∂xd
gcd

, (2.12a)

N ′
θ

a
= −

(
∂x′a

∂t
− ∂x′a

∂xd
Nd

)
C −N2

θ

∂x′a

∂xd

∂t′

∂xc
gcd

C2 −N2
θ

∂t′

∂xc

∂t′

∂xd
gcd

, (2.12b)

g′θ
ab =

(
∂xc

∂x′a
+

∂t

∂x′a
N c
)(

∂xd

∂x′b
+

∂t

∂x′b
Nd
)

gcd −N2
θ

∂t

∂x′a

∂t

∂x′b
. (2.12c)

The last relation should be interpreted in the same way as (2.8c).

The fact that also N ′
θ

a, g′θ
ab are now complex in general highlights the sense in which

the Wick rotation (2.2) is foliation dependent. However, specializing (2.12) to foliation
preserving diffeomorphisms one sees that the Nθ dependence in N ′a and g′

ab drops
out, while N ′

θ = e−iθN ′ = (∂t′/∂t)−1Nθ = (∂t′/∂t)−1e−iθN holds iff N ′ = (∂t′/∂t)−1N .
Hence, the definition (2.3) only depends on the foliation and not on the coordinatization
of the hypersurfaces or their time labels.

1The relations (2.10), (2.11) correct typos in the corresponding formulas (A.53), (A.52) of [38].
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Proposition 2.1. The lapse Wick rotated metric gθ
µνdy

µdyν = −N2
θ dt

2 + gab(dx
a +

Nadt)(dxb +N bdt) in the fiducial foliation t 7→ Σt gives in a new (equivalent) foliation
t′ 7→ Σ′

t′ rise to g′θ
µνdy

′µdy′ν = −N ′
θ

2dt′2 + g′θ
ab(dx

′a + N ′
θ

adt′)(dx′b + N ′
θ

bdt′). This is
such that

gθ
µνdy

µdyν = g′θ
µνdy

′µdy′ν . (2.13)

We shall refer to (2.13) as the complexified metric defined by lapse Wick rotation. It is
invariantly defined with respect to passive and active diffeomorphisms but depends on
the choice of fiducial foliation.

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Viewing (2.12) as a definition only (2.13) needs to be shown.
This can be established by a a lengthy direct computation. �

Wick rotation in non-fiducial foliations. So far the Wick rotation (2.2) only
acted in the arbitrarily chosen but then fixed fiducial foliation. The result was then
transplanted to other foliations by a foliation changing diffeomorphism. Formalizing
this construction, one can define a Wick rotation in a non-fiducial foliation by the
alternative expressions

w′
θ := transf− ◦ wθ ◦ (transf−)−1 ,

w′
θ := transf+ ◦ wθ ◦ (transf+)−1 . (2.14)

Here, w′
θ acts on the real triples (N ′, N ′a, g′

ab)− and (N ′, N ′a, g′
ab)+, respectively, of a

matching signature metric in a non-fiducial foliation. In the second transfǫg map its
action is extended to allows for a complex lapse. In the notation (2.12) the result is
w′

θ(N
′, N ′a, g′

ab)− = (N ′
θ, N

′a
θ , g

′θ
ab)− and w′

θ(N
′, N ′a, g′

ab)+ = (iN ′
θ, N

′a
θ , g

′θ
ab)+. Since

(iN ′, N ′a, g′
ab)+ = (N ′, N ′a, g′

ab)− and (iN ′
θ, N

′a
θ , g

′θ
ab)+ = (N ′

θ, N
′a
θ , g

′θ
ab)−, both variants

of (2.14) are consistent; we keep both so as to be able to work with real (signature
dependent) triples before Wick rotation.

The cases θ = π/2, 0 are of particular interest and define a Wick flip. Specializ-
ing the defining relations in the fiducial foliation wθ(N,N

a, gab)− = (e−iθN,Na, gab)−,
wθ(N,N

a, gab)+ = (ie−iθN,Na, gab)+, to these cases one has

wπ/2(N,Na, gab)− = (−iN,Na, gab)− = (N,Na, gab)+ ,

wπ/2(N,Na, gab)+ = (N,Na, gab)+ ,

w0(N,Na, gab)− = (N,Na, gab)− ,

w0(N,Na, gab)+ = (iN,Na, gab)+ = (N,Na, gab)− . (2.15)

Note that w2
π/2 = wπ/2, w2

0 = w0, and w0wπ/2 = w0, wπ/2w0 = wπ/2. Clearly, the
transf+ version of (2.14) is trivial for wπ/2 while the transf− version of (2.14) is trivial
for w0. The other two relations are

w′
π/2 := transf− ◦ wπ/2 ◦ (transf−)−1 ,

w′
0 := transf+ ◦ w0 ◦ (transf+)−1 , (2.16)
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and extend the Wick flip to non-fiducial foliations. Explicitly, w′
π/2(N ′, N ′a, g′

ab)− =
(N ′, N ′a, g′

ab)+, and w′
0(N ′, N ′a, g′

ab)+ = (N ′, N ′a, g′
ab)−.

Complexified metric as a rank one perturbation. In the fiducial foliation the
complexified metric can trivially be interpreted as a rank one deformation of the original
one. Writing, in adapted coordinates, g(ǫg)

µν dyµdyν = ǫgN
2dt2 +gabe

aeb and gθ
µνdy

µdyν =
−N2

θ dt
2 + gabe

aeb one has

gθ
µνdy

µdyν = g(ǫg)
µν dyµdyν − (ǫg + e−2iθ)N2dTdT , (2.17)

with dT the differential of the temporal function of the foliation. In other (primed) co-
ordinates associated with another temporal function T ′, we seek to compare g′θ

µνdy
′µdy′ν

as in Proposition 2.1 with g′(ǫg)
µν dy

′µdy′ν from the right hand side of (2.6). One might
guess that the deformation term in the new foliation arises simply by placing ‘appro-
priate primes’ on the original deformation, i.e. N ′2dT ′dT ′. However, this is not the
case, the correct assertion being

Proposition 2.2. The lapse Wick rotated metric, defined with respect to a fiducial
foliation in (2.2), is a rank one perturbation with a metric dependent covector field. In
any foliation equivalent to the fiducial one,

g′θ
µν = g′(ǫg)

µν − (ǫg + e−2iθ)
(
v′N ′∂′

µt
′ + v′

ae
′a
µ

)(
v′N ′∂′

νt
′ + v′

ae
′a
ν

)
, (2.18)

where with the notation from (2.5)

v′ =
C

Dǫg

, v′
a = N

∂t

∂x′a
. (2.19)

Here, the ∂t/∂x′a term should again be interpreted in terms of t′ via the inversion
formula in (A.6).

Proof. The origin of the expressions for (v′, v′
a) is simply as the image of vNdt +

vae
a = v′N ′dt′ + v′

ae
′a for v = 1, va = 0, using (2.10). The last identity reaffirms the

mathematical equivalence between passive and active diffeomorphism transformations,
for the perturbing covector field. Since the latter is already known to hold for the
unperturbed metric via (2.6) and the Wick rotated one via Prop. 2.1 it follows that

−N ′
θ

2
dt′2 + g′θ

ab(dx
′a +N ′

θ
a
dt′)(dx′b +N ′

θ
b
dt′)

= ǫgN
′2dt′

2
+ g′

abe
′ae′b − (ǫg + e−2iθ)(v′N ′dt′ + v′

ae
′a)2 . (2.20)

Upon stripping off the coordinate differentials dy′µ one obtains (2.18). �

Remarks.

(i) The identity (2.20) can also be verified by a lengthy direct computation, using the
formulae from Appendix A of [38]. Note that the phase e−iθ enters the defining relations
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(2.12) highly nonlinearly on the left hand side while appears only quadratically on the
right hand side.

(ii) A notion of Wick rotation by a rank one deformation with a complex coefficient λ
has first been proposed in [6]. Their perturbing covector field Vµ is, however, taken as a
metric independent additional structure on the manifold. For non-extreme values of λ
the perturbed metric and all concepts derived from it will depend on the choice of Vµ.
In the present setting the perturbing covector is itself defined in terms of the metric
data. Our complexified metric analogously depends on the choice of fiducial foliation.

(iii) In [43, 29, 46] the complexification is done in the internal metric of a Vielbein
basis. That is, the Vielbein is kept real and merely the scalar diagonal coefficients are
replaced by phases. In the present foliated setting the natural Vielbein for (2.1) is

EI = N−1e0 ǫI + ǫaI∂a = Eµ
I

∂

∂yµ
,

EI = ǫgNdt ǫ
I + ǫIae

a = EI
µdy

µ , (2.21)

where Eµ
I E

J
µ = δJ

I , Eµ
I E

I
ν = δµ

ν , I, J = 0, . . . , d, and g(ǫg)
µν dyµdyν = δIJ expresses

the desired complete diagonalization. The defining relations for the component fields
(ǫI , ǫ

a
I) and (ǫI , ǫIa) can be read off upon inserting (A.14). Applying the lapse Wick

rotation (2.2) to (2.21) would preserve the strict diagonalization at the expense of
complexifying the Vielbeins. A better option is to retain the real Vielbeins (2.21) and
use the rank one formula (2.17) to infer

gθ
µνE

µ
I E

ν
J = δIJ − (ǫg + e−2iθ)ǫIǫJ . (2.22)

This is no longer fully diagonal but has eigenvalues (−e−2iθ, 1, . . . , 1). The transfor-
mation formulas (2.4) can be used to deduce the induced behavior of the ǫI , ǫIa under
foliation changing diffeomorphisms, and similarly for ǫI , ǫ

a
I . This retains the covariance

in a sense analogous to the rank one perturbations (2.18).

(iv) For later use we also prepare the counterpart of the rank one deformation formula
(2.20), (2.18) for the inverse metric. In the fiducial foliation one has

gµν
θ (y)

∂

∂yµ

∂

∂yν
= gµν

ǫg
(y)

∂

∂yµ

∂

∂yν
− (ǫg + e+2iθ)N−2e2

0 . (2.23)

The image in a generic foliation can be found in parallel to (2.18), (2.19) using (2.11).
for v̌ = 1, v̌a = 0.

g′µν
θ (y′)

∂

∂y′µ

∂

∂y′ν
= g′µν

ǫg
(y′)

∂

∂y′µ

∂

∂y′ν
− (ǫg + e+2iθ)

(
ǫgv̌

′N ′−1
e′

0 + v̌′a ∂′
a

)2
, (2.24)

where

v̌′ =
C

Dǫg

, v̌′a = −NC

D2
ǫg

Xa
b gbc ∂t

′

∂xc
. (2.25)
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2.2 Admissibility criteria for scalar field theories.

One reasonable “admissibility criterion” for a complex metric gθ
µνdy

µdyν on a real man-
ifold is that the classically interpreted exponential of the action entering the functional
integral is damping. This reasoning is tacit in numerous discussions of Wick rotations,
recent explicit accounts are [31, 29, 46]. Taking Lorentzian signature as basic and
writing Sθ = S−|g 7→gθ for the complexified action, eiSθ should be damping. That is,
ImSθ > 0, for some range of θ > 0, if Sθ=0 = S− is the Lorentzian signature action. For
short, we call a complex metric gθ

µνdy
µdyν on a real manifold admissible if this condi-

tion is met for the field theories under consideration. In a small θ expansion the linear
response, Sθ = S− + (δS−/δgµν)(gθ − g)µν + O(θ2), relates to the energy-momentum
tensor T µν

− = −(2/
√
g)δS−/δgµν , of the Lorentzian theory. The condition ImSθ > 0 is

then to O(θ) typically satisfied if the energy momentum tensor satisfies the weak energy
condition (WEC). For short, we call a complex metric WEC admissible if ImSθ > 0
holds to O(θ) on account of the WEC condition.

On a foliated manifold both criteria are manifestly coordinate independent (invariant
under passive diffeomorphisms) as long as the fiducial foliation is kept fixed. Below
we limit ourselves to self-interacting scalar fields on a foliated background and address
the admissibility of our lapse Wick rotated complexified metric in foliations other than
the fiducial one in which the rotation is defined. Somewhat surprisingly, the analysis
is conceptually different for the exact Wick rotation and the version linearized in θ.

We prepare the scalar field action for both signatures

Sǫg [φ, g] = ǫg

ˆ

dy
√
ǫgg
{

1

2
gµν

ǫg
∂µφ∂νφ+ U(φ)

}

=

ˆ

dt

ˆ

Σ

ddx
√

g
{

1

2N
e0(φ)2 +

ǫg
2
Ngab∂aφ∂bφ+ ǫgNU(φ)

}
. (2.26)

In the second line we display the 1+d form of the action in some fiducial foliation
with metric data (N,Na, gab)ǫg . Further, U(φ) is a metric independent potential which
we assume to be non-negative. The bi-transversal component of the energy momen-
tum tensor T ǫg

µν is defined by projection with a real vector mµ satisfying dtµm
µ = 1,

mµmνgǫg
µν = ǫgN

2. This gives

T ǫg

µν =
2ǫg√
g

δSǫg

δgµν
= ∂µφ∂νφ− 1

2
gµνg

ρσ∂ρφ∂σφ− gµνU(φ) ,

N−2mµmνT ǫg

µν =
1

2N2
e0(φ)2 − ǫg

2
gab∂aφ∂bφ− ǫgU(φ) , (2.27)

where we momentarily omit the ǫg sub/superscripts on the metric for readability’s
sake. One sees that mµmνT−

µν ≥ 0, so Lorentzian signature scalar field theories with a
non-negative potential satisfy the WEC.

The action Sǫg is manifestly invariant under foliation preserving diffeomorphisms.
In fact, each of the terms N−2e0(φ)2, gab∂aφ∂bφ, U(φ) is separately a scalar under
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Diff({Σ}) and the Wick rotation (2.2) can unambiguously be applied. Explicitly, we
define in the fiducial foliation the lapse Wick rotated action by

Sθ[φ, g] := S−[φ, g]
∣∣∣
N 7→e−iθN

= iS+[φ, g]
∣∣∣
N 7→ie−iθN

= cos θS−[φ, g] + i sin θS+[φ, g] , (2.28)

where S± are given by the second line in (2.26). For θ ∈ (0, π) one has Im[Sθ] > 0
and the generalized Boltzmann factor e+iSθ in a functional integral is damping. It is
thus plain that the complexified action (2.28) is admissible in the above sense in the
fiducial foliation. To linear order, Sθ = S− + iθS+ +O(θ2). Consistency with the WEC
criterion requires that

S+
!
= lim

θ→0

1

iθ

ˆ

dtddx
δS−

δgµν
(g−)

(
gθ − g−

)µν

= lim
θ→0

e2iθ − 1

2iθ

ˆ

dtddx
√−g−N

−2 T−
µνm

µmν ≥ 0 , (2.29)

where we used (2.23) and the variational definition of the energy momentum tensor.
Inserting (2.27) this is indeed an identity.

WEC admissibility in non-fiducial foliations. The fiducial foliation can of course
be chosen arbitrarily and in this sense (2.29) holds in any foliation with its associated
temporal function T . One can, however, also ask if (2.29) continues to hold if the
foliation is changed via the transformations (2.8). From the mathematical equivalence
between active and passive diffeomorphism transformations one expects T−

µνm
µmν not

to be invariant (being the time-time component of a
(

0
2

)
tensor) and the issue is whether

it remains positive. By comparing the second lines of (2.26) and (2.27) one sees that
both S+ and T−

µνm
µmν contain the sum of the temporal and the spatial gradient terms.

By extension of Proposition 2.1 these sums are scalars under transf+ in (2.8). However,
T−

µν , stemming from the Lorentzian action should really be subjected to the transf−

transformations, and will then not be a scalar.

It is instructive to compute explicitly the transformation law of the sum and difference
of the temporal and the spatial gradient parts in the action Sǫg based on the matching
transfǫg version of the transition formulas. Using the results from Appendix A of [38]
one finds

[N ′−1
e′

0(φ
′)]2 + ǫgg′ab

∂′
aφ

′∂′
bφ

′ = [N−1e0(φ)]2 + ǫggab∂aφ∂bφ , (2.30a)

[N ′−1
e′

0(φ
′)]2 − ǫgg′ab

∂′
aφ

′∂′
bφ

′ =
1

D2
ǫg

{[
C

N
e0(φ) + ǫgN

∂t′

∂xc
gcd∂dφ

]2

− ǫggcd
[
C∂cφ− ∂t′

∂xc
e0(φ)

][
C∂dφ− ∂t′

∂xd
e0(φ)

]}
. (2.30b)

The first combination occurs in the Lagrangian of Sǫg and (2.30a) confirms the ex-
pected scalar transformation law. The sign flipped version occurs in the bi-transversal
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component of the energy momentum tensor (2.27) and, as expected, does not transform
as a scalar under transfǫg . Relevant in the present context is that the right hand side of
(2.30b) can be written so that for ǫg = −1 is is manifestly non-negative. Hence, when
subjecting the second line of (2.29) to an active foliation changing diffeomorphism of
the inherited signature type, transf−, its value changes but it remains positive.

Admissibility in non-fiducial foliations. The reason for slightly belaboring the
above point is that the situation is conceptually different if the dependence on the
phase e±iθ is treated exactly and no reference to the energy momentum tensor of
the original Lorentzian action is made. To frame the discussion it is convenient to
define L(φ,A) := 1

2
Aµν∂µφ∂νφ + U(φ), for any complex maximal rank matrix Aµν .

Then, in a given fiducial foliation L(φ, g+) is the Euclidean signature Lagrangian,
−L(φ, g−) is the Lorentzian signature Lagrangian, and −L(φ, gθ) is the Lagrangian of
the complexified action (2.28), excluding the complexified measure term

√−gθ. We
interpret this measure term as

√−gθ = e−iθ√∓g∓ = e−iθN
√

g. Taking the extra phase
into account the Lagrangian of the complexified action with the real N

√
g measure is

Lθ = −e−iθL(φ, gθ). In this notation the relation (2.28) reads

−e−iθL(φ, gθ)(y) = − cos θ L(φ, g−)(y) + i sin θ L(φ, g+)(y) , (2.31)

where yµ = (t, xa) are local coordinates adapted to the fiducial foliation. The interplay
with non-fidual foliations is described by

Proposition 2.3. The Lagrangian −e−iθL(φ, gθ)(y) of the complexified action is a
scalar under the transformations (2.12), −e−iθL(φ, gθ)(y) = −e−iθL(φ′, g′

θ)(y
′). Ex-

plicitly,

1

2N2
θ

e0(φ)2 − 1

2
gab∂aφ∂bφ− U(φ) =

1

2N ′
θ

2 e
′
0(φ′)2 − 1

2
g′ab

θ ∂
′
aφ

′∂′
bφ

′ − U(φ′) , (2.32)

where e′
0 = ∂′

t −N ′a∂′
a and g′ab

θ is the inverse of g′θ
ab in (2.12c). Further,

−e−iθL(φ′, g′
θ)(y

′) = − cos θ L(φ′, g′
−)(y′) + i sin θ L(φ′, g′

+)(y′) . (2.33)

In particular, the real and imaginary parts of −e−iθL(φ, gθ) are separately scalars under
the transformations (2.12).

Proof. Since the inverse of the complexified metric enters the ‘covariant’ form of the
action Sθ[φ, g] = S−[φ, gθ] the assertion (2.32) does not quite follow from (2.13). How-
ever, defining the inverses gµν

θ of gθ
µν and g′µν

θ of g′θ
µν in the obvious way with respect

to the real vector field bases ∂/∂yµ and ∂/∂y′µ, respectively, it is clear that

gµν
θ

∂

∂yµ

∂

∂yµ
= g′

θ
µν ∂

∂y′µ

∂

∂y′µ
, (2.34)

will hold as well. This implies (2.32).
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The phase e−iθ occurs highly nonlinearly on the right hand side of (2.32). It is thus
not immediate that the latter can be decomposed as claimed on the right hand side of
(2.33). To see that this is the case, we return to (2.24) and insert it into the left hand
side of (2.33). In a first step this gives

−e−iθL(φ′, g′
θ)(y

′) = e−iθ
{

− 1

2
g′

ǫg

µν
∂′

µφ
′∂′

νφ
′ − U(φ′)

−1

2
(ǫg + e+2iθ)

(
ǫgv̌

′N ′−1
e′

0(φ′) + v̌′a ∂′
aφ

′
)2
}
. (2.35)

By construction, either sign ǫg = ±1 can be chosen to evaluate the right hand side.
Choosing ǫg = +1 one finds

−e−iθL(φ′, g′
θ)(y

′) = i sin θ
{

1

2
g′

+
µν
∂′

µφ
′∂′

νφ
′ + U(φ′)

}

− cos θ
{

1

2
g′

+
µν
∂′

µφ
′∂′

νφ
′ −

(
ǫgv̌

′N ′−1
e′

0(φ′) + v̌′a ∂′
aφ

′
)2 − U(φ′)

}
. (2.36)

The first two terms in the second curly bracket can be simplified using the θ = 0,
ǫg = +1 version of (2.24) in reverse. This yields (2.33). �

In the context of our previous discussion of the WEC admissibility, the result (2.33)
is somewhat surprising. While in (2.29) the imaginary part of the O(θ) perturbation
is not a scalar under the inherited transf− transformation, the real and the imaginary
parts in (2.33) suddenly are. This is because the complex transformations (2.12) auto-
matically apply the matching transformations trans± to the definite signature parts of
the quantities occurring on the right hand side of (2.24). As a consequence, after reex-
pressing −e−iθL(φ′, g′

θ)(y
′) in terms of the definite signature L(φ′, g′

−) and L(φ′, g′
+) the

latter coincide with the images of L(φ, g−) and L(φ, g+) under the matching transf−

and transf+ transformations, respectively. There is no inherited transformation law
that is kept fixed and results in a non-scalar transformation law.

Complexified Hessian. Next, we consider the Hessian defined by the quadratic part
of the action Sθ. The appropriate background-fluctuation split is φ = ϕ + f , for a
background ϕ and some f ∈ C∞

c (M). Expanding the action to quadratic order in f
one has

Sθ[ϕ+ f, g] = Sθ[ϕ, g] −
ˆ

dt

ˆ

Σ

ddxN
√

g f i∆θϕ− 1

2

ˆ

dt

ˆ

Σ

ddxN
√

gf i∆θf +O(f 3) .

(2.37)
The Hessian −i∆θ can be written in several alternatively useful ways

−i∆θ = −e−iθ
[

− ∇2
−

∣∣∣
N 7→e−iθN

+ V
]

= −eiθ∇2
t + e−iθ∇2

s − e−iθV

= − cos θD− + i sin θD+ . (2.38)

We do not require ϕ to be a solution of ∆θϕ = 0 and treat the potential V = U ′′(ϕ) as
a given scalar function on M . Further, D± := −∇2

± + V are the Euclidean/Lorentzian
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signature Hessians, respectively. The corresponding scalar Laplacian is

∇2
ǫg

= (ǫggǫg)−1/2∂µ

(
(ǫggǫg)1/2gµν

ǫg
∂ν

)

= ǫgg−1/2N−1e0

(
g1/2N−1e0

)
+ g−1/2N−1∂a

(
Ng1/2gab∂b

)
=: ǫg∇2

t + ∇2
s . (2.39)

Here e0 = ∂t − L ~N is the Lie derivative transversal to the leaves of the foliation. Note
that the rightmost e0 acts on spatial scalars as e0(f) = ∂tf − Na∂af , while the next
e0 acts on a +1 spatial density according to e0(

√
gf) = ∂t(

√
gf) − ∂a(Na√

gf). In
1 + d form the diffeomorphism group acts nonlinearly according to the transformation
formulas in (2.8) but for fixed signature parameter ǫg, – the same in (2.8) and (2.39)–,
∇2

ǫg
will continue to map scalars to scalars. The temporal and spatial parts individually

are of course only invariant under foliation preserving diffeomorphisms. The structure
(2.39) carries over to non-fidual foliations on account of Proposition 2.3.

Corollary 2.4. The complexified Hessian (2.38) is invariant under the complex trans-
formations (2.12), i.e. ∆′

θ = ∆θ, in the respective local coordinates. Also in generic
non-fiducial foliations it decomposes according to −i∆′

θ = − cos θD′
−+i sin θD′

+, where
D′

± refer to (N ′, N ′a, g′
ab)± and are separately invariant, D′

+ = D+, D′
− = D−, with

respect to transf+, transf− in (2.8).

Remarks.

(i) We write −i∆θ for the complexified Hessian as ∆θ will generate a semigroup and
in the mathematical literature semigroups arise schematically as ζ 7→ eζA (without
prefactors in the exponential) from their generator A.

(ii) The background ϕ is not assumed to be on-shell, ∆θϕ 6= 0. It only indirectly
enters the potential V , which is below directly assumed to be a non-negative C∞(M)
function. Imposing ∆θϕ = 0 for any fixed θ is unproblematic; its extension to all θ
requires D+ϕ = 0 = D−ϕ and thus would allow only simple (e.g. static) backgrounds.
While on-shell backgrounds are commonly used for simplicity, they are not mandatory
in the background field formalism of functional integrals. In particular, the Legendre
effective action Γ[〈f〉, ϕ] can consistently be defined for off-shell backgrounds.

In summary, for field theories on real foliated manifolds satisfying the WEC the above
notion of a Wick rotation is fairly satisfactory, if reliant on a fiducial foliation for its
definition. For definiteness we considered only minimally coupled scalar matter, but
the admissibility carries over to many other standard matter systems like Maxwell
fields or perfect fluids. We are not aware of a manifestly foliation-independent Wick
rotation for conventional field theories on real foliated manifolds.
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3. Wick rotated heat semigroup from complexified Hessian

The goal of this section is to establish ∆θ as the generator of an analytic semigroup
via suitable resolvent estimates. In the introductory tabulation this corresponds to the
results (a)–(d). Some background material is prepared in Section 3.1. Before turning
to the proofs we add some comments on the relation to other approaches pursued in the
literature to overcome the limitation of the heat kernel proper to a strictly Euclidean
setting.

Often a formal pseudo-heat kernel is introduced by replacing s > 0 by is̃, s̃ ∈ R, in
the diffusion equation [39, 12]. This renders the formal exponential of an (indefinite,
unbounded) Lorentzian signature Hessian D− more palatable, but does little in ensuring
the existence of the operator semigroup R ∋ s̃ 7→ e−is̃D−. An iǫ prescription, s̃ 7→ s̃−iǫ,
alone does not help, unless the generator is again positive. For a non-elliptic D− the key
step is to establish it’s essential self-adjointness under suitable conditions [49, 36, 37],
after which the existence of a unique associated Schrödinger group is ensured.

For a wave operator D−, in the physics literature only a formal series realization of the
putative Schrödinger kernel of e−is̃D−, s̃ ∈ R, is aimed at and invokes an ansatz in terms
of the Synge function and its derivatives. The Synge function is locally well-defined on
a Lorentzian manifold and the recursion relations for the coefficients in the ansatz are
virtually the same as in the Riemannian case [12]. The solution formulas likewise have
no explicit dependence on the signature parameter. These off-diagonal pseudo-heat
kernel coefficients are moreover in one-to-one correspondence to those occurring in the
(Lorentzian signature) Hadamard expansion [12], so there is little doubt that these
coefficients correctly reflect the short distance behavior of the Hadamard parametrix.
While the Hadamard parametrix can be defined independently of these series expan-
sions, the use of the inverse Laplace transform to define the corresponding part of a
pseudo-heat kernel is not immediate. The latter would require information about the
resolvent set of D−, and for a Lorentzian signature Hessian essential self-adjointness is
secondary [3], and may not always hold [27].

A rigorous result on a near Lorentzian Hadamard expansion is [17], where the iǫ
part of the Hadamard parametrix is kept finite and local. Starting from the origi-
nal, iǫ-independent wave equation the regularization terms are shown to be governed
by recursive relations analogous to the standard ones and the existence of a deformed
parametrix is shown. The relation to a Euclidean regime is not discussed.

One way to link the Euclidean heat kernel to the Lorentzian signature Hadamard
parametrix is by subsuming both in a setting that invokes complex analytic metrics
[34]. This allows for a local Wick rotation (in time), which is however potentially
coordinate dependent. This framework can be used to prove the symmetry of the
coefficients to all orders by transitioning between different real sections. It also leads
to a natural notion of analytic Hadamard states [20] that extends beyond the stationary
case [48]. On the other hand, a Wick rotation in time may be limited to purely electric
metrics [25].

16



3.1 Background: analytic semigroups

For readability’s sake we include a brief summary of the definitions and results needed,
see e.g. [15] for a detailed account.

Definition 3.1 (Bounded analytic semigroup). Let H be a complex Hilbert space.
Given α ∈ (0, π], the “sector” Σα ⊆ C is defined by2

Σα :=
{
ζ ∈ C \ {0}

∣∣∣ |Arg(ζ)| < α
}
. (3.1)

Then, a family of bounded operators (T (ζ))ζ∈Σδ∪{0} in B(H) (i.e. the space of bounded
endomorphisms of H) is called a bounded analytic semigroup of angle δ ∈ (0, π/2] if:

(i) T (0) = 11 and T (ζ1 + ζ2) = T (ζ1)T (ζ2) for all ζ1, ζ2 ∈ Σδ.

(ii) The mapping ζ 7→ T (ζ) is analytic in Σδ, i.e. there is a powerseries expansion about
every ζ ∈ Σδ that converges in operator norm with nonzero radius of convergence.

(iii) For all ψ ∈ H and 0 < δ′ < δ we have strong continuity, i.e. limΣδ′∋ζ→0 T (ζ)ψ = ψ.

(iv) For every 0 < δ′ < δ, ‖T (ζ)‖op is uniformly bounded in Σδ′ .

Remarks.

(i) Restricting the domain of the bounded analytic semigroup to R≥0 ⊆ Σδ ∪{0} yields
a strongly continuous semigroup (T (s))s≥0.

(ii) A closed densely defined operator A : D(A) → H, D(A) ⊆ H, is the generator of
the analytic semigroup (T (ζ))ζ∈Σδ∪{0} iff

∀ψ ∈ D(A) : lim
s→0+

1

s
(T (s)ψ − ψ) = Aψ , (3.2)

i.e. the difference quotient converges in norm (as R+ ∋ s → 0+) to Aψ for all ψ ∈ D(A).
The defining property of an analytic semigroup’s generator is its sectoriality.

Definition 3.2. A densely defined closed operator A : D(A) → H is called sectorial
of angle δ ∈ (0, π/2] if:

(i) Σπ/2+δ ⊆ ρ(A), where ρ(A) :=
{
λ ∈ C

∣∣∣λ−A is bijective and (λ−A)−1 is bounded
}

is the resolvent set of A.

(ii) The resolvents are uniformly bounded over sectors, i.e. for every ε ∈ (0, δ) there
exists Mε ≥ 1 such that

∥∥∥(λ− A)−1
∥∥∥

op
≤ Mε

|λ| , λ ∈ Σπ/2+δ−ε \ {0} . (3.3)

The exponentiation of a sectorial operator (which need not be normal, c.f. the operator
∆θ in (3.10) for generic θ) may be defined via the holomorphic functional calculus.

2“Arg” is defined in (−π, π).
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Theorem 3.1. Let (A,D(A)) be a sectorial operator of angle δ ∈ (0, π/2] in a Hilbert
space H. Consider the following family of operators in B(H),

T (0) := 11, T (ζ) :=
1

2πi

ˆ

γ

eζλ(λ− A)−1dλ , ζ ∈ Σδ , (3.4)

where, given ζ ∈ Σδ, γ is any piecewise smooth curve in Σπ/2+δ going from ∞e−i(π/2+δ′)

to ∞ei(π/2+δ′) for some |Arg(ζ)| < δ′ < δ.

Then the family (T (ζ))ζ∈Σδ∪{0} is a bounded analytic semigroup with generator (A,D(A)),
and is furthermore uniquely determined the generator.

If, in addition, there is ϕ ∈ (0, δ) such that there is the uniform resolvent bound

∀λ ∈ Σϕ :
∥∥∥(λ− A)−1

∥∥∥
op

≤ 1

|λ| , (3.5)

then T (ζ) is contractive in Σϕ ∪ {0}, i.e. ∀ ζ ∈ Σϕ ∪ {0} : ‖T (ζ)‖op ≤ 1.

The existence of the analytic semigroup and the contractivity result is a straightforward
combination of the Lumer-Phillips Theorem and the generation theorem for analytic
semigroups (resp. Thms. 3.15 and 4.6 in Ch. II of [15]), while the uniqueness follows
from the analyticity of the mapping Σδ ∋ ζ → T (z) ∈ B(H), together with the fact
that the strongly continuous semigroup (T (s))s≥0 obtained by restricting to [0,∞) is
uniquely determined by its generator (A,D(A)) (c.f. Thm. 1.4 in Ch. II of [15]). We
omit the proof, and instead note the following.

Remarks.

(i) The use of the Cauchy integral formula (3.4), and the fact the semigroup is uniquely
determined by its generator, motivates the intuitive notation eζA ≡ T (ζ). For brevity
we shall refer to the semigroup T (ζ) as the analytic semigroup generated by A and
often write eζA for it.

(ii) The map Σδ ∋ ζ 7→ T (ζ) ∈ B(H) is analytic, and the integral formula (3.4),
together with the closedness of (A,D(A)), implies for all ζ ∈ Σδ

dn

dζn
T (ζ)ψ = AnT (ζ)ψ , n ∈ N0, ψ ∈ H . (3.6)

In particular, this entails boundedness of theAnT (ζ), and that ran(T (ζ)) ⊆ ∩∞
n=1D(An).

(iii) Moreover, a straightforward adaptation of the arguments in [15] shows that for all
δ′ ∈ (0, δ) there is a Cδ′ > 0 such that

∀ ζ ∈ Σδ′ : ‖AT (ζ)‖op ≤ Cδ′

|ζ | , (3.7)

Observing that AnT (ζ) = (AT (ζ/n))n, it follows that for all n ∈ N,

∀ ζ ∈ Σδ′ : ‖AnT (ζ)‖op ≤
(
nCδ′

|ζ |
)n

, (3.8)
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which will be needed later on. Finally, for any ζ0 ∈ Σδ, the (convergent) Taylor

expansion T (ζ) =
∑∞

k=0
(ζ−ζ0)k

k!
T (k)(ζ0), together with (3.6) implies that for any ψ ∈ H

AnT (ζ)ψ =
∞∑

k=0

(ζ − ζ0)
k

k!
An+kT (ζ0)ψ , n ∈ N0 , (3.9)

with the sum converging in norm within the disk of convergence.

3.2 Spectrum and sectoriality of the complexified Hessian

Returning now to the complexified Hessian −i∆θ in (2.38), we show that ∆θ (defined
on an appropriate dense domain of L2(M)) is a sectorial operator, and hence generates
an analytic semigroup for every θ ∈ (0, π). In more detail, throughout this section, we
focus on the family of operators

∆θ = − sin θD+ − i cos θD− , θ ∈ (0, π) , (3.10)

where D± := −∇2
± + V are the Euclidean/Lorentzian signature Hessians and V ∈

C∞(M) is non-negative and bounded (in particular, D+ defined on C∞
c (M) is a positive

operator). Concerning the dense domain D(∆θ) in the Hilbert space L2(M), it is
tempting to work with smooth functions and define the (classical) action of ∆θ on
C∞

c (M), which is densely contained in L2(M). However, this domain is unsuitable
for sectoriality as even 11 − ∆θ fails to be surjective. Instead, we sacrifice classical
differentiability and define the domain D(∆θ) to be the following subset of the Sobolev
space W1

0 (M) (see Appendix B)

∀ θ ∈ (0, π) : D(∆θ) :=
{
u ∈ W1

0 (M)
∣∣∣∆θu ∈ L2(M)

}
. (3.11)

Remarks.

(i) First note that u ∈ W1
0 (M)

dense→֒ L2(M) defines a distribution ũ ∈ D′(M) on
the space of test functions D(M) ≡ C∞

c (M), and further the distributional action of

the operator ∆θ determines a distribution ∆̃θu ∈ D′(M), c.f. Appendix B. Then the
condition ∆θu ∈ L2(M) in (3.11) means that there exists h ∈ L2(M) such that

∀w ∈ C∞
c (M) :

ˆ

dµg u∆θw =

ˆ

dµg hw , (3.12)

with µg the measure on M defined by the real metric volume element N
√

g, c.f. Section
2.2; once (3.12) holds, one defines ∆θu := h.

(ii) Clearly C∞
c (M) ⊆ D(∆θ) ⊆ L2(M), so D(∆θ) is dense in L2(M).

(iii) Finally, although D(∆θ) contains non-classically differentiable functions, one may
still integrate by parts: for all u, v ∈ D(∆θ)
ˆ

dµg u(sin θ∇2
+ + i cos θ∇2

−)v = −
ˆ

dµg (sin θgαβ
+ + i cos θgαβ

− )∂αu∂βv . (3.13)
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This follows readily from approximation with C∞
c (M) functions in W1-norm, together

with the definitions of the distributional gradient and the distributional action of
sin θ∇2

+ + i cos θ∇2
−; we omit a detailed proof.

We now state and prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.2. Let (M, g−) be a globally hyperbolic manifold, θ ∈ (0, π), and θ̃ :=
min{θ, π − θ}. Selecting a fiducial foliation on (M, g−) with ADM triple (N,Na, gab)−

and performing a lapse Wick rotation (N,Na, gab)− 7→ (e−iθN,Na, gab)− to define a
complexified metric tensor, consider the operator (∆θ, D(∆θ)) in L2(M) defined by

∆θ := − sin θD+ − i cos θD− , D± := −∇2
± + V , (3.14)

with V ∈ C∞(M) non-negative and bounded, and domain determined by its distribu-
tional action,

D(∆θ) := {u ∈ W1
0 (M) | ∆θu ∈ L2(M)} . (3.15)

Then (∆θ, D(∆θ)) generates a unique bounded analytic semigroup (eζ∆θ)ζ∈Σθ̃∪{0} that

is contractive, i.e. ||eζ∆θ ||op ≤ 1 for all ζ ∈ Σθ̃ ∪ {0}.

Further, the adjoint semigroup is given by

∀ ζ ∈ Σθ̃ : (eζ∆θ)∗ = eζ∗∆π−θ . (3.16)

We prepare the following lemma, whose proof is postponed to the end of the section.

Lemma 3.3. For θ ∈ (0, π), and θ̃ := min{θ, π− θ}, the resolvent set ρ(∆θ) contains
the sector Σπ/2+θ̃, i.e. Σπ/2+θ̃ ⊆ ρ(∆θ). Equivalently, the spectrum σ(∆θ) is contained

in the (closed) set C\Σπ/2+θ̃. Moreover, for each θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃) there is a constant Cθ̃′ ≥ 1
such that

∀λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃′ :
∥∥∥(λ− ∆θ)

−1
∥∥∥

op
≤ Cθ̃′

|λ| , (3.17)

and further

∀λ ∈ Σθ̃ :
∥∥∥(λ− ∆θ)

−1
∥∥∥

op
≤ 1

|λ| . (3.18)

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Lemma 3.3 entails that (∆θ, D(∆θ)) is sectorial of angle θ̃, and
accordingly generates a unique bounded analytic semigroup (eζ∆θ)ζ∈Σθ̃∪{0} by Theo-
rem 3.1. Moreover, the resolvent bound (3.18) of Lemma 3.3 for all λ ∈ Σθ̃ implies
(eζ∆θ)ζ∈Σθ̃∪{0} is a family of contractive operators.

Next, the adjoint result (3.16) is an immediate corollary of the fact

∆∗
θ = ∆π−θ , D(∆∗

θ) = D(∆π−θ) , (3.19)
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which we now prove. Since the all elements of D(∆θ) and D(∆π−θ) are Sobolev W1
0 -

functions, integration by parts (c.f. (3.13)) gives ∆π−θ ⊆ ∆∗
θ (i.e. D(∆π−θ) ⊆ D(∆∗

θ)
and ∆∗

θ|D(∆π−θ) = ∆π−θ). In order to show equality, let λ > 0 and define the operator
Bθ := λ−∆θ with domain D(Bθ) := D(∆θ). By definition of the adjoint, f ∈ D(B∗

θ) iff
there exists a unique g ∈ L2(M) such that for all h ∈ D(Bθ) we have 〈f |Bθh〉L2(M) =
〈g | h〉L2(M), and by definition B∗

θf := g. On the other hand, Lemma 3.3 implies that

B−1
π−θ = (λ−∆π−θ)−1 ∈ B(L2(M)), so there is f ′ := (∆π−θ −λ)−1g ∈ D(∆π−θ). Hence,

for any h ∈ D(Bθ)

〈B∗
θf |h〉L2(M) = 〈(∆π−θ − λ)f ′ |h〉L2(M) = 〈f ′ | (∆θ − λ)h〉L2(M) , (3.20)

where the second equality arises from integrating by parts as f ′, h ∈ W1
0 (M) (c.f.

(3.13)). Comparing f and f ′, it follows that for all h ∈ D(Bθ) we have the result
〈f − f ′ | (∆θ − λ)h〉L2(M) = 0, or equivalently f − f ′ ∈ ran(λ − ∆θ)⊥ = L2(M)⊥, and
hence f = f ′ ∈ D(∆π−θ). So B∗

θ = (λ − ∆θ)
∗ = λ − ∆π−θ holds for all λ > 0, which

implies ∆∗
θ = ∆π−θ. �

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Fixing an arbitrary θ ∈ (0, π), we begin by establishing Σπ/2+θ̃ ⊆
ρ(∆θ). Namely, given λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃, it is to be shown that λ− ∆θ : D(∆θ) → L2(M) has
a bounded inverse.

Surjectivity: This follows through an application of the Lax-Milgram lemma (Ch. 6
Theorem 6 in [30]). Fixing f ∈ L2(M), one defines the antilinear bounded map Ψf :
W1

0 (M) → C by

Ψf (w) :=

ˆ

dµg fw
∗ , (3.21)

and the sesquilinear form E : W1
0 (M) × W1

0 (M) → C mapping u, w ∈ W1
0 (M) to

E(u, w) :=

ˆ

dµg

[
(λ+ ie−iθV )uw∗ + (sin θgαβ

+ + i cos θgαβ
− )∂αu∂βw

∗
]

∈ C . (3.22)

Since the potential function V is bounded on M , an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the identity3 gµσ

− g+
σρg

ρν
− = gµν

+ shows that E is bounded, i.e., ∃ c >
0 : ∀u, w ∈ W1

0 (M) : |E(u, w)| ≤ c‖u‖W1(M)‖w‖W1(M). Then, if E is coercive, i.e.,

∃α > 0 : ∀u ∈ W1
0 (M) : |E(u, u)| ≥ α‖u‖W1, the Lax-Milgram lemma implies the

existence of a unique v ∈ W1
0 (M) such that

∀w ∈ W1
0 (M) : E(v, w) = Ψf(w) . (3.23)

To establish the coercivity bound, consider the restriction of E to the unit sphere
SW1

0
:= {w ∈ W1

0 (M) | ‖w‖W1(M) = 1}. Then, we may express

E(w,w) = (1 − e(w))λ−
[

− sin θ e(w) − i cos θ ℓ(w) − ie−iθ

ˆ

dµg V |w|2
]
, (3.24)

3This follows by direct computation from ds2
ǫg

= ǫgN2dt2 + gab(dxa + Nadt)(dxb + N bdt).
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with

e(w) :=

ˆ

dµg g
αβ
+ ∂αw∂βw

∗ , ℓ(w) :=

ˆ

dµg g
αβ
− ∂αw∂βw

∗ . (3.25)

Clearly, e(w) ≥ 0, ℓ(w) ∈ R and the bound |ℓ(w)| ≤ e(w) is easily seen; hence the two
terms on the right hand side of (3.24) are elements of disjoint sets,

(1 − e(w))λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃ ,

− sin θ e(w) − i cos θ ℓ(w) − ie−iθ

ˆ

dµg V |w|2 ∈ C \ Σπ/2+θ̃ . (3.26)

It then follows that these terms are bounded away from each other uniformly over SW1
0
,

and so there exists α > 0 such that for all w ∈ SW1
0

: |E(w,w)| ≥ α. Rescaling yields
the requisite coercivity bound.

Having established coercivity, Ψf is uniquely realized by E through the relation (3.23).
In particular, for any w ∈ C∞

c (M) ⊆ W1
0 (M), integrating (3.23) by parts yields

ˆ

dµg fw
∗ =

ˆ

dµg v(λ− ∆θ)w
∗ . (3.27)

In summary, given f ∈ L2(M), there exists a unique v ∈ W1
0 (M) such that ∆θv =

λv − f ∈ L2(M) and (λ− ∆θ)v = f , establishing surjectivity.

Injectivity: For any element w ∈ S ′ := {u ∈ D(∆θ) | ‖u‖L2 = 1},

‖(λ− ∆θ)w‖L2(M) ≥
∣∣∣ 〈w | (λ− ∆θ)w〉L2(M)

∣∣∣ ,

= λ−
[

− sin θe(w) − i cos θℓ(w) − ie−iθ

ˆ

dµg V |w|2
]
, (3.28)

where the second line follows from an integration by parts, and e(w), ℓ(w) are defined
in (3.25). This is the difference of two terms, λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃, and the other an element of
C \ Σπ/2+θ̃. Then, clearly for all w ∈ S ′

∣∣∣〈w|(λ− ∆θ)w〉
∣∣∣ ≥ dist(λ, C \ Σπ/2+θ) =: dλ(θ) > 0 , (3.29)

implying injectivity.

Resolvent bounds: For λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃, the bijection λ− ∆θ : D(∆θ) → L2(M) has inverse

(λ− ∆θ)−1, and (3.29) implies the resolvent bound
∥∥∥(λ− ∆θ)

−1
∥∥∥

op
≤ 1

dλ(θ)
. (3.30)

When θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃), for any λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ′ one has dλ(θ) ≥ sin(θ̃ − θ̃′)|λ|, yielding the
uniform bound

∥∥∥(λ− ∆θ)−1
∥∥∥

op
≤ 1

sin(θ̃ − θ̃′)

1

|λ| , ∀λ ∈ Σπ/2+θ̃′ , (3.31)

Setting Cθ̃′ := sin(θ̃ − θ̃′)−1 ≥ 1 gives the result (3.17). On the other hand, restricting
to λ ∈ Σθ̃′ , it is easy to see that dλ(θ) = |λ|. Thus (3.30) yields the result (3.18),
completing the proof of Lemma 3.3. �
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4. Semigroup action and the Wick rotated heat kernel

Two of the key features of the standard heat semigroup associated to the Dirichlet
Laplacian on Riemannian manifolds are its smoothening property and its realizability
as an integral operator with a smooth kernel. Having shown the existence of the Wick
rotated heat semigroup for all θ ∈ (0, π) in the previous section, we collect a number
of results on the semigroup’s action in Theorem 4.1, in particular its smoothening
behavior. The second main result of this section, Theorem 4.2, realizes the semigroup
in terms of a unique, smooth integral kernel,

(
eζ∆θψ

)
(y) =

ˆ

dµg(y
′)Kθ

ζ (y, y′)ψ(y′) ,

(∂ζ − ∆θ,y)Kθ
ζ (y, y′) = 0 , lim

ζ→0
Kθ

ζ (y, y′) = δ(y, y′) . (4.1)

Recall that µg is the θ-independent measure arising from the real metric volume form
dyN

√
g, and the δ-distribution is normalized with respect to it.

Theorem 4.1. Let θ ∈ (0, π) and θ̃ := min{θ, π − θ}.

(i) For any ψ ∈ L2(M) consider the map Σθ̃ ∋ ζ 7→ eζ∆θψ ∈ L2(M). Then, for
each ζ ∈ Σθ̃, the image eζ∆θψ ∈ L2(M) has a C∞(M)-representative, denoted by
(eζ∆θψ)(·), and the mapping

Σθ̃ ×M ∋ (ζ, y) 7→ (eζ∆θψ)(y) ∈ C (4.2)

is jointly smooth, and is analytic in ζ ∈ Σθ̃ for fixed y ∈ M . Moreover, the
mapping (4.2) is a classical solution to the differential equation





(∂ζ − ∆θ)f(ζ, y) = 0 , ∀ (ζ, y) ∈ Σθ̃ ×M ,

f(0, y) = ψ(y) , for a.e. y ∈ M .
(4.3)

(ii) Consider an arbitrary θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃) and ψ ∈ L2(M). Then, for any chart U on M ,
and each open set Ω ⋐ U , there exist for every m ∈ N0 constants cm > 0 and
σm ∈ N such that in local coordinates there are the uniform bounds4

∀ ζ ∈ Σθ̃′ , ∀m ∈ N0 :
∥∥∥eζ∆θψ

∥∥∥
Cm(Ω)

≤ cm(1 + |ζ |−σm)‖ψ‖L2(M) . (4.4)

The constant cm > 0 depends on θ′, θ, Ω, U , but is independent of ψ and ζ, and
σm ∈ N is defined as the smallest integer greater than m/2 + (d+ 1)/4.

(iii) If ψ ∈ C∞
c (M) and θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃), then for any chart U on M , and each open set

Ω ⋐ U , in local coordinates

∀m ∈ N0 :
∥∥∥eζ∆θψ − ψ

∥∥∥
Cm(Ω)

→ 0 , as Σθ̃′ ∋ ζ → 0 . (4.5)

4The ‖·‖Cm(Ω)-norm is defined in the local chart coordinates by ‖u‖Cm(Ω) := sup
|α|≤m

sup
Ω0

|∂αu|.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1.

(i) Fix an open ball BS(ζ0) := {ζ ∈ C | |ζ − ζ0| < S} ⊆ Σθ̃, a chart U on M , and an
open set Ω ⋐ U . Integrating in local coordinates in the chart U , we have the bound

ˆ

Ω

dy |∆θf |2 ≤ C2

ˆ

Ω

dµg| ∆θf |2 ≤ C2‖∆θf‖2
L2(M) , (4.6)

where C2 := supΩ(N
√

g)−1/2 < ∞, since Ω ⋐ U .

Next, given ψ ∈ L2(M), Eq. (4.6) and the bound (3.8) imply that

∀n ∈ N0 : ∆n
θ e

ζ0∆θψ ∈ L2
loc(U) , (4.7)

where U is regarded as an open subset of Rd+1 via the chart map, and L2
loc(U) is

defined relative to the Lebesgue measure dy on Rd+1. Further, (3.9) entails the Taylor
expansion

∆n
θ e

ζ∆θψ =
∞∑

k=0

(ζ − ζ0)
k

k!
∆n+k

θ eζ0∆θψ, (4.8)

converging in L2(M) for all ζ ∈ BS(ζ0) (with S > 0 sufficiently small), and hence
converging in L2

loc(U) in local coordinates on the chart U . Since in local coordinates,
∆θ is an operator in Rd+1 of the type (C.1b) considered in Appendix C, Theorem C.2
implies that for each ζ ∈ BS(ζ0), there exists a C∞(U) representative of eζ∆θψ in the
chart, and moreover that the mapping

BS(ζ0) × U ∋ (ζ, y) 7→ (eζ∆θψ)(y) ∈ C (4.9)

is jointly smooth. Since both the open ball BS(ζ0) ⊆ Σθ̃ and the chart U on M was
arbitrary, this establishes that the mapping Σθ̃×M → C given by (eζ∆θψ)(y) is smooth.
Moreover, for each y ∈ M , the pointwise convergence of (4.8) implies analyticity in
ζ ∈ Σθ̃. Finally, recall that when regarded as an element of L2(M), eζ∆θψ satisfies
(∂ζ − ∆θ)e

ζ∆θψ = 0 and limΣθ̃∋ζ→0 e
ζ∆θψ = ψ. The smoothness of (ζ, y) 7→ eζ∆θψ(y)

then clearly entails it satisfies the differential equation (4.3).

(ii) Proceeding next to the local coordinate bound, fix arbitrary θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃) and open
sets Ω ⋐ Ω′

⋐ U (since Ω ⋐ U , it is always possible to find such an open set Ω′). Then
by Corollary C.1.1 we have for any ζ ∈ Σθ̃′ the bound

∥∥∥eζ∆θψ
∥∥∥

Cm(Ω)
≤ B

σm∑

j=0

∥∥∥∆j
θe

ζ∆θψ
∥∥∥

L2(Ω′, dy)
≤ B′

σm∑

j=0

∥∥∥∆j
θe

ζ∆θψ
∥∥∥

L2(M)

≤ B′′
(
1 +

σm∑

j=1

(j/|ζ |)j
)
‖ψ‖L2(M) ≤ cm

(
1 + |ζ |−σm

)
‖ψ‖L2(M) (4.10)

where (3.8) is used for the penultimate inequality, and
∑N

j=1(j/|ζ |)j ≤ ∑N
j=1 j

j(1 +
|ζ |−N) for the final bound.
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(iii) Strong continuity of (eζ∆θ)ζ∈Σθ̃∪{0} (c.f. Definition 3.1(iii)) entails that for any

θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃) and ψ ∈ L2(M), ||eζ∆θψ − ψ||L2(M) → 0 as Σθ̃ ∋ ζ → 0. In particular, if
ψ ∈ C∞

c (M), then for each k ∈ N0 : ∆k
θψ ∈ C∞

c (M), and hence ∀ k ∈ N0

∥∥∥∆k
θ(eζ∆θψ − ψ)

∥∥∥
L2(M)

=
∥∥∥eζ∆θ(∆k

θψ) − ∆k
θψ
∥∥∥

L2(M)
→ 0 as Σθ̃ ∋ ζ → 0 , (4.11)

where the equality follows from the semigroup commuting with its generator. Corollary
C.1.1 then implies the result (4.5). �

We proceed to the kernel theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let θ ∈ (0, π) and θ̃ := min{θ, π − θ}. Then for all ζ ∈ Σθ̃ there is a
unique integral kernel Kθ

ζ ∈ C∞(M ×M) such that for all ψ ∈ L2(M)

(eζ∆θψ)(y) =

ˆ

dµg(y
′)Kθ

ζ (y, y′)ψ(y′) , ∀ y ∈ M . (4.12)

This integral kernel has the following properties:

(i) (Hermiticity) For all (ζ, y, y′) ∈ Σθ̃ ×M ×M : Kθ
ζ (y, y′) = Kπ−θ

ζ∗ (y′, y)∗.

(ii) (Regularity) The mapping

Σθ̃ ×M ×M ∋ (ζ, y, y′) 7→ Kθ
ζ (y, y′) ∈ C (4.13)

is jointly C∞-smooth. Moreover for fixed (y, y′) ∈ M ×M , Kθ
ζ (y, y′) is analytic in

ζ ∈ Σθ̃.

(iii) (Uniqueness) If for any ζ ∈ Σθ̃ there exists another integral kernel
Jθ

ζ ∈ C∞(M ×M) realizing the semigroup action via (4.12), then Kθ
ζ = Jθ

ζ .

(iv) (Semigroup property) For all y, y′ ∈ M and ζ1, ζ2 ∈ Σθ̃

Kθ
ζ1+ζ2

(y, y′) =

ˆ

dµg(y′′)Kθ
ζ1

(y, y′′)Kθ
ζ2

(y′′, y′) . (4.14)

(v) (Wick rotated heat equation) For any fixed y′ ∈ M ,

(∂ζ − ∆θ,y)Kθ
ζ (y, y′) = 0 in Σθ̃ ×M . (4.15)

Furthermore if ψ ∈ C∞
c (M) and θ̃′ ∈ (0, θ̃), then for any chart U on M , and each

open set Ω ⋐ U , in local coordinates we have

ˆ

dµg(y)Kθ
ζ (·, y)ψ(y) −→ ψ(·) (4.16)

in Cm(Ω) as Σθ̃′ ∋ ζ → 0.
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Remark. These properties mirror closely those of the heat kernel Ks(y, y
′) on a Rie-

mannian manifold (M, g+). Additionally, the latter often satisfies
´

dµg(y′)Ks(y
′, y) =

1, for all y ∈ M , referred to as stochastic completeness of (M, g+). Since this primarily
reflects features of the underlying manifold [23] (not of the Wick rotation) we leave
this unexplored here.

The proof of this theorem uses the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. For all (ζ, y) ∈ Σθ̃ × M there exists a unique κθ
ζ,y ∈ L2(M) such that

for every ψ ∈ L2(M)

(eζ∆θψ)(y) =
〈
κθ

ζ,y

∣∣∣ψ
〉

L2(M)
, ∀ (ζ, y) ∈ Σθ̃ ×M . (4.17)

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Fixing an arbitrary (ζ, y) ∈ Σθ̃ × M , consider the mapping
L2(M) ∋ ψ 7→ (eζ∆θψ)(y) ∈ C, which is well-defined by Theorem 4.1 and clearly
linear. Moreover, Theorem 4.1(ii) implies there is a constant B > 0 (depending on
y, ζ, θ, but independent of ψ ∈ L2(M)) such that

∣∣∣(eζ∆θψ)(y)
∣∣∣ ≤ B‖ψ‖L2(M) , ∀ψ ∈ L2(M) . (4.18)

Thus, this mapping is continuous, and by the Riesz Representation Theorem is realized
by a unique κθ

ζ,y ∈ L2(M) via (eζ∆θψ)(y) = 〈κθ
ζ,y|ψ〉L2(M), for each ψ ∈ L2(M). �

Next, as a tool to prove the regularity statement Theorem 4.2(ii), we recall the notions
of weak and strong differentiability of Hilbert space valued maps. Let O ⊆ Rn be an
open set and h : O → L2(M).

• h is said to be weakly Ck, k ∈ N0, if ∀ϕ ∈ L2(M) : 〈ϕ |h(·)〉L2(M) is in Ck(O).

• The Gâteaux derivative of h along direction êi in Ω is

∂ih(z) := lim
ε→0

h(z + εêi) − h(z)

ε
, (4.19)

with the limit taken in ‖·‖L2(M). Then h is said to be strongly Ck, k ∈ N0, if for all
multi-indices α with |α| ≤ k the Gâteaux derivatives ∂αh exist throughout Ω and
are strongly continuous.

Then we have the result

Lemma 4.4. h : Ω → L2(M) is strongly C∞ iff it is weakly C∞.

We omit the proof, referring to Corollary 1.42 of [9].

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 4.2.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. We begin with the existence of the pointwise defined integral
kernel. Fixing arbitrary ζ1, ζ2 ∈ Σθ̃, y ∈ M and ψ ∈ L2(M), consider

(e(ζ1+ζ2)∆θψ)(y) =
(
eζ1∆θ(eζ2∆θψ)

)
(y) =

〈
κθ

ζ1,y

∣∣∣ eζ2∆θψ
〉

L2(M)
=
〈
eζ∗

2 ∆π−θκθ
ζ1,y

∣∣∣ψ
〉

L2(M)
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=

ˆ

dµg(y
′) (eζ∗

2 ∆π−θκθ
ζ1,y)∗(y′)ψ(y′)

=

ˆ

dµg(y
′)
〈
κθ

ζ1,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ζ∗

2 ,y′

〉
L2(M)

ψ(y′) , (4.20)

where we use eζ∗
2 ∆π−θ = (eζ2∆θ)∗ for the third equality on the first line, and Lemma 4.3

for the last step. In particular, for ζ ∈ Σθ̃ we have

(eζ∆θψ)(y) =

ˆ

dµg(y
′)
〈
κθ

ζ/2,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ζ∗/2,y′

〉
L2(M)

ψ(y′) , (4.21)

so the semigroup has a pointwise defined integral kernel

Kθ
ζ (y, y′) :=

〈
κθ

ζ/2,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ζ∗/2,y′

〉
L2(M)

, ∀ (ζ, y, y′) ∈ Σθ̃ ×M ×M . (4.22)

(i) The hermiticity property of the kernel follows immediately from the definition (4.22).

(ii) We now turn to its regularity. Let O be a chart of Σθ̃ ×M with coordinates (ζ, y),
and consider the map (ζ, y) 7→ κθ

ζ,y ∈ L2(M). Since 〈κθ
ζ,y|ψ〉L2(M) = (eζ∆θψ)(y) is

smooth in (ζ, y) ∈ O for every ψ ∈ L2(M), the map is weakly C∞, and hence strongly
C∞ by the Lemma 4.4. Similarly, choosing another chart O′ of Σθ̃ ×M with coordinates
(ξ, y′), define the map

O × O′ ∋ (ζ, y; ξ, y′) 7→
〈
κθ

ζ,y

∣∣∣ κπ−θ
ξ∗,y′

〉
L2(M)

∈ C . (4.23)

This is jointly smooth in (ζ, y; ξ, y′) since the maps (ζ, y) 7→ κθ
ζ,y and (ξ, y′) 7→ κπ−θ

ξ∗,y′ are

strongly C∞. Since the charts were arbitrary, (Σθ̃×M)2 ∋ (ζ, y; ξ, y′) 7→ 〈κθ
ζ,y|κπ−θ

ξ∗,y′〉L2(M)

is smooth. Restricting to the diagonal in kernel time yields joint C∞-smoothness of

Σθ̃ ×M ×M ∋ (ζ, y, y′) 7→
〈
κθ

ζ/2,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ζ∗/2,y′

〉
L2(M)

= Kθ
ζ (y, y′) ∈ C . (4.24)

Finally, the analyticity in ζ is a by-product of Theorem 4.1(i) and equation (4.26)
below.

(iii) Next, fixing ζ ∈ Σθ̃, the uniqueness of the kernel Kθ
ζ ∈ C∞(M × M) is implied

by the uniqueness (for each y ∈ M) of κθ
ζ,y ∈ L2(M) from Lemma 4.3. In more detail,

fixing y ∈ M , and comparing the realizations of (eζ∆θψ)(y) in terms of κθ
ζ,y via Lemma

4.3 and the kernel Kθ
ζ in (4.12), yields κθ

ζ,y(y′)∗ = Kθ
ζ (y, y′) for a.e. y′ ∈ M . The same

must be true of any other kernel Jθ
ζ ∈ C∞(M × M) satisfying (4.12), i.e. for each

y ∈ M , they coincide a.e. y′ ∈ M . Then smoothness implies they coincide everywhere,
i.e. Jθ

ζ = Kθ
ζ .

(iv) To prove the semigroup identity, fix arbitrary ζ ∈ Σθ̃ and y, y′ ∈ M . As discussed
in (iii) above, for any z ∈ M : κθ

ζ,z(z
′)∗ = Kθ

ζ (z, z′) for a.e. z′ ∈ M . Then, it is sufficient
to prove that for ζ1, ζ2 ∈ Σθ̃

∀ y, y′ ∈ M : Kθ
ζ1+ζ2

(y, y′) =
〈
κθ

ζ1,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ζ∗

2 ,y′

〉
L2(M)

. (4.25)
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Indeed, from the definition of the kernel (4.21) and the computation (4.20), it is im-
mediate that for each y ∈ M : Kθ

ζ1+ζ2
(y, y′) = 〈κθ

ζ1,y|κπ−θ
ζ∗

2 ,y′〉L2(M) a.e. y′ ∈ M . However,

both sides are smooth in y′ ∈ M by the above regularity results (4.23), (4.24), and
hence are equal for all y′ ∈ M . This proves (4.25), and hence the semigroup property.

(v) To see that for each y′ ∈ M , (∂ζ − ∆θ,y)Kθ
ζ (y, y′) = 0 in Σθ̃ × M , fix an arbitrary

ξ ∈ Σθ̃ such that ζ − ξ ∈ Σθ̃ and consider f(ζ, y) := 〈κθ
ζ,y|κπ−θ

ξ∗,y′〉L2(M) = (eζ∆θκπ−θ
ξ∗,y′)(y).

Then Theorem 4.1(i) implies (∂ζ − ∆θ)f(ζ, y) = 0, and hence the same holds for
f(ζ − ξ, y) since ζ − ξ ∈ Σθ̃. The semigroup identity (4.25) entails that

f(ζ − ξ, y) =
〈
κθ

ζ−ξ,y

∣∣∣κπ−θ
ξ∗,y′

〉
L2(M)

= Kθ
ζ (y, y′) , (4.26)

yielding (4.15). Finally, the limit statement (4.16) is an immediate corollary of Theorem
4.1(iii), completing the proof. �
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5. Asymptotic expansion of diagonal Wick rotated heat kernel

Much of the computational uses of the heat kernel rest on it’s asymptotic expansion for
small diffusion time. The tabulated low order coefficients provide a shortcut to many
otherwise difficult quantum field theoretical computations on curved backgrounds. The
goal in the following is to establish Theorem 5.6, a generalization of this expansion for
the Wick rotated heat kernel.

For the heat kernel proper the off-diagonal expansion is usually formulated in terms
of the Synge function (one-half of the square of the geodesic distance). While the
Synge function is a natural geometric quantity it is itself nontrivial to construct, both
mathematically [7, 35] and computationally. In our Wick rotated setting the standard
local existence proofs carry over straightforwardly only if the metric is assumed to be
locally analytic. This is somewhat at odds with our framework and presumably also
not a necessary assumption. We therefore postpone a detailed investigation of the Wick
rotated Synge function to another occasion and proceed here along different lines. We
begin by noting the correctly Wick rotated form of the Eikonal equation

σθ(y, y
′) =

ie−iθ

2
gµν

θ (y)∂µσθ∂νσθ , (5.1)

which characterizes the Synge function σθ subject to suitable boundary conditions. We
omit a derivation as (5.1) will occur later as a byproduct of the ansatz for Kθ

ζ (y, y′)
used. Note that (5.1) is not symmetric in y, y′ while the solution aimed at is. The
relevant boundary conditions are σθ(y, y) = 0, ∇θ

µ∇θ
νσθ|y=y′ = −ieiθgθ

µν , where ∇θ
µ is

the metric connection build from gθ. The usual construction reduces (for θ = 0, π/2)
the solution of (5.1) to the solution of the geodesic equation. In the present context
this would require evaluation of the metric at complex arguments, which is ambiguous
without local analyticity. In the following we instead use an explicitly constructable
asymptotic solution.

Proposition 5.1. Let gθ be a Wick rotated smooth metric on M and fix a local chart
U ⊂ M , which in local coordinates can be identified with an open subset of Rd+1. For
y, y′ ∈ U set Eθ[σ](y, y′) := σ(y, y′) − i

2
e−iθgµν

θ (y)∂µσ∂νσ, as well as ∆yµ := (y − y′)µ

and |∆y| := (δµν∆yµ∆yν)1/2.

(a) Inserting the formal series

σθ(y, y′) = −ieiθ
∑

n≥2

1

n!
sµ1...µn(y)∆yµ1 . . .∆yµn , (5.2)

into Eθ[σ] ≡ 0, the completely symmetric coefficients s(y) are uniquely determined
differential polynomials in gθ

µν contracted with gρσ
θ at y.

(b) There exists a (possibly non-unique) smooth function σ̃θ(y, y
′), which in a ∆y

expansion has Taylor coefficients −ieiθsµ1...µn(y), such for all N ≥ 1
∣∣∣Eθ[σ̃θ](y, y

′)
∣∣∣ ≤ CN |∆y|N , (5.3)

for some constants CN > 0 and all y, y′ in an open neighborhood V ⊂ U .
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(c) There exists θ dependent constants 0 < c− ≤ c+ < ∞ and an open neighborhood
V ⊂ U such that for all y, y′ ∈ V

c−|∆y|2 ≤ Re σ̃θ(y, y′) ≤ c+|∆y|2 . (5.4)

Proof. (a) Technically, it is convenient to insert an ansatz akin to (5.2) but with
coefficients evaluated at y′ into into E [σ] = 0. By comparing powers of ∆y then only
algebraic recursion relations arise. Moreover, these coefficients at y′ are differential
polynomials in gθ

µν with at most n− 2 differentiations at order n, contracted with gρσ
θ .

By Taylor expanding the coefficients at y′ = y−∆y around y the expansion (5.2) arises,
where each s(y) coefficient is a finite linear combination of the algebraically determined
coefficients at y′.

(b) By the assumed smoothness of the metric there exist a precompact V1 ⊂ U such
that gθ

µν , gµν
θ , and all its derivatives are bounded on V1. By (a) the coefficients s(y) can

be bounded in terms of the Taylor coefficients of the metric at y. For arbitrary N ≥ 2,
the remainders of the partial sums, n ≤ N−1, can thus be bounded by a constant
times a O(∆yN) contraction. For some open V ⊂ V1 this gives a bound CN |∆y|N , for
all y, y′ ∈ V . Borel’s lemma then provides the existence of σ̃θ satisfying (5.3).

(c) We fix again some precompact set V1 ⊂ U in which the components of gθ
µν , gµν

θ ,
and all derivatives thereof are bounded. Defining

c− :=
1

2
inf

y∈V1

inf
∆y∈Rd+1,|∆y|=1

Re
(

− ieiθgθ
µν(y)∆yµ∆yν

)
,

c+ :=
1

2
sup
y∈V1

sup
∆y∈Rd+1,|∆y|=1

Re
(

− ieiθgθ
µν(y)∆yµ∆yν

)
, (5.5)

one has 0 < c− < c+ < ∞. The function V1 × V1 ∋ (y, y′) 7→ σ̃θ(y, y
′) − c−|∆y|2

is smooth and vanishes on the diagonal. By (a), (b) one also has 2Reσ̃θ(y, y
′) =

Re(−ieiθgθ
µν∆yµ∆yν)+O(|∆y|3) near the diagonal. It follows that Re σ̃θ(y, y′)−c−|∆y|2 >

0 in some open neighborhood of the diagonal in V1 × V1. This implies that there is an
open neighborhood V ⊂ V1 such that Re σ̃θ(y, y′) > c−|∆y|2, for all y, y′ ∈ V . The
upper bound in the first equation of (5.4) is obtained analogously. �

To low orders the coefficients read

sµ1µ2 = gθ
µ1µ2

, sµ1µ2µ3 = −3

2
∂µ1g

θ
µ2µ3

,

sµ1µ2µ3µ4 = 2∂µ1∂µ2g
θ
µ3µ4

− 1

4
gρσ

θ ∂ρg
θ
µ1µ2

∂σg
θ
µ3µ4

+ gρσ
θ ∂ρg

θ
µ1µ2

∂µ3g
θ
σµ4

− gρσ
θ ∂µ1g

θ
ρµ2
∂µ3g

θ
σµ4

, (5.6)

where symmetrization in all indices is understood. An analogous expansion exists
with coefficients sµ1...µn evaluated at y′ rather than y. A-posteriori one then finds
sµ1...µn = (−)nsµ1...µn , n ≥ 2, indicating that the directly computed coefficients are
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compatible with the symmetry of the solution, σθ(y, y
′) = σθ(y

′, y). For the present
purposes symmetry of the truncated series (5.2) will not be needed. The following
proposition summarizes a Wick rotated version of the usual starting point to establish
the existence of an asymptotic expansion.

Proposition 5.2. Let σθ(y, y
′) be an exact, symmetric solution of the Eikonal equation

(5.1). Then

Kθ
ζ (y; y′) =

(−ieiθ)
d−1

2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

e− 1
2ζ

σθ(y,y′)
∑

n≥0

Aθ
n(y, y′)(ie−iθζ)n, (5.7)

provides a formal solution to the heat equation (∂ζ − ∆θ)Kθ
ζ = 0, iff the coefficients Aθ

n

satisfy

2gµν
θ ∂µσθ∂νA

θ
0 + [∇2

θσθ + ieiθ(d+1)]Aθ
0 = 0 , (5.8)

2gµν
θ ∂µσθ∂νA

θ
n+1 +

[
∇2

θσθ − ieiθ

2
(2n+1−d)

]
Aθ

n+1 = −e2iθ∆θA
θ
n , n ≥ 0 .

The overall normalization is fixed by A0(y, y) = 1. Further, ∇θ
µ is the metric connection

associated with gθ, and ∇2
θ = gµν

θ ∇θ
µ∇θ

ν.

Proof. Direct substitution and comparing powers of ζ . �

The recursion (5.8) generalizes the well-known one for the off-diagonal heat kernel
coefficients An (see e.g. [18], Eq. 9.9a), and specializes to them for θ = π/2. For
Euclidean signature A0 is expressible in terms of the Van Vleck-Morette determinant
and the recursion can be solved via the method of characteristics. The construction
masks the symmetry of the coefficients, which has to be established independently [34].

Even with the symmetry of the coefficients ensured, the Euclidean signature series in
(5.7) may not be properly asymptotic to the exact heat kernel [34]. A complete and
direct proof for the existence of a small time asymptotic expansion for the off-diagonal
heat kernel has only been given recently in [32], building on [28]. The methodology in
[32, 28] does not make use of the transport equations (5.8) and is therefore somewhat
decoupled from the way the (Euclidean signature version of the) ansatz (5.7) enters
computations. It is also not immediate that the methodology would carry over to
the Wick rotated situation. Since in applications mostly the diagonal expansion is
needed, we aim in the following only at a small ζ asymptotic expansion for the diagonal
of our kernel Kθ

ζ (y, y′). By modifying a proof strategy proposed by Wald [47], and
approximating the solutions of the transport equations via Proposition 5.1 a fairly
elementary proof for the existence of the diagonal expansion can be given that retains
contact to (5.7), (5.8). This is possible because we have independently established
the existence of our kernel Kθ

ζ (y, y′) with the requisite properties. In contrast, the
approaches [32, 28, 22, 47] aim at establishing the kernel’s existence through a sequence
of approximants that are asymptotic a-posteriori.

Local parametrix. For simplicity, we take the heat kernel time ζ in the following to be
real (and positive) and comment on the extension of Theorem 5.6 below to |Argζ | < θ̃
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at the end. Given an arbitrary y0 ∈ M , an open chart neighborhood U ∋ y0, and a
truncation order N ∈ N, we initially consider a local parametrix defined in U × U of
the form

Fζ(y, y′) :=
(−ieiθ)

d−1
2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

e− 1
2ζ

sθ(y,y′)
N∑

n=0

Aθ
n(y, y′)(ie−iθζ)n . (5.9)

Later on sθ will be identified with the function σ̃θ(y, y′) from Proposition 5.1; for now we
only need sθ(y, y

′) to be jointly smooth in ζ, y, y′, for y, y′ ∈ U and such that Re sθ > 0
in a neighborhood of y = y′. Importantly, sθ is neither necessarily symmetric nor a
solution of the Eikonal equation (5.1). Similarly, the Aθ

n are initially only assumed to
be smooth in y, y′ ∈ U and nonzero in a neighborhood of y = y′. To unclutter the
notation we suppress the N and θ dependence in the notation.

To proceed, we act with the heat operator ∂ζ − ∆θ on (5.9). For convenience we recall
the definitions, ∆θ = ie−iθ(∇2

θ − V ), ∇2
θ = gµν

θ ∇θ
µ∇θ

ν . A straightforward computation
gives

[
∂ζ − ∆θ,y

]
Fζ(y, y′) =

(−ieiθ)
d−1

2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

e− 1
2ζ

sθ(y,y′)

×
N∑

n=0

(ie−iθζ)n
[

Xn

(ie−iθζ)2
+

Yn

ie−iθζ
+ Zn

]
, (5.10)

where

Xn =
1

2
(ie−iθ)2

(
sθ − 1

2
ie−iθgµν

θ ∂µsθ∂νsθ

)
Aθ

n ,

Yn =
1

2
ie−iθ

[
(2n− (d+1))11 + L(sθ)

]
Aθ

n , Zn = −∆θA
θ
n ,

L(sθ) = ie−iθ∇2
θsθ + 2ie−iθgµν

θ ∂µsθ∂ν . (5.11)

The structure of the Xn term elucidates the origin of the Eikonal equation (5.1).
Clearly, Xn = 0 for all n ≥ 0 iff (for at least one nonzero Aθ

n0
) sθ = σθ solves (5.1). Fur-

ther, for Xn = 0, n ≥ 0, the remaining terms in the second line reduce to (ie−iθζ)NZN

iff Y0 = 0 and Yn+1 +Zn = 0, n = 0, . . . , N−1. These vanishing conditions are precisely
the n = 0, . . . , N−1 transport equations in (5.8).

The strategy used later on will be to impose approximate vanishing conditions for the
Xn, n ≥ 0, and Yn+1+Zn, n = 0, . . . , N−1, in an expansion in powers of ∆y. This needs
to be done in a way that is coordinated with the order of the expansion in ζ . To do
so, we interpret (and eventually construct) the functions sθ(y, y

′), Aθ
n(y, y′), Fζ(y, y′) as

truncated series in ∆y with coefficients evaluated at y. Our convention throughout this
section will be that the first argument indicates the base point at which the coefficients
are evaluated, f(y, y′) = f(y) + fµ(y)∆yµ + O(|∆y|2), etc.. The remainders in these
expansions will be of O(|∆y|L), for suitable powers L. For the next steps, we assume
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only that sθ has a leading term given by the one fixed by Proposition 5.1, i.e.

sθ(y, y
′) = − i

2
eiθgθ

µν(y)∆yµ∆yν +O(|∆y|3) , (5.12)

that Aθ
n(y, y′) is regular and nonzero as |∆y| → 0, and in particular Aθ

0(y, y) = 1. Before
turning to the ∆y expansion, we prepare a key property of the local parametrix. All
function spaces occurring in the following are subspaces of L2(M) and ‖ · ‖ will always
refer to the L2(M) norm.

Lemma 5.3. Let Fζ(y, y), ζ > 0, be the local parametrix (5.9) defined in an open chart
neighborhood U of the point y0 ∈ M . Then there is a precompact open neighborhood
V ⋐ U of y0 such that :

(a) As a distribution on C∞
c (V ) test functions,

lim
ζ→0+

Fζ(y, y′) = |g|−1/2(y) δ(y − y′) . (5.13)

(b) Let Fζ, ζ > 0, be the integral operator on L2(V ) defined by the kernel Fζ . Then

lim
ζ→0+

‖Fζψ‖ = ‖ψ‖ , ψ ∈ L2(V ) . (5.14)

Proof. (a) It follows from (5.12) that y0 has a precompact open neighborhood V ⋐ U
where |2sθ(y, y

′) + ieiθgµν(y)∆yµ∆yν | < c−|∆y|2, for all y, y′ ∈ V . As in the proof of
Proposition 5.1(c) this implies

c−

4
|∆y|2 ≤ 1

2ζ
Re
[
sθ

(
y, y−

√
ζ∆y

)]
, (5.15)

for all y, y′ ∈ V , as needed shortly. We express (5.13) in terms of the integral operator
Fζ with kernel Fζ(y, y′). Changing integration variables from y′ to ∆y, its action on a
C∞

c (V ) function ψ can be written as

(Fζψ)(y) =
(−ieiθ)

d−1
2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

N∑

n=0

(ie−iθζ)n

ˆ

dd+1(∆y)fζ,n(y,∆y) , (5.16)

fζ,n(y,∆y) = |g|1/2(y−∆y)e− 1
2ζ

sθ(y,y−∆y)Aθ
n(y, y−∆y)ψ(y−∆y) .

Next, we rescale the integration variable ∆y 7→ ζ1/2∆y. In the prefactor before the
sum this cancels the ζ− d+1

2 , leaving only non-negative ζ powers in front of the dd+1∆y
measure. The precompactness of V entails that the integration ranges over a bounded
domain, say |∆y| ≤ δ. After the rescaling one has |∆y| ≤ δ/

√
ζ, so for ζ → 0+ the

integration will effectively extend over all of Rd+1. Since the Aθ
n are smooth on U ×U ,

each may be bounded by its supremum over the precompact V ×V . Then (5.15) can be
used to bound for each n the integrand by a constant times exp{−c−|∆y|2/4}, which is
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of course integrable. Applying dominated convergence the ζ → 0+ limit can be brought
inside the integral. Pointwise in ∆y the n-th integrand converges to

|g|1/2(y)An(y, y)ψ(y) exp
{
i

4
eiθgθ

µν(y)∆yµ∆yν
}
. (5.17)

The dd+1∆y integral is a well-defined Gaussian, as θ ∈ (0, π). Performing it cancels the
prefactors of the

∑N
n=0(ie

−iθζ)n sum. When taking the ζ → 0+ limit in (5.16) only the
n = 0 term in the sum contributes and one arrives at limζ→0+(Fζψ)(y) = ψ(y), using
Aθ

0(y, y) = 1. This gives (5.13) as a distribution on C∞
c (V ) test functions.

(b) Using (5.16) and rescaling both difference integration variables gives

ˆ

dy |g|1/2(y) |Fζψ|(y)2 =
1

(4π)d+1

N∑

m,n=0

ζn+m

ˆ

dd+1y |g|1/2(y)

ˆ

dd+1∆y

ˆ

dd+1∆z

×fζ,m(y,
√
ζ∆z)∗fζ,n(y,

√
ζ∆y) . (5.18)

The integration in y extends over a bounded domain V , while after the rescaling the
integration domain over the difference variables ∆y, ∆z will tend to Rd+1, as ζ → 0+.
Pointwise in ∆y, ∆z, the integrand converges for ζ → 0+ to the product of (5.17) and
a complex conjugate copy with n 7→ m,∆y 7→ ∆z. By an argument analogous to that
in the proof of part (a) above, the integrand is bounded for each n,m by a constant
times

|g|1/2(y)|ψ(y)|2 exp{−c−|∆y|2/4} exp{−c−|∆z|2/4} . (5.19)

This is because ψ has compact support, so for fixed y the ψ(y − √
ζ∆y) term can be

bounded by its finite supremum over ∆y ∈ Rd+1, and similarly for ψ(y−√
ζ∆z)∗. Since

the y integration domain is bounded the expression (5.19) is integrable with respect
to the measure in (5.18). This allows one to bring the ζ → 0+ limit inside the triple
integral. Taking the ζ → 0+ limit in (5.18) only the n = m = 0 term is nonzero and
results in

lim
ζ→0+

‖Fζψ‖ =
1

(4π)d+1

ˆ

dd+1y|g|3/2(y)|ψ(y)|2
∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

dd+1∆y e
ieiθ

4
gθ

µν(y)∆yµ∆yν

∣∣∣∣∣

2

(5.20)

The modulus-square of the Gaussian integral evaluates to (4π)d+1/|g|(y), which yields
(5.14). �

Global parametrix. Later on we seek to compare the parametrix Fζ to our globally
defined kernel Kζ . To this end an extension of the local parametrix (5.9) to all of
M ×M is needed; in particular, we want a parametrix that does not just vanish along
the diagonal outside a compact region.

The extension is done using a partition of unity subordinate to a suitable open cover
of M ×M . We have already shown through Lemma 5.3 that every point in M has an
open chart neighborhood on which a local parametrix with properties (5.13), (5.14) can

34



be defined. Since M is assumed to have a countable topological base, it can be covered
by countably many such open chart neighborhoods (Vl)l∈N, where we may assume that
no Vl is contained in any Vl′ for l 6= l. In fact, we can assume that each point in M is
contained in at most d+ 2 of the Vl’s. This is because on a (smooth, second countable)
manifold the Lebesgue covering dimension coincides with the topological dimension.
By construction, the charts are such that the local parametrices F

(l)
ζ (y, y′), y, y′ ∈ Vl,

satisfy Lemma 5.3. Finally, since for fixed ζ > 0 the F
(l)
ζ are smooth we may also

assume the neighborhoods to be sufficiently small such that

ˆ

Vl

dµ(y′)|F (l)
ζ (y, y′)| ≤ C

(4πζ)
d+1

2

,

ˆ

Vl

dµ(y)|F (l)
ζ (y, y′)| ≤ C

(4πζ)
d+1

2

, (5.21)

for all y ∈ Vl, with a y and l independent constant C > 0.

The rectangular open neighborhoods (Vl × Vl)l∈N then cover the diagonal of M × M .
To get an open cover of M × M we augment this by W := (M × M)\diag(M × M).
Since diag(M ×M) ⊂ M ×M is closed, W is indeed open, and

{W} ∪ {Vl × Vl}l∈N , (5.22)

furnishes an open cover of M ×M . Then, there exists a locally finite partition of unity
(χl)l∈N0 that is subordinate to this cover. Explicitly,

(i) χl ∈ C∞(M ×M, [0, 1]), for all l ∈ N0.

(ii) suppχ0 ⊂ W , and suppχl ⊂ Vl × Vl, l ∈ N.

(iii) Every point inM×M has an open neighborhood that intersects only finitely many
of the (suppχl)l∈N0. In particular, suppχl(y, · ) with y ∈ M fixed is nonempty
for at most d+ 2 of the l ≥ 1.

(iv)
∑∞

l=0 χl = 1 at every point in M ×M .

Using this partition of unity we define the global parametrix by

Fζ(y, y′) =
∑

l≥1

χl(y, y
′)F

(l)
ζ (y, y′) , y, y′ ∈ M, ζ > 0 , (5.23)

where the l = 0 term does not appear, as the parametrix ought to be localized around
the diagonal. For simplicity we identify points p, p′ ∈ Vl with their coordinates y =
ϕl(p), y

′ = ϕl(p
′), in the respective chart map ϕl. By a slight abuse of notation

we extend this to all p, p′ ∈ M , with the relevant chart maps and their consistent
coordinatizations implicit. Note that for each (y, y′) the sum over l is finite by property
(iii) of the partition. For simplicity, we continue to write Fζ for the resulting bi-
scalar parametrix on M × M . It is then jointly smooth in ζ, y, y′ and nonzero in a
neighborhood of the diagonal of M × M . The diagonal Fζ(y, y) is governed by the
glued diagonal coefficients

Aθ
n(y) :=

∑

l≥1

χl(ϕl(p), ϕl(p))(A
θ
n)(l)(ϕl(p), ϕl(p)) , (5.24)
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where on the right hand side we indicated the chart maps. By the smoothness assump-
tion these Aθ

n : M → C are globally defined. The main result needed is the global
counterpart of Lemma 5.3.

Proposition 5.4. The global parametrix (5.23) has the property (a) from Lemma 5.3
but now for C∞

c (M) test functions. Likewise, property (b) from Lemma 5.3 holds, but
now for all ψ ∈ L2(M).

Proof. (a) Let ψ ∈ C∞
c (M). Then suppψ intersects the support of only finitely many

χl(y, · ) ∈ C∞(M, [0, 1]). To see this, consider {y} × suppψ ⊂ M × M , which can
be covered by open neighborhoods that intersect only finitely many of the suppχl (by
property (iii) of the partition). Since {y} × suppψ ⊂ M ×M , is compact, there exist a
finite subcover of it by such neighborhoods. Hence suppψ only intersects finitely many
χl(y, · ), as claimed, say χl1(y, · ), . . . , χlK (y, · ).

To proceed, let Fζ be the integral operator whose kernel is the global parametrix (5.23).
Its action on ψ ∈ C∞

c (M) is given by

(Fζψ)(y) =
K∑

k=1

ˆ

Vlk

dµg(y′)F
(lk)
ζ (y, y′)χlk(y, y′)ψ(y′) , (5.25)

using suppχlk(y, · ) ⊂ Vlk . Note in particular, that the image has compact support as
well: Fζψ ∈ C∞

c (M) for ψ ∈ C∞
c (M). Since each χl(y, ·) ∈ C∞

c (Vl), Lemma 5.3(a) is
applicable to each term in the sum (5.25), giving

lim
ζ→0+

(Fζψ)(y) =
K∑

k=1

χlk(y, y)ψ(y) . (5.26)

By property (iv) of the partition of unity, the sum over all χl is 1, pointwise in M×M .
However, as seen above, among all χl’s only the χl1 , . . . , χlK , are potentially supported
at (y, y) with y ∈ suppψ. Further, χ0(y, y) = 0 as (y, y) ∈ diag(M × M). Thus,
1 =

∑∞
l=0 χl(y, y) =

∑K
k=1 χlk(y, y), which gives the assertion (a).

(b) We first use Holmgren’s criterion ([30], p.176) to show that (5.23) defines a bounded
integral operator Fζ : L2(M) → L2(M). According to the criterion, a sufficient condi-
tion for this to be the case is that

sup
y∈M

ˆ

dµg(y′) |Fζ(y, y
′)| < ∞ and sup

y′∈M

ˆ

dµg(y) |Fζ(y, y
′)| < ∞ , (5.27)

where Fζ is the global parametrix (5.23). We start with the first condition and insert
(5.23) to find

ˆ

dµg(y′) |Fζ(y, y
′)| ≤

d+2∑

k=1

ˆ

Vlk

dµg(y′)χlk(y, y′)|F (lk)
ζ (y, y′)| . (5.28)

Initially, the sum extends over all l ≥ 1. However, for any fixed y the second part of
property (iii) ensures that at most d+ 2 open sets Vlk , k = 1, . . . , d+ 2, contribute. By
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definition of the χl, l 6= 0, the support of χlk(y, y′) is contained in Vlk × Vlk , even as y′

varies. This gives (5.28). Finally, using property (5.21) the right hand side of (5.28)

can be bounded by C(d+2)(4πζ)− d+1
2 , for a y and lk independent constant C. This

gives the first bound in (5.27) for each fixed ζ > 0. The flipped version is obtained
similarly. This shows that Fζ : L2(M) → L2(M) is a bounded operator, for all ζ > 0.

Next, consider the explicit form of ‖Fζψ‖2,

ˆ

dµg(y) |(Fζψ)(y)|2 =

ˆ

dµg(y)

ˆ

dµg(y1)

ˆ

dµg(y2) (5.29)

×
∑

l,m≥1

χl(y, y1)χm(y, y2)F
(l)
ζ (y, y1)F

(m)
ζ (y, y2)

∗ψ(y1)ψ(y2)
∗ .

Anticipating that it is legitimate to take the ζ → 0+ limit inside the integral one has

lim
ζ→0+

ˆ

dµg(y) |(Fζψ)(y)|2 =

ˆ

dµg(y)
(∑

l≥1

χl(y, y)
)2

|ψ(y)|2 = ‖ψ‖2 . (5.30)

In the penultimate step we used that the l = 0 term does not contribute to the partition
of unity on the diagonal.

It remains to justify that the limit can be taken inside the integrals. To this end we
initially take ψ ∈ C∞

c (M). By the reasoning before (5.25) then a variant of (5.29)
arises with finite sums and integrals over compact domains. Specifically, the integrand
reads

I(y, y1, y2) =
K∑

k,m=1

χlk(y, y1)χlm(y, y2)F
(lk)
ζ (y, y1)F

(lm)
ζ (y, y2)ψ(y1)ψ(y2)

∗ . (5.31)

Here, χlk has support in Vlk × Vlk and χlm has support in Vlm × Vlm, which forces
y in the (k, l)-th term to lie in the intersection Vlk ∩ Vlm . In order to take the limit
ζ → 0+ inside the triple integral dµ(y)dµ(y1)dµ(y2) with integrand (5.31) we show that
I can be bounded by an integrable function. As in the proof of Lemma 5.3a we use
|F (lk)

ζ (y, y′)| ≤ C(lk)
y exp{− c−

4
|y− y′|2}, for some constants C(lk)

y . We can bound the χlk

by 1 to obtain

|I(y, y1, y2)| ≤ Cy

(
e−

c−
4

|y−y1|2ψ(y1)
)(
e−

c−
4

|y−y2|2ψ(y2)
)∗

. (5.32)

Since the domain of the y integration is also compact (given by the union of the
Vlk ∩ Vlm) the right hand side is integrable with respect to dµ(y)dµ(y1)dµ(y2) with
integrand (5.31). This justifies the step leading to (5.30) for all ψ ∈ C∞

c (M).

Finally, we use the fact that C∞
c (M) is dense in L2(M). That is, for a given ψ ∈ L2(M)

there exists a sequence ψn, n ∈ N of C∞
c (M) functions such that ‖ψn−ψ‖ → 0, n → ∞.

We know that Fζψn ∈ C∞
c (M) for all n and Fζψ ∈ L2(M). Since by the first part Fζ

is a bounded operator on L2(M) also ‖Fζψn − Fζψ‖ → 0, n → ∞ holds. �
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Bounding the difference kernel. We now use the global parametrix Fζ(y, y′) to
define a global remainder function Rζ(y, y′) := (∂ζ − ∆θ,y)Fζ(y, y′), that is jointly
smooth in ζ, y, y′. Adapting the strategy in [47] we define in terms of it

Qζ(y, y′) :=

ˆ ζ

0

dζ ′

ˆ

dµg(z)Kθ
ζ−ζ′(y, z)Rζ′(z, y′) . (5.33)

By ∂ζ differentiation of (5.33) one finds

∂ζ

(
Fζ −Qζ

)
(y, y′) = ∆θ,y

(
Fζ −Qζ

)
(y, y′) , (5.34)

using the heat equation for ∂ζK
θ
ζ−ζ′ and the definition of Rζ . The difference kernel (Fζ −

Qζ)(y, y′) therefore satisfies the same heat equation as Kθ
ζ (y, y′). Since Qζ manifestly

vanishes for ζ → 0+ and Fζ obeys (5.13) by Proposition 5.4, the difference is also a
fundamental solution to the heat equation.

We wish to conclude that Fζ −Qζ therefore coincides with Kζ . Note, however, that on
a noncompact manifold a fundamental solution even to the standard heat equation is
not necessarily unique. In order to utilize the results from Section 4 we associate an
integral operator to the difference kernel, defining for ψ ∈ L2(M)

((Fζ − Qζ)ψ)(y) :=

ˆ

dµg(y′)(Fζ −Qζ)(y, y′)ψ(y′) , ζ > 0 . (5.35)

As seen above, the image solves the heat equation (∂ζ − ∆θ)(Fζ − Qζ)ψ = 0 for all
ψ ∈ L2(M). Further,

lim
ζ→0+

‖(Fζ − Qζ)ψ‖ = ‖ψ‖ , ψ ∈ L2(M) . (5.36)

To see this, we first note that Fζψ and Qζψ are separately in L2(M). For Fζψ this was
established before; for Qζψ we use the definition and Cauchy-Schwarz to write

ˆ

dµ(y)|(Qζψ)(y)|2 ≤
(ˆ ζ

0

dζ ′
∥∥∥e(ζ−ζ′)∆θψζ′

∥∥∥
)2

, (5.37)

where ψζ(z) :=
´

dµg(y
′)Rζ(z, y′)ψ(y′). Clearly, Qζψ ∈ L2(M) if ψζ ∈ L2(M), where

the latter is easily seen. To proceed, we anticipate the (much stronger and inde-
pendently established) Lemma 5.5 and the ensued bounds on Rζ . Based on this, it
can be shown that [0, ζ ] ∋ ζ ′ 7→ ‖e(ζ−ζ′)∆θψζ′‖ is bounded as ζ → 0+. This implies
limζ→0+ ‖Qζψ‖ = 0. The triangle inequality ‖(Fζ −Qζ)ψ‖−‖Fζψ‖ ≤ ‖Qζψ‖ and (5.30)
then give the assertion (5.36).

On the other hand, we know that (∆θ, D(∆θ)) generates a strongly continuous semi-
group, R+ ∋ ζ 7→ eζ∆θ , on L2(M). As such the solution of the initial value problem
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∂ζψ(ζ) − ∆θψ(ζ) = 0 with ψ(0) = ψ ∈ L2(M), is unique; see, Ch. II, Prop. 6.4 of [15].
Hence, the semigroups Fζ − Qζ and eζ∆θ coincide. By Theorem 4.2(iii) this implies
that their kernels coincide as well, i.e.

Kθ
ζ (y, y′) − Fζ(y, y′) = Qζ(y, y′) . (5.38)

To complete the proof we now seek to bound Qζ appropriately. Since Qζ is defined
in terms of Rζ this amounts to rendering Rζ ‘small’. So far, mostly the very broad
properties for sθ and Aθ

n mentioned after (5.12) entered, and Rζ will just be given by
the expression (5.10). We now identify sθ with σ̃θ from Proposition 5.1 and make for
Aθ

n(y, y′) an ansatz in powers of ∆y to an appropriate order and adjust the coefficients
so as to render all but the term proportional to (ie−iθζ)NZN on the right hand side of
(5.10) ‘small’. The appropriate requirement is

Xn = O
(
|∆y|2N+8

)
, n ≥ 0 , Y0 = O

(
|∆y|2N+6

)
,

Yn+1 + Zn = O
(
|∆y|2N+4

)
, n = 0, . . . , N − 1 , (5.39)

where N is the expansion order in ζ .

We formulate the instrumental fact as a Lemma but postpone its proof.

Lemma 5.5. For (y, y′) ∈ V × V , some open chart neighborhood of the diagonal in
M × M , let sθ(y, y

′) = σ̃θ(y, y
′) be given by Proposition 5.1 and consider its suitably

truncated Taylor expansion. Then, in a polynomial ansatz for Aθ
n(y, y′), n = 0, . . . , N ,

to a suitable N-dependent order in ∆y, the coefficients can be adjusted such that the
conditions (5.39) hold, for any given N ≥ (d+ 1)/2. The adjustment only requires the
solution of decoupled linear equations. In particular, the resulting diagonal coefficients
Aθ

n(y, y) are scalar differential polynomials in gθ
µν that are smooth in y.

Based on this Lemma we can bound the failure of Fζ to furnish a solution of the heat
equation. Recall the global remainder function Rζ(y, y′) = (∂ζ − ∆θ,y)Fζ(y, y′), which

may be expressed in terms of local remainders R
(l)
ζ (y, y′) through the partition of unity

analagously to (5.23). Both are clearly jointly smooth in ζ, y, y′ for all ζ > 0. From
(5.10) and Lemma 5.5 one has

R
(l)
ζ (y, y′) =

e− 1
2ζ

σ̃θ(y,y′)

ζ
d+1

2
+2

[
∆y2N+4 A(y, ζ) + ζN+2B(y, y′)

]
. (5.40)

Here the first term arises from the approximate vanishing of the n = 0, . . . , N−1 terms
in (5.10), and the second term is the n = N contribution proportional to ZN .

Next, it is convenient to reexpress (5.33) in the form

Qζ(y, y′) =

ˆ ζ

0

dζ ′
(
e(ζ−ζ′)∆θψζ′,y′

)
(y) , (5.41)
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where ψζ′,y′(z) = Rζ′(z, y′) is for fixed ζ ′, y′ smooth and of compact support in z, and
also the dependence on ζ ′, y′ is smooth. The integrand may be given a pointwise bound
(in y, y′) as follows

∣∣∣(e(ζ−ζ′)∆θψζ′,y′)(y)
∣∣∣ ≤ By

σ0∑

j=0

∥∥∥∆j
θe

(ζ−ζ′)∆θψζ′,y′

∥∥∥ = By

σ0∑

j=0

∥∥∥e(ζ−ζ′)∆θ∆j
θψζ′,y′

∥∥∥

≤ By

σ0∑

j=0

∥∥∥∆j
θψζ′,y′

∥∥∥. (5.42)

Here, the first inequality follows from the Sobolev embedding theorem along the lines
of the computation in (4.10), and σ0 is the smallest integer greater than (d+ 1)/4. In
the second step we commute the operator ∆θ through the semigroup, and in the final
inequality we use the contractivity of the semigroup.

Thus, it remains to bound the ‖∆j
θψζ′,y′‖ in (5.42). To this end we make use of the fact

that (by the Lebesgue covering dimension) for each y′ only d + 2 local parametrices
contribute to the right hand side of (5.42). It is therefore sufficient to find a bound
for only a single local parametrix. To obtain ∆j

θψζ′,y′ we need to operate with ∆j
θ

(acting on y) on (5.40). The structure of ∆j
θ can be inferred from (5.57) below, it

contains between 2j and j partial derivatives. Each derivative acting on the exponential
prefactor in (5.40) brings down a power of ζ−1. Each derivative acting on the term in
square brackets produces a term where the order of ∆y is reduced and others. After
rescaling of the difference variable ∆y =

√
ζz this results in a structure of the following

form

∆j
θ,yRζ(y, y′)

∣∣∣
∆y 7→

√
ζz

=
e− 1

2ζ
σ̃θ(y,y−

√
ζz)

ζ
d+1

2
+2

ζN+2−2jP
(j)
ζ (y, z) , (5.43)

where P
(j)
ζ (y, z) is a polynomial in z of degree 2N + 4 and also a polynomial in ζ . This

gives

∥∥∥∆j
θψζ,y′

∥∥∥
2

=

ˆ

dd+1y|g|1/2(y)
∣∣∣∆j

θRζ(y, y′)
∣∣∣
2

= ζ2N−4j−(d+1)

ˆ

dd+1y e− 1
ζ

σ̃(y,y−∆y)|g|1/2(y)
∣∣∣P (j)

ζ

(
y,∆y/

√
ζ
)∣∣∣

2
. (5.44)

The cutoff functions in the partition of unity entail that this integral is over a compact
domain, for which we may take |y − y′| < δ. We can bound the y-dependence in
the non-exponential factors by its supremuum in this ball and write P̃ (j)(∆y/

√
ζ) for

the resulting function of the difference variable. The exponential can be bounded by
exp{−c−|∆y|2/(2ζ)}, using (5.15). The integrand is then a function of ∆y only and
one can change integration variables to z = ∆y/

√
ζ . This yields

∥∥∥∆j
θψζ,y′

∥∥∥
2 ≤ ζ2N−4j− d+1

2

ˆ

dd+1z e−
c−
2

|z|2P̃
(j)
ζ (z) . (5.45)
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After the rescaling the integral is effectively over the ball 0 <
√
ζ |z| < δ. For small

ζ this forces |z| to be large and we can obtain an upper bound by extending the
integration domain to Rd+1. This gives a sum of (polynomially modified) Gaussians in
z with a polynomial ζ dependence. Performing them results in a polynomial in ζ (with
non-vanishing constant term), which for 0 < ζ < 1 can be bounded by a constant. The
upshot is that there exist a C(δ) > 0 such that

∥∥∥∆j
θψζ,y′

∥∥∥ ≤ C(δ)ζN−2j− d+1
4 . (5.46)

Finally, with (5.42) one obtains upon performing the dζ ′ integral in the bound obtained
from (5.41)

|Qζ(y, y
′)| ≤ Cyζ

N+1−2σ0− d+1
4 . (5.47)

Used in (5.38), we arrive at the following result: for each N ∈ N and y ∈ M , for
ζ ∈ (0, 1) there is a constant Cy,N such that

|Kθ
ζ (y, y) − FN

ζ (y, y)| ≤ Cy,Nζ
N+1−c (5.48)

for c = 2σ0 + (d + 1)/2 > 0. Here, we specialized to the diagonal y = y′, and denote
the the truncation order of the parametrix by a superscript N .

For an asymptotic expansion proper, one seeks to have the remainder of the same
order as the first term omitted in the parametrix ansatz. This can be achieved by the
following adjustment. Pick an integer N0 < N and note

FN
ζ (y, y) = FN0

ζ (y, y) +
1

(4πζ)
d+1

2

{
Aθ

N0+1(y)ζN0+1 + . . .+ Aθ
N(y)ζN

}
. (5.49)

Then

|Kθ
ζ (y, y) − FN0

ζ (y, y)| ≤ |Kθ
ζ (y, y) − FN

ζ (y, y)| + |FN
ζ (y, y) − FN0

ζ (y, y)|

≤ Cy,Nζ
N0+1−(c−(N−N0)) +Dyζ

N0+1− d+1
2 . (5.50)

The second term dominates when (N−N0)+(d+1)/2 > c; with c = 2σ0 +(d+1)/2 > 0
and σ0 the smallest integer greater than (d+ 1)/4, this can clearly be realized for any
given d by adjusting N −N0. This establishes:

Theorem 5.6. The diagonal of the kernel Kθ
ζ from Theorem 4.2 admits an asymptotic

expansion of the form

Kθ
ζ (y, y) ≍ (−ieiθ)

d−1
2

(4πζ)
d+1

2

∑

n≥0

Aθ
n(y)(ie−iθζ)n, (5.51)

i.e. for all N ∈ N and y ∈ M

(4πζ)
d+1

2 Kθ
ζ (y, y) − (−ieiθ)

d−1
2

N∑

n=0

Aθ
n(y)(ie−iθζ)n = O(ζN+1) (5.52)
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as ζ → 0+. Here the coefficients Aθ
n(y) from (5.24) are in each chart map related to

the standard heat kernel coefficients by a lapse Wick rotation.

Remarks.

(i) The assertion about the coefficients is a by-product of the proof of Lemma 5.5.
Indeed, the proof will show in particular that in each local chart the An,0 terms in
the polynomial ansatz for Acn

n below in (5.53) are uniquely determined differential
polynomials in the metric gθ and its inverse. Since the Xn, Yn, Zn coefficients (5.11)
determining them are N 7→ ie−iθN Wick rotations of their Euclidean signature coun-
terparts and only algebraic manipulations are invoked, the solutions An,0 likewise must
be the N 7→ ie−iθN Wick rotations of the standard diagonal heat kernel coefficients. In
the special case when for given p the (Aθ

n)(l)(ϕl(p), ϕl(p)) are l-independent, i.e. a single
chart suffices, the expression (5.24) reduces to the expected Aθ

n(y, y) in that chart.

(ii) The result remains valid for complex ζ in the wedge |Arg(ζ)| < θ̃, where the left
hand side is defined by Theorem 4.2. The right hand side is up to a ie−iθ prefactor
only a function of |ζ | and θ− Arg(ζ), while the asymptoticity refers to |ζ |. With some
additional work one can also trace the validity of the individual steps in the proof.

Proof of Lemma 5.5. We use power series ansätze of the form

sL(y′, y) = −ieiθ
L−1∑

l=2

1

l!
sµ1...µl

(y′)∆yµ1 . . .∆yµl ,

Acn

n (y′, y) =
cn−1∑

k=0

1

k!
An,ν1...νk

(y′)∆yν1 . . .∆yνk , (5.53)

where the orders L and cn will be functions of N (the truncation order in ζ) to be
determined. The correction terms in (5.53) are understood to be of order ∆yL and ∆ycn,
respectively. The base point y′ is chosen so that the partial derivatives ∂µ = ∂/∂yµ

only act on the ∆y products. To unclutter the notation we indicate the order in ∆y
directly by the number of indices, writing An,ν1...νk

(y′) for A(k)
n,ν1...νk

(y′) and An,0(y
′) for

A(0)
n (y′).

Starting with the X0 condition in (5.39) it is plain that if the coefficients sµ1,...,µl
,

l = 2, . . . , L−1 are adjusted as in Proposition 5.1 the remainder in the Eikonal equation
will be of order |∆y|L. For this to be of order |∆y|2N+8 we take

L = 2N + 8 , (5.54)

from here on. Note that this does not constrain Ac0
0 . Moreover, the same L = 2N+8

Synge function approximant sL will render all Xn, n ≥ 1, also O(|∆y|2N+4+d0) without
constraining the Acn

n ansatz. Since this is one or two orders higher than the requirement
in the other two conditions in (5.39) the latter reduce to

Y0 = O(|∆y|2N+6) , Yn+1 + Zn = O(|∆y|2N+4) , n = 0, . . . , N − 1 . (5.55)
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In the following we regard sL with L = 2N + 8 as a known function and seek to
determine the coefficients in the Acn

n ansätze such that (5.55) holds. Irrespective of
the details, both conditions will have an expansion in powers of ∆y. Consistency with
L = 2N + 8 requires that the order cn − 1 of the polynomials used must not exceed
2N + 6, see (5.59).

For Y0 one needs to take into account that A0,0 = 1; so the ansatz for Ac0
0 only contains

c0 − 1 free parameter functions. On the other hand, an explicit computation (detailed
below) shows that the constant term in Y0 vanishes, so that only positive powers
of ∆y occur, Y0 =

∑c0−1
p=1 (∆y)pY0,p + O(|∆y|c0). In the absence of any coincidental

cancellations the coefficients Y0,p, p = 1, . . . , 2N + 5, will have to be made to vanish
so as to render the result of order |∆y|2N+6. Taking c0 = 2N + 6 the ansatz for Ac0

0

contains 2N+5 free parameter functions for 2N+5 linear conditions to be met. A closer
inspection shows that only linear, decoupled relations arise, which fix the coefficients
uniquely.

For n ≥ 1, the Zn−1 term in (5.55) is determined by A
cn−1

n−1 and thus constitutes an in-
homogeneity known from the preceding order. The condition Yn +Zn−1 = O(|∆y|2N+4)
thus should determine the cn parameters in Acn

n . Assuming cn ≤ cn−1 the expansion
will produce a series of the form

∑cn−1
p=0 (∆y)p(Yn,p − Zn−1,p), so that the coefficients

p = 0, . . . , 2N + 3 have to vanish in order to meet the condition. Taking cn = 2N + 4
matches the number of parameters to the number of conditions. Again, the conditions
turn out to be linear and decoupled so that the parameters are uniquely fixed.

In summary, the choice

c0 = 2N + 6 , cn = 2N + 4 , n ≥ 1 , (5.56)

will uniquely determine the parameters in the ansätze, provided the expansion of the
Yn, n ≥ 0, terms has an appropriate structure.

We prepare

∇2
θ = gµν

θ (y)∇θ
µ∇θ

ν = gµν
θ (y)∂µ∂ν + γµ

θ (y)∂µ , γµ
θ := |g|−1/2∂ν(|g|1/2gνµ

θ ) , (5.57)

where again the θ-independent density |g|1/2 enters. For L(sL) from (5.11) this gives

L(sL) = gµν
θ (y)gθ

µν(y′) +
L−3∑

l=1

1

l!
∆yµ1 . . .∆yµl

[
gµν

θ (y)sµνµ1...µl
(y′)

+ γµ
θ (y)sµµ1...µl

(y′) + 2gµν
θ (y)sµµ1...µl

(y′)∂ν

]
(5.58)

+
1

(L−2)!
∆yµ1 . . .∆yµL−2

[
γµ

θ (y)sµµ1...µL−2
(y′) + 2gµν

θ (y)sµνµ1...µL−2
(y′)∂ν

]
.

One could now expand the coefficient functions evaluated at y′ = y − ∆y around y to
obtain a local first order linear differential operator. For our purposes it is better to
expand the coefficients at y = y′ + ∆y around y′. This gives an expression of the form

L(sL) = d+1 +
L−2∑

l=1

∆yµ1 . . .∆yµl

[
dµ1...µl

(y′) + eν
µ1...µl

(y′)∂ν

]
+O(∆yL−1) , (5.59)
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where the explicit form of the coefficients is readily inferred from (5.58). From here the
structure of the Yn terms follows. Collecting terms of the same order in ∆y one finds

∆y0 : 2nAn,0

∆y1 : [2nδν
µ1

+ eν
µ1

]An,ν + dµ1An,0 , (5.60)

∆yp : ϑ(cn− 1−p)
{[

2n

p!
δν

µ1
+

1

(p−1)!
eν

µ1

]
An,νµ2...µp+

+
1

(p−2)!
eν

µ1µ2
An,νµ3...µp + . . .+

1

1!
eν

µ1...µp−1
An,νµpϑ(L−p)

+
1

(p−1)!
dµ1An,µ2...µp +

1

(p−2)!
dµ1µ2An,µ3...µp + . . .+

1

1!
dµ1...µp−1An,µpϑ(L−1−p)

}

+ dµ1...µpAn,0 ϑ(L−2−p) + eν
µ1...µp

An,ν ϑ(L−1−p) .

In the last relation p ≥ 2 and we use ϑ(x) = 1, x ≥ 0, ϑ(x) = 0, x < 0, to transcribe the
range of the original sums. Each order in ∆y will give rise to one condition constraining
the coefficients inAcn

n . For n=0 there are 2N+5 free coefficients inAc0
0 , with c0 = 2N+6.

The vanishing of the p = 1, . . . , pmax, relations will match the number of parameters
for pmax = 2N + 5. The overall step function in the ∆yp condition will then always
be unity. With L = 2N + 6 also the L-dependent step function is just 1. The same
happens for n ≥ 1. By (5.56) there are 2N + 4 coefficients and the step functions
limit the validity of the given expression to p ≤ pmax = 2N + 3. Hence, the 2N + 4
coefficients in the ansatz for A2N

n are are subjected to as many equations. Further,
for L = 2N + 6 the L dependent step function is always unity. In summary, with the
choices (5.54), (5.56) the relations (5.60) have all step functions evaluate to 1.

The expressions (5.60) clearly have a triangular structure, the An,νµ2...µp coefficient with
p indices occurs only once and is contracted with a matrix indicated in square brackets.
This matrix is always non-singular and is in fact a multiple of the unit matrix. Indeed,
returning to (5.58) one reads off eν

µ1
= 2gνµ

θ (y′)sµµ1(y′) = 2δν
µ1

. The other terms in the
∆yp expression have An,# coefficients with a smaller number of indices, which suggests
an iterative procedure to impose the conditions (5.55).

For n = 0 the vanishing of the ∆yp, p = 1, . . . , 2N + 5, expressions in (5.60) indeed de-
termines the coefficients A0,ν , A0,νµ2 , . . . , A0,ν,µ2...µ2N+1

, iteratively. For n ≥ 1, we solve
the relations Yn = −Zn−1 + O(|∆y|2N), inductively in n. Since −Zn−1 is determined
by the A

cn−1

n−1 coefficients, the right hand side is known as a polynomial in ∆y from
the preceding order. Equating its coefficients to the ones on (5.60) again leads to a
system triangular in p, which determines the coefficients An,ν, An,νµ2 , . . . , An,νµ2...µ2N−1

,
uniquely. �
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6. Schrödinger evolution group from the θ → 0+ limit

The Wick rotated heat semigroup is well-defined in the near Lorentzian regime, as
long as θ > 0. In this section, we study the strict Lorentzian limit θ → 0+, where
the properties change qualitatively. Based on the form (3.14) of the generator ∆θ, one
might hope that in some sense a unitary Schrödinger group will arise in the limit. The
following theorem specifies a sense in which this indeed holds.

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, g−) be a globally hyperbolic manifold and assume that the
operator D− = −∇2

− + V is essentially self-adjoint on C∞
c (M), i.e., its closure D− is

self-adjoint. Then for all s ∈ R≥0 there is the limiting behavior

es∆θ
θ→0+

−−−→ e−isD− , es∆π−θ
θ→0+

−−−→ e+isD− , (6.1)

converging with respect to the ultra-weak (or weak-star) topology on B(L2(M)). Here

e−isD−, s ∈ R, is the one-parameter unitary group generated by D−.

We recall that (B(L2(M)), ‖·‖op) is the Banach space of continuous endomorphisms on

L2(M), while the ultra-weak topology on B(L2(M)) is the weak-star topology arising
from its pre-dual, the Banach space of trace-class operators B1(L

2(M)) equipped with
the trace norm. We shall also need the product topological space B(L2(M))R≥0 , where
each component B(L2(M)) is endowed with the ultra-weak topology. The product
topology for an uncountable product is defined as follows. Starting with a family
(Xs)s∈R≥0

of topological spaces, the product space
∏

s∈R≥0
Xs (also denoted XR≥0 when

all Xs ≡ X, as is the case here) is the set of all functions f : R≥0 → ⋃
s∈R≥0

Xs such
that ∀ s ∈ R≥0 : f(s) ∈ Xs. Then, the canonical base for the product topology consists
of sets of the form

∏
s∈R≥0

Vs, with each Vs ⊆ Xs open, and Vs = Xs for all but finitely
many s ∈ R≥0.

Throughout this section, we use the notation

∀ s ≥ 0, θ ∈ (0, π) : T (s, θ) := es∆θ . (6.2)

Clearly, for each θ ∈ (0, π), T (·, θ) ∈ B(L2(M))R≥0 .

We begin by preparing the following lemmas.5

Lemma 6.2. Let (M, g−) be a globally hyperbolic manifold and B(L2(M))R≥0 as
above. Regarding ((0, π),�) as a directed set with ordering

θ1 � θ2 ⇐⇒ θ1 ≥ θ2 , ∀ θ1, θ2 ∈ (0, π) , (6.3)

the family (T (·, θ))θ∈(0,π) is a net in B(L2(M))R≥0. Then:

(i) There exists a subnet (T (·, θα))α∈A , and a strongly continuous family of contractive

operators T (·) ∈ B(L2(M))R≥0 such that T (0) = 11, and T (·, θα)
α∈A−−−→ T (·) wrt.

5We are grateful to K. Taira for discussions related to Lemma 6.3 below.
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the product topology on B(L2(M))R≥0. In particular, this implies component-wise
convergence,

∀ s ≥ 0 : T (s, θα)
α∈A−−−→ T (s) (6.4)

in the ultra-weak topology on B(L2(M)).

(ii) Consider for each u ∈ C∞
c (M) the mapping

∀ s ∈ R≥0 : u(s) := T (s)u . (6.5)

Then u ∈ C(R≥0, L
2(M))∩C1(R>0, L

2(M)), and is a distributional solution to the
Schrödinger equation for each w ∈ C∞

c (M), i.e.

〈w | dsu(s)〉L2(M) + 〈iD−w | u(s)〉L2(M) = 0 , s > 0 , (6.6)

with initial condition u(0) = u.

Lemma 6.3. Let (M, g−) be a globally hyperbolic manifold and assume that the op-
erator D− = −∇2

− + V is essentially self-adjoint on C∞
c (M). Then the distributional

solution f ∈ C(R≥0, L
2(M)) ∩ C1(R>0, L

2(M)) to the Schrödinger equation

dsf(s) + iD∗
−f(s) = 0 , s > 0 , (6.7)

with initial condition f(0) = f ∈ C∞
c (M) has a unique solution, namely f(s) = e−isD−f ,

where D− is the (unique, self-adjoint) closure of (D−, C
∞
c (M)).

The proof of Lemma 6.3 is omitted, referring to Ch.VI Theorem 1.7 of [4].

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Consider from Lemma 6.2 the subnet (T (·, θα))α∈A and its
limit T (·) ∈ B(L2(M))R≥0 . For every u ∈ C∞

c (M), it follows from (6.5), (6.6) that
u(s) := T (s)u is a solution to (6.7) with initial condition u(0) = u. This solution is

unique by Lemma 6.3, and hence ∀ s ≥ 0 : T (s)u = e−isD−u. Thus, the action of

the families (T (s))s≥0 and (e−isD−)s≥0 coincide on C∞
c (M). Since C∞

c (M) is dense in
L2(M), it follows immediately that the families are identical, and so

∀ s ≥ 0 : T (s, θα)
α∈A−−−→ e−isD− , (6.8)

in the ultra-weak topology on B(L2(M)).

Next, consider an arbitrary subnet (T (·, θβ))β∈B of the net (T (·, θ))θ∈(0,π) in B(L2(M))R≥0 .
By the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.2 below, it follows that there is
a sub-subnet (T (·, θβ(κ)))κ∈K converging to a T̃ (·) ∈ B(L2(M))R≥0 in the product

topology. This limit T̃ (·) ∈ B(L2(M))R≥0 has the same properties as the T (·) from
Lemma 6.2; in particular ũ(s) := T̃ (s)u, for u ∈ C∞

c (M), solves the differential equa-

tion (6.7) with initial condition u. As above, this implies that ∀ s ≥ 0 : T̃ (s) = e−isD−.
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Having shown that every subnet of (T (·, θ))θ∈(0,π) has a further sub-subnet that con-

verges to (e−isD−)s≥0, it follows6 that the original net converges to the same, i.e.

T (·, θ) θ→0+

−−−→ e−isD− in the product topology. This entails component-wise conver-
gence, i.e.,

∀ s ∈ R≥0 : T (s, θ) = es∆θ
θ→0+−−−→ e−isD− , (6.9)

in the ultra-weak topology of B(L2(M)), completing the proof. �

It remains to prove Lemma 6.2.

Proof of Lemma 6.2.

(i) Since for all s ∈ R≥0, θ ∈ (0, π) : ‖T (s, θ)‖op ≤ 1, it follows that (T (·, θ))θ∈(0,π)

is a net in the product topological space BR≥0 , with B the norm-closed unit ball of
B(L2(M)) equipped with the (relative) ultra-weak topology inherited from B(L2(M)).
Since B(L2(M)) is the dual of the space of trace-class operators B1(L2(M)), B is
compact in the ultra-weak topology by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, and hence BR≥0

is compact in the product topology (Tychonoff’s theorem). Compactness then entails
that there is a subnet (T (·, θα))α∈A converging to T (·) ∈ BR≥0 in the product topology,
which in particular implies the component-wise convergence

∀ s ≥ 0 : T (s, θα)
α∈A−−−→ T (s) , (6.10)

in the ultra-weak topology on B, from which (6.4) follows immediately.

(ii) To proceed, fix arbitrary S > 0 and u ∈ C∞
c (M), and consider the family

(u(s, θ)) s∈[0,S]
θ∈(0,π)

in L2(M), defined by

u(s, θ) := T (s, θ)u . (6.11)

It is clear that for any fixed θ ∈ (0, π), u(·, θ) ∈ C([0, S], L2(M)) ∩C∞((0, S), L2(M)),
and in particular for any k ∈ N we have

dk
s(u(s, θ)) = (∆θ)

kT (s, θ)u = T (s, θ)(∆θ)
ku , (6.12)

leading to the bound
∥∥∥dk

s(u(s, θ))
∥∥∥

L2(M)
=
∥∥∥T (s, θ)(∆θ)

ku
∥∥∥

L2(M)
≤
∥∥∥(∆θ)ku

∥∥∥
L2(M)

≤ ck(u) . (6.13)

Here ck(u) > 0 is a constant depending on k ∈ N and u ∈ C∞
c (M), but independent of

θ ∈ (0, π), and the final bound in (6.13) follows since ∆θ acts classically on u ∈ C∞
c (M).

6The proof of this statement for nets is essentially the same as the proof of the corresponding result
for sequences. Indeed, if the original net did not converge, then there would be an open neighborhood
V of the (sub-subnet) limit point and a subnet that lives in the complement of V . Then, this subnet
cannot have a further sub-subnet that converges to the limit point, a contradiction.
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It then follows that for each θ ∈ (0, π), u(·, θ) ∈ H2([0, S], L2(M)), the Bochner-space
of L2(M) valued Sobolev functions on [0, S], which is in particular a Hilbert space.7

Moreover, the result (6.13) implies that there is a constant C2(u) > 0 such that

sup
θ∈(0,π)

‖u(·, θ)‖H2([0,S],L2(M)) ≤ C2(u) , (6.14)

where the H2-norm is defined by

‖h‖2
H2([0,S],L2(M)) :=

2∑

j=0

ˆ S

0

ds
∥∥∥dj

sh(s)
∥∥∥

2

L2(M)
. (6.15)

Returning now to the subnet (T (·, θα))α∈A from earlier in the proof, it follows from
(6.14) that (u(·, θα))α∈A is a net contained in the H2-norm-closed ball of radius C2(u).
Since H2([0, S], L2(M)) is a Hilbert space, this ball is weakly compact, and hence
(u(·, θα))α∈A has a subnet (u(·, θα(β)))β∈B converging weakly to u(·) ∈ H2([0, S], L2(M)).
By Sobolev embedding (Theorem 2 of Chapter 5.9.2 of [16]), u(·) has a C([0, S], L2(M))∩
C1((0, S), L2(M)) representative, which we continue to denote by u(·). A further con-
sequence of Sobolev embedding is that for any w ∈ L2(M) and s ∈ [0, S], the mapping

H2([0, S], L2(M)) ∋ h 7→ 〈w | h(s)〉L2(M) ∈ C (6.16)

is an element of the dual space H2([0, S], L2(M))∗. Then, the weak convergence of the
subnet (u(·, θα(β)))β∈B above entails that for each s ∈ [0, S] and w ∈ L2(M),

〈
w
∣∣∣ u(s, θα(β))

〉
L2(M)

=
〈
w
∣∣∣T (s, θα(β))u

〉
L2(M)

β∈B−−→ 〈w | u(s)〉L2(M) . (6.17)

However, the ultra-weak convergence (6.10) of the subnet (T (·, θα))α∈A when restricted
to the above sub-subnet (T (·, θα(β)))β∈B implies

〈
w
∣∣∣T (s, θα(β))u

〉
L2(M)

β∈B−−→ 〈w |T (s)u〉L2(M) . (6.18)

Since w ∈ L2(M) is arbitrary, comparing (6.17) and (6.18) yields

∀ s ∈ [0, S] : u(s) = T (s)u , (6.19)

and hence T (·)u ∈ C([0, S], L2(M)) ∩ C1((0, S), L2(M)). Finally, it follows from the
density of C∞

c (M) ⊆ L2(M) (and since S > 0 is arbitrary) that the family of operators
(T (s))s∈R≥0

is strongly continuous.

To complete the proof of Lemma 6.2, it only remains to be shown that u(s) = T (s)u
solves the distributional Schrödinger equation (6.6). To that end, we return to the
weakly converging subnet (u(·, θα(β)))β∈B in H2([0, S], L2(M)). Fixing an arbitrary
w ∈ C∞

c (M), clearly
〈
w
∣∣∣
(
∂s − ∆θα(β)

)
u(s, θα(β))

〉
L2(M)

= 0 , s ∈ (0, S) . (6.20)

7We refer to [50, 26] for textbook accounts of Bochner integration, and to [16] for a discussion of
the associated Sobolev spaces.
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On the other-hand, by Sobolev embedding and weak convergence in H2([0, S], L2(M)),

〈
w
∣∣∣ ∂su(s, θα(β))

〉
L2(M)

=
〈
w
∣∣∣ dsu(s, θα(β))

〉
L2(M)

β∈B−−→ 〈w | dsu(s)〉L2(M) , (6.21)

〈
w
∣∣∣∆θα(β)

u(s, θα(β))
〉

L2(M)
=
〈
∆π−θα(β)

w
∣∣∣ u(s, θα(β))

〉
L2(M)

β∈B−−→ 〈iD−w | u(s)〉L2(M) ,

and hence

〈w | dsu(s)〉L2(M) + 〈iD−w | u(s)〉L2(M) = 0 , s ∈ (0, S) , (6.22)

with initial condition u(0) = u. Since S > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that u(s) = T (s)u
indeed solves the distributional Schrödinger equation (6.6) with initial condition u(0) =
u. �

7. Conclusions

A Wick rotation in the lapse, rather than in time, has been introduced for real mani-
folds admitting a co-dimension one foliation. The definition refers to a fiducial foliation,
but covariance under foliation changing diffeomorphisms is ensured. Further, the inter-
polating complex metrics are admissible in the sense of [29] in a foliation independent
sense. In this setting a Wick rotated heat semi-group was constructed and studied in
some detail. The main results obtained are summarized in the introductory tabulation.
Here we mention some further directions.

The most immediate extension is to non-scalar Laplacians, in particular of Lichnerow-
icz type. For Euclidean signature the associated heat semigroups are widely used to
investigate the quantum theory of gauge fields and gravity, often in combination with
the non-perturbative Functional Renormalization Group [39, 40, 42]. We see no prin-
ciple obstruction to such a generalization, which would allow one to explore the near
Lorentzian regime of such computations in an apples-to-apples comparison. The widely
used de Sitter background may serve as a test case.

In practice, such computations utilize mainly the coefficients appearing in a small
semigroup time asymptotic expansion of the kernel’s diagonal, as developed here. Nev-
ertheless, the existence of an asymptotic expansion for the off-diagonal Wick rotated
heat kernel would be of considerable interest. Although the existence of an off-diagonal
expansion can presumably be established along the lines of [28, 22, 32] without refer-
ence to the Synge function, the formulas for the coefficients are normally expressed
in terms of it. It would therefore be desirable to establish existence results for the
lapse-Wick rotated Synge function under weak assumptions on the metric. A related
issue left unexplored here are generalizations of the known exact heat kernel bounds
[10, 23], usually formulated in terms of the Synge function.

The generalized Laplace transform of the Wick rotated heat kernel’s off-diagonal ex-
pansion relates to a Wick rotated Hadamard parametrix, and the difference to the exact
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induced Wick rotated Green’s function may be expected to code ‘state dependent’ as-
pects. Here the strict Lorentzian limit warrants further investigation, particularly the
relation to boundary values of the Lorentzian Hessian’s resolvent and associated Feyn-
man propagator [13, 14]. One of the relevant questions then being whether or not the
θ → 0+ limit of the Wick-rotated Hessian’s resolvent singles out a Green’s function,
and if this is associated to a positive quantum state [2, 8].
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A. Foliation geometry

In this appendix we set our notation and collect a few basic notions of foliation ge-
ometry in relation to foliation changing diffeomorphisms, as needed in the main text.
Throughout M is a 1+d dimensional topological manifold (locally Euclidean and Hauss-
dorff) that is: smooth, connected, orientable, 2nd countable, and without boundary. We
allow it to be noncompact.

Equivalent foliations. No metric structure is assumed in this part. A co-dimension-
one foliation of M is a collection {Σα}α∈A of connected disjoint subsets of M such
that: (i) M = ∪α∈AΣα, and (ii) every point in M has a neighborhood U and a system
of local coordinates y = (y0, y1, . . . , yd) : U → R1+d, such that for each leaf Σα,
if Σα ∩ U 6= ∅, then its local coordinate image is a y0 = const. slice of the chart
range. Such a (non-unique) coordinate system is said to be adapted to the foliation.
Criteria for a manifold to admit such a structure can be found in [44] and the references
therein. Here we assume that M admits a co-dimension-one foliation given by the
level sets of a smooth submersion T : M → R (in particular dT 6= 0 everywhere).8

The foliation can then be parameterized as {Σt}t∈I , I ⊆ R is the range of T , and
Σt := T−1({t}); by slight abuse of notation we sometimes denote such a foliation as
I ∋ t 7→ Σt. Every leaf is a d-dimensional embedded hypersurface, and we further
assume that all leaves Σt arise from embeddings of a single d-dimensional manifold
Σ. It follows readily from the implicit function theorem and the non-vanishing of
the differential dT that each p ∈ M has a chart neighborhood U such that in local
coordinates Σt ∩ U (if non-empty) consists of the points (t, y1, . . . , yd) in the chart
range. Such adapted coordinates are not unique. If y and y′ are two such coordinate
systems defined on an open set U ⊂ M , then both are related by a diffeomorphism of
the form y′0 = χ0(y0), y′a = χa(y) = χa(t, x), a = 1, . . . , d. By the implicit function
theorem we also view xa(y) to be locally known and such that ỹα = yα(t(ỹ), x(ỹ)), for
all ỹα. Here and below we often write yα, α = 0, 1, . . . , d, for y = (y0, ya).

Two foliations I ∋ t 7→ Σt, and I ′ ∋ t′ 7→ Σ′
t′ , defined on M are called equivalent if there

is a diffeomorphism sending the leaves of one into the leaves of the other. For simplicity
we consider only smooth, orientation preserving diffeomorphisms χ : M → M in the
component of the identity, that reduce to the identity outside a compact set. They
form a group with respect to composition. Sequences of diffeomorphisms and the
concomitant topological considerations will not enter. For short, we just write Diff(M)
for the resulting group of diffeomorphisms.

In local charts, we identify points with their coordinates, and write alternatively χ(y)
and y′ for the image point of y ∈ U . The differential Tyχ maps the tangent space at y
into the one at y′ and is written as ∂y′α/∂yγ. Similarly, for the inverse χ−1 : U ′ → U ,
the image of y′ ∈ U ′ is written alternatively as χ−1(y′) and y. For the differentials one
has Ty′χ−1 = [Tyχ]−1. In the 1+d decomposition we write χ0, χa and (χ−1)0, (χ−1)a

for the projections of χ and χ−1 onto an adapted coordinate basis, and whenever

8In metric geometry T corresponds to a temporal function and the associated foliations are
vorticity-free, see Section A.2.
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unambiguous we abbreviate those as t′, x′a and t, xa, respectively. In this notation a
generic χ ∈ Diff(M) changes both the leaves of the foliation and the coordinatization
of the hypersurfaces:

t 7→ Σt is mapped into t′ 7→ Σ′
t′ by t′ = χ0(t, x), x′a = χa(t, x) . (A.1)

By the above definition two such foliations are equivalent. However, the adapted
coordinates of one are not adapted to the other. This is to be contrasted with the
subgroup Diff({Σ}) ⊂ Diff(M) of foliation preserving diffeomorphisms

χ ∈ Diff({Σ}) iff t′ = χ0(t) , x′a = χa(t, x) , (A.2)

with χ0(ti) = ti, χ
0(tf ) = tf . As noted before, this is the maximal subgroup that

maps adapted coordinates of a given foliation into each other; merely the labeling of
the leaves and their coordinization changes. The Jacobian matrix in the 1 + d decom-
position is then upper triangular. We reserve the notation Diff(Σ) for the subgroup of
t independent diffeomorphisms x′a = χa(x) of Σ.

Block decomposition of 1 +d diffeomorphisms. The diffeomorphisms in 1 +d
form of course still form a group under concatenation. Concatenating (t′, x′a) =
(χ0(t, x), χa(t, x)) with (t′′, x′′a) = (χ′0(t′, x′), χ′a(t′, x′)) gives (t′′, x′′a) = ((χ′ ◦χ)0(t, x),
(χ′ ◦ χ)a(t, x)), where (χ′ ◦ χ)0(t, x) = χ′0(χ0(t, x), χa(t, x)) and (χ′ ◦ χ)a(t, x) =
χ′a(χ0(t, x), χa(t, x)). The defining relations for the inverse χ−1 of χ therefore are
(χ−1)0(χ0(t, x), χb(t, x)) = t, (χ−1)a(χ0(t, x), χb(t, x)) = xa. In general, the temporal
or spatial component of χ−1 also depends on the spatial or temporal component of
χ. An exception are diffeomorphisms trivial in one component, (t, xa) 7→ (χ0(t, x), xa)
or (t, xa) 7→ (t, χa(t, x))), where the inverses depend only parametrically on xa or t,
respectively.

Next, consider the composition of the differentials. Written in 1+d block form one has

∂yγ

∂y′α
=




∂t

∂t′
∂xc

∂t′

∂t

∂x′a

∂xc

∂x′a


 ,

∂y′α

∂yγ
=




∂t′

∂t

∂x′a

∂t
∂t′

∂xc

∂x′a

∂xc


 . (A.3)

The chain rule (∂y′γ/∂yβ)(∂y′′α/∂y′γ) = (∂y′′α/∂yβ) decomposes into blocks according
to

∂t′′

∂t
=

∂t′′

∂t′
∂t′

∂t
+
∂t′′

∂x′c

∂x′c

∂t
,

∂x′′a

∂t
=

∂x′′a

∂t′
∂t′

∂t
+
∂x′′a

∂x′c

∂x′c

∂t
,

∂t′′

∂xb
=

∂t′′

∂t′
∂t′

∂xb
+
∂t′′

∂x′c

∂x′c

∂xb
,

∂x′′a

∂xb
=

∂x′′a

∂t′
∂t′

∂xb
+
∂x′′a

∂x′c

∂x′c

∂xb
. (A.4)
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As a consequence the familiar inversion formula for the full Jacobian matrices (A.3)
does not project to the blocks. Systematically one would want to express the com-
ponents of ∂yα/∂y′β in terms of the components of ∂y′α/∂yβ. To do so we specialize
(A.4) to coinciding initial and final variables and swap the role of the primed and the
unprimed fields. Combining the resulting equations pairwise gives

∂xc

∂x′b

(
∂x′a

∂xc
−
(
∂t′

∂t

)−1∂x′a

∂t

∂t′

∂xc

)
= δa

b ,

∂xc

∂t′

(
∂x′a

∂xc
−
(
∂t′

∂t

)−1 ∂x′a

∂t

∂t′

∂xc

)
= −

(
∂t′

∂t

)−1 ∂x′a

∂t
. (A.5)

The inverse of the matrix in brackets can be expressed in terms of the matrix inverse
of ∂x′a/∂xb via the formula for rank one perturbations (Sherman-Morrison). Writing
Y a

b for the result the desired inversion formulas read

∂xa

∂x′b
= Y a

b ,

∂xa

∂t′
= −

(
∂t′

∂t

)−1 ∂x′b

∂t
Y a

b ,

∂t

∂t′
=
(
∂t′

∂t

)−1

+
(
∂t′

∂t

)−2 ∂x′d

∂t
Y c

d

∂t′

∂xc
,

∂t

∂x′a
= −

(
∂t′

∂t

)−1

Y c
a

∂t′

∂xc
. (A.6)

In general all components mix under inversion. Upper or lower block diagonal Jaco-
bian matrices remain so, as required. Only for direct product diffeomorphism t′ =
χ0(t), x′a = χa(x) does (A.6) reduce to the simple variants ∂xa/∂x′b = [(∂x′/∂x)−1]ab ,
∂t/∂t′ = (∂t′/∂t)−1, directly entailed by the implicit function theorem.

In summary, the differentials Tyχ and Ty′χ−1 = [Tyχ]−1 of a generic diffeomorphisms
χ ∈ Diff(M), admit a block decomposition whose composition and inverse is governed
by the relations (A.4) and (A.6). The advantage of this crude decomposition is that
no metric structure is required.

Metric geometry of the foliations. We now assume that the manifold M is in ad-
dition equipped with both a Lorentzian and a Riemannian metric g, which we take to
be smooth and similar to (ǫg,+, . . . ,+), ǫg = ∓1. For Lorentzian signature global hy-
perbolicity of (M, g) is the instrumental condition. It ensures the existence of smooth
time functions, the attainability of the Na = 0 gauge, and that the leaves of the folia-
tion are Cauchy surfaces [5]. Systematic expositions of the Lorentzian 1 + d projection
formalism in metric geometry can be found in many textbooks, see e.g. [21]. A tem-
poral function in this context is a smooth function T : M → R with a timelike past
pointing gradient dT , interpreted as a one-form dT = (∂T/∂yα)dyα. Importantly, any
globally hyperbolic spacetime admits a temporal function such that any level surface
Σt = {y ∈ M | T (y) = t} is a Cauchy surface [5]. For Riemannian metrics we shall
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continue to use the term ‘temporal function’ for a smooth function T with a nowhere
vanishing gradient. To fix the notation and to highlight the dependence on the signature
parameter ǫg ∈ {∓1}, we display the main relations of the (Arnowitt-Deser-Misner)
ADM formalism.

For a fixed temporal function T and the associated foliation I ∋ t 7→ Σt, one may
identify T with t and write ∂αt for the components of dT . In terms of them we set

gαβ∂αt∂βt =: ǫgN
−2 , mα := ǫgN

2gαβ∂βt . (A.7)

The first equation defines the lapse N , the second defines a vector conjugate to the
temporal gradient, mα∂αt = 1. Note that N is scalar and mα a vector as long as T is
held fixed. Further mα∂α has unit coefficient along ∂t and

mα∂α = ∂t −Na∂a , (A.8)

defines the shift Na. In terms of mα, ∂αt projectors tangential and transversal to the
leaves of the foliation are defined by

Σ β
α := δβ

α − ∂αtm
β , T β

α := ∂αtm
β . (A.9)

We write gαβ := Σ δ
α Σ γ

β gδγ for the induced metric on Σt. Since mαΣ β
α = 0, the natural

derivative transversal to the leaves of the foliation is e0 := Lm = ∂t − L ~N , where L ~N

is the d-dimensional Lie derivative in the direction of Na. When acting on scalars we
write e0 = eα

0∂α, so that eα
0 = mα. The tangential derivatives acting on scalars are

ea
α

∂

∂xa
= Σ β

α ∂β = ∂α − ∂αt e0 ,
∂

∂xa
= eα

a∂α . (A.10)

which defines the coefficient matrices eα
a and ea

α. They are such that

eα
a e

b
α = δb

a , Σ β
α = ea

α e
β
a ,

eα
a := gαβgab e

b
β , gαβ e

α
a m

β = 0 = gαβea
α ∂βt , (A.11)

which express the orthogonality and completeness of the component fields. By (A.7),
(A.9), (A.11) the metric and its inverse take the block diagonal form

gαβ = ǫgN
2∂αt∂βt+ gabe

a
αe

b
β ,

gαβ = ǫgN
−2mαmβ + gabeα

ae
β
b , (A.12)

where gacgcb = δa
b . Further det g = ǫgN

2 det g. For a fixed temporal function in addition
to N,Na also gab is a scalar.

The description in terms of the embedding relations ỹα = yα(t(ỹ), x(ỹ)) is now sec-
ondary, but still carries over

∂αt =
∂t

∂yα
, mα =

∂yα

∂t
−Naeα

a , (A.13a)
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eα
a =

∂yα

∂xa
, ea

α =
∂xa

∂yα
+Na∂αt , (A.13b)

where t(y) is the given temporal function and xa(y) is defined by the implicit function
theorem. The left pair of relations holds by definition. Further ∂yα/∂t − mα is or-
thogonal to ∂αt and thus tangent to Σt. As such it can be written in the form Naeα

a ,
which gives the second relation in (A.13a). The orthogonality (A.11) then provides the
second relation in (A.13b). The 1-forms ea = dxa + Nadt span the cotangent space of
Σ, while ∂a = eα

a∂α span the tangent space. The full coordinate 1-forms and associated
differentials are given by

dyα = mαdt+ eα
ae

a , ea = dxa +Nadt ,

∂

∂yα
= ∂αt e0 + ea

α∂a , e0 = ∂0 −Na∂a . (A.14)

The one forms (Ndt, ea) and dual vector fields (N−1e0, ∂a) form a moving frame which
we refer to as the foliation frame. As long as the coordinate functions t : U → R and
xa : U → Rd are kept fixed the description is independent of the choice of embedding
coordinates yα.

B. Distributions and Sobolev spaces

We introduce and summarize the main properties of the function and distribution
spaces used in this paper.

Test functions, distributions and distributional derivatives. As a set, the
test functions on the manifold M is simply D(M) = C∞

c (M), the compactly supported
smooth complex-valued functions on M (all functions discussed will be complex valued,
and this specification will be henceforth omitted). D(M) is equipped with a topology
arising from a family of seminorms, rendering it a locally convex topological vector
space; we refer to [3, 19] for further details. It can be shown that, in order to define
distributions, it is sufficient to specify the mode of convergence in D(M).

Definition B.1. A sequence (uj)j∈N in D(M) is said to converge to u ∈ D(M) iff the
following holds.

(i) There is a compact set K ⊆ M containing the supports of u and all the uj.

(ii) There is a covering of K by finitely many charts Ω1, . . . ,Ωk such that for each
chart in local coordinates, for all multi-indices α, ∂αuj → ∂αu uniformly on the
chart.

In order to define distributional gradients and Laplacians we introduce the test vector
fields

⇀
D (M) and test covector fields D⇁(M). As sets these are respectively the com-

pactly supported smooth vector and covector fields on M , and the mode of convergence
is defined as the straightforward generalization of Definition B.1.
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Next, the distribution space D′(M) comprises the continuous linear functionals over
D(M), where continuity means that for any ϕ ∈ D′(M) and any sequence (uj)j∈N

converging to zero in D(M) we have (ϕ, uj)
j−→ 0 (here (ϕ, uj) denotes the action of

the distribution ϕ). It is clear that D′(M) is a vector space, and convergence therein

is defined as usual: ϕj
D′−→ ϕ iff (ϕj, u)

j−→ (ϕ, u) for all test functions u ∈ D(M).
Similarly, the spaces of distributional vector fields

⇀
D ′(M) and distributional covector

fields D⇁
′(M) are respectively the duals of

⇀
D (M) and D⇁(M), and are linear spaces

with convergence defined analogously to the scalar case.

The above test function and distribution spaces are well-defined on any smooth man-
ifold, without reference to a metric structure. We now assume that M carries in
addition a smooth metric g of Riemannian or Lorentzian signature, and associated

volume form dµg = dy
√

|g|. Recall that f ∈ C∞(M) canonically defines a distribu-

tion (f̃ , u) :=
´

dµgfu. Then the one-form ∇f defines an distributional vector field

∇̃f ∈ ⇀
D ′(M) by an integration by parts, (∇̃f, v) := −(f̃ ,∇αv

α) for v ∈ ⇀
D (M), where

∇αv
α = |g|−1/2∂α(|g|1/2vα) is the divergence. Generalizing, the distributional gradient

maps
⇀
D ′(M) → ⇀

D ′(M), where for each ϕ ∈ D′(M), the distribution ∇ϕ is defined by

(∇ϕ, v) := −(ϕ,∇αv
α) , ∀ v ∈ ⇀

D (M) . (B.1)

The distributional Laplacian ∇2 is defined analogously: for ϕ ∈ D′(M), ∇2ϕ ∈ D′(M)
is defined by

(∇2ϕ, u) := (ϕ,∇2u) , ∀u ∈ D(M) . (B.2)

L2- and Sobolev spaces. The σ-algebra M(M) of measurable sets on the manifold
M consists of those E ⊆ M such that for any chart U on M , the image of E ∩ U
under the chart map is a Lebesgue measurable subset of R1+d; in particular, M(M)
contains all Borel sets. Then, measurable functions, vector fields, and covector fields
can be defined on M in the standard way. Next, the volume form associated to the
Lorentzian metric g− induces a complete, regular measure µg on M(M); we refer to
[23] for details. Then, as usual, L2(M) consists of (equivalence classes of) measurable
functions f : M → C for which the 2-norm ‖f‖L2(M) := (

´

dµg |f |2)1/2 < ∞. This is a
Hilbert space with inner product

〈f1 | f2〉L2(M) :=

ˆ

dµg f
∗
1 f2 , f1, f2 ∈ L2(M) . (B.3)

To discuss L2-spaces of (co)-vector functions, a Riemannian metric g+ is introduced.
The space of square-integrable covector fields L2

⇁(M) consists of (equivalence classes of)

measurable sections ω : M → T ∗M for which (gαβ
+ ω∗

αωβ)1/2 ∈ L2(M). The definition of
the space of square-integrable vector fields

⇀
L2(M) is analogous, and moreover the metric

g+ defines a canonical isometry ωα := g+
αβv

β between
⇀
L2(M) and L2

⇁(M). Further, as
in the scalar case, these are Hilbert spaces with inner products

〈ω | η〉L2
⇁ (M) :=

ˆ

dµg g
αβ
+ ω∗

αηβ , 〈v |w〉⇀
L2(M) :=

ˆ

dµg g
+
αβv

α ∗wβ . (B.4)
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The locally integrable versions of the above spaces consist of measurable sections that
are square-integrable over every open set set Ω ⋐M , and are denoted e.g. L2

loc(M) in
the scalar case; moreover, clearly L2(M) ⊆ L2

loc(M).

Next, we recall the following characterization of a distribution F ∈ D′(M) having an
L2(M) realization. In particular, the right hand side of (B.7) below defines a (possibly
infinite) L2-“norm” of a distribution F ∈ D′(M), without the L2-realization being
a-priori well defined.

Proposition B.1 (Lemma 2.15 of [23]). Let F ∈ D′(M). Then

sup
u∈C∞

c (M)

‖u‖
L2 =1

∣∣∣(F, u)
∣∣∣ < ∞ (B.5)

iff there exists a unique f ∈ L2(M) such that for all u ∈ C∞
c (M) = D(M)

(F, u) =

ˆ

dµg(y) f(y)u(y) . (B.6)

Moreover,

‖f‖L2 = sup
u∈C∞

c (M)

‖u‖
L2 =1

∣∣∣(F, u)
∣∣∣ . (B.7)

Proceeding now to Sobolev spaces, every f ∈ L2(M) defines a distribution (f̃ , u) :=
´

dµg fu, and hence has a well-defined distributional gradient ∇̃f ∈ ⇀
D ′(M),

(∇̃f, v) = −
ˆ

dµg f∇αv
α , ∀v ∈ ⇀

D(M) . (B.8)

The Sobolev space W1(M) consists of those elements f ∈ L2(M) for which the distri-

butional gradient ∇̃f ∈ ⇀
D ′(M) has an L2

⇁(M) realization, denoted by ∇f and called
the weak derivative of f ∈ L2(M). Clearly for every test vector field v ∈ ⇀

D(M) one
has

ˆ

dµg ∇αf v
α = −

ˆ

dµg f∇αv
α . (B.9)

Clearly, C∞
c (M) ⊆ W1(M), and moreover W1(M) is a Hilbert space with inner product

〈f1 | f2〉W1(M) := 〈f1 | f2〉L2(M) + 〈∇f1 | ∇f2〉L2
⇁ (M) . (B.10)

Finally, the main Sobolev space used in this paper, W1
0 (M), is defined as the closed

subspace of W1(M) obtained by taking the closure of C∞
c (M) in the W1-norm. In

particular, W1
0 (M) is a Hilbert space with inner product (B.10), and embeds densely

into L2(M).
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C. Local regularity results

In this appendix we summarize the salient aspects of the local regularity theory of
the following elliptic operators with complex valued smooth coefficients, defined on a
connected open set Ω ⊆ Rn,

L(·) = ∂µ(aµν(x)∂ν(·)) , (C.1a)

L̄(·) = b(x)∂µ(aµν(x)∂ν(·)) . (C.1b)

Here b ∈ C∞(Ω,R) and a ∈ C∞(Ω,Mn×n(C)) satisfy:

(i) For all x ∈ Ω : b(x) > 0.

(ii) For each x ∈ Ω : a ∈ Mn×n(C) is symmetric. Further, there exists a continuous
map ℓ : Ω → R>0 such that

Re(aµν(x)ξ∗
µξν) ≥ ℓ(x)δµνξ∗

µξν , ∀ ξ ∈ Cn . (C.2)

We shall make copious use of Sobolev embedding:9

Sobolev embedding theorem (Theorem 6.1 of [23]). Let Ω ⊆ Rn be open and
k,m ∈ N0 such that k > m + n

2
. Then each u ∈ W k

loc(Ω) has a Cm(Ω)-representative
(also denoted by u). Moreover, for any relatively compact open sets Ω0, Ω1 such that
Ω0 ⋐ Ω1 ⋐ Ω there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖u‖Cm(Ω0) ≤ C‖u‖W k(Ω1) , (C.3)

and C depends on Ω0,Ω1, k,m, n.

The first result of this appendix is that when u, L̄u, . . . , L̄ku ∈ L2
loc(Ω) for sufficiently

high k ∈ N, u is classically differentiable. This is the content of Theorem C.1, and its
Corollary C.1.1.

Theorem C.1. Let Ω ⊆ Rn be open, and assume that for some k ∈ N we have

u, L̄u, . . . , L̄ku ∈ L2
loc(Ω) , (C.4)

where the operator L̄ is defined in (C.1b). Then u ∈ W 2k
loc(Ω), and for any open sets

Ω0 ⋐ Ω1 ⋐ Ω, there exists Mk > 0 (depending on L̄, Ω0, Ω1) such that

‖u‖W 2k(Ω0) ≤ Mk

k∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄ju
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
. (C.5)

Applying the Sobolev embedding theorem then yields

9Here, and throughout this appendix, all L2
loc(Ω) and Sobolev spaces W l

loc(Ω) are defined wrt. the
Lebesgue measure on Ω. We refer to [23] for detailed definitions.
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Corollary C.1.1. Given the hypotheses of Theorem C.1, if there exists m ∈ N0 such
that k > m/2 + n/4, then u ∈ Cm(Ω) (or more precisely u ∈ L2

loc(Ω) has a Cm-
representative). Moreover, for open sets Ω0 ⋐ Ω1 ⋐ Ω there is a B > 0 such that

‖u‖Cm(Ω0) ≤ B
k∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄ju
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
, (C.6)

with ‖u‖Cm(Ω0) := sup
|α|≤m

sup
Ω0

|∂αu|.

The second main result of this appendix concerns analytic maps from the open ball
BS(0) := {ζ ∈ C | |ζ | < S} to L2

loc(Ω) defined by power series of the form

F (s) :=
∞∑

j=0

sj

j!
fj, (C.7)

and joint regularity in (s, x) ∈ BS(0) × Ω. Indeed, since for each s, F (s) ∈ L2
loc(Ω)

is determined only up to sets of Lebesgue measure zero, joint regularity is not a well-
defined notion for such maps in general. However, with the additional hypotheses that
under the action of L̄, the F (s), fj satisfy local integrability conditions of the form
(C.4) for sufficiently large k ∈ N, classical joint differentiability is enforced.

Theorem C.2. Let there exist a sequence (fj)j∈N0 in L2
loc(Ω) and k ∈ N so that

∀ j ∈ N0 : fj , L̄fj , . . . , L̄
kfj ∈ L2

loc(Ω) . (C.8)

Suppose there exists an analytic function F : BS(0) → L2
loc(Ω), with the following

properties for each ζ ∈ BS(0).

(i) The power series F (ζ) =
∑∞

j=0
ζj

j!
fj converges in L2

loc(Ω).

(ii) F (ζ), L̄F (ζ), . . . , L̄kF (ζ) ∈ L2
loc(Ω).

(iii) For each l ∈ {1, . . . , k} L̄lF (ζ) =
∑∞

j=0
ζj

j!
L̄lfj, with the sum converging in L2

loc(Ω).

If there is m ∈ N0 such that k > m/2 + n/4, then for each ζ ∈ BS(0) there exists a
Cm(Ω) representative of F (ζ), denoted by F (ζ, ·), and the mapping

BS(0) × Ω ∋ (ζ, x) 7→ F (ζ, x) ∈ C (C.9)

is jointly Cm.

The technical input required for the proofs of these results are the following lemmas.

Lemma C.3. Let Ω ⊆ Rn be an open set. Then for any k ∈ N0, if u ∈ W k(Ω) with
compact support in Ω,10 and Lu ∈ W k−1(Ω), then

L(u ∗ ϕε)
W k−1

−−−→ Lu . (C.10)

10u ∈ W k(Ω) compactly supported in Ω means there exists K ⊆ Ω such that K is compact and
u = 0 a.e. on Ω \ K. It follows that all weak derivatives up to order k are compactly supported and
are zero a.e. on Ω \ K.
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Here u ∗ ϕε is the convolution with the mollifier ϕε.
11

Note: since u ∈ W k(Ω) is compactly supported in Ω, it may be extended to an element
of W k(Rn) by setting it to zero outside Ω, thereby rendering the convolution u∗ϕε well
defined.

Lemma C.4. Let Ω, Ω′ ⊆ Rn be open and Ω′ ⋐ Ω. Then for every k ∈ N : ∃Ck > 0
(depending on L and Ω′) such that

‖u‖W k(Ω′) ≤ Ck‖Lu‖W k−2(Ω′) , u ∈ C∞
c (Ω′) . (C.11)

These results are (respectively) generalizations to all k ∈ N of Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7 of
[23], suitably adapted to the complex coefficient operator (C.1a). The proofs are by
induction, with the base case following the same lines as in [23], and the inductive step
straightforward; we omit the details.

We now proceed to the proof of Theorems C.1 and C.2.

Proof of Theorem C.1. This is by induction on k ∈ N.

Base case k = 1: Assume that u, L̄u ∈ L2
loc(Ω), which implies that Lu = b−1L̄u ∈

L2
loc(Ω). Fixing arbitrary open sets Ω1 ⋐ Ω2 ⋐ Ω, there is a further open set Ω′ such

that Ω1 ⋐ Ω′ ⋐ Ω2. Next, let ψ ∈ C∞
c (Ω′) be a cutoff function for Ω0, i.e. ψ : Ω′ → [0, 1]

and ψ|Ω0 ≡ 1, and define v := ψu. Then clearly v ∈ L2(Ω), with compact support
contained in Ω′.

Next, consider

Lv = ψLu + Lψu+ 2aµν∂µψ∂νu. (C.12)

Since both u, Lu ∈ L2
loc(Ω), the first two terms are in L2

loc(Ω) as well. The final term,
with a single derivative acting on u is a priori only in W−1

loc (Ω). Thus, Lv ∈ W−1
loc (Ω).

Since v is compactly supported in Ω′, there is ε0 > 0 such that for all 0 < ε < ε0

we have under mollification v ∗ ϕε ∈ C∞
c (Ω′). Thus, Lemma C.4 implies that there is

C1 > 0 such that

‖v ∗ ϕε‖W 1(Ω′) ≤ C1‖L(v ∗ ϕε)‖W −1(Ω′) , ∀ ε ∈ (0, ε0) . (C.13)

Furthermore, L(v ∗ ϕε)
W −1−−−→ Lv by Lemma C.3, so

lim sup
ε→0+

‖v ∗ ϕε‖W 1(Ω′) ≤ C1‖Lv‖W −1(Ω′) , (C.14)

and hence lim infε→0+ ‖v ∗ ϕε‖W 1(Ω′) < ∞. This implies v ∈ W 1(Ω′) with ‖v‖W 1(Ω′) ≤
C1‖Lv‖W −1(Ω′) (c.f. [23] Theorem 2.13). Since u ≡ v on Ω0 ⋐ Ω′, together with the

expression for Lv in (C.12), it follows that u ∈ W 1(Ω0) and

‖u‖W 1(Ω0) ≤ C ′
1

(
‖u‖L2(Ω′) + ‖Lu‖L2(Ω′)

)
, (C.15)

11Mollifiers are defined by first specifying a non-negative ϕ ∈ C∞
c (Rn) supported in the unit ball

B1(0) ⊆ Rn and
´

Rn dnx ϕ = 1. Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1) one sets ϕε(x) := ε−nϕ(x/ε), which is
supported in Bε(0).
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with C ′
1 > 0 independent of u. Moreover, since Ω1 ⋐ Ω′

⋐ Ω were arbitrary, u ∈
W 1

loc(Ω).

To go from W 1 to W 2, note that (the now established) u ∈ W 1
loc(Ω) =⇒ Lv ∈ L2

loc(Ω)
above. Then Lemmas C.4 and C.3 in combination yield

lim sup
ε→0+

‖v ∗ ϕε‖W 2(Ω′) ≤ C2‖Lv‖L2(Ω′) , (C.16)

and hence v ∈ W 2(Ω′) with the bound ‖v‖W 2(Ω′) ≤ C2‖Lv‖L2(Ω′). Then

‖u‖W 2(Ω0) ≤ C2‖Lv‖L2(Ω′) ≤ C ′
2

(
‖u‖L2(Ω′) + ‖Lu‖L2(Ω′) + ‖u‖W 1(Ω′)

)

≤ C ′′
2

(
‖u‖L2(Ω′) + ‖Lu‖L2(Ω′)

)
(C.17)

with the final inequality from the bound (C.15) applied to ‖u‖W 1(Ω′). Thus we conclude

that u, L̄u ∈ L2
loc(Ω) implies u ∈ W 2

loc(Ω). Moreover, since L̄ = bL, there is M1 > 0
(depending on L̄ and the open sets Ω0, Ω1, but independent of u) such that

‖u‖W 2(Ω0) ≤ Mk

1∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄ju
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
, (C.18)

establishing the base case.

The inductive step k to k + 1: Fixing an arbitrary k ≥ 1, assume that the result holds
for k. Next, assume that

u, L̄u, . . . , L̄ku, L̄k+1u ∈ L2
loc(Ω) . (C.19)

Then u, L̄u, . . . , L̄ku ∈ L2
loc(Ω) and L̄u, . . . , L̄k(L̄u) ∈ L2

loc(Ω), which together with the
inductive hypothesis implies u, L̄u ∈ W 2k

loc(Ω) along with the requisite norm bounds
(c.f. (C.5)).

It then follows that, upon fixing an arbitrary multi-index α with |α| = 2k, we have
∂αu ∈ L2

loc(Ω) and using L̄ = bL,12

L(∂αu) = b−1∂α(L̄u) −
∑

|β1|+|β2|=|α|

|β1|>0

b−1∂β1b ∂β2Lu ∈ W−1
loc (Ω) . (C.20)

Applying the argument in the proof of the base case above to ∂αu, one concludes that
∂αu ∈ W 2

loc(Ω). Moreover, since α is an arbitrary multi-index with |α| = 2k, it follows
that u ∈ W 2k+2

loc (Ω).

Turning now to the bound, having chosen open sets Ω0 ⋐ Ω1 ⋐ Ω, choose two further
open sets Ω′, Ω′′ satisfying Ω0 ⋐ Ω′

⋐ Ω′′
⋐ Ω1. The k = 1 bound (C.18) applied to

∂αu on Ω0 ⋐ Ω′ ⋐ Ω is

‖∂αu‖W 2(Ω0) ≤ M1

(
‖∂αu‖L2(Ω′) +

∥∥∥L̄(∂αu)
∥∥∥

L2(Ω′)

)
. (C.21)

12Clearly the first term is in L2
loc(Ω), and since |β2| ≤ 2k − 1, u ∈ W 2k

loc(Ω), the second term is an
element of W −1

loc (Ω).
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Next, it follows from (C.20) that

∥∥∥L̄(∂αu)
∥∥∥

L2(Ω′)
≤ C ′

1

(∥∥∥L̄u
∥∥∥

W 2k(Ω′)
+

∑

|β|≤2k

∥∥∥∂βu
∥∥∥

W 1(Ω′)

)

≤ C ′′
1

(
‖u‖W 2k(Ω′′) +

∥∥∥L̄u
∥∥∥

W 2k(Ω′′)

)
, (C.22)

where to arrive at the second inequality one applies the W 1-bound (C.15) to ∂βu on
Ω′ ⋐ Ω′′ ⋐ Ω.

Finally, applying the inductive hypothesis to u, L̄u ∈ W 2k
loc(Ω) on Ω′′ ⋐ Ω1 ⋐ Ω yields

‖u‖W 2k(Ω′′) ≤ C̃
k∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄ju
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
, ‖Lu‖W 2k(Ω′′) ≤ C̃

k∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄j+1u
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
(C.23)

with C̃ > 0 independent of u. This, in combination with (C.21) and (C.22) implies the
existence of Mk+1 > 0 such that

‖u‖W 2k+2(Ω0) ≤ Mk+1

k+1∑

j=0

∥∥∥L̄ju
∥∥∥

L2(Ω1)
, (C.24)

completing the inductive step, and hence the proof of the theorem. �

Proof of Theorem C.2. Assume that there exists m ∈ N such that k > m/2 + n/4.
It follows straightforwardly from Corollary C.1.1 that for each j ∈ N0 and ζ ∈
BS(0), fj , F (s) have Cm(Ω)-representatives, to be denoted fj(·) and F (ζ, ·) respec-
tively. Moreover, it follows from the convergence of the series in Theorem C.2 that for
each ζ ∈ BS(0) the power series

F (ζ, ·) =
∞∑

j=0

ζj

j!
fj(·) (C.25)

converges in Cm(Ω0) for every open set Ω0 ⋐ Ω.13 The uniformity of this convergence
for each ζ ∈ BS(0), together with the basic properties of the convergence of power series,
implies that F (·, ·) is jointly Cm in (ζ, x). The detailed argument is by induction.

Base case (jointly C1): Fix an arbitrary open set Ω0 ⋐ Ω and let ζ ∈ BS(0) and
δζ ∈ Br(ζ) ⊆ BS(0). Since the Cm(Ω0) convergence of the power series (C.25) holds

for any ζ ∈ BS(0), the sum
∑

j≥0
|ζ+δζ|j

j!
‖fj‖C1(Ω0) is uniformly bounded from above for

δζ ∈ Br(ζ). Then

lim
δζ→0

F (ζ + δζ, ·) = lim
δζ→0

∞∑

j=0

(ζ + δζ)j

j!
fj(·) = F (ζ, ·) , (C.26)

13Recall that the ‖·‖Cm(Ω0)-norm is defined by ‖h‖Cm(Ω0) := supα≤m supΩ0
|∂αh|.
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with the limit taken with respect to ‖·‖Cm(Ω0), and the above uniform upper bound
allows the limit to be taken inside the sum. This continuity in ζ , uniformly over x ∈ Ω,
implies joint continuity in ζ and x.

Having established joint continuity, consider the following series bounding the difference
quotient,

∞∑

j=1

1

j!

∣∣∣∣∣
(ζ + δζ)j − ζj

δζ

∣∣∣∣∣ ‖f‖Cm(Ω0) ≤
∞∑

j=1

rj−1

(j − 1)!
‖f‖Cm(Ω0) < ∞ (C.27)

with finiteness following from the Cm(Ω0) convergence of (C.25) over BS(0). Analogous
to the argument for continuity, this implies that the difference quotient power series
converges to ∂ζF (ζ, ·) in Cm(Ω0) as δζ → 0. In particular, it yields the power series

∂ζF (ζ, ·) =
∞∑

j=0

ζj

j!
fj+1(·) , (C.28)

converging in Cm(Ω0) for ζ ∈ BS(0). Applying the above continuity arguments to this
power series implies that F (·, ·) is jointly C1, and for indices i+ |α| = 1,

∂i
ζ∂

α
xF (ζ, ·) =

∞∑

j=0

ζj

j!
∂α

x fj+1(·) , ζ ∈ BS(0) , (C.29)

converging in Cm−|α|(Ω0).

The inductive step: For 1 ≤ l < m, assume that F (·, ·) is jointly C l on BS(0) × Ω,
and that for indices i+ |α| ≤ l the series (C.29) converges in Cm−|α|(Ω0) for any open
set Ω0 ⋐ Ω. To proceed, fix such an open set Ω0. It is to be shown that for indices
i + |α| = l + 1, the power series expansion in (C.29) converges in Cm−|α|(Ω0). When
i ≤ l, this holds as a direct consequence of the induction hypothesis. Thus, w.l.o.g.
assume that i = l + 1, and consider

∂l
ζF (ζ, ·) =

∞∑

j=0

ζj

j!
fj+l(·) . (C.30)

By the inductive hypothesis, this converges in Cm(Ω0) for each ζ ∈ BS(0). Applying
the arguments of the base case above to (C.30) then implies ∂l

ζF (·, ·) is jointly C1, and
in particular

∂l+1
ζ F (ζ, ·) =

∞∑

j=0

ζj

j!
fj+l+1(·) , ζ ∈ BS(0) , (C.31)

converging in Cm(Ω0) as desired. Thus, F (·, ·) is jointly C l+1 in (ζ, x) ∈ BS(0) × Ω,
completing the inductive step, and thereby the proof. �
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