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GLOBAL CRITICAL POINTS OF THE STANDARD MODEL ON

FOUR-DIMENSIONAL SPACETIMES OF EXPANDING TYPE

VOLKER BRANDING AND MARKO SOBAK

Abstract. The Standard Model of elementary particle physics is one of the most successful
models of contemporary theoretical physics being in full agreement with experiments. However,
its mathematical structure deserves further investigations both from a geometric and an analytic
point of view.

The aim of this manuscript is to provide a mathematically well-defined and self-contained
description of the Standard Model in terms of gauge theory and differential geometry on globally
hyperbolic manifolds. Within this setup we then prove the existence of a global solution for
the Euler-Lagrange equations of the Standard Model (with the conformal Higgs potential)
under the assumptions that the globally hyperbolic manifold is a four-dimensional spacetime
of expanding type and small initial data. This is achieved by establishing a gauge-invariant
energy estimate which is of independent mathematical interest.

Contents

1. Introduction 2
1.1. Setting 2
1.2. Main result 4
1.3. Past and present 5
1.4. Organization 6
2. Conventions and preliminaries 6
2.1. Spacetime conventions 6
2.2. Spin geometry 7
2.3. Bundle-valued forms 9
2.4. Principal bundles 9
2.5. Bundle automorphisms 10
3. Geometric structure of the Standard Model 10
3.1. Bosons (Yang-Mills-Higgs sector) 10
3.2. Fermions (Dirac-Yukawa sector) 11
3.3. Lagrangian and Euler-Lagrange equations 13
3.4. Conformal properties 14
3.5. Euler-Lagrange equations as waves 14
3.6. Divergence freedom of currents 16
4. Spacetimes of expanding type and Gaussian foliations 17
4.1. Spatial tensors 18
4.2. Adapted frames 19
4.3. Curvature tensor 20
4.4. Spatial principal bundle 20
5. Standard Model energy estimates 21
5.1. Sobolev spaces on vector bundles 21
5.2. Sobolev spaces of connections on principal bundles 21
5.3. Higgs field energy 22

Date: February 6, 2025.
Key words and phrases. Standard Model; global solutions; expanding spacetimes.
The authors gratefully acknowledge the support of the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) through the projects

”Geometric Analysis of Biwave Maps” (DOI: 10.55776/P34853) and ”The Standard Model as a Geometric Vari-
ational Problem” (DOI: 10.55776/P36862).

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2502.03240v1


2 VOLKER BRANDING AND MARKO SOBAK

5.4. Yang-Mills energy 22
5.5. Dirac energy 23
5.6. Total energy of the Standard Model 23
5.7. Some preliminary estimates 24
5.8. Higgs energy estimate 29
5.9. Yang-Mills energy estimate 29
5.10. Dirac energy estimate 32
6. Proof of the main theorem 34
6.1. Local existence 34
6.2. Global existence 38
6.3. Construction of the bundle automorphism 40
6.4. Conformal transformation back to the original spacetime 41
Appendix A. Euler-Lagrange equations 43
Appendix B. Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck formulae 44
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1. Introduction

The Standard Model of elementary particle physics is one of the greatest successes in modern
theoretical physics which has been awarded with a number of Nobel prizes for physics. The
mathematical formulation of the Standard Model employs the language of gauge theory and is
thus naturally connected to differential geometry. When physicists employ the Standard Model
to make predictions for elementary particle physics they most often choose flat four-dimensional
Minkowski space to work on. While the calculations performed by physicists are in perfect
agreement with experimental data they can not be carried out, at least with the mathematical
tools available at present, in a rigorous mathematical fashion. On the other hand, the Standard
Model is well-defined as a classical, that is non-quantized, mathematical field theory such that
it can be investigated from the point of view of the geometric calculus of variations which is
the path that we are following throughout this manuscript. Moreover, in order to couple the
Standard Model to General Relativity, it seems necessary to investigate the Standard Model in
the most general geometric setup available which are globally hyperbolic manifolds.
The Standard Model comes with different sectors: Yang-Mills, Dirac and Higgs. Each of them
has a sound description in terms of fibre bundles over a semi-Riemannian manifold. There
are of course a significant number (and too numerous to cite) of textbooks that provide the
mathematical background of each of the sectors of the Standard Model, but for a modern
mathematical introduction we refer to the recent book of Hamilton [24]. However, it seems that
references studying the analytic properties of the entire coupled Standard Model in the curved
setting are quite rare, see §1.3 for a brief historic introduction. Therefore, in this manuscript
we provide a mathematically well-defined and self-contained description of the Standard Model
in terms of gauge theory and differential geometry on globally hyperbolic manifolds, focusing
in particular on the Euler-Lagrange equations, their properties, and the existence of global
solutions.

1.1. Setting. Let us briefly discuss the setting. Details are purposefully omitted in this section
for brevity, but more complete descriptions are provided in the future sections.
Let (M,h) be a four-dimensional spin spacetime, and P → M a principal G-bundle for a
compact Lie group G equipped with an Ad-invariant inner product on its Lie algebra.1 The

1We would like to point out that in physics the gauge group used in the Standard Model is (SU(3)×SU(2)×
U(1))/Z6, while for the mathematical analysis presented in this manuscript any compact Lie group can be
employed.
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Euler-Lagrange equations associated with the (conformal) Standard Model Lagrangian are given
by 




d∗ωFω +Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 −
1
2Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = 0,

ωΦ+ 1
6 Scal Φ− λ|Φ|2Φ− 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 0,

/DωΨ+YΦΨ = 0,

with the unknowns being the connection ω ∈ Ω1(P, g), the Higgs field Φ ∈ Γ(H ) (for a vector
bundle H associated to P ), and the Dirac field Ψ ∈ Γ(F+) (for a bundle F+ of chiral spinors
twisted by a vector bundle associated to P ), see §3 for all the details. A solution (ω,Φ,Ψ) of
these equations will be referred to as a conformal Standard Model triplet (we call it conformal
due to the choice of Higgs potential, cf. (3.2)).
We study the conformal Standard Model equations as a Cauchy problem, so it is natural to
assume that the background spacetime (M,h) is globally hyperbolic. Topologically, the space-
time is then foliated M ∼= R×Σ ∼= π∗Σ, where π :M → Σ is the projection. One can naturally
consider spatial tensors, i.e. sections of (π∗TΣ)⊗ℓ ⊗ (π∗T ∗Σ)⊗k. In a similar vein, any principal
G-bundle P → M ∼= I × Σ can be foliated in the sense that P ∼= π∗PΣ ∼= R × PΣ are diffeo-
morphic as principal G-bundles with natural projections and actions, where PΣ = ι∗0P → Σ
is the spatial principal bundle defined via the embedding ι0 : Σ −֒→ {0} × Σ, see §4.4 or [13,
§1] for details. Any connection ω on P then has the form ω = dτ ⊗ α + ωΣ, where ωΣ is the
pullback of a one-parameter family of connections on PΣ, and α is a section of the adjoint
bundle AdP → M . We also decompose the curvature form into its electric part Eω and the
magnetic part Bω, so that Fω = dt ∧ Eω +Bω.
The metric on the spacetime (M,h) can without loss of generality be put into the form [7]

h(t,x) = −N(t, x)2 dt⊗ dt+ (gt)x, (t, x) ∈ R× Σ,

where (gt)t∈R is a a smooth family of Riemannian metrics on Σ. We will further restrict ourselves
to spacetimes of expanding type, for which there exists a smooth positive function s : R → R

depending only on t, with 1/s ∈ L1[0,∞), and such that the conformal metrics

h̃ = (Ns)−2h

have uniformly bounded geometry of a given order k, see Definition 4.1 for the technical details.
Here, s can be viewed as the expansion factor of the spacetime. The conformally transformed
spacetime (M, h̃) is then Gaussian foliated by Cauchy hypersurfaces of bounded geometry. The
assumption of g̃ having uniformly bounded geometry enables us to use global intrinsic Sobolev
spaces, as it ensures the validity of the usual Sobolev apparatus [19]. In particular, given a
Hermitian vector bundle V → M with a connection, we can define the Hk-norm of V -valued
spatial tensors via

‖ξ‖2Hk =

k∑

ℓ=0

∫

Σ
|D̃ℓξ|2g̃ dvg̃,

where D̃ is the connection induced by the Levi-Civita connection of (Σ, g̃) and the connection
on V (one could of course also define the Hk-norm also with respect to the original metric g;
the relation between the two will be studied in §6.4). We denote by C0(I,Hk(V )) the space
of measurable sections ξ for which the Hk-norm is uniformly bounded for t ∈ I. One can also
define an intrinsic Sobolev topology on the space of connections on PΣ [16], and the resulting
space can be viewed as the topological sum

Hk(PΣ) =
∐

i∈I

(
σi +Hk

σi
(T ∗Σ⊗AdPΣ)

)

for some index set I and smooth connections σi of bounded geometry of order k on PΣ (with
respect to g̃), and where the subscript σi in H

k
σi

emphasizes that the connection on AdPΣ is
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the one induced by σi, cf. also §5.2 for additional details. At spacetime level, we then consider
the space of uniformly Sobolev (spatial) connections on I × Σ ⊂M given by

C0
(
I,Hk(PΣ)

)
=
∐

i∈I

(
ωi + C0(I,Hk

ωi
(π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP ))

)
,

where ωi = Π∗σi and Π : P → PΣ denotes the natural projection. Note that connections
ω ∈ C0(I,Hk(PΣ)) are not the most general connections on P since they have no temporal
component (with respect to the splitting R × PΣ ∼= P ). However, this does not restrict the
generality of the solutions, since connections with temporal coefficients of appropriate regularity
can always be reached by a bundle automorphism, cf. Theorem 1.1 below.

1.2. Main result. Roughly speaking, our main result concerns the (future) global existence of
conformal Standard Model triplets assuming small initial data. It can be formulated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let k > 3/2 be an integer. Let (M,h) be a four-dimensional spin spacetime
of expanding type with scale factor s, and let P ∼= π∗PΣ → M be a principal G-bundle for a
compact Lie group G. Fix an initial connection

σ0 + η0 ∈ Hk+1(PΣ),

where η0 ∈ Hk+1
σ0 (T ∗Σ ⊗ AdPΣ) and σ0 is a smooth connection of bounded geometry of order

k + 1 on PΣ, as well as initial data

E0 ∈ Hk+1
σ0 (T ∗Σ⊗AdPΣ), Φ0 ∈ Hk+1

σ0 (ι∗0H ), Φ̇0 ∈ Hk
σ0(ι

∗
0H ), Ψ0 ∈ Hk+1

σ0 (ι∗0F+),

satisfying the constraint

D∗
σ0E

0 − 〈[η0 ⊗ E0]〉+Re〈Φ̇0 ⊗ ρ∗Φ
0〉 − 1

2Im〈∂t ·Ψ
0 ⊗ χ∗Ψ

0〉 = 0.

Then there is an ε > 0 such that if the initial data are small in the sense that

‖Fσ0+η0‖Hk+1

σ0

+ ‖η0‖
Hk+1

σ0

+ ‖E0‖
Hk+1

σ0

+ ‖Φ0‖
Hk+1

σ0

+ ‖Φ̇0‖Hk

σ0
+ ‖Ψ0‖

Hk+1

σ0

< ε,

then there exists a unique triplet (η,Φ,Ψ) ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗Σ ⊗ AdP ) × Γ(H ) × Γ(F+) defined on
[0,∞) ×Σ (future globally) such that

ω = ω0 + η = Π∗σ0 + η

defines a connection on P , and (ω,Φ,Ψ) is a conformal Standard Model triplet on (M,h)
satisfying the initial conditions

ι∗0η = η0, ι∗0Eω = E0, ι∗0Φ = Φ0, ι∗0
∇ωΦ

dt
= Φ̇0, ι∗0Ψ = Ψ0,

with regularities

ω ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1(PΣ)

)
,

Eω ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1

ω0 (π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )
)
∩C1

(
[0,∞),Hk

ω0(π
∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )

)
,

Bω ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1

ω0 (π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP )
)
∩ C1

(
[0,∞),Hk

ω0(π
∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP )

)
,

Φ ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1

ω0 (H )
)
∩ C1

(
[0,∞),Hk

ω0(H )
)
,

Ψ ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1

ω0 (F+)
)
∩ C1

(
[0,∞),Hk

ω0(F+)
)
,

and Eω and Φ decay uniformly at the rate s−1 while Ψ decays uniformly at the rate s−
3

2 , as
t→ ∞. Furthermore, if

α ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+2

ω0 (AdP )
)
,

then there exists a unique bundle automorphism f = fα : P → P which restricts to the identity
map of PΣ at t = 0, and is such that the transformed triplet f(ω,Φ,Ψ) is a conformal Standard
Model triplet with (fω)(∂t) = α and the same regularity and decay properties as (ω,Φ,Ψ).
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This is achieved via conformal techniques, and in particular the main ingredient of the proof is
a gauge-invariant higher order energy estimate.

Remark 1.2. Here, ε depends on the following fixed quantities: the integer k, the geometric
data of (M, h̃), the integral ‖1/s‖L1[0,∞) and value s(0), and the Standard Model couplings

λ, ρ∗, χ∗,Y (cf. §3).

Remark 1.3. The final part of the theorem shows that we do not lose generality by working
with connections with no temporal coefficient modulo bundle automorphisms, provided that we
restrict temporal coefficients to the appropriate space. One may even take this one step further
and show that the solution (ω,Φ,Ψ) produced by the theorem is actually unique up to bundle
automorphisms adapted to the Sobolev setting in the sense of Eichhorn and Heber [20], cf. also
§5.2. We do not discuss the full configuration quotient space here so as to not further overload
the contents of the paper, but we plan to study this in a future work as this is of independent
interest.

1.3. Past and present. Let us give an overview on previous results that provide existence
results for certain sectors of the Standard Model and are connected to the main theorem estab-
lished in this manuscript. Here, we present the results in chronological order.

(i) In [14], [15] Eardley and Moncrief established an existence result for the Yang-Mills-
Higgs equations on four-dimensional Minkowski space.

(ii) In the case of four-dimensional Riemannian manifolds Parker studied the mathematical
structure of the Standard Model in [27].

(iii) The seminal work of Choquet-Bruhat and Christodoulou [11] provides an existence
result for the Yang-Mills-Higgs-Dirac system in four-dimensional Minkowski space as-
suming small initial data in certain weighted Sobolev spaces. To obtain their result
the authors exploit the conformal structure of the Euler-Lagrange equation by mapping
four-dimensional Minkowski space onto the Einstein cylinder.

(iv) Chruściel and Shatah [13] established an existence result for the Yang-Mills sector of
the Standard Model on four-dimensional globally hyperbolic manifolds.

(v) Psarelli [28] investigated the massive Dirac-Maxwell system on four-dimensional Minkowski
space and proved an existence result assuming small initial data.

(vi) More recently, Ginoux and Müller used the method of conformal extension of a globally
hyperbolic manifold to prove an existence result for the massless Dirac-Maxwell system
[22] assuming that the initial data is small in a weighted Sobolev space.

(vii) In another recent article [31] Taujanskas proved the large data decay of Yang-Mills-Higgs
fields on four-dimensional Minkowski and de Sitter spacetimes.

The present manuscript contributes to this list by proving the global existence on four-dimensional
expanding spacetimes, stated in Theorem 1.1. Aside from this, we focus on presenting the theory
in a geometric manner, working with intrinsic quantities. We would like to put an emphasis on
the latter, since the common approach to Yang-Mills theory on curved spacetimes is to choose
a convenient gauge in which the equations have desirable analytic properties, whereas in this
manuscript we focus on a completely geometric and intrinsic gauge invariant ansatz. Thus, the
strategy followed in this article may be of interest for both geometers interested in studying the
analytic properties of the Standard Model system, and analysts interested in learning about the
gauge invariant approaches to the theory.
We would also like to point out that, besides the Standard Model, other models that arise in
theoretical physics can also be successfully treated on spacetimes of expanding type, such as
the equation for wave maps [10], and Dirac-wave maps with curvature term [9] which are a
mathematical version of the supersymmetric non-linear sigma model of quantum field theory.
Moreover, the stability of the Milne universe, considered as a Kaluza-Klein reduced spacetimes,
was established in [8].
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1.4. Organization. The article is organized as follows. In §2, we briefly review some prelimi-
naries necessary for the understanding of this work and fix our conventions. In §3, we describe
the structure of the Standard Model Lagrangian, present the Euler-Lagrange equations, and
also discuss some basic properties of the equations. In §4, we discuss in more detail spacetimes
of expanding type and objects related to them. In §5, we define the notion of natural geometric
total energy for the Standard Model and derive an a priori energy estimate. Finally, in §6, we
provide a proof of our main result.

2. Conventions and preliminaries

As the structure of Standard Model couples many different elements of differential geometry
and gauge theory, we would like to recall some basic notions and more importantly fix the
conventions that we use throughout the article.

2.1. Spacetime conventions. We fix an oriented and time-oriented Lorentzian spin manifold
(M,h) of dimension four. We assume the spacelike convention for the metric h, i.e. we work with
signature (− + ++). The Einstein summation convention will be used, and Greek indices will
always represent the full spacetime indices {0, 1, 2, 3} while Latin indices will only run through
the spatial indices {1, 2, 3}.
Since we will eventually wish to work with spinors, it will prove to be more convenient to work in
frames rather than in coordinates. We denote a positively oriented vielbein, i.e. a local section
of the oriented semi-orthonormal frame bundle SO+(TM), by e = (eµ), so that ηµν = h(eµ, eν).
We also denote the dual frame by eµ.
Next, let us fix our conventions for differential forms. Wedge products of forms are defined
inductively with the convention2

ω ∧ θ =

(
k + ℓ

k

)
Alt(ω ⊗ θ), (2.1)

for ω ∈ Ωk(M), θ ∈ Ωℓ(M), where the alternator map Alt : ⊗kT ∗M → ⊗kT ∗M is given by

Alt(ξ)(X1, . . . ,Xk) =
1

k!

∑

σ∈Sk

sgn(σ) ξ(Xσ(1) , . . . ,Xσ(k)),

where Sk is the symmetric group of k elements and ξ ∈ Γ(⊗kT ∗M). For a k-form ω ∈ Ωk(M),
its fully antisymmetric components are ωµ1...µk

= ω(eµ1
, . . . , eµk

), and we have

ω =
1

k!
ωµ1...µk

eµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ eµk = ωµ1...µk
eµ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eµk , (2.2)

where the right-hand side also describes the embedding ΛkM −֒→ ⊗kT ∗M . We define the inner
product on forms Ωk(M) as usual by

〈eµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ eµk , eν1 ∧ · · · ∧ eνk〉 = det(ηµaνb).

Note that, with this choice of inner product, the embedding ΛkM →֒ ⊗kT ∗M is an isometry
provided that the inner product on the tensor bundle ⊗kT ∗M is defined with an additional
factor 1/k!, explicitly3

〈eµ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eµk , eν1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eνk〉 =
1

k!
ηµ1ν1 · · · ηµkνk .

The connection forms Γ λ
ν associated to the Levi-Civita connection ∇ are defined by

Γ λ
ν (eµ) = Γ λ

µν = eλ(∇eµeν), Γµνλ = h(∇eµeν , eλ). (2.3)

2Some authors prefer to define wedge products without the binomial factor on the right-hand side.
3Even if one defines wedge products without any additional factor on the right-hand side of (2.1), one would

have to rescale the inner product on the tensor bundle ⊗kT ∗M with a factor k! to make ΛkM →֒ ⊗kT ∗M an
isometry.
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The compatibility of ∇ with the metric h is equivalent to the skew-symmetry Γ λ
ν = −Γλ

ν ,
while the torsion-freedom implies

deλ = −Γ λ
ν ∧ eν , [eµ, eν ] = (Γ λ

µν − Γ λ
νµ ) eλ.

For the Riemann tensor, we use the conventions4

Riem(X,Y ) = [∇X ,∇Y ]−∇[X,Y ], Rµνλρ = h(Riem(eµ, eν)eλ, eρ). (2.4)

We recall the (skew) symmetries

Rµνλρ = −Rνµλρ = −Rµνρλ = Rλρµν .

The Ricci tensor is given by

Ric = Rµν e
µ ⊗ eν , Rµν = R λ

λµν .

For the wave operator corresponding to a given connection ∇ on some vector bundle, we use
the sign convention

= −∇∗∇ = Tr∇2.

Finally, throughout the paper we will employ the so-called ∗-notation [33, §2.1], to simplify the
presentation of certain estimates, in particular when the exact formulas for the terms are less
important than the general structure of the terms. More precisely, given tensor fields A and B,
we denote by A ∗ B any tensor field obtained by raising or lowering or contracting (using the
metric h) any number of indices of the tensor A⊗B, or switching the order of the indices. For
example, if θ is a 2-covariant tensor field, we can write

Rµρθ
ρλθλν e

µ ⊗ eν = Ric ∗ θ ∗ θ.

Covariant derivatives then distribute over stars since the metric is parallel. Of course, the
notation is ambiguous in the sense that equality signs lose their meaning, but this is immaterial
for the purpose of doing estimates up to constants.

2.2. Spin geometry. We briefly recall some elements of spin geometry. For a more extensive
review, we recommend [26] for the Riemannian setting and [5] for the Lorentzian setting.
Let γ : R1,3 → Cl(R1,3, η) be the Clifford algebra of Minkowski space. We consider the Pauli
matrices

σ1 =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, σ2 =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, σ3 =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
,

and use the Weyl representation ν : Cl(R1,3, η) → GL(4), such that

γ0 = (ν ◦ γ)(e0) =

[
0 I
I 0

]
, γk = (ν ◦ γ)(ek) =

[
0 −σk
σk 0

]
.

Elements of the vector space Σ = C
4 of the representation ν are called (Dirac) spinors. We also

define the volume element (also known as the fifth gamma matrix γ5)

ω = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 =

[
I 0
0 −I

]
,

as well as the projections π± = 1
2(I ± ω). Then any spinor ψ ∈ Σ = C

4 decomposes as

ψ = (ψ+, ψ−), where ψ± ∈ C
2 ∼= Σ± = π±(C

4).

The spaces Σ± are referred to as the chiral subspaces of Σ, and elements thereof are called chiral
(Weyl) spinors.
There is a natural Spin+(1, 3)-invariant inner product on Σ given explicitly by

〈ψ, φ〉 = ψ†γ0φ = ψ†
−φ+ + ψ†

+φ−, (2.5)

4Many authors prefer to flip the last two indices so that Rµνλρ = h(RTM (eµ, eν)eρ, eλ) but we do not follow
this tradition.
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where the dagger denotes the conjugate transpose.5 One easily verifies that Clifford multiplica-
tion of spinors by vectors is symmetric with respect to this inner product. Note that the chiral
subspaces Σ± are both null, and in particular the inner product is not positive-definite.6

Let Spin+(TM) → M be the principal spin bundle with corresponding spin structure Λ :
Spin+(TM) → SO+(TM). We denote the spinor bundle by

ΣM = Spin+(TM)×ν C
4,

where ν : Spin+(1, 3) → GL(4) is the spinor representation, i.e. the restriction of the Weyl
representation above to Spin+(1, 3). Sections of ΣM are called spinor fields (or most of the
time simply spinors). If ε : U ⊂ M → Spin+(TM) is a section and e = Λ ◦ ε is the associated
vielbein, we can write a Ψ ∈ Γ(ΣM) as Ψ = [ε, ψ], where ψ : U → C

4. Clifford multiplication
between tangent vectors and spinors then operates as

eµ ·Ψ = [ε, γµψ].

We can also Clifford multiply spinors by covectors via the musical isomorphism, which then
extends to k-forms via the standard (vector space) isomorphism between the Clifford algebra
and the exterior algebra. Explicitly, given k covectors θi, we have

(θ1 ∧ . . . ∧ θk) ·Ψ = θ♯1 · · · θ
♯
k ·Ψ.

The inner product (2.5) is invariant under the action of Spin+(1, 3) and hence induces a bundle
metric on ΣM , such that the chiral subbundles Σ±M are null. The Levi-Civita connection on
SO+(TM) induces via the spin structure a connection on Spin+(TM), which then induces a
covariant derivative ∇ = ∇ΣM on the associated spinor bundle ΣM which is compatible with
the bundle metric. Explicitly, in a section

∇ΣMΨ = [ε,∇ΣMψ], ∇ΣMψ = dψ + σψ,

where

σψ =
1

4
Γνλ ⊗ (γνγλψ) =

1

4
Γµνλ e

µ ⊗ (γνγλψ),

and the connection symbols Γ are defined as in (2.3). We recall that the curvature tensor of
the spinor connection is related to the Riemann tensor via

RΣM (X,Y )Ψ = −
1

4
(Riem(X,Y )eα) · e

α ·Ψ, (2.6)

cf. [26, Theorem 4.15].
We define the metric Clifford product on forms by

Γ(T ∗M ⊗ TM)⊗ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ ΣM) → Γ(ΣM), 〈(θ ⊗X) · (ω ⊗ σ)〉 = 〈θ, ω〉X · σ.

The Dirac operator is the map

/D : Γ(ΣM) → Γ(ΣM), /DΨ = 〈Id · ∇Ψ〉 = ηµνeµ · (∇ΣMΨ)(eν)

where Id = eµ ⊗ eµ is the identity endomorphism of TM , viewed as a TM valued one-form.
Note that i /D is self-adjoint with respect to the L2-norm as we are working on a Lorentzian
manifold.

5In the physics literature, one sometimes defines the Dirac conjugate of ψ as ψ = ψ†γ0, in which case one can
also write 〈ψ, φ〉 = ψφ, although throughout this article we will use the usual inner product notation.

6We would like to emphasize that the symmetry of Clifford multiplication and the indefiniteness of the natural
geometric inner product of spinors are the main two features that distinguish the Lorentzian setting from the
Riemannian setting, at least from an analytic perspective.
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2.3. Bundle-valued forms. Let E → M be a vector bundle with a bundle metric and a
compatible connection ∇E. We will denote by Ωk(M,E) the bundle of E-valued k-forms, i.e.
sections of ΛkM ⊗E. This then also induces a twisted exterior derivative on E-valued forms by

dE(θ ⊗ Φ) = dθ ⊗ Φ+ (−1)k θ ∧∇EΦ, (2.7)

where θ ∈ Ωk(M) and Φ ∈ Γ(E). We can also view elements of Ωk(M,E) as twisted covariant
tensor fields, i.e. sections of ⊗kT ∗M ⊗ AdP , cf. (2.2). On the latter bundle we have a natural
affine connection induced by the Levi-Civita connection and the connection on E. Denoting
this connection also by ∇E , we have the relation

dEη = (k + 1)Alt(∇Eη), η ∈ Ωk(M,E), (2.8)

where the alternator on the right-hand side only acts on the ⊗kT ∗M factor. Throughout the
article, we will always write all indices to the right, i.e. if ω is an E-valued one-form, then

(∇Eω)µν = (∇Eω)(eµ, eν)

is the covariant derivative of ω in the direction of eµ evaluated at eν . Though this quantity would
perhaps more commonly be denoted by ∇µων (cf. also Footnote 7 on p. 9), such notation can
be ambiguous when working with bundle-valued quantities. This notation also better supports
the picture of a connection being a map taking sections of E to sections of T ∗M ⊗ E.

2.4. Principal bundles. Let us also briefly recall some elements of gauge theory. For a more
extensive review of the topic, we recommend the standard textbooks [5, 24]. Let G be a compact
Lie group, equipped with an Ad-invariant positive-definite inner product on the Lie algebra g,

and let G→ P
π
−→M be a principal bundle.

We recall that a connection on P is a g-valued one-form ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) which is of Ad-type
in the sense that r∗gω = Adg−1 ω for each g ∈ G, and ω(X∗) = X for each X ∈ g, where
X∗ ∈ Γ(TP ) denotes the fundamental vertical vector field of X. The connection can in general
not be viewed as a global object on M , but the difference of two connections can be viewed as
an AdP -valued one-form on M , where AdP = P ×Ad g is the associated adjoint bundle. The
space of connections is thus an affine space over Ω1(M,AdP ).
Let ρ : G → GL(V ) be a representation of G on the vector space V with associated vector
bundle E = P ×ρ V → M . A connection ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) induces a twisted covariant derivative
∇ω on E given explicitly by

∇ωΦ = [s,∇ωφ], (∇ωφ)(eµ) = (dφ)(eµ) + ρ∗(Aµ)φ,

where Φ = [s, φ] ∈ Γ(E) for a local section s : U ⊂ M → P and φ : U → V . This also induces
a twisted exterior derivative dω on Ωk(M,E) by (2.7).
The curvature two-form of the connection ω is defined as

Fω = dω +
1

2
[ω ∧ ω].

We can also view Fω as an element of Ω2(M,AdP ) and write

Fω = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ 1
2Fµν = eµ ⊗ eν ⊗ Fµν , Fµν = −Fνµ ∈ Γ(AdP ).

Unless otherwise specified, we will view the curvature form as an element of Ω2(M,AdP ) as
above. The curvature form satisfies the Bianchi identity

dωFω = 0,

which can by (2.8) also be written as

(∇ωFω)µνλ + (∇ωFω)νλµ + (∇ωFω)λµν = 0,

where ∇ω denotes the induced connection on ⊗kT ∗M ⊗AdP .7 If η ∈ Ω1(M,AdP ), then

Fω+η = Fω + dωη +
1

2
[η ∧ η]. (2.9)

7 In the physics literature one usually defines the (local) gauge covariant derivative Dµ = ∇µ + [Aµ, ·], in
terms of which (∇ωFω)λµν = DλFµν , cf. also §2.3.
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We recall that the square of the twisted exterior differential on any associated bundle E =
P ×ρ V →M is not generally zero, it satisfies

dωdωΦ = ρ∗(Fω)Φ = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ 1
2ρ∗(Fµν)Φ,

for Φ ∈ Γ(E). In particular, for the curvature form we also have

d∗ωd
∗
ωFω = ⋆−1dωdω ⋆ Fω = ⋆−1[Fω ∧ ⋆Fω] = 0. (2.10)

Here, ⋆ denotes the Hodge star defined on forms by

θ ∧ ⋆ η = 〈θ, η〉dvh,

for θ, η ∈ Ωk(M), where dvh denotes the volume form of (M,h).

2.5. Bundle automorphisms. We consider the group AutP of bundle automorphisms of P ,
i.e. diffeomorphisms f : P → P which are G-equivariant so that f(p · h) = f(p) · h for each
h ∈ G. We recall that automorphisms can be identified with maps g : P → G such that
g(p · h) = h−1 · g(p) · h for each h ∈ G, via f(p) = p · g(p).
Each automorphism induces left actions on the space of connections ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) and the space
of sections ξ = [p, v] ∈ Γ(E) of any associated bundle E = P ×ρ V via

fω = ω ◦ df−1 = (f−1)∗ω, fξ = [f(p), v] = [p, ρ(g(p))v],

and the action naturally extends also to E-valued forms and tensors. Note that twisted exterior
derivatives transform under the action of f as dfω(fξ) = fdωξ. The map

δωf = fω − ω : TP → g

is said to be the variation of f with respect to ω, cf. [20, §3]. Note that δωf is a horizontal form
of Ad-type and thus can also be identified with an element of AdP -valued one-form on M . In
terms of the correspondence f(p) = p · g(p), we have

δωf = (Adg − Id)ω + (g−1)∗µG = ((g−1)∗µG) ◦ proj
H
ω = −dRg−1 ◦ dg ◦ projHω , (2.11)

where µG denotes the Maurer-Cartan form of G, and projHω denotes the horizontal projection
induced by ω, i.e. onto H = kerω. If η is an AdP -valued form on M , then we have

δω+η f = δωf + (f − Id) η. (2.12)

More generally if ξ is a section of any associated bundle E = P×ρW , we have ∇fω(fξ) = f∇ωξ,
or

∇ω(fξ) = f∇ωξ − ρ∗(δωf)(fξ) = f(∇ωξ + ρ∗(δωf
−1)ξ), (2.13)

where we use the fact that δωf
−1 = −f−1δωf . These formulae also extend trivially to E-valued

tensors and forms. Since we can view δωf ∈ Ω1(M,AdP ), we can also consider higher order
derivatives of f using the twisted exterior derivative dω : Ωk(M,AdP ) → Ωk+1(M,AdP ). In
particular, since fFω = Ffω = Fω+δωf , the identity (2.9) gives

dωδωf = (f − Id)Fω −
1

2
[δωf ∧ δωf ].

In terms of covariant derivatives, this gives the commutation law

(∇ω δωf)(X,Y ) = (∇ω δωf)(Y,X) + (f − Id)Fω(X,Y )− [δωf(X), δωf(Y )], (2.14)

for all X,Y ∈ Γ(TM), by the relation (2.8).

3. Geometric structure of the Standard Model

Throughout the section, we fix an oriented and time-oriented four-dimensional spin Lorentzian
manifold (M,h).

3.1. Bosons (Yang-Mills-Higgs sector). Bosons are the so-called force-carrier particles, as
they mediate forces between all other particles. These forces include the electromagnetic force,
the weak interaction, and the strong interaction. Let us describe how elementary bosons are
modelled mathematically.
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3.1.1. Yang-Mills energy density. Let G be a compact Lie group equipped with an Ad-invariant
positive-definite inner product on its Lie algebra g. We would like to note that for the actual
Standard Model, the structure group is [24]

G = (SU(3)× SU(2) ×U(1))/Z6,

but the results of this paper apply for any compact Lie group as above.

Let G → P
π
−→ M be a principal bundle equipped with a connection ω ∈ Ω1(P, g). The

connection ω encodes information about bosons. The bosonic kinetic energy density is given by
the Yang-Mills density

ω 7→ |Fω|
2,

where the norm on Ω2(M,AdP ) is the natural one induced by the spacetime metric h and the
Ad-invariant inner product on g.

3.1.2. Bosonic mass and Higgs fields. We now wish to supplement this density by a potential
(mass) term, which should formally appear as m2|ω|2, where m ∈ R+. However, the latter
quantity is not gauge invariant. Nevertheless, one can provide mass to bosons via the celebrated
Higgs sector, which we now describe.
Let W be a complex linear space equipped with a Hermitian inner product and let ρ : G →
U(W ) be a complex representation. The associated bundle H = P ×ρ W is called the Higgs
field bundle,8 and sections thereof are called Higgs fields. The connection ω induces a covariant
derivative on H which shall be denoted by ∇ω. Since the representation ρ is unitary, the inner
product on W also induces a metric on the Higgs field bundle H . The Higgs density is given
by

(ω,Φ) 7→ |∇ωΦ|
2 + U(Φ),

where U : H → R is a smooth G-invariant function. For the Standard Model, one uses the
so-called Mexican hat potential

U(Φ) = −µ|Φ|2 +
λ

2
|Φ|4 (3.1)

where µ, λ ≥ 0 are constants. An alternative choice of potential is the conformal potential

U(Φ) = −
1

6
Scal |Φ|2 +

λ

2
|Φ|4, (3.2)

where Scal = Scalh is the scalar curvature of (M,h) and λ is a real constant (or even a scalar
function on M). Throughout the first part of the article we will keep working with a general
potential U , but we will later work only with the conformal potential.

Remark 3.1. Note that if (M,h) has constant positive scalar curvature, as is the case e.g. for
the de Sitter spacetime, then the conformal potential coincides with the Mexican hat potential.
Therefore one could argue that the choice of conformal potential is natural when working with
(at least generic examples of) expanding spacetimes.

3.1.3. Bosons summarized. The total Lagrangian density for bosons is the Yang-Mills-Higgs
density

(ω,Φ) 7→ |Fω|
2 + |∇ωΦ|

2 + U(Φ),

where ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) is a connection form, Φ ∈ Γ(H) is a Higgs field, and U : H → R is a smooth
G-invariant function.

3.2. Fermions (Dirac-Yukawa sector). Fermions are the so-called matter particles. They
can further be subdivided into quarks and leptons. Mathematically, elementary fermionic par-
ticles are modelled as twisted chiral spinors, which we now describe.

8There exists also the notion of a Higgs bundle, which should not be confused with the definition given here.
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3.2.1. Twisted chiral spinors and the Dirac energy density. Let V be a complex linear space
equipped with a Hermitian inner product. Let χ : G→ U(V ) be a complex representation and
define the associated bundle S = P ×χ V . We consider the twisted spinor bundle

F = ΣM ⊗ S .

The connection ω induces a covariant derivative on S , which together with the spinor covariant
derivative induces a twisted spinor covariant derivative which will be denoted by∇ω. The twisted
Dirac operator is the map

/Dω : Γ(F ) → Γ(F ), /DωΨ = 〈Id · ∇ωΨ〉 = ηµνeµ · (∇ωΨ)(eν).

Here, Clifford multiplication ignores the coefficient bundle S and acts only on the spinorial
factor.
Now, to be able to consider the full chiral structure, we assume that the representation χ splits,
so that V = V+ ⊕V− is an orthogonal decomposition and χ = χ+ ⊕χ− where χ± : G→ U(V±)
are representations (in general non-isomorphic). We also define the associated bundles S± =
P ×χ± V±, as well as the twisted chiral/mixed spinor bundles respectively as

F+ = (Σ+M ⊗ S+)⊕ (Σ−M ⊗ S−), F− = (Σ+M ⊗ S−)⊕ (Σ−M ⊗ S+).

Sections Ψ ∈ Γ(F+) are called twisted chiral spinors and encode information about fermions.
The twisted Dirac operator restricts to a mapping

/Dω : Γ(F±) → Γ(F∓).

The fermionic kinetic energy density is given by the Dirac density

(ω,Ψ) 7→ Re〈Ψ, i /DωΨ〉.

Again, we would like to point out that i /Dω is self-adjoint with respect to the L2-norm.

3.2.2. Fermionic mass via the Yukawa coupling. Note that F = F+ ⊕ F− is a null decom-
position, since Σ±M are null and S± are orthogonal. In particular, we cannot supplement
the energy density with a mass term of the form m2|Ψ|2 as such a term is identically zero for
Ψ ∈ Γ(F+). The solution to this problem is again provided by the Higgs field, via the so-called
Yukawa coupling, which we now proceed to describe.
A Yukawa map is an R-linear map Y :W → u(V ), w 7→ Yw, such that

(i) Yw(V±) ⊂ V∓ for each w ∈W ,

(ii) Y is G-equivariant in the sense that

Yρ(g)w(χ(g)v) = χ(g)Ywv (3.3)

for each g ∈ G, w ∈W and v ∈ V .

A Yukawa map thus has block form (with respect to the decomposition V = V+ ⊕ V−)

Yw =

[
0 −Z†

w

Zw 0

]
, Zw : V+ → V−.

Every Yukawa map induces an R-tensorial map

Y : Γ(H ) → Γ(Endu(S )), via Y[s,φ] [s, v] = [s,Yφv],

where s : U ⊂ M → P is a local section, and Endu(S ) denotes the bundle of skew-Hermitian
endomorphisms of S . Note that Y is well-defined at bundle level in this way owing to the
equivariance condition (3.3).
We also extend YΦ to an endomorphism of F by ignoring the spinorial factor. Then YΦ can
also be viewed as a mapping

YΦ : Γ(F±) → Γ(F∓).

The Yukawa coupling (fermionic mass) is given by

(Φ,Ψ) 7→ Re〈Ψ, iYΦΨ〉,

for a given fixed Yukawa map Y which can be viewed as a parameter of the theory.
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The equivariance property (3.3) infinitesimally reads

[χ∗(X),Yw] = Yρ∗(X)w, X ∈ g, (3.4)

where the commutator on the left-hand side is taken on u(V ). At the bundle level this reads

χ∗(ξ) ◦YΦ −YΦ ◦ χ∗(ξ) = Yρ∗(ξ)Φ, ξ ∈ Γ(AdP ). (3.5)

We also observe the product rules9

∇ω(YΦΨ) = YΦ(∇ωΨ) + Y∇ωΦΨ,

/Dω(YΦΨ) = YΦ(/DωΨ) + 〈Id ·Y∇ωΦΨ〉 = YΦ(/DωΨ) + ηµνeµ ·Y(∇ωΦ)νΨ, (3.6)

for Φ ∈ Γ(H ) and Ψ ∈ Γ(F ).

3.2.3. Fermions summarized. For fixed ω and Φ, the total Lagrangian density for fermions is
the Dirac-Yukawa density

Ψ 7→ Re〈Ψ, i(/Dω +YΦ)Ψ〉,

where Ψ ∈ Γ(F+).

3.3. Lagrangian and Euler-Lagrange equations. With these notations, the full Lagrangian
of the Standard Model is given by

L : (ω,Φ,Ψ) 7→ |Fω|
2 + |∇ωΦ|

2 + U(Φ) + Re〈Ψ, i(/Dω +YΦ)Ψ〉, (3.7)

where ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) is a connection, Φ ∈ Γ(H ), Ψ ∈ Γ(F+), and U : H → R is a smooth
G-invariant function.

Remark 3.2. The relative signs in front of the terms in the Lagrangian (3.7) are important
both from a physics and a mathematics perspective. In particular, the relative signs between the
Yang-Mills and Higgs terms cannot be fixed without loss of generality. The signs also depend on
the choice of signature for the Lorentzian metric. Indeed, under a signature inversion η 7→ −η
of the Minkowski metric, the Higgs kinetic term also flips sign, whereas the Yang-Mills term
remains invariant (since the former is the norm of a one-form, and the latter of a two-form).
In contrast, the sign(s) in front of the Dirac-Yukawa term are more flexible, as one can always
multiply the Yukawa map and/or the inner product on the spinor bundle by a negative constant
without leading to inconsistencies.

Theorem 3.3. The Euler-Lagrange equations associated to the Lagrangian (3.7) are given by




d∗ωFω +Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 −
1
2Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = 0,

ωΦ− 1
2 gradUΦ − 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 0,

/DωΨ+YΦΨ = 0,

(3.8a)

(3.8b)

(3.8c)

where ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) is a connection, Φ ∈ Γ(H ), Ψ ∈ Γ(F+), and U : H → R is a smooth
G-invariant function. Here, the currents can locally explicitly be written as

Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 = Re〈(∇ωΦ)µ, ρ∗(ξ
a)Φ〉 eµ ⊗ ξa,

Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = Im〈eµ ·Ψ, χ∗(ξ
a)Ψ〉 eµ ⊗ ξa,

〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 1
2〈Ψ, (iYWk

−YiWk
)Ψ〉Wk,

where eµ is a semi-orthonormal frame for SO+(TM), ξa is an orthonormal frame for AdP and
Wk is an orthonormal frame for H .

Proof. See Appendix A. �

9Here we cannot use the above mentioned bundle-level equivariance (3.5) because the connection ω is not an
AdP -valued form, so instead one has to check this locally in a section and use (3.4) directly.
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Remark 3.4. Note that gradUΦ is the bundle gradient of U evaluated at Φ, satisfying

Re〈α, gradUΦ〉 = dUΦ(α),

for all α ∈ Γ(H ), and Y− is the complex antilinear part of Y, satisfying

2Re〈Φ, 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉〉 = 〈Ψ, iYΦΨ〉 (3.9)

for all Φ ∈ Γ(H ) and Ψ ∈ Γ(F+).

For the Higgs potential, one usually chooses U(Φ) = u(|Φ|2) = u(x, |Φ|2x) where u :M ×R → R.
The Higgs equation is then

0 = ωΦ− u′(|Φ|2)Φ − 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉,

where prime denotes differentiation with respect to the second factor and we suppress x. In
particular, the choice u(x, a) = −µa + λ

2a
2 yields the Mexican hat potential (3.1), and the

equation is

ωΦ+ µΦ− λ|Φ|2Φ− 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 0.

On the other hand u(x, a) = −1
6 Scalx a + λ

2a
2 yields the conformal Higgs potential and the

Higgs equation is the same as above with µ replaced by 1
6 Scal.

Definition 3.5. A triplet (ω,Φ,Ψ), where ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) is a connection, Φ ∈ Γ(H ), and
Ψ ∈ Γ(F+), is called:

(i) a Standard Model triplet if it satisfies the system (3.8a–3.8c) with respect to the Mexican
hat potential (3.1) for some µ, λ ≥ 0;

(ii) a conformal Standard Model triplet if it satisfies the system (3.8a–3.8c) with respect to
the conformal Higgs potential (3.2) for some λ ≥ 0;

The reason for the latter nomenclature will become clear from the following subsection.

3.4. Conformal properties. Let us discuss the properties of the system (3.8a–3.8c) under a
conformal transformation.

Proposition 3.6. Consider a conformal transformation

h̃ = Ω2h, Φ̃ = Ω−1Φ, Ψ̃ = Ω− 3

2Ψ.

Then (ω,Φ,Ψ) satisfies the equations (3.8a–3.8c) with respect to h if and only if (ω, Φ̃, Ψ̃) sat-

isfies (3.8a,3.8c) with respect to h̃, while (3.8b) should be replaced by

˜
ωΦ̃− 〈Ψ̃,Y−Ψ̃〉+ 1

6 S̃cal Φ̃− Ω−2
(
1
2 Ω

−1 gradU
ΩΦ̃

+ 1
6 Scal Φ̃

)
= 0.

In particular, the equations are conformally invariant if U is the conformal Higgs potential (3.2).

Proof. This follows from Table 1, cf. also the discussion in [11, §5]. �

3.5. Euler-Lagrange equations as waves. We now wish to demonstrate that the Euler-
Lagrange equations (3.8a–3.8c) imply that the variables (Fω,Φ,Ψ) satisfy a suitable system of
wave equations.

Theorem 3.7. If (ω,Φ,Ψ) satisfy the system (3.8a–3.8c), then they also satisfy the wave system




ωFω = 〈[Fω ∧ Fω]〉+RFω + Im〈Id ·Ψ ∧ χ∗∇ωΨ〉

+Re〈ρ∗(Fω)Φ ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 − Re〈∇ωΦ ∧ ρ∗∇ωΦ〉,

ωΦ = 1
2 gradUΦ + 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉,

ωΨ = 1
4 ScalΨ + χ∗(Fω) ·Ψ+ 〈Id · Y∇ωΦΨ〉 −Y2

ΦΨ,

(3.10a)

(3.10b)

(3.10c)
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Metric h̃ = exp(2f)h = Ω2h

Spin structure Λ̃ = Ω−1Λ

Clifford multiplication by vectors X ·̃ ψ = ΩX · ψ

Clifford multiplication by k-forms θ ·̃ ψ = Ω−k θ · ψ

Volume form dvh̃ = Ωn dvh

Hodge star on k-forms ⋆̃ = Ωn−2k ⋆

Levi-Civita connection ∇̃X = ∇X + df ⊗X + df(X) Id−X♭ ⊗ grad f

Induced connection on one-forms ∇̃θ = ∇θ − θ ⊗ df − df ⊗ θ + 〈df, θ〉h

Formal adjoint of Levi-Civita ∇̃∗θ = Ω−2 (∇∗θ − (n− 2)〈df, θ〉)

Wave operator ˜φ = Ω−2 ( φ+ (n − 2)〈df,dφ〉)

Scalar curvature S̃cal = Ω−2
[
Scal−2(n− 1) f − (n− 1)(n − 2)|df |2

]

Spin connection ∇̃ΣMψ = ∇ΣMψ + 1
4 (df · Id− Id · df) · ψ

Dirac operator /̃Dψ = Ω−1
(
/Dψ + 1

2(n− 1) df · ψ
)

Table 1. Various metric operators under a conformal transformation on an n-
dimensional manifold. The quantities on the right hand side are always taken
with respect to h.

where ω = −∇∗
ω∇ω with ∇ω denoting the twisted connection of the corresponding bundle

(respectively in the equations, these are Λ2M ⊗AdP , H , and F+), and we use the notations

〈[Fω ∧ Fω]〉 = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ [Fα
µ , Fαν ],

RFω = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ 1
2(RµαF

α
ν +RναF

α
µ − 2RαµνβF

αβ).

Proof. The Higgs equation (3.8b) is already a wave equation so we only analyze the Yang-Mills
equation and the Dirac equation.
If the Dirac equation (3.8c) is satisfied, we can apply /Dω once more and use the commutation
law (3.6) to find

/D2
ωΨ = Y2

ΦΨ− 〈Id · Y∇ωΦΨ〉,

and by the Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck formula (cf. Proposition B.1) this is equivalent to

ωΨ =
1

4
ScalΨ + /RS

ωΨ+ 〈Id · Y∇ωΦΨ〉 −Y2
ΦΨ,

where /RS
ωξ = χ∗(Fω) · ξ by Lemma B.3 (ii).

To turn the Yang-Mills equation (3.8a) into a wave equation we employ the Weitzenböck formula
for the twisted exterior derivative (cf. Proposition B.2)

d∗ωdω + dωd
∗
ω = − ΛkM⊗AdP

ω +RΛkM⊗AdP
ω ,

where the twisted Weitzenböck curvature operator is given by

RΛkM⊗AdP
ω ξ = ηνα eµ ∧ eν y (R

ΛkM⊗AdP
ω (eα, eµ)ξ).



16 VOLKER BRANDING AND MARKO SOBAK

More precisely, we can apply dω to (3.8a) and d∗ω to the Bianchi identity to get

ωFω = RΛ2M⊗AdP
ω Fω − dωd

∗
ωFω − d∗ωdωFω

= RΛ2M⊗AdP
ω Fω + dωRe〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 −

1
2dωIm〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉,

where ω = Λ2M⊗AdP
ω . By Lemma B.3, we explicitly have

RΛ2MFω = eµ ∧ eν ⊗
1

2
(−2RαµνβF

αβ +RµαF
α
ν +RναF

α
µ ),

RAdP
ω Fω = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ [Fα

µ , Fαν ].

Furthermore, using Lemma C.1 we can calculate

dωRe〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 = Re〈ρ∗(Fω)Φ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 − Re〈∇ωΦ ∧ ρ∗∇ωΦ〉

= eµ ∧ eν ⊗
1

2
Re{〈ρ∗(Fµν)Φ, ρ∗(ξ

a)Φ〉 − 2〈(∇ωΦ)µ, ρ∗(ξ
a)(∇ωΦ)ν〉} ξa,

and

1

2
dωIm〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 =

1

2
Im〈dω(Id ·Ψ)⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 −

1

2
Im〈Id ·Ψ ∧ χ∗∇ωΨ〉

= −Im〈Id ·Ψ ∧ χ∗∇ωΨ〉

= −eµ ∧ eν ⊗
1

2
Im{〈eµ ·Ψ, χ∗(ξ

a)(∇ωΨ)ν〉 − 〈eν ·Ψ, χ∗(ξ
a)(∇ωΨ)µ〉}ξa.

Hence, the wave equation for Fω reads

ωFω = RΛ2M⊗AdP
ω Fω +Re〈ρ∗(Fω)Φ ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 − Re〈∇ωΦ ∧ ρ∗∇ωΦ〉+ Im〈Id ·Ψ ∧ χ∗∇ωΨ〉,

as desired. �

3.6. Divergence freedom of currents. Note that the curvature form of any connection satis-
fies the identity d∗ωd

∗
ωFω = 0, cf. (2.10) so the currents of the Yang-Mills equation (3.8a) should

also have vanishing twisted divergence if the system is to be coherent.

Proposition 3.8. Consider the currents of the Yang-Mills equation

J[ω,Φ,Ψ] = −Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉+
1
2 Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉.

If the Higgs equation (3.8b) and the Dirac equation (3.8c) are satisfied, then

d∗ω J[ω,Φ,Ψ] = 0.

Proof. By Lemma C.1 and the fact that the representations ρ and λ are unitary, we get

d∗ωRe〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 = −Re〈 ωΦ, ρ∗Φ〉, (3.11)

d∗ωIm〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = −2Im〈/DωΨ, χ∗Ψ〉. (3.12)

Now observe that

Re〈gradUΦ, ρ∗(ξ)Φ〉 = dUΦ(ρ∗(ξ)Φ) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

[U(ρ(exp(tξ))Φ)− U(Φ)] = 0

for each ξ ∈ Γ(AdP ), since U is G-invariant. On the other hand, using (3.5, 3.9), we see that

Re〈〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉, ρ∗Φ〉 =
1

2
〈Ψ, iYρ∗ΦΨ〉 = −Im〈YΦΨ, χ∗Ψ〉,

since both YΦ and χ∗ are unitary. Thus the Higgs and Dirac equations (3.8b, 3.8c) together
with (3.11, 3.12) imply that

d∗ω J[ω,Φ,Ψ] = d∗ωRe〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 −
1
2 d

∗
ωIm〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = Im〈YΦΨ+ /DωΨ, χ∗Ψ〉 = 0. �
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4. Spacetimes of expanding type and Gaussian foliations

The goal of this section is to discuss some constructions and objects on spacetimes of expanding
type. We start with the explicit definition.

Definition 4.1. Let (M,h) be a four-dimensional globally hyperbolic Lorentzian manifold,

M = R× Σ, h(t,x) = −N(t, x)2 dt⊗ dt+ (gt)x,

such that N is a uniformly lower and upper bounded smooth function with

sup
t≥0

‖N(t, ·)‖Ck <∞, sup
t≥0

‖∂tN(t, ·)‖Ck−1 <∞,

for all integers k ≥ 1, and (gt)t∈R is a a smooth family of Riemannian metrics on Σ.10 Then we
say that (M,h) is of expanding type (with scale factor s and order k) if there exists a smooth
positive function s : R → R with 1/s ∈ (L1 ∩ L∞)([0,∞)) such that the conformal metrics

g̃t :=
1

N(t, ·)2 s(t)2
gt

on Σ have:

(i) uniformly bounded intrinsic geometry, in the sense that

inj(Σ,g̃0) > 0, ‖Riemg̃0‖Ck(g̃0) <∞,

where the former denotes the injectivity radius, and we also have

sup
t≥0

‖g̃t − g̃0‖Ck+2(g̃0), sup
t≥0

‖g̃t − g̃0‖Ck+2(g̃t) <∞,

(ii) uniformly bounded extrinsic geometry, in the sense that

sup
t≥0

‖ĨI‖Ck(g̃t) <∞, sup
t≥0

s(t)

∥∥∥∥∥
∇ĨI

dt

∥∥∥∥∥
Ck−1(g̃t)

<∞,

where ĨI = ĨIt denotes the second fundamental form of {t} × Σ in (M, h̃).

The assumptions in condition (i) of the definition are natural when studying spaces of metrics
on noncompact manifolds [18]. The assumptions imply in particular that

inf
t≥0

inj(Σ,g̃t) > 0, sup
t≥0

‖Riemg̃t‖Ck(g̃t) <∞,

and also that Ck(gt)-norms of tensors on Σ are uniformly equivalent for all t ≥ 0.
A prototypical example of a spacetime of expanding type is the de Sitter spacetime

R× S
3, h = −dt⊗ dt+ a2 cosh2(t/a) gS3 , a > 0

which clearly satisfies the conditions with scale factor s(t) = a cosh(t/a). More generally, one
can consider any Robertson-Walker spacetime

R× Σ, h = −dt⊗ dt+ s(t)2 gΣ, (Σ, gΣ) three-dimensional space form,

whose scale factor s is such that 1/s is integrable. Even more generally, one can replace the
space form (Σ, gΣ) by any three-dimensional Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry. (In all
of these examples, the second fundamental form on the conformally transformed side vanishes

identically ĨI ≡ 0, while the Riemann tensor is constant with respect to t and has bounded
Ck-norms for all k.)

10We assume as usual that Σ has a sufficiently well-behaved topology, in the sense that it is paracompact and
Hausdorff.
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Remark 4.2. The spacetimes considered above are all examples of so-called expanding space-
times. Expanding spacetimes are more generally defined by requiring that the mean curvature
of the slices Σ in M is positive [30, Definition 3]. We would like to observe that, since 1/s is
assumed to be integrable, s must be unbounded as t → ∞, and in particular the volume of
any compact spatial set is also unbounded as t → ∞. Note, however, that the integrability of
1/s does not imply that s → ∞ nor that s increases near infinity. Even if we assume that s
increases, it appears that there is still no way of controlling the mean curvature without making
additional assumptions on the lapse function N and the spatial metric g. On the other hand,
given an arbitrary (but sufficiently fast) expanding spacetime, it is also not clear how one would
choose the function s to fit the definition above. Our notion of spacetimes of expanding type
and the one of mean curvature expanding spacetimes therefore seem to intersect in a large class,
but do not really coincide, and for this reason we refrain from referring to these as expanding
spacetimes but instead say they are of expanding type.

Unless otherwise specified, we hereafter work exclusively with the conformally transformed
spacetime (M, h̃), and drop the tildes for notational simplicity.

We can simplify matters further and define a new temporal coordinate τ via

dτ =
1

s
dt, τ(0) = 0.

With respect to this coordinate, we can view M as I × Σ, where I ⊂ R is a connected interval
with

T := sup I =

∫ ∞

0

dt

s(t)
<∞,

since 1/s ∈ L1(0,∞) by definition (note that inf I is negative but may or may not be finite).
The metric becomes

h = −dτ ⊗ dτ + gτ ,

and the vector field ∂τ is the future-directed timelike unit normal to the hypersurfaces {τ}×Σ.
This type of coordinate τ is often called a Gaussian time coordinate [2] and we say that the
corresponding spacetime is Gaussian foliated. Definition 4.1 thus ensures that the original
spacetime is conformal to a Gaussian foliated spacetime whose spatial slices have uniformly
bounded geometry.
One of the main strong features of Gaussian foliated spacetimes is the fact that

∇∂τ∂τ = 0, (4.1)

so that the curves τ 7→ (τ, x) are geodesics parametrised by arclength for each x ∈ Σ. To see
this, choose local coordinates xk on Σ, so that (τ, x) forms a coordinate system on I ×Σ. From
the compatibility of ∇ with the metric h and torsion freedom, we get

h(∇∂τ ∂τ , ∂xk) = −h(∂τ ,∇∂τ ∂xk) = −h(∂τ ,∇∂
xk
∂τ ) = −1

2∂xkh(∂τ , ∂τ ) = 0, (4.2)

and similarly from metric compatibility h(∇∂τ ∂τ , ∂τ ) = 0 (cf. [4, §4]).

4.1. Spatial tensors. The tangent bundle of M admits an orthogonal decomposition

TM = R∂τ ⊕ π∗TΣ, (4.3)

where π :M → Σ is the projection (τ, x) 7→ x and π∗TΣ ∼= I×TΣ →M is the pullback bundle
which we shall refer to as the spatial tangent bundle, and its sections as spatial vector fields.
The decomposition (4.3) induces naturally a decomposition of all tensor bundles, allowing us
to consider spatial tensors, i.e. sections of π∗(T ∗Σ)⊗k ⊗ π∗(TΣ)⊗ℓ.
The bundle metric h on TM restricts to a bundle metric on π∗TΣ (explicitly this is g). The Levi-
Civita connection ∇ on (M,h) induces a metric-compatible connection on the spatial tangent
bundle, explicitly given by the projection ∇π∗TΣ = π∗∇. We note that for X,Y ∈ Γ(π∗(TΣ)),

∇π∗TΣ
∂τ X = ∇∂τX, ∇π∗TΣ

X Y = DXY,

where the former follows since ∇∂τX is purely spatial by the calculation in (4.2), and in the
latter D = Dπ∗TΣ corresponds to the pullback of the Levi-Civita connection of the Riemannian
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slice Στ . In fact, we can differentiate Y in the direction of X either with respect to ∇ or ∇π∗TΣ,
and the result differs only by a normal term, i.e.

∇XY = −II(X,Y ) ∂τ +DXY, (4.4)

where II(X,Y ) = h(∂τ ,∇XY ) is the second fundamental form. We note that II can be computed
in coordinates by

II(∂xi , ∂xj ) = −
1

2

∂

∂τ
g(∂xi , ∂xi),

although we will not use this formula since we will work with frames.
More generally, assume that V → M is a vector bundle equipped with a bundle metric and a
connection

∇V : Γ(V ) → Γ(T ∗M ⊗ V ).

Then, via (4.3), we can decompose the connection into temporal and spatial derivatives11

∇V

dτ
:= ∇V

∂τ : Γ(V ) → Γ(V ), DV : Γ(V ) → Γ(π∗(T ∗Σ)⊗ V ).

Using the connection ∇π∗TΣ, these extend naturally via the Leibniz rule to V -valued spatial
tensors (i.e. sections of π∗(T ∗Σ)⊗k ⊗π∗(TΣ)⊗ℓ⊗V ), so e.g. for a one-form ξ ∈ Γ(π∗(T ∗Σ)⊗V )
and X,Y ∈ π∗TΣ, we have

(
∇V ξ

dτ

)
(X) =

∇V

dτ
(ξ(X)) − ξ(∇∂τX), (DV

Xξ)(Y ) = DV
X(ξ(Y ))− ξ(DXY ).

The connection wave operator acting on sections of V satisfies

V = −(∇V )∗∇V = −
(∇V )2

dτ2
+ 3H

∇V

dτ
− (DV )∗DV ,

where H = 1
3 Trg(II) is the mean curvature of Σ.

4.2. Adapted frames. As previously in the paper, it will be convenient to work with frames
rather than coordinates. Setting e0 = ∂τ we obtain a unit timelike normal to Σ, so we only
need to choose orthonormal spatial vector fields to complete the frame. If ei ∈ Γ(π∗TΣ) are
orthonormal, then using metric compatibility we can also compute (independently of the choice
of orthonormal spatial vector fields)

h(∇eie0, e0) = 0, h(∇eie0, ek) = −h(e0,∇eiek) = −II(ei, ek) = −IIik,

which implies that
∇eie0 = −II k

i ek.

Thus, the only remaining unknown connection symbols are the spatial components of ∇e0ei
(the temporal component is always zero by metric compatibility).
In fact, we can construct a particularly nice adapted frame for which ∇e0ei = 0, simply by
choosing an orthonormal frame (ei)τ0 on the tangent space TΣτ0 for fixed τ0, and parallel
transporting it along the curves τ 7→ (τ, x) with tangent vector ∂τ = e0 (cf. [9, Lemma 3.1]).
We thus obtain a semi-orthonormal frame eµ for (M,h), for which the connection operates as

∇e0e0 = ∇e0ei = 0, ∇eie0 = −II k
i ek, ∇eiej = −IIij e0 +Deiej ,

where D is again the Levi-Civita connection on Στ .
Since this construction only depends on the choice of spatial frame, we see that we can cover
the entire spacetime by a collection of such frames. Throughout the remainder of this article,
we work with such adapted semi-orthonormal frames, unless explicitly specified otherwise.
For later convenience, we also note that the induced coframe satisfies

∇e0e
0 = ∇e0e

i = 0, ∇eie
0 = IIike

k, ∇eie
j = II j

i e
0 +Deie

j, (4.5)

11If we set in particular V = π∗TΣ, then DV here corresponds to the aforementioned pullback of the Levi-
Civita connection of the Riemannian slices. However, if we set V = TM , then DV is merely the restriction of
the ambient connection ∇ to spatial tangent vectors. These are as already mentioned not the same, but related
by (4.4).
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as well as

de0 = 0, dek = −II k
i e

0 ∧ ei − ek(Deiej) e
i ∧ ej .

4.3. Curvature tensor. Let us also express the curvature tensor of (M,h) in terms of the
second fundamental form and the curvature tensor of (Σ, gτ ).

Lemma 4.3. The non-zero components (up to symmetries) of the Riemann curvature tensor
of (M,h) are given by

R(h)k0i0 = −
(
∇II
dτ

)
ki
+ II ℓ

k IIℓi,

R(h)kij0 = (DII)kij − (DII)ijk,

R(h)ijkℓ = R(g)ijkℓ + IIikIIjℓ − IIjkIIiℓ.

The Ricci tensor satisfies

R(h)00 = Tr
(
∇II
dτ

)
− 2|II|2,

R(h)0k = 3(dH)k + (D∗II)k,

R(h)ik = R(g)ik −
(
∇II
dτ

)
ik
+ 2II ℓ

i IIℓk − 3HIIik.

Remark 4.4. Recall that we use the convention (2.4) for the Riemann tensor. Note that these
formulae hold in any semi-orthonormal frame with e0 = ∂τ . The reader can compare this result
with [29, Appendix B.2] and [4, Proposition 4.1] (although one should note that certain signs
are different here than in the Riemannian setting, due to the Lorentzian character of the normal
field e0).

4.4. Spatial principal bundle. Let P → M be a principal G-bundle. Since we have the
foliation M = I × Σ, we can also foliate the principal bundle appropriately, cf. [13, §1]. To see
this, fix τ0 ∈ I and let PΣ = ι∗P be the pullback bundle under the embedding ι : Σ →M, x 7→
(τ0, x). Then P

Σ is a principal G-bundle over Σ with fibers PΣ
x = P(τ0,x). Now pull PΣ back to

M via the projection π :M → Σ to obtain a principal G-bundle π∗PΣ ∼= I ×PΣ →M ∼= I×Σ,
equipped with the trivial bundle projection and principal G-action

πP (τ, p) = (τ, πP
Σ

(p)), (τ, p)g = (τ, pg),

where (τ, p) ∈ I × PΣ. Then P ∼= π∗PΣ are diffeomorphic as principal G-bundles. To see
this, equip P with any smooth connection12 and denote the parallel transport of an element
px ∈ PΣ

x = P(τ0,x) along the curve τ 7→ (τ, x) by Φτ (px) ∈ P(τ,x). Then, the mapping

π∗PΣ → P, (τ, p) 7→ Φτ (p)

is a principal bundle diffeomorphism (compatibility with projections holds trivially and G-
equivariance follows from the well-known properties of parallel transport, cf. [24, §5.8]). Hence,
we can identify P ∼= π∗PΣ ∼= I × PΣ and we will henceforth always make this identification
without mentioning it explicitly.
Although the present article focuses on the more global aspects of the theory, let us still say a
few words about local gauges on P ∼= π∗PΣ. Sections of π∗PΣ are of all the form

(τ, x) 7→ (τ, sΣ(τ, x)),

where sΣ(τ, ·) : U ⊂ Σ → PΣ is a one-parameter family of local sections of PΣ. In fact, it turns
out to be most convenient to keep sΣ constant with respect to τ , in which case the corresponding
section of π∗PΣ will be called adapted. An atlas of sections of PΣ then naturally induces an
atlas of adapted sections of P , so one can without loss of generality work with adapted gauges.
A connection ω on P is always of the form

ω = dτ ⊗ α+Π∗σ,

12A connection always exists [6, Satz 3.4]. Here, the choice of connection is immaterial and is used merely for
the construction of the bundle diffeomorphism.
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where Π : P → PΣ is the natural projection, α ∈ Γ(AdP ) and σ = στ is a smooth one-
parameter family of connections on PΣ. We note that if σ is independent of τ (so just a fixed
connection on PΣ), then for any adapted gauge the spatial part of s∗ω is independent of τ and
depends only on σ and the choice of gauge sΣ on PΣ, while the temporal part is given simply
by α.13

5. Standard Model energy estimates

We now wish to define the k-th total energy of the coupled system (3.10a–3.10c) on Gaussian
foliated spacetimes (M,h). At first, we will define the standard Sobolev spaces on vector bundles
and also the Sobolev spaces of connections. However, we need to be a bit careful as Fω and Ψ
are sections respectively of Λ2M ⊗AdP and F+, whose natural geometric inner product is not
positive-definite, so we will also discuss each sector separately in more detail.

5.1. Sobolev spaces on vector bundles. Assuming that a vector bundle V → M comes
with a positive-definite (Hermitian) inner product and a (not necessarily metric compatible)
connection, we can define a positive-definite Hk-norm at τ ∈ I of a given spacelike compactly
supported section ξ ∈ Γ(V ) as

‖ξ‖2Hk(gτ )
=

k∑

ℓ=0

‖Dℓξ‖2L2(gτ )
=

k∑

ℓ=0

∫

Σ
|Dℓξ|2 dvgτ , (5.1)

where D = DV is as defined in §4.1. The analogous definition applies also to functions. Note
that the definition of the Sobolev norm depends on the choice of the connection D, which will
be somewhat important later. We also define the space Cℓ(I,Hk(V )) for ℓ < k as the closure
of the space of spacelike compactly supported sections ξ ∈ Γ(V ) under the norm

sup
τ∈I

∥∥∥∥
∇ℓξ

dτ ℓ

∥∥∥∥
Hk(gτ )

<∞.

We recall that a Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) is said to have bounded geometry of order k if its
injectivity radius is lower bounded by a positive constant, and the covariant derivatives up to
order k of the Riemann tensor are uniformly bounded (i.e. with respect to the supremum norm).
Similarly, a connection DV on a vector bundle V is said to have bounded geometry of order k if
the derivatives up to order k of the corresponding curvature tensor RV are uniformly bounded.
These assumptions are sufficient to unlock the usual Sobolev inequalities (up to order k) on
Riemannian manifolds (compact or non-compact) and vector bundles over them [19, 25]. In
particular, under the assumptions of bounded geometry, the above defined Hk-space coincides
with the space of measurable sections for which the norm is finite [19], see also [23].

5.2. Sobolev spaces of connections on principal bundles. Connections on principal bun-
dles over compact Riemannian manifolds were studied in the seminal paper of Uhlenbeck [34].
The more involved non-compact setting was described in the works of Eichhorn and Heber
[16, 20]. Let us describe their results. As already hinted in the previous section, the appropri-
ate assumption for working with Sobolev spaces is that of bounded geometry, i.e. we consider
the space

Ck(PΣ) =

{
σ ∈ Ω1(PΣ, g) | σ smooth connection,

k∑

ℓ=0

sup
Σ

|Dℓ
σFσ | <∞

}

for an m-dimensional Riemannian manifold (Σ, g) of bounded geometry. For a connection
σ ∈ Ck(PΣ) and Sobolev spaces on associated vector bundles as defined in the previous §5.1,
the usual Sobolev apparatus therefore holds true (up to order k). One would now also like
to define the notion of Sobolev regular connections. It was shown in [16] that the natural

13For non-adapted gauges, the temporal part would also depend on σ and sΣ, i.e. (s∗ω)(∂τ ) = α+σ(dsΣ(∂τ )).
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intrinsic way of doing this is to equip the space Ck(PΣ) with the uniform topology induced by
the fundamental system given by

Uδ =

{
(σ, σ′) ∈ Ck(PΣ)× Ck(PΣ) | sup

Σ
|σ − σ′|Hk

σ
<∞

}
,

where we view σ−σ′ as an AdPΣ-valued one-form on Σ and the Hk
σ norm is taken with respect

to the connection induced by σ. The technical details of the matter are somewhat involved,
but for the purposes of this work it will be sufficient to note that the closure of this topological

space Hk(PΣ) := Ck(PΣ) with k > m/2 + 1 can be written as a topological sum of components

Hk(PΣ) =
∐

i∈I

comp(σi), comp(σi) = σi +Hk
σi
(T ∗Σ⊗AdPΣ) (5.2)

for some connections σi ∈ Ck(PΣ) of bounded geometry and some index set I . Note that, in the
compact case, the index set I has only a single element, and one recovers the classical definition
of Uhlenbeck [34]. Elements of Hk(PΣ) are then what should be considered as Hk-connections.
At spacetime level, we wish to consider connections ω on P ∼= π∗PΣ such that ι∗τω defines an
element of Hk(PΣ) uniformly for each τ ∈ I, restricted to a single topological component. More
precisely, we define

C0(I,Hk(PΣ)) =
∐

i∈I

(
ωi + C0(I,Hk

ωi
(π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP ))

)
,

where ωi = Π∗σi, while I and σi ∈ Ck(PΣ) are as in (5.2). Note that this definition is
independent of the choice of σi in (5.2). Indeed, if we choose another smooth connection of
bounded geometry σ̃i ∈ comp(σi) ⊂ Hk(PΣ), then θi = σi − σ̃i ∈ Hk

σi
(T ∗Σ ⊗ AdPΣ) and

π∗θi ∈ C
0(I,Hk

ωi
(π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )) trivially since the spatial metrics gτ have uniformly bounded

geometry, so that the Hk
σi
- and Hk

σ̃i
-norms are equivalent.

5.3. Higgs field energy. The natural geometric inner product on the Higgs field bundle H

is already positive-definite, so we take the k-th total energy of Φ to be

E0(Φ) = ‖Φ‖2L2 , Ek+1(Φ;ω) =

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
2

Hk
ω

+ ‖Φ‖2
Hk+1

ω
, (5.3)

where the Hk
ω norms are taken with respect to the affine connection on H induced by ω.

5.4. Yang-Mills energy. We decompose the curvature form Fω into its electric and magnetic
parts

Eω = e0 y Fω = ei ⊗ F0i ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP ),

Bω = Fω − e0 ∧Eω = ei ∧ ej ⊗ 1
2Fij ∈ Γ(π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP ),

in terms of which we have the orthogonal splitting Fω = e0 ∧Eω +Bω. Note that this splitting
does not depend on the choice of frame, since e0 = ∂τ is the unique globally defined future-
directed unit timelike vector. Since Eω and Bω are now sections of Hermitian vector bundles
over M , we can define the total positive-definite energy of Fω as

E+
k (Fω ;ω) := Ek(Eω;ω) + Ek(Bω;ω),

where on the right-hand side the energies are defined analogously as in (5.3).14

14Here it is really important to view Eω and Bω as sections of π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP and π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP rather than
T ∗M ⊗ AdP and Λ2M ⊗ AdP , since otherwise their spatial derivatives would also have a timelike component
(cf. Footnote 11 on p. 19) and hence the higher energies would not be positive-definite.
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5.5. Dirac energy. For spinorial quantities, we again face the problem that the geometric inner
product is indefinite, and in particular we have |Ψ|2 = 0 for all Ψ ∈ Γ(F+). We circumvent
this issue by redefining the inner product by multiplying one of the factors by the unit timelike
vector e0. To avoid confusion, we will conventionally denote the geometric inner product and
corresponding norm by single lines as before, and the positive-definite one by double lines, i.e.
we set

〈〈Ψ1,Ψ2〉〉 := 〈Ψ1, e0 ·Ψ2〉, Ψ1,Ψ2 ∈ Γ(F+). (5.4)

Note that upon fixing a local spin frame, the spinorial factor of 〈〈·, ·〉〉 just corresponds to the
standard Hermitian inner product on C

4. The inner product 〈〈·, ·〉〉 on F then induces an L2-
inner product of Ψ on M and we can define the positive-definite energy E+

k (Ψ;ω) by the same
formulae (5.1–5.3) but with respect to 〈〈·, ·〉〉. Due to the modification of the inner product, we
also lose certain geometric properties (most importantly compatibility of connections with the
inner products).

5.6. Total energy of the Standard Model. We now wish to define the k-th total energy of
the system as the sum of the above defined energies. However, one expects that the contributions
coming from the different sectors can also have different regularities, so one should also take
care of the orders of the energies. We therefore define the total energy of the Standard Model
system as

Ek1,k2,k3 := E+
k1
(Fω;ω) + Ek2(Φ;ω) + E+

k3
(Ψ;ω), (5.5)

where k1, k2, k3 are positive integers.15 Note that this energy is a geometric invariant in the
sense that if f : P → P is a bundle automorphism, then

E+
k1
(Fω ;ω) + Ek2(Φ;ω) + E+

k3
(Ψ;ω) = E+

k1
(fFω; fω) + Ek2(fΦ; fω) + E+

k3
(fΨ; fω).

The main goal now is to show the following a priori energy estimate.

Theorem 5.1. Let k > 3/2 be an integer. Let (M,h) be a Gaussian foliated spacetime, and let
P → M be a principal bundle equipped with a connection ω ∈ C0([0,∞), Ck(PΣ)) of uniformly
bounded geometry of order k+1. Suppose that (ω,Φ,Ψ) is a conformal Standard Model triplet.
Then, for 0 ≤ a ≤ c ≤ 1, the total energy

Ek+a,k+1,k+c = E+
k+a(Fω;ω) + Ek+1(Φ;ω) + E+

k+c(Ψ;ω)

is uniformly bounded for τ ∈ (0, T ) if it is sufficiently small initially, and the bound depends
only on k, T ,

sup
τ∈(0,T )

‖Riemg‖Ck , sup
τ∈(0,T )

‖II‖Ck+1 , sup
τ∈(0,T )

∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

,

and the Standard Model couplings λ, ρ∗, χ∗,Y.

To show this, we need to estimate the energy of each term separately, as follows.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose that (ω,Φ,Ψ) is a conformal Standard Model triplet. If k > 3/2
and a, b, c ∈ {0, 1}, then

d

dτ
E+
k+a(Fω;ω) . C(k, g, II)Ek+a,◦,◦ + E

3

2

k+a,k+1,k+a + C(k, II)E2
k+a,k,◦, (5.6)

d

dτ
Ek+b(Φ;ω) . C(k, g, II)E◦,k+b,◦ + E

3

2

k+b−1,k+b,k + |λ|E2
◦,k+b,◦, (5.7)

d

dτ
E+
k+c(Ψ;ω) . C(k, g, II)E◦,◦,k+c + C(k, II)E

3

2

k+c−1,k+c,k+c + E2
◦,k+c,k+c, (5.8)

where ◦ is used to denote parameters that can be chosen freely.

Proposition 5.2 will be proven in the remainder of the section, but first let us deduce Theorem
5.1 from it.

15In fact, we will only need the case k1 = k2 = k3 later, but we wanted to emphasize that there are other
interactions between regularities for which the energy can be estimated.
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Let us denote E = Ek+a,k+1,k+c for brevity. The estimates (5.6–5.8)
imply that

d

dτ
E ≤ C(k, g, II)

(
E+ E

3

2 + E2
)
,

where we need to set b = 1 in (5.7) because the second term in (5.6) contains a Higgs energy
of order k + 1 (regardless of whether a = 0 or a = 1) and we need a ≤ c since the same term
contains a Dirac energy of order k + a. As long as E ≤ 1, we therefore have the inequality

d

dτ
E ≤ C(k, g, II)E,

and hence also

E(τ) ≤ E(0) exp
(
C(k, g, II)τ

)
, τ ∈ (0, T ).

Thus if we assume E(0) < exp
(
− C(k, g, II)T

)
, the formula above shows that E stays in the

region E < 1 for all τ ∈ (0, T ). �

5.7. Some preliminary estimates. In this section we discuss some estimates that will be
used in the derivation of Proposition 5.2.

5.7.1. Evolution of Sobolev norms. We will often want to evolve the Hk-norm of a bundle
section. To that end, we note the following.

Lemma 5.3. Let (M,h) be a Gaussian foliated spacetime and let V →M be a Hermitian vector
bundle with a compatible connection ∇V . If ξ ∈ Γ(V ) is spacelike compactly supported, then

∂

∂τ
‖ξ‖2Hk(V ) .

(∥∥∥∥
∇ξ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk(V )

+ ‖RV (∂τ , ·)ξ‖Hk−1(V ) + ‖II‖Ck‖ξ‖Hk(V )

)
‖ξ‖Hk(V ),

where the curvature term is understood to be zero if k = 0.

Proof. We calculate

1

2

∂

∂τ
‖ξ‖2Hk(V ) =

1

2

k∑

ℓ=0

∂

∂τ
‖Dℓξ‖2L2(V ) =

k∑

ℓ=0

∫

Σ

(〈
∇

dτ
Dℓξ,Dℓξ

〉
+

3

2
H|Dℓξ|2

)
dvg,

where the second term comes from the evolution of the volume form. Hence,

∂

∂τ
‖ξ‖2Hk(V ) .

k∑

ℓ=0

∥∥∥∥
∇

dτ
Dℓξ

∥∥∥∥
L2(V )

‖ξ‖Hk(V ) + ‖H‖C0‖ξ‖2Hk(V )

.

∥∥∥∥
∇ξ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk(V )

‖ξ‖Hk(V ) +
k∑

ℓ=0

∥∥∥∥
[
∇

dτ
,Dℓ

]
ξ

∥∥∥∥
L2(V )

‖ξ‖Hk(V ) + ‖II‖C0‖ξ‖2Hk(V ).

Now it only remains to deal with the commutator term. To this end we note that
([

∇

dτ
,D

]
ξ

)
(X,Y ) = RV (∂τ ,X)(ξ(Y ))− (Dξ)(II(X), Y ) + ξ((DII)(X,Y )), (5.9)

where we interpret

(DII)(X,Y1 ⊗ . . .⊗ Yk) = (DII)(X,Y1)⊗ Y2 ⊗ . . .⊗ Yk + . . . + Y1 ⊗ . . .⊗ Yk−1 ⊗ (DII)(X,Yk).

For the higher powers, we use the general identity

[B,Ak]ξ =

k−1∑

ℓ=0

Ak−ℓ−1
(
[B,A]Aℓξ

)
, (5.10)

which holds for arbitrary differential operators A,B. This allows us to write

[
∇

dτ
,Dℓ

]
ξ =

ℓ∑

j=0

Dℓ−j−1
(
RV (∂τ , ·)

)
∗Djξ +

ℓ∑

j=0

Dℓ−jII ∗Djξ,
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where we use the ∗-notation as described at the end of §2, and hence we can estimate

k∑

ℓ=0

∥∥∥∥
[
∇

dτ
,Dℓ

]
ξ

∥∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥RV (∂τ , ·)ξ

∥∥
Hk−1 + ‖II‖Ck ‖ξ‖Hk , (5.11)

which gives the result. �

5.7.2. General energy estimate. We have defined the energy of a section of a Hermitian vector
bundle in (5.3). Provided that the bundle connection is compatible with the inner product used
in this definition, one can derive a general energy estimate as follows.

Proposition 5.4. Let (M,h) be a Gaussian foliated spacetime and let V → M be a Hermit-
ian vector bundle with a compatible connection ∇V . Then if ξ ∈ Γ(V ) is spacelike compactly
supported, we have

d

dτ
E0(ξ) . E0(ξ)

1

2E1(ξ)
1

2 + ‖H‖C0 E0(ξ),

and if ξ ∈ C1(I,Hk+1(V )) for k ≥ 0, then

d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ) . E0(ξ)

1

2E1(ξ)
1

2 + ‖Riemg‖CkEk(ξ) + ‖II‖Ck+1 Ek+1(ξ)

+
(
‖ V ξ‖Hk +RV

k (ξ)
)
Ek+1(ξ)

1

2 ,

where we denote

RV
k (ξ) =





∥∥RV (∂τ , ·)ξ
∥∥
L2 , if k = 0,

∥∥∥RV (∂τ , ·)
∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
Hk−1

+
∥∥RV ξ

∥∥
Hk ,+

∥∥RV (∂τ , ·)ξ
∥∥
Hk , if k ≥ 1,

and RV (∂τ , ·)ξ and RV ξ are viewed as V -valued spatial tensors, i.e. sections respectively of the
bundles π∗T ∗Σ⊗ V and π∗Λ2Σ⊗ V .

Remark 5.5. For our purposes, it will be entirely sufficient to trivially estimate the first three
terms on the right-hand side, so that

d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ) . (1 + ‖Riemg‖Ck + ‖II‖Ck+1)Ek+1(ξ) +

(
‖ V ξ‖Hk +RV

k (ξ)
)
Ek+1(ξ)

1

2 . (5.12)

Proof. For the zeroth energy we have the trivial bound

d

dτ
E0(ξ) = 2

∫

Σ

〈
∇ξ

dτ
, ξ

〉
dvg + 3

∫

Σ
H|ξ|2 dvg .

∥∥∥∥
∇ξ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
L2

‖ξ‖L2 + ‖H‖C0‖ξ‖2L2 ,

which implies the desired inequality. To estimate the higher order energies, let us also define

Ek+1(ξ)(τ) =
∥∥∥Dk∇ξ

dτ

∥∥∥
2

L2
+ ‖Dk+1ξ‖2L2 =

∫

Σ

(∣∣∣Dk∇ξ
dτ

∣∣∣
2
+ |Dk+1ξ|2

)
dvgτ , (5.13)

so that we can write

Ek+1(ξ) = E0(ξ) +

k+1∑

ℓ=1

Eℓ(ξ).

A calculation shows (cf. [9, Proposition 3.3] but note the last term is missing)

d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ) = −2

∫

Σ

〈
Dk ξ, Dk∇ξ

dτ

〉
dvg + 3

∫

Σ

(
|Dk+1ξ|2 −

∣∣∣Dk∇ξ
dτ

∣∣∣
2
)
H dvg

+ 2

∫

Σ

〈[
∇
dτ ,D

k
]

∇ξ
dτ + [D∗D,Dk]ξ, Dk∇ξ

dτ

〉
dvg + 2

∫

Σ

〈[
∇
dτ ,D

k+1
]
ξ, Dk+1ξ

〉
dvg

− 6

k∑

ℓ=1

(
k

ℓ

)∫

Σ

〈
DℓH ⊗Dk−ℓ∇ξ

dτ , D
k∇ξ
dτ

〉
dvg.
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Hölder’s inequality permits the estimate

−

∫

Σ

〈
Dk ξ, Dk∇ξ

dτ

〉
dvg ≤ ‖Dk ξ‖L2

∥∥∥Dk∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
L2

≤ ‖Dk ξ‖L2 Ek+1(ξ)
1

2 ,

which can similarly be applied to the terms involving commutators. On the other hand we also
have ∫

Σ

(
|Dk+1ξ|2 −

∣∣∣Dk∇ξ
dτ

∣∣∣
2
)
H dvg . ‖H‖C0 Ek+1(ξ)

and
k∑

ℓ=1

(
k

ℓ

)∫

Σ

〈
DℓH ⊗Dk−ℓ∇ξ

dτ , D
k∇ξ
dτ

〉
dvg

.

k∑

ℓ=1

∥∥∥DℓH ⊗Dk−ℓ∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
L2

∥∥∥∥D
k∇ξ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
L2

. ‖H‖Ck

k∑

ℓ=1

Eℓ(ξ)
1

2 Ek+1(ξ)
1

2 .

We conclude that

d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ) .

(
‖Dk ξ‖L2 +

∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

k
]

∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖[D∗D,Dk]ξ‖L2

+
∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

k+1
]
ξ
∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖H‖Ck

k∑

ℓ=1

Eℓ(ξ)
1

2

)
Ek+1(ξ)

1

2 + ‖H‖C0 Ek+1(ξ)

and thus
d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ) . E0(ξ)

1

2E1(ξ)
1

2 + ‖H‖Ck Ek+1(ξ)

+

k∑

ℓ=0

(
‖Dℓ ξ‖L2 +

∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

ℓ
]

∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖[D∗D,Dℓ]ξ‖L2 +
∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

ℓ+1
]
ξ
∥∥∥
L2

)
Eℓ+1(ξ)

1

2 .

For the commutator terms, we note by (5.11) that
∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

k
]

∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥Dk−1

(
RV (∂τ , ·)

∇ξ
dτ

)∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖II‖Ck

∥∥∥∇ξ
dτ

∥∥∥
Hk

,
∥∥∥
[
∇
dτ ,D

k+1
]
ξ
∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥Dk(RV (∂τ , ·)ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖II‖Ck+1 ‖ξ‖Hk+1 .

On the other hand, for ξ ∈ Γ(T ∗Σ⊗k ⊗ V ), X ∈ Γ(TΣ) and Y ∈ Γ(TΣ⊗k) we also have

([D∗D,D]ξ)(X,Y )

= 2TrRV (X, ·)((Dξ)(·, Y ))− 2Tr(Dξ)(·,Riemg(X, ·)Y )− (Dξ)(Ricg(X), Y )

+ Tr(DRV )(·,X, ·)(ξ(Y )) + ξ(Tr(DRiemg)(·,X, ·)Y ),

where the traces are taken with respect to gτ . Using the identity (5.10) we can then write

[D∗D,Dk]ξ =

k∑

ℓ=0

Dk−ℓRV ∗Dℓξ +

k∑

ℓ=0

Dk−ℓRiemg ∗D
ℓξ,

and we get ∥∥∥[D∗D,Dk]ξ
∥∥∥
L2

.
∥∥∥Dk(RV ξ)

∥∥∥
L2

+ ‖Riemg‖Ck ‖ξ‖Hk ,

which together with the estimates above gives the result. �

Thus, to complete the energy estimate, one only needs to estimate the Hk-norm of V ξ, and
the bundle curvature terms RV

k (ξ). The norm of V ξ will of course depend heavily on the
equation that the section satisfies, whereas the bundle curvature terms are fixed and directly
computable once one specifies the bundle V .
The energy estimate (5.12) can directly be applied to the Higgs energy Ek(Φ) and each of the
terms separately from the Yang-Mills energy E+

k (Fω) = Ek(Eω) + Ek(Bω). The Dirac energy

E+
k (Ψ) is however defined with respect to an inner product that is no longer compatible with
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the spinor connection. In particular, the evolution of E+
k (Ψ) picks up an additional term, since

e0 is not parallel with respect to spatial directions, in fact ∇eie0 = −II k
i ek (recall, however, that

∇e0e0 = 0). More precisely, when commuting D∗ with Clifford multiplication by e0, one gets a
term of the form

∫

Σ

〈〈
Dk

ω
∇ωΨ
dτ , e0 · II

ijei · (ej yD
k+1
ω Ψ)

〉〉
dvg . ‖II‖C0

(∥∥∥Dk
ω
∇ωΨ
dτ

∥∥∥
2

L2
+ ‖Dk+1

ω Ψ‖2L2

)
,

which already gets consumed in the right-hand side of the estimate (5.12), and hence the
estimate remains unchanged.

5.7.3. Estimates involving products. In estimating the norms, we will often use the following
generalization of the Sobolev multiplication lemma.

Lemma 5.6. Let (Σm, g) be a complete m-dimensional Riemannian manifold with bounded
geometry, and k a natural number satisfying k > m

2 . For N ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ i ≤ N +1, let Vi →M

be Hermitian vector bundles, each equipped with a connection D = DVi .

(i) If ξi ∈ Hk(Vi) and
∑N

i=1 ℓi ≤ k, then
∥∥∥Dℓ1ξ1 ∗ · · · ∗D

ℓN ξN

∥∥∥
L2

. ‖ξ1‖Hk · · · ‖ξN‖Hk .

(ii) If also ξN+1 ∈ Hk−1(VN+1) and
∑N+1

i=1 ℓi ≤ k − 1, then
∥∥∥Dℓ1ξ1 ∗ · · · ∗D

ℓN ξN ∗DℓN+1ξN+1

∥∥∥
L2

. ‖ξ1‖Hk · · · ‖ξN‖Hk‖ξN+1‖Hk−1 .

In both cases, . denotes an inequality up to a constant depending on the Sobolev embedding on
(Σ, g), the numbers k, and the contractions ∗.

Proof. See [9, Lemma 3.6], [17], and [12, §VI.3, §VI.16.3]. �

Remark 5.7. Here we use the ∗-notation as described at the end of §2. We are also tacitly
assuming that the bundles Vi admit pairings such that the ∗-expressions on the left-hand side
are well-defined and real-valued. For example, we will eventually wish to apply this result to
AdP -valued forms for which the coefficients are contracted using the Lie commutator bracket,
and also to contractions between TM - and ΣM -valued forms for which the coefficients are
contracted using Clifford multiplication. The main point is that such contractions should be
bounded in an appropriate sense, cf. sections that follow.

5.7.4. Estimates involving Clifford multiplication. We will often have to estimate Clifford prod-
ucts between vectors and spinors, to which end we note that Clifford multiplication is only
compatible with the ambient Levi-Civita connection ∇ on TM , so that

Dω(X ·Ψ)(ek) = ∇ω(X ·Ψ)(ek) = ∇ekX ·Ψ+X · (∇ωΨ)k = (DTMX ·Ψ+X ·DωΨ)(ek),

where DTM is the restriction of ∇ to spatial tensors (cf. §4.1 and Footnote 11 on page 19).
Hence, we have the estimate

‖X ·Ψ‖Hk . ‖X‖Ck(TM)‖Ψ‖Hk

where

‖X‖Ck(TM) =
k∑

ℓ=0

‖(DTM )ℓX‖C0(TM)

and the C0-norms on the right-hand side are taken with respect to the Riemannian reference
metric dτ ⊗ dτ + gτ on TM . To estimate the Ck(TM)-norms, let

Λ = Λ i
k e

k ⊗ ei ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗Σ⊗ π∗TΣ).

A simple calculation (cf. §4.2) then shows that

DTMe0 = −II i
k e

k ⊗ ei, DTMΛ = −Λ m
k IImℓ e

k ⊗ eℓ ⊗ e0 +DΛ.
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Now to estimate the Ck(TM)-norm of e0 and Λ one would have to calculate the higher deriva-
tives (DTM )ℓ, which can in theory be done by ”zig-zagging” between the formulae above, al-
though there does not appear to be a simple closed formula for it. However let us note that if
we put

Dp(II) =

p∑

q=0

∑

|a|=p−q

Da1II ∗ · · · ∗Daq II,

then schematically

(DTM )ℓe0 =
ℓ−1∑

p=1

Dp(II) e0 +
ℓ−1∑

q=0

Dq(II) ∗ IdTΣ,

(DTM )ℓ IdTΣ =

ℓ−1∑

p=0

Dp(II) e0 +

ℓ−1∑

q=1

Dq(II) ∗ IdTΣ,

and we can trivially bound

‖Dp(II)‖C0 .

p∑

q=0

‖II‖p−q+1
Cq . ‖II‖Cp(1 + ‖II‖pCp).

Therefore we have the rather weak but for our purposes sufficient estimates

‖e0‖Ck(TM) . ‖II‖Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1
Ck−1), ‖Λ‖Ck(TM) . ‖II‖Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1

Ck−1)‖Λ‖Ck .

5.7.5. Estimates involving representations and Yukawa maps. We will also often have to esti-
mate terms which are acted upon by a representation of g, in particular within the currents
of (3.10a). Let ρ : G → GL(W ) be a representation of G and consider the associated vector
bundle E = P ×ρW , equipped with the metric connection ∇ω induced by ω. If σ ∈ Γ(E), then
for ρ∗σ ∈ Γ(E ⊗AdP ) we have (cf. Lemma C.1)

Dω(ρ∗σ) = ρ∗Dωσ,

so we can estimate

‖ρ∗σ‖Hk ≤ ‖ρ∗‖‖σ‖Hk ,

where

‖ρ∗‖ = max{‖ρ∗(X)‖ | X ∈ g, ‖X‖ = 1}

is the usual operator norm of the linear map ρ∗ : g → End(W ). Analogously if ξ ∈ Γ(AdP ),
then for ρ∗(ξ) ∈ Γ(End(E)) we have

‖ρ∗(ξ)‖Hk ≤ ‖ρ∗‖‖ξ‖Hk .

For the Yukawa map, one should recall that we only have R-linearity, but nevertheless its norm
can be defined as

‖Y‖ = sup

{
‖Yw‖

‖w‖
| w ∈W, w 6= 0

}
= max{‖Yw‖ | w ∈W, ‖w‖ = 1},

where R-linearity is sufficient to achieve the last equality, as it implies 1
‖w‖Yw = Y w

‖w‖
. Thus

we have

‖YΦ‖Hk ≤ ‖Y‖‖Φ‖Hk .

We note also that the complex antilinear part Y− appearing in (3.8b) satisfies

‖Y−‖ ≤ ‖Y‖.
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5.8. Higgs energy estimate. We start by considering the evolution of Ek(Φ) = Ek(Φ;ω), as
this term is simpler to analyze than the other two, and we use the general energy estimate
(5.12). In particular, we will show below that for k > 3/2, we have

d

dτ
Ek+b(Φ) .

(
1 + ‖Riemg‖Ck +

∥∥∇II
dτ

∥∥
Ck + ‖II‖2Ck+1

)
Ek+b(Φ) (5.14)

+ E+
k+b−1(Fω)

1

2 Ek+b(Φ) + E+
k (Ψ)Ek+b(Φ)

1

2 + |λ|Ek+b(Φ)
2

which directly implies (5.7).

5.8.1. Contribution from the Euler-Lagrange equations. We consider the system only with re-
spect to the conformal Higgs potential, so that the Higgs equation reads

ωΦ+ 1
6 ScalhΦ− λ|Φ|2Φ− 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 0.

By Lemma 4.3 we can also decompose

Scalh = −R(h)00 + gijR(h)ij = −2Tr
(
∇II
dτ

)
+ 6|II|2 − 9H2 + Scalg . (5.15)

We can estimate

‖ScalhΦ‖Hk+b−1 .
(∥∥∇II

dτ

∥∥
Ck + ‖II‖2Ck + ‖Scalg‖Ck

)
‖Φ‖Hk ,

‖λ|Φ|2Φ‖Hk+b−1 . |λ|
∑

|ℓ|≤k+b−1

‖Dℓ1
ω Φ ∗Dℓ2

ω Φ ∗Dℓ3
ω Φ‖L2 . |λ|‖Φ‖3Hk ,

‖〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉‖Hk+b−1 .
∑

|ℓ|≤k+b−1

‖Dℓ1
ω Ψ ∗ Y−(Dℓ2

ω Ψ)‖L2 . ‖Ψ‖2Hk ,

where we also use Lemma 5.6 in the last two estimates. Combining all the terms, we get

‖ ωΦ‖Hk+b−1 .

(∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

+ ‖II‖2Ck + ‖Scalg‖Ck

)
Ek(Φ)

1

2 + |λ|Ek(Φ)
3

2 + E+
k (Ψ), (5.16)

and thus also

‖ ωΦ‖Hk+b−1Ek+b(Φ)
1

2 . C(k, g, II)Ek+b(Φ) + |λ|Ek+b(Φ)
2 + E+

k (Ψ)Ek+b(Φ)
1

2 .

5.8.2. Contribution from the bundle curvatures. Next, we estimate the terms involvingRH
k+b−1(Φ)

from (5.12), cf. also Proposition 5.4. For the Higgs field bundle H we have RH = ρ∗(Fω), and
hence

RH (∂τ ,X) = ρ∗(Eω(X)), RH (X,Y ) = ρ∗(Bω(X,Y )).

We therefore get
∥∥∥∥R

H (∂τ , ·)
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+b−2

. ‖Eω‖Hk+b−1

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk−1

,

‖RH Φ‖Hk+b−1 . ‖Bω‖Hk+b−1‖Φ‖Hk ,

‖RH (∂τ , ·)Φ‖Hk+b−1 . ‖Eω‖Hk+b−1‖Φ‖Hk ,

where in the first inequality we use Lemma 5.6 (ii) and in the last two we use Lemma 5.6 (i).
Hence,

RH
k+b−1(Φ)Ek+b(Φ)

1

2 . E+
k+b−1(Fω)

1

2 Ek+b(Φ),

which completes the estimate (5.14).

5.9. Yang-Mills energy estimate. Next, we treat the Yang-Mills energy E+
k (Fω) = E+

k (Fω;ω),
which is technically more involved and contains some more constraining (the wave equation for
F is quadratic in first derivatives of Φ) terms than the previous two.
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5.9.1. Contribution from the Euler-Lagrange equations. We recall from (3.10a) that Fω satisfies
the wave equation

ωFω = 〈[Fω ∧ Fω]〉+RFω + Im〈Id ·Ψ ∧ χ∗∇ωΨ〉

+Re〈ρ∗(Fω)Φ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 − Re〈∇ωΦ ∧ ρ∗∇ωΦ〉.

We need to split this equation to get expressions for ωEω and ωBω, where ω needs to be
taken with respect to the bundles π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP and π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP respectively.

Proposition 5.8. Consider the decomposition Fω = e0 ∧ Eω + Bω, where Eω and Bω are
considered as spatial forms, i.e. sections of π∗T ∗Σ ⊗ AdP and π∗Λ2Σ ⊗ AdP respectively.
Then the electric part satisfies the wave equation

( ωEω)i = 2[Ek, Bik] +R(g)ikE
k + IIikII

kℓEℓ − 3HIIikE
k +

(
∇II
dτ

)
ik
Ek − Tr

(
∇II
dτ

)
Ei

− 2IIkℓ(DωBω)kℓi + 2(D∗II)kBki + 2(DII)ℓkiB
kℓ + 3(dH)kB

k
i

+ Im〈e0 ·Ψ, χ∗(DωΨ)i〉 − Im〈ei ·Ψ, χ∗
∇ωΨ
dτ 〉

+Re〈ρ∗(Ei)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉 − 2Re〈∇ωΦ
dτ , ρ∗(DωΦ)i〉,

where ω = π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP
ω , while the magnetic part satisfies

( ωBω)ij = 2[Bk
i , Bkj]− 2[Ei, Ej ]− 2II k

i (DωEω)kj + 2II k
j (DωEω)ki

+ 2 ((DII)ijk − (DII)jik)E
k − 3(dH)iEj + 3(dH)jEi

+R(g)ikB
k
j +R(g)jkB

k
i − 2R(g)kijℓB

kℓ −
(
∇II
dτ

)
ik
Bk

j −
(
∇II
dτ

)
jk
B k

i

− 3H(IIikB
k
j + IIjkB

k
i )− 2IIkjIIiℓB

kℓ + II ℓ
i IIℓkB

k
j + II ℓ

j IIℓkB
k
i

+ Im〈ei ·Ψ, χ∗(DωΨ)j〉 − Im〈ej ·Ψ, χ∗(DωΨ)j〉

+Re〈ρ∗(Bij)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉 − 2Re〈(DωΦ)i, ρ∗(DωΦ)j〉,

where ω = π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP
ω .

Proof. We defer the proof to Appendix D. �

Remark 5.9. For the purpose of doing estimates, it is convenient to gather terms of similar
types and write these equations more schematically as

ωEω =Eω ∗Bω +Riemg ∗ Eω (5.17)

+ II ∗ II ∗ Eω + ∇II
dτ ∗Eω + II ∗DωBω +DII ∗Bω

+ Im〈e0 ·Ψ, χ∗DωΨ〉 − Im〈IdTΣ ·Ψ, χ∗
∇ωΨ
dτ 〉

+Re〈ρ∗(Eω)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉 − 2Re〈∇ωΦ
dτ , ρ∗DωΦ〉,

and

ωBω =Bω ∗Bω + Eω ∗ Eω +Riemg ∗Bω (5.18)

+ II ∗DωEω +DII ∗ Eω + ∇II
dτ ∗Bω + II ∗ II ∗Bω

+ Im〈IdTΣ ·Ψ ∧ χ∗DωΨ〉+Re〈ρ∗(Bω)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉 − Re〈DωΦ ∧ ρ∗DωΦ〉,

where we use the ∗-notation as discussed in Remark 5.7.

Now we can estimate the norms ‖ ωEω‖Hk+a−1 and ‖ ωBω‖Hk+a−1 using (5.17, 5.18). We have
that

‖Eω ∗Bω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖Eω‖Hk‖Bω‖Hk .
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On the other hand for the linear terms in Eω and Bω, we trivially have
∥∥∥∥Riemg ∗ Eω + II ∗ II ∗Eω +

∇II

dτ
∗ Eω

∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−1

.

(
‖Riemg‖Ck + ‖II‖2Ck +

∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

)
‖Eω‖Hk+a−1 ,

‖II ∗DωBω +DII ∗Bω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖II‖Ck+a‖Bω‖Hk+a .

The terms arising from the currents are a bit more subtle. By the multinomial theorem, we can
estimate the Φ-current terms as

‖Re〈ρ∗(Eω)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉‖Hk+a−1 .
∑

|ℓ|≤k+a−1

‖ρ∗(D
ℓ1
ω Eω) ∗D

ℓ2
ω Φ ∗ ρ∗D

ℓ3
ω Φ‖L2 . ‖Eω‖Hk‖Φ‖2Hk ,

∥∥∥∥Re
〈
∇ωΦ

dτ
, ρ∗DωΦ

〉∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−1

.
∑

|ℓ|≤k+a−1

∥∥∥∥
(
Dℓ1

ω

∇ωΦ

dτ

)
∗ (ρ∗D

ℓ2
ω DωΦ)

∥∥∥∥
L2

.

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk

‖Φ‖Hk+1 ,

and in the latter estimate we cannot get a Higgs energy order lower than k + 1.
For the Ψ-current term we also need to deal with Clifford multiplication, which we have discussed
in §5.7.4. Thus

‖Im〈e0 ·Ψ, χ∗DωΨ〉‖Hk+a−1 .
∑

|ℓ|≤k+a−1

∥∥∥(DTM )ℓ1e0 ∗D
ℓ2
ω Ψ ∗ χ∗D

ℓ3
ω DωΨ

∥∥∥
L2

. ‖e0‖Ck(TM)‖Ψ‖2Hk+a ,

∥∥∥∥Im
〈
IdTΣ ·Ψ, χ∗

∇ωΨ

dτ

〉∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−1

. ‖IdTΣ‖Ck(TM)‖Ψ‖Hk+a

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΨ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−1

.

Combining all these estimates, we get

‖ ωEω‖Hk+a−1 . Ek(Eω)
1

2Ek(Bω)
1

2 +

(
‖Riemg‖Ck + ‖II‖2Ck +

∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

)
Ek(Eω)

1

2

+ ‖II‖Ck+aEk+a(Bω)
1

2 + Ek(Eω)
1

2Ek(Φ) + Ek+1(Φ) + ‖II‖kCk−1Ek+a(Ψ)

and hence

‖ ωEω‖Hk+a−1Ek+a(Eω)
1

2 .E+
k+a(Fω)

3

2 + C(k, g, II)E+
k+a(Fω) + E+

k+a(Fω)Ek(Φ) (5.19)

+ E+
k+a(Fω)

1

2Ek+1(Φ) + C(k, II)E+
k+a(Fω)

1

2E+
k+a(Ψ).

Similarly, for the equation for ωBω we find

‖Bω ∗Bω + Eω ∗ Eω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖Bω‖
2
Hk + ‖Eω‖

2
Hk ,

while for the linear terms∥∥∥∥Riemg ∗Bω +
∇II

dτ
∗Bω + II ∗ II ∗Bω

∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−1

.

(
‖Riemg‖Ck +

∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

+ ‖II‖2Ck

)
‖Bω‖Hk ,

‖II ∗DωEω +DII ∗ Eω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖II‖Ck+a‖Eω‖Hk+a ,

and for the currents

‖Re〈ρ∗(Bω)Φ, ρ∗Φ〉‖Hk+a−1 . ‖Bω‖Hk‖Φ‖2Hk ,

‖Re〈DωΦ ∧ ρ∗DωΦ〉‖Hk+a−1 . ‖Φ‖2Hk+1 ,

‖Im〈IdTΣ ·Ψ ∧ χ∗DωΨ〉‖Hk+a−1 . ‖II‖kCk−1Ψ‖2Hk+a.

Combining all the estimates, we get

‖ ωBω‖Hk+a−1 . Ek(Bω) + Ek(Eω) +

(
‖Riemg‖Ck +

∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

+ ‖II‖2Ck

)
Ek(Bω)

1

2 (5.20)

+ ‖II‖Ck+aEk+a(Eω)
1

2 + Ek(Bω)
1

2Ek(Φ) + Ek+1(Φ) + ‖II‖kCk−1Ek+a(Ψ),
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and hence Bω satisfies essentially the same estimate as Eω, cf. (5.19),

‖ ωBω‖Hk+a−1Ek+a(Bω)
1

2 .E+
k+a(Fω)

3

2 + C(k, g, II)E+
k+a(Fω) + E+

k+a(Fω)Ek(Φ) (5.21)

+ E+
k+a(Fω)

1

2Ek+1(Φ) + C(k, II)E+
k+a(Fω)

1

2E+
k+a(Ψ).

5.9.2. Contribution from the bundle curvatures. For the bundle curvature terms we calculate,
using Lemma 4.3, the curvature tensor with respect to the connection ∇π∗TΣ as

h(Rπ∗TΣ(∂τ , ei)ej , ek) = R0ijk = (DII)kji − (DII)jik,

h(Rπ∗TΣ(ei, ej)ek, eℓ) = R(g)ijkℓ.

Thus, for any ξ ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP ), we find

Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP (∂τ , ek)ξ =
(
(DII) i

jk − (DII)ikj
)
ej ⊗ ξi + ei ⊗ [Ek, ξi] = DII ∗ ξ + Eω ∗ ξ,

Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP (ek, eℓ)ξ = R(g) i
kℓj e

j ⊗ ξi + ei ⊗ [Bkℓ, ξi] = Riemg ∗ ξ +Bω ∗ ξ.

This implies that∥∥∥∥R
π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP (∂τ , ·)

∇ωEω

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+a−2

. ‖II‖Ck

∥∥∥∥
∇ωEω

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk−1

+ ‖Eω‖Hk

∥∥∥∥
∇ωEω

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk−1

,

‖Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdPEω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖Riemg‖Ck‖Eω‖Hk + ‖Bω‖Hk‖Eω‖Hk ,

‖Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP (∂τ , ·)Eω‖Hk+a−1 . ‖II‖Ck+1‖Eω‖Hk + ‖Eω‖
2
Hk ,

so that
Rπ∗TΣ⊗AdP

k+a−1 (Eω)Ek+a(Eω)
1

2 . C(k, g, II)E+
k+a(Fω) + E+

k+a(Fω)
3

2 , (5.22)

and in an analogous way

Rπ∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP
k+a−1 (Bω)Ek+a(Bω)

1

2 . C(k, g, II)E+
k+a(Fω) + E+

k+a(Fω)
3

2 . (5.23)

A combination of (5.19, 5.22) and (5.21, 5.23) gives (5.6).

5.10. Dirac energy estimate. Finally, we treat the Dirac energy E+
k (Ψ) = E+

k (Ψ;ω).

5.10.1. Contribution from the Euler-Lagrange equations. We need to estimate ‖ ωΨ‖Hk+c−1 .
We recall from Theorem 3.7 that Ψ satisfies the wave equation

ωΨ = 1
4 ScalΨ + χ∗(Fω) ·Ψ+ 〈Id · Y∇ωΦΨ〉 −Y2

ΦΨ.

Here, the term involving ∇ωΦ requires special attention. We can expand

〈Id ·Y∇ωΦΨ〉 = −e0 · Y∇ωΦ

dτ

Ψ+ 〈IdTΣ ·YDωΦΨ〉

and estimate

‖〈Id · Y∇ωΦΨ〉‖Hk+c−1

=
∥∥∥−e0 · Y∇ωΦ

dτ

Ψ+ 〈IdTΣ · YDωΦΨ〉
∥∥∥
Hk+c−1

. ‖e0‖Ck+c−1(TM)

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+c−1

‖Ψ‖Hk + ‖IdTΣ‖Ck+c−1(TM) ‖DωΦ‖Hk+c−1 ‖Ψ‖Hk

. ‖II‖Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1
Ck−1)

(∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+c−1

+ ‖Φ‖Hk+c

)
‖Ψ‖Hk ,

cf. §5.7.4. It follows that

‖〈Id ·Y∇ωΦΨ〉‖Hk+c−1 . ‖II‖kCk−1

(∥∥∥∥
∇ωΦ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+c−1

+ ‖Φ‖Hk+c

)
‖Ψ‖Hk .

The other terms can be estimated as follows. Using (5.15), we get

‖ScalhΨ‖Hk+c−1 .
(∥∥∇II

dτ

∥∥
Ck + ‖II‖2Ck + ‖Scalg‖Ck

)
‖Ψ‖Hk+c−1 .
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On the other hand, by (3.6), Lemma 5.6 and the fact that Y is real linear in Φ, we have

‖Y2
ΦΨ‖Hk+c−1 .

∑

|ℓ|≤k+c−1

‖Y
D

ℓ1
ω Φ

Y
D

ℓ2
ω Φ

Dℓ3
ω Ψ‖L2

.
∑

|ℓ|≤k+c−1

‖Dℓ1
ω Φ ∗Dℓ2

ω Φ ∗Dℓ3
ω Ψ‖L2 . ‖Φ‖2Hk‖Ψ‖Hk+c−1 .

Finally, from Lemma D.1, we find

Dω(χ∗(Fω) ·Ψ) = χ∗(D
TM
ω Fω) ·Ψ+ χ∗(Fω) ·DωΨ

= − ek ⊗ e0 · ei ·
(
Ei(DωΨ)k +

(
(DωEω)

i
k + IIkℓB

ℓi
)
Ψ
)

+ 1
2 e

k ⊗ ei · ej ·
(
Bij(DωΨ)k +

(
(DωBω)

ij
k − II j

k E
i + II i

k E
j
)
Ψ
)
.

Iterating, we get

‖χ∗(Fω) ·Ψ‖Hk+c−1 . ‖II‖2Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1
Ck−1)

2 (‖Eω‖Hk+c−1 + ‖Bω‖Hk+c−1) ‖Ψ‖Hk ,

cf. §5.7.4.
Combining all the estimates, we get that

‖ ωΨ‖Hk+c−1 .

(∥∥∥∥
∇II

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Ck

+ ‖II‖2Ck + ‖Scalg‖Ck

)
E+
k+c−1(Ψ)

1

2 + Ek(Φ)E
+
k+c−1(Ψ)

1

2 (5.24)

+ ‖II‖2kCk−1

(
Ek+c(Φ)

1

2 + E+
k+c−1(Fω)

1

2

)
E+
k (Ψ)

1

2 .

5.10.2. Contribution from the bundle curvatures. We first note that

RF (X,Y )Ψ = RΣM(X,Y )Ψ +RS (X,Y )Ψ

= −
1

4
Riem(X,Y )eµ · eµ ·Ψ+ χ∗(Fω(X,Y ))Ψ,

where in the last equality we use the well-known relation (2.6) between the curvature tensor of
the spinor bundle and the Riemann tensor. The RS terms can be estimated as (cf. §5.8.2)

∥∥∥∥R
S (∂τ , ·)

∇ωΨ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+c−2

. ‖Eω‖Hk+c−1

∥∥∥∥
∇ωΨ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk−1

,

‖RS Φ‖Hk+c−1 . ‖Bω‖Hk+c−1‖Ψ‖Hk ,

‖RS (∂τ , ·)Ψ‖Hk+c−1 . ‖Eω‖Hk+c−1‖Ψ‖Hk .

The spinorial curvature terms are more involved, however. Using Lemma 4.3, we find

RΣM(∂τ , ei)Ψ =
1

4
Riem(e0, ei)e0 · e0 ·Ψ−

1

4
Riem(e0, ei)ek · e

k ·Ψ

=
1

2

((
∇II
dτ

) k

i
− IIiℓII

ℓk
)
e0 · ek ·Ψ−

1

4

(
(DII)ℓki − (DII)kℓi

)
eℓ · ek ·Ψ,

RΣM (ei, ej)Ψ =
1

4
Riem(ei, ej)e0 · e0 ·Ψ−

1

4
Riem(ei, ej)ek · e

k ·Ψ

=
1

2

(
(DII) k

ij − (DII) k
ji

)
e0 · ek ·Ψ−

1

4

(
R(g) kℓ

ij + II k
i II ℓ

j − II k
j II ℓ

i

)
eℓ · ek ·Ψ.

Then as before∥∥∥∥R
ΣM(∂τ , ·)

∇ωΨ

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+c−2

.
(∥∥∇II

dτ

∥∥
Ck−1 + ‖II‖2Ck−1 + ‖II‖Ck

)
‖II‖2Ck−2(1 + ‖II‖k−2

Ck−2)
2‖Ψ‖Hk+c−1 ,

‖RΣM (∂τ , ·)Ψ‖Hk+c−1 .
(∥∥∇II

dτ

∥∥
Ck + ‖II‖2Ck + ‖II‖Ck+1

)
‖II‖2Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1

Ck−1)
2‖Ψ‖Hk+c−1 ,

‖RΣM (·, ·)Ψ‖Hk+c−1 .
(
‖II‖Ck+1 + ‖II‖2Ck + ‖Riemg‖Ck

)
‖II‖2Ck−1(1 + ‖II‖k−1

Ck−1)
2‖Ψ‖Hk+c−1 ,
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and it follows that

RΣM⊗AdP
k+c−1 (Ψ)E+

k+c(Ψ)
1

2 . C(k, II, g)E+
k+c(Ψ) + E+

k+c−1(Fω)
1

2E+
k+c(Ψ).

6. Proof of the main theorem

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. To do this, we will construct a conformal
Standard Model on the Gaussian foliation [0, T ) × Σ, and then conformally transform it back
to the original spacetime, where it will be future global, cf. §6.4.

6.1. Local existence. In view of the definition of the space C0(I,Hk+1(PΣ)) of Sobolev con-
nections, it is natural to choose a connection ω0 = Π∗σ0 for some connection σ0 on PΣ of
bounded geometry of order k+1, and perturb it by a spatial AdP -valued form η, having η0 as
its initial value, i.e. we consider connections of the form

ω = ω0 + η,

and view η as the unknown. This approach has two main benefits. Firstly, having a fixed
reference connection will allow us to write down the Yang-Mills equation as an equation for η,
and this equation will be tensorial. Secondly, the connection ω0 has bounded geometry of order
k + 1 uniformly for τ ∈ I, which will also ensure that the necessary Sobolev machinery holds
for the the corresponding Sobolev spaces defined in terms of ω0.
Observe that by (2.9), the curvature form satisfies

Fω = Fω0 + dω0η +
1

2
[η ∧ η], (6.1)

where we have Fω0 = π∗Fσ0 since ω0 = Π∗σ0. In particular, we also see that ∂τ y Fω0 = 0.
The idea now is to view Fω as an independent quantity F ∈ Ω2(M,AdP ), and then use (6.1)
to set up the equations for η, resp. the Bianchi identity and the Yang-Mills equation to set
up the equations for F . It will then eventually follow that F are indeed the components of
the curvature form Fω. This idea (used in a local temporal gauge) is due to [13, 14, 21]. This
strategy seems to be well-suited for our global gauge invariant approach, although we would like
to point out that the local existence result can also be obtained by working in a local Lorenz
gauge, along the lines of [11, §4]. More precisely, the idea is to solve the PDE system16





∂τ y

(
dω0η − F + Fω0 +

1

2
[η ∧ η]

)
= 0,

∂τ y dωF = 0,

dτ ∧ (d∗ωF − J[ω,Φ,Ψ]) = 0,

ωΦ+ 1
6 ScalhΦ− λ|Φ|2Φ− 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉 = 0,

ωΨ− 1
4 ScalhΨ+ χ∗(F ) ·Ψ− 〈Id ·Y∇ωΦΨ〉+Y2

ΦΨ = 0,

(6.2a)

(6.2b)

(6.2c)

(6.2d)

(6.2e)

subject to the constraints




dτ ∧

(
dω0η − F + Fω0 +

1

2
[η ∧ η]

)
= 0,

dτ ∧ dωF = 0,

∂τ y (d
∗
ωF − J[ω,Φ,Ψ]) = 0,

/DωΨ+YΦΨ = 0,

(6.3a)

(6.3b)

(6.3c)

(6.3d)

where we recall that

J[ω,Φ,Ψ] = −Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉+
1
2 Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉.

16We wish to separate all the derivatives in the normal (i.e. temporal) direction from the ones tangential to
Σ. For dω0σ and dωF , the normal (resp. tangential) derivatives all reside in terms which contain (resp. do not
contain) dτ , while dually for d∗

ωF these are all the terms that do not contain (resp. contain) dτ .
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In the following sections, we will see that this is a semilinear symmetric hyperbolic system, so
that it can be treated using standard methods at a local level, and then the energy estimate
derived in §5 will give the desired global result.

6.1.1. Evolution equations. Let us write the system (6.2a–6.2e) with respect to an adapted
frame but in a (principal bundle) gauge invariant manner. Observe that

∇ωξ

dτ
=

∇ω0ξ

dτ
, Dωξ = Dω0+η ξ = Dω0 ξ + [η ⊗ ξ],

for any spatial AdP -valued form ξ, since η is also purely spatial. As before, we will decompose
F = dτ ∧ E +B. For convenience, we also define the (spatial) Hodge dual of B via

Q = ⋆B = ei ⊗
1

2
ε jk
i Bjk,

where ⋆ = ⋆g is the Hodge star of the spatial slices and ε is the Levi-Civita symbol.
A calculation using §4.2 gives

(dω0η)0i = (∇ω0η)0i − (∇ω0η)i0 =

(
∇ω0η

dτ

)

i

− II k
i ηk,

and thus if we evaluate (6.1) at 0i, which is equivalent to (6.2a), we see that η satisfies the
evolution equation

(
∇ω0η

dτ

)

i

= II k
i ηk + Ei. (6.4)

In a similar way, the Bianchi and Yang-Mills equations (6.2b, 6.2c) are equivalent to





(
∇ω0Q

dτ

)

i

= ε jk
i ((Dω0E)jk + [ηj , Ek]) + 2HQi,

(
∇ω0E

dτ

)

i

= (Dω0 ⋆ Q)kki + εjki [η
k, Qj] + 3HEi − II k

i Ek − Ji[ω,Φ,Ψ].

(6.5a)

(6.5b)

The equations (6.2d, 6.2e) are wave equations, for which it is well-known that they can be
rewritten as a symmetric hyperbolic system. Indeed, if we put

Φ̇ :=
∇ω0Φ

dτ
, Z := DωΦ, Ψ̇ :=

∇ω0Ψ

dτ
, S := DωΨ

then using (5.9) to commute the temporal and spatial derivatives, we find that the Higgs
equation (6.2d) is equivalent to





∇ω0Φ

dτ
= Φ̇

∇ω0Φ̇

dτ
= −D∗

ω0Z − ρ∗(η
k)Zk + 3HΦ̇ + 1

6 ScalhΦ− λ|Φ|2Φ− 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉

(
∇ω0Z

dτ

)

i

= (Dω0Φ̇)i + ρ∗(ηi)Φ̇ + ρ∗(Ei)Φ + II k
i Zk,

(6.6a)

(6.6b)

(6.6c)
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and the Dirac equation (6.2e) is equivalent to




∇ω0Ψ

dτ
= Ψ̇

∇ω0Ψ̇

dτ
= −D∗

ω0S − χ∗(η
k)Sk + 3HΨ̇− 1

4 ScalhΨ− e0 · χ∗(E) ·Ψ+ χ∗(⋆Q) ·Ψ

+ ∂τ · YΦ̇Ψ− 〈IdTΣ ·YZΨ〉+Y2
ΦΨ

(
∇ω0S

dτ

)

i

= (Dω0Ψ̇)i + χ∗(ηi)Ψ̇ +
1

2

((
∇II

dτ

) k

i

− IIiℓII
ℓk

)
∂τ · ek ·Ψ

−
1

4

(
(DII)ℓki − (DII)kℓi

)
eℓ · ek ·Ψ+ χ∗(Ei)Ψ + II k

i Sk,

(6.7a)

(6.7b)

(6.7c)

where in the last equation we also use the formulas from §5.10.2.
Now let

U = (π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )3 ⊕ H
2 ⊕ (π∗T ∗Σ⊗ H )⊕ F

2
+ ⊕ (π∗T ∗Σ⊗ F+)

be the total bundle with sections u = (η,Q,E,Φ, Φ̇, Z,Ψ, Ψ̇, S) ∈ Γ(U ). Define L : Γ(U ) →
Γ(U ) as the (non-linear) first-order differential operator associated to the equations (6.4, 6.5b,
6.5a, 6.6a–6.6c, 6.7a–6.7c), and let σL be its principal symbol, which we recall is the map taking
one-forms θ ∈ Γ(T ∗M) to maps of sections σL(θ) : Γ(U ) → Γ(U ), characterized by

L(fu) = fL(u) + σL(df)(u),

where u ∈ Γ(U ) and f ∈ C∞(M), cf. [22, §2] and [3, Definition 5.1]. It is easy to see that σL
is in this setting given by the vector bundle endomorphism

σL(dτ) = IdX , σL(ξ) = −




0
0 −ξ♯ y ⋆

ξ♯ y ⋆ 0
0

0 ξ♯y
ξ ∧ 0

0
0 ξ♯y
ξ ∧ 0




,

where ξ ∈ Γ(π∗T ∗Σ) is spatial and ⋆ denotes the Hodge star on the spatial slices (Σ, g).17 In
particular, we see that L is semilinear, and furthermore since σL(dτ) is positive-definite and
σL(θ) is symmetric (with respect to the inner product on U induced by the natural inner
products on the factors) for each θ ∈ T ∗M , we see that L is a symmetric hyperbolic operator
(cf. [22, §2] and [3, Definition 5.1]).

17If we interpret one-forms as vectors (i.e. by viewing the frame elements ej as a basis), we can also write the
spatial part of σL in matrix form as

σL(e
j) = −





























0
0 εj

−εj 0

0

0 (δj)⊤

δj 0

0
0 (δj)⊤

δj 0





























,

where δj is the vector with (δj)k = δjk (i.e. has 1 in the j-th position and zeros elsewhere), and εj are the

skew-symmetric matrices with components (εj) k
i = ε jk

i .
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Using the standard theory of semilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems, we therefore see that
given initial data u0 ∈ Hk

σ0(ι
∗
0U ), the Cauchy problem

L(u) = 0, ι∗0u = u0 (6.8)

has a unique local solution u ∈ C
(
[0, ε), Hk

ω0(U )
)
for k ≥ 2.

Remark 6.1. The standard theory as presented in [32] actually only concerns functions on
R
n rather than sections of bundles, so one should technically take an atlas of trivializations

of the manifold M and the bundle U , apply the classical theory within each trivialization,
and then patch them together. The exact choice of atlas is immaterial here provided that it
preserves the regularity of the coefficients sufficiently well (the assumption of bounded geometry
allows for coordinates with good bounds on the metric coefficients and connection symbols, cf.
[23, 19]), although in the present setting the most convenient choice is probably an atlas of
adapted gauges (cf. §4.4)), since the temporal derivative on a vector bundle associated to P

via a representation ρ is in any adapted gauge just the tensor derivative
∇

ω0

dτ = ∇
dτ . Finally,

we would like to note that the theory from [32] also only produces solutions with regularity
k > 3/2 + 1 (i.e. k ≥ 3) since the most general quasilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems are
considered, but it is well-known (see for example [1]) that the regularity can be lowered to
k > 3/2 (i.e. k ≥ 2) for semilinear symmetric hyperbolic systems by a simple modification of
the argument.

6.1.2. Initial data and constraints. If the local solution produced in the previous section is to
be consistent with the original theory, the initial data u0 ∈ Γ(ι∗0X ) cannot be arbitrary and we
need to also take the constraints (6.3a–6.3d) into account. Evaluating (6.1) at ij, we get the
curvature constraint

(⋆Q)ij − (⋆Qω0)ij − (Dω0η)ij + (Dω0η)ji − [ηi, ηj ] = 0, (6.9)

which is equivalent to (6.3a) and determines the initial datum Q0 in terms of η0 (and σ0).
Similarly, the Bianchi constraint (6.3b) is18

(Dω0 ⋆ Q)[ijk] + [η[i, Bjk]] = 0, (6.10)

and the Yang-Mills constraint (6.3c) is

(Dω0E)kk + [ηk, Ek] + J0[ω,Φ,Ψ] = 0. (6.11)

The Dirac constraint (6.3d) can be Clifford multiplied by ∂τ to obtain

∇ω0Ψ

dτ
= ∂τ ·

(
ek · (Dω0Ψ)(ek) + ek · χ∗(ηk)Ψ + YΦΨ

)
, (6.12)

which determines the initial datum Ψ̇0 in terms of η0,Φ0,Ψ0 (and σ0). Finally, Z = DωΦ
and S = DωΨ are predetermined by the choice of Φ0 and Ψ0 (as they only involve derivatives
tangential to Σ), explicitly Z0 = Dσ0Φ0 and S0 = Dσ0Ψ0. Thus the initial data vector u0

is parametrized by the tuple (η0, E0,Φ0, Φ̇0,Ψ0) where E0 satisfies (6.11), as assumed in the
statement of Theorem 1.1.

6.1.3. Propagation of constraints. Now we need to also show that the constraints (6.9–6.12) are
preserved by the evolution.
First, define the tensor G ∈ Γ(π∗Λ2Σ ⊗ AdP ) with components equal to the left-hand side of
the curvature constraint (6.9). A simple computation shows that if (6.4, 6.5a) are satisfied, then

(
∇ω0G

dτ

)

ij

= II ℓ
i Gℓj + II ℓ

j Giℓ. (6.13)

This is a linear first order ODE for G, and consequently it has a unique solution. It follows
that the constraint (6.9) is preserved, if satisfied initially. The equations (6.4, 6.9) together
are equivalent to (6.1), and we therefore see that F coincides with the curvature form of ω

18Note that the terms of the form IIijEk all cancel out upon skew-symmetrizing. This constraint holds
automatically at the initial hypersurface since (6.9) essentially says that B = ⋆Q is the curvature form of σ0+η0.
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(i.e. we have Eω = E and Bω = B). Consequently, the constraint (6.10) will also be satisfied
automatically, being the spatial part of the Bianchi identity (6.3b). Both of these facts are true
for any E,Φ,Ψ, not necessarily satisfying the Yang-Mills, Higgs and Dirac equations.
Now consider the constraint (6.12), which is just the original Dirac equation. Note that (6.2e)
is equivalent to

/DωΘ = 0, where Θ = /DωΨ+YΦΨ,

cf. Theorem 3.7 and recall that we have already shown that Fω = F above. Applying /Dω one
more time, we see that Θ satisfies the linear wave equation

ωΘ =
1

4
ScalhΘ+ χ∗(Fω) ·Θ, (6.14)

and thus Θ ≡ 0, since it vanishes initially.
Now it only remains to show that the Yang-Mills constraint (6.11) is preserved. To see this,
define the one-form C by

C = dτ ⊗ C0 + ι∗C = d∗ωF − J.

Then ι∗C = 0 is equivalent to the Yang-Mills evolution equations (6.5b) while the vanishing of
C0 is the Yang-Mills constraint (6.11). By (2.10) and the fact that F = Fω, we get that

−d∗ωJ = d∗ωC = −
∇ωC0

dτ
+D∗

ω(ι
∗C),

and since ι∗C = 0 by construction, we see that C0 satisfies

∇ω0C0

dτ
= d∗ωJ = 0, (6.15)

where the twisted divergence d∗ω J vanishes when the Higgs and the (original) Dirac equations are
satisfied, by Proposition 3.8. Consequently the Yang-Mills constraint (6.11) will be preserved,
if satisfied initially.

Remark 6.2. There is a small subtlety involving the propagation of constraints, namely that
the equations, in particular the Dirac constraint wave equation (6.14), have coefficients that are
only Sobolev-regular rather than smooth if one directly starts by producing the solution u as in
the previous section and only then considers these equations. This can be circumvented either by
smoothening the rough coefficients using a mollifier, or more simply by instead simultaneously
solving the Cauchy problem (6.8) for u and the constraint problem

K(v) = 0, v0 = 0,

where K is the differential operator associated to (6.13, 6.15, 6.14) with respect to v =

(G,C0,Θ, Θ̇,DωΘ), where the right-hand side of (6.15) is set to 0, and the wave equation
(6.14) is reduced to a first order system as before. The previously rough coefficients are then
considered as unknown variables of the system. The combined operator L⊕K is still semilinear
and symmetric hyperbolic, giving a unique local solution u ⊕ v. In particular, u matches the
previously constructed solution, while v ≡ 0 clearly solves the supplemented constraint problem.
Since the tuple (G,C0,Θ, Θ̇,DωΘ) defined in terms of the solution u solves the same equations
as v, the constraints get propagated by uniqueness.

This finishes the proof of the local existence and uniqueness of a solution (η,Φ,Ψ).

6.2. Global existence. Now consider the total energy of the Standard Model, cf. §5.6. Note
however that this notion of energy depends on the choice of connection ω, and since ω = ω0+ η
is one of the variables of the system, we cannot use the proven energy estimate directly. We
therefore modify the argument by instead considering the energy with respect to the connection
induced by ω0, and we also add the norm of η, i.e.

Ek+1(ω
0) := Ek+1(η;ω

0) + E+
k+1(F ;ω

0) + Ek+1(Φ;ω
0) + E+

k+1(Ψ;ω0),

where

Ek+1(η;ω
0) = ‖η‖2

Hk+1

ω0

.
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We note that we can make the energy Ek+1(ω
0) as small as we like by choosing the initial data

(in particular ε as in the statement of Theorem 1.1) sufficiently small. Indeed, the Hk+1
ω0 -norms

of
η, E, B = ⋆Q, Φ, Ψ (6.16)

are then clearly small initially by assumption (note that ι∗0B = Fσ0+η0), while the temporal
derivatives

∇ω0E

dτ
,

∇ω0B

dτ
,

∇ω0Φ

dτ
,

∇ω0Ψ

dτ
(6.17)

have small Hk
ω0-norms by assumption and the identities (6.5b, 6.5a, 6.12). We now wish to show

that this energy stays uniformly bounded for sufficiently small ε, along the lines of Theorem
5.1.
To estimate the energy of η, we use Lemma 5.3 and the evolution equation (6.4) for η to find
that, for k ≥ 2,

d

dτ
Ek+1(η;ω

0) .

(∥∥∥∥
∇ω0η

dτ

∥∥∥∥
Hk+1

ω0

+ ‖Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP
ω0 (∂τ , ·)η‖Hk

ω0
+ ‖II‖Ck+1‖η‖Hk+1

ω0

)
‖η‖

Hk+1

ω0

. Ek+1(E;ω0)
1

2Ek+1(η;ω
0)

1

2 + ‖II‖Ck+1Ek+1(η;ω
0), (6.18)

where Rπ∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP
ω0 (∂τ , ·)η = DII ∗ η by the results of §5.9.2 (recall that Eω0 = 0).

To estimate the other terms, we note that if ξ is a spatial form with values in a section of a
bundle associated to P via a representation ρ, then

ωξ = ω0ξ − ρ∗(D
∗
ω0η)ξ + ρ∗(η

k)(Dω0ξ)k + ρ∗(η
k)ρ∗(ηk)ξ.

In particular, if k ≥ 2, we have the bound

‖ ω0ξ‖Hk

ω0
. ‖ ωξ‖Hk

ω0
+ ‖η‖2

Hk

ω0

‖ξ‖Hk

ω0
.

Therefore, (5.12) gives

d

dτ
Ek+1(ξ;ω

0) . (1 + ‖Riemg‖Ck + ‖II‖Ck+1)Ek+1(ξ;ω
0)

+
(
‖ ωξ‖Hk

ω0
+Rk(ξ;ω

0)
)
Ek+1(ξ;ω

0)
1

2 + Ek+1(η;ω
0)Ek+1(ξ;ω

0).

The estimates of the wave-terms from §5.8–5.10 carry over, word for word, to this setting, where
the Hk-norms with respect to ω are simply replaced by ones with respect to ω0. The estimates
of the bundle curvature terms need only a simple modification, as the terms coming from Rk−1

will now depend on Fω0 rather than Fω. In summary, we get that the total energy with respect
to ω0 satisfies an inequality of the form

d

dτ
Ek+1(ω

0) .
(
1 + ‖Riemg‖Ck + ‖II‖Ck+1 + ‖Eω0‖Hk

ω0
+ ‖Bω0‖Hk

ω0

)
Ek+1(ω

0)

+ C(k, II)Ek+1(ω
0)

3

2 + C(k, II)Ek+1(ω
0)2.

Analogously as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we see that the total energy stays uniformly
bounded provided that it is sufficiently small initially, and therefore the solution exists future
globally on [0, T ) × Σ by a standard continuation argument. In particular, the variables (6.16)

persist in Hk+1
ω0 while the variables (6.17) persist in Hk

ω0 . This completes the global existence
part of Theorem 1.1.

Remark 6.3. At this point we could conclude also that the total energy with respect to
ω = ω0 + η (rather than ω0) is also uniformly bounded, but this is not needed for the proof.

Remark 6.4. Throughout the proof of Theorem 1.1, we need to assume that the connection
and the curvature have the same Sobolev regularity. In contrast, the energy estimate from
Theorem 5.1 holds even if the curvature has regularity lowered by one. One would perhaps
expect that the latter interplay between regularities is more natural since curvature is in some
sense the derivative of the connection. However, using our techniques here we cannot conclude
that η has one higher order of regularity. In particular, the evolution equation (6.4) only allows
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us to conclude that η has the same regularity as E = Eω. On the other hand, the formula
(6.10) only allows us to uniformly bound the Hk

σ0-norm of the exterior derivative dω0η (i.e. the
components (Dω0η)ij−(Dω0η)ji), while the formula (6.11) together with the evolution equation

(6.4) gives a uniform estimate of the Hk
ω0-norm of the covariant codifferential D∗

σ0η. These alone

are however not sufficient to get a uniform bound for the Hk
σ0-norm of the covariant derivative

Dσ0η. In the seminal work on Yang-Mills theory on flat Minkowski space, Eardley and Moncrief
[14] circumvent this issue by considering the decomposition of (Sobolev regular) vector fields
into transversal and longitudinal components, and separately analyzing the equations for each
of the parts. However, the proof of the well-definedness of such decompositions relies on the
geometry of Minkowski space and does not carry over to globally hyperbolic manifolds in general.
Nevertheless, it may still be possible to optimize the regularity in our setting if one could show
the existence of such decompositions and mimic the techniques from [14].

6.3. Construction of the bundle automorphism. To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 we
need to show the existence and uniqueness of the desired bundle automorphism f : P → P , such
that the transformed conformal Standard Model triplet (fω, fΦ, fΨ) has a prescribed temporal
component, i.e.

(fω)(∂τ ) := α ∈ C0(I,Hk+2
ω0 (AdP )).

Note that such α is in C0(I, C1
ω0(AdP )) by the Sobolev embedding and in particular contin-

uous.19 We can decompose the variation of a bundle automorphism f : P → P (cf. §2.5)
as

fω − ω =: δωf = dt⊗
δωf

dt
+ δΣω f = dt⊗

δω0f

dt
+ δΣω0f + (f − Id) η, (6.19)

where δΣω f = δωf |TPΣ is the spatial part. Our goal is therefore to construct a bundle automor-
phism f such that

δω0f

dt
= α, fη + δΣω0f ∈ C0(I,Hk+1

ω0 (π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )),

since then f∗ω will have the desired temporal component, while its spatial part will have the
same regularity as ω, i.e. (fω)|TPΣ ∈ C0([0, T ),Hk+1(PΣ)) (cf. also [20, Proposition 3.1]).
As in §2.5, we denote by g : P → G the map associated to the automorphism f via f(p) = p·g(p).
By (2.11), we have

δω0f

dt
= −dRg−1 ◦ dg(∂τ ),

and therefore the map g : P → G must satisfy the linear ODE

ġ(t, p) = −dRg(t,p)(α(t, p)), g(0, p) = e,

for each fixed p ∈ PΣ, where we interpret α at bundle level as a map P → g of Ad-type. Since
α is continuous, this ODE has a unique solution by standard theory (cf. [6, Satz 1.10]), and
one can easily show that the map g satisfies

g(t, p · h) = h−1 · g(t, p) · h, h ∈ G,

by differentiating with respect to t for fixed p ∈ PΣ and using that the identity holds at t = 0,
so that g indeed induces a bundle automorphism f .

19Note that the metric g and the connection ω0 have bounded geometry only up to order k + 1, so we
can in particular only use Sobolev embeddings up to order k + 1, and we cannot (nor need to) conclude that
α ∈ C0(I,C2

ω0(AdP ))
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Now we want to show show that δΣ
ω0f has the correct regularity (i.e. that it is uniformly in

Hk+1
ω0 ). Specializing (2.14), we get that

(
∇ω0

dτ
δΣω0f

)
(ei) = (∇ω0 δω0f)(∂τ , ei)

= (∇ω0 δω0f)(ei, ∂τ ) + (f − Id)(∂τ y Fω0)i −
[
δ
ω0f

dτ , (δΣω0f)i

]

= (Dω0α)i + IIki(δ
Σ
ω0f)k −

[
α, (δΣω0f)i

]
(6.20)

where the curvature term is zero since ω0 = Π∗σ0 is independent of τ and purely spatial. By
Lemma 5.3, we then see that

∂

∂τ
‖δΣω0f‖Hk+1

ω0

. ‖α‖
Hk+2

ω0

+

(
‖II‖Ck+1 + ‖α‖

Hk+1

ω0

)
‖δΣω0f‖Hk+1

ω0

. C(α, II)

(
1 + ‖δΣω0f‖Hk+1

ω0

)
,

and therefore, since ι∗0(δ
Σ
σ0f) = 0 by construction,

sup
0≤τ≤T

‖δΣω0f‖Hk+1

ω0

. eC(α,II)T − 1.

Now finally, we need to show that fη ∈ C0([0, T );Hk+1
ω0 (π∗T ∗Σ ⊗AdP )). To this end we note

that if ξ is a section of an associated bundle P ×ρ W , then

‖fξ‖
Hk+1

ω0

. ‖ξ‖
Hk+1

ω0

+ ‖δΣω0f‖
k+1
Hk

ω0

‖ξ‖Hk

ω0
,

which follows by iterating (2.13). Thus the uniform boundedness of theHk+1
ω0 -norm of fη follows

from the boundedness of the Hk+1
ω0 -norm of δω0f . This also shows that fΦ and fΨ belong to

the same Sobolev space as Φ and Ψ. Hence, f is the desired bundle automorphism.

Remark 6.5. Note that we needed to assume that the temporal coefficient α has one higher
order of Sobolev regularity than the spatial part of the connection, but (6.20) indicates that
one cannot do better in general, at least with the techniques used here, cf. also Remark 6.4.

6.4. Conformal transformation back to the original spacetime. To wrap up, we would
like to say a few words about the conformal transformation back to the original spacetime. Let
us, as in Definition 4.1, denote the original spacetime by (M,h) and the conformally transformed

metric by h̃ = (Ns)−2h. We recall from Proposition 3.6 that the conformal Standard Model
triplet should, after the conformal transformation (with Ω = (Ns)−1), be rescaled as

ω̃ = ω, Φ̃ = NsΦ, Ψ̃ = (Ns)
3

2 Ψ. (6.21)

Note that we have also used the Gaussian temporal coordinate τ rather than the original
coordinate t in the last two sections. The two are related via dτ = s−1dt, so certain quantities
that we have considered will also pick up an additional factor of s when expressed in terms of
t (e.g. the temporal coefficients/derivatives). In particular, we note that

Ẽω = sEω, B̃ω = Bω (6.22)

where F̃ω = Fω̃ = dτ ∧ Ẽω + B̃ω and Fω = dt ∧ Eω +Bω.
We note that, by the Sobolev embedding (which applies since g̃ and ω0 have uniformly bounded

geometry [17]), the solution (η, Φ̃, Ψ̃) has uniformly bounded supremum norm. In particular,
since N is uniformly lower and upper bounded it follows from (6.21) that Φ decays uniformly

with rate s−1 while Ψ decays uniformly with rate s−
3

2 for t → ∞, and Eω decays uniformly
with rate s−1 for t→ ∞ by (6.22).
Finally, let us briefly analyze the behaviour of the Hk-norms of the different quantities under
the conformal transformation.
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• If ξ is a section of a bundle E = P ×ρW associated to P , then since the natural bundle
metric on such bundles does not depend on g or g̃, the L2-norm transforms as

s(t)−
3

2 ‖ξ‖L2(gt) . ‖ξ‖L2(g̃t) . s(t)−
3

2‖ξ‖L2(gt),

since dvg̃t = (Ns)−3 dvgt and N is uniformly upper and lower bounded. The same holds
if ξ is a twisted spinor, due to our identification of spin structures (cf. Table 1).

• If θ ∈ Ωp(Σ), then |θ|2g̃ = (Ns)2p|θ|2g, and hence

s(t)p−
3

2 ‖θ‖L2(gt) . ‖θ‖L2(g̃t) . s(t)p−
3

2 ‖θ‖L2(gt).

• If ξ is a p-covariant spatial tensor with values in some tensor product of associated
bundles to P and/or the spinor bundle, then the covariant derivatives transform as (cf.
Table 1)

D̃ℓξ = Dℓξ +

ℓ−1∑

i,j=0

(Di+1 logN) ∗Djξ,

and since the derivatives of N have uniformly bounded Ck(g)-norm, we have

‖ξ‖Hk(g̃t) . s(t)p−
3

2

k∑

ℓ=0

s(t)ℓ‖ξ‖Hℓ(gt) . s(t)k+p− 3

2‖ξ‖Hk(gt),

where we use that s is lower bounded in the final estimate. Replacing g̃ by g (and hence
s by s−1) in the first inequality above, one similarly also gets a lower bound for the norm

with respect to g̃ where one instead estimates
∑k

ℓ=0 s
−ℓ . 1, and we conclude that

s(t)p−
3

2 ‖ξ‖Hk(gt) . ‖ξ‖Hk(g̃t) . s(t)k+p− 3

2 ‖ξ‖Hk(gt).

More generally, if we put ξ̃ = (Ns)γξ for some γ ∈ R, then by similar arguments

s(t)γ+p− 3

2 ‖ξ‖Hk(gt) . ‖ξ̃‖Hk(g̃t) . s(t)γ+k+p− 3

2‖ξ‖Hk(gt).

• Finally, temporal derivatives transform as

∇̃ξ

dτ
= s

(
∇ξ

dt
+
(
∂t(logN) + s−1ṡ

)
ξ

)
.

Hence, assuming that s−1ṡ is bounded,

s(t)γ+p− 1

2

(∥∥∥∥
∇ξ

dt

∥∥∥∥
Hk(gt)

− ‖ξ‖Hk(gt)

)
.

∥∥∥∥∥
∇̃ξ̃

dτ

∥∥∥∥∥
Hk(g̃t)

. s(t)γ+k+p− 1

2

(∥∥∥∥
∇ξ

dt

∥∥∥∥
Hk(gt)

+ ‖ξ‖Hk(gt)

)
.

The Hk
σ0-norms at the initial hypersurface t = 0 (equivalent to τ = 0) are thus equivalent with

respect to g and g̃, depending only on the bounds for N and the fixed positive number s(0).

In particular, initial data on (M,h) induce initial data on (M, h̃), and their smallness in the
appropriate Hk

σ0-norms (without weights) is equivalent up to a constant. Asymptotically, the
norms differ however, and we can only conclude that the global solution elements satisfy

η ∈ C0
(
[0,∞), s−

1

2Hk+1
g,ω0(π

∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )
)
,

Eω ∈ C0
(
[0,∞), s

1

2Hk+1
g,ω0(π

∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP )
)
,

Bω ∈ C0
(
[0,∞), s

1

2Hk+1
g,ω0(π

∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP )
)
,

Φ ∈ C0
(
[0,∞), s−

1

2Hk+1
g,ω0(H )

)
,

Ψ ∈ C0
(
[0,∞),Hk+1

g,ω0(F+)
)
,

while if s−1ṡ is also assumed to be bounded, then the above also holds with C0 replaced by C1

and Hk+1 replaced by Hk.
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Remark 6.6. We would like to point out that, other than using an energy method as highlighted
in this paper, one could likely also reach a global existence result in weighted Sobolev spaces
using the conformal extension technique à la Ginoux and Müller [22] after sorting out some
technical details. To do this, one would have to extend the Gaussian foliation across τ = T ,
which should be possible in view of our assumptions of bounded geometry and the Hamilton
compactness theorem (cf. [33, §7]). Our technique has the benefit of not requiring any such
extensions, and gives a more explicit and global description of the Sobolev spaces involved.

Appendix A. Euler-Lagrange equations

For completeness, we prove here Theorem 3.3, i.e. we derive the Euler-Lagrange equations
corresponding to the Lagrangian

L : (ω,Φ,Ψ) 7→ |Fω|
2 + |∇ωΦ|

2 + U(Φ) + Re〈Ψ, i(/Dω +YΦ)Ψ〉.

More precisely, fix a semi-Riemannian manifold (M,g) and look for (ω,Φ,Ψ) such that for any
compact K ⊂M and variation

(ω(s),Φ(s),Ψ(s)) = (ω,Φ,Ψ) + s(ξ, α, β)

such that (ξ, α, β) has support contained in K, we have

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

L(ω(s),Φ(s),Ψ(s)) dvg = 0.

First off all, we observe that (keeping ω and Φ fixed)

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

Re〈Ψ(s), i(/Dω +YΦ)Ψ(s)〉dvg = 2Re

∫

K

〈
β, i(/Dω +YΦ)Ψ

〉
dvg

since both i /Dω and iYΦ are self-adjoint with respect to the L2 inner product. Next, keeping
also ω fixed, we have

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

(
|∇ωΦ(s)|

2 + U(Φ(s)) + 〈Ψ, iYΦ(s)Ψ〉
)
dvg

=

∫

K

(2Re〈∇ωα,∇ωΨ〉+ dUΦ(α) + 〈Ψ, iYαΨ〉) dvg

= − 2Re

∫

K

〈
α, ωΦ− 1

2 gradUΦ − 〈Ψ, iY−Ψ〉F
〉
dvg,

where

(i) ω = −(∇ω)
∗∇ω is the connection d’Alembertian on H ,

(ii) Y− is the complex antilinear part of Y−, i.e. the corresponding term is given in an
orthonormal frame WK of H by

〈Ψ,Y−Ψ〉F =

dimW∑

k=1

〈Ψ, 12 (YWk
+ iYiWk

)Ψ〉F Wk,

(iii) gradUΦ ∈ Γ(H ) is the ”bundle gradient” of U evaluated at Φ, satisfying

Re〈α, gradUΦ〉 = dUΦ(α),

for all α ∈ Γ(H ) (note that we are using the canonical tangent bundle decomposition
TH = TM ⊕ H here).
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Now it only remains to calculate the variation with respect to ω. The difference of two connec-
tions can be viewed as an element of Ω1(M,Ad(P )). Then we can write

Fω(s) = Fω + s dωξ +
s2

2
[ξ ∧ ξ],

∇ω(s)Φ = ∇ωΦ+ s ρ∗(ξ)Φ,

/Dω(s)Ψ = /DωΨ+ s χ∗(ξ) ·Ψ,

and hence

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

|Fω(s)|
2 dvg = 2Re

∫

K

〈dωξ, Fω〉 dvg = 2Re

∫

K

〈ξ,d∗ωFω〉 dvg,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

|∇ω(s)Φ|
2 dvg = 2Re

∫

K

〈∇ωΦ, ρ∗(ξ)Φ〉 dvg = 2

∫

K

〈ξ,Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉〉 dvg,

d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

∫

K

Re〈Ψ, i /Dω(s)Ψ〉 dvg = −Im

∫

K

〈Ψ, χ∗(ξ) ·Ψ〉 dvg = −

∫

K

〈ξ, Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉〉 dvg,

where the currents are given explicitly by

Re〈∇ωΦ⊗ ρ∗Φ〉 = Re〈∇ωΦ(eµ), ρ∗(ξ
a)Φ〉H eµ ⊗ ξa,

Im〈Id ·Ψ⊗ χ∗Ψ〉 = Im〈eµ ·Ψ, χ∗(ξ
a)Ψ〉F eµ ⊗ ξa,

for an orthonormal frame ξa ∈ AdP , and we also use the symmetry of Clifford multiplication
in the last equality. Putting everything together gives Theorem 3.3.

Appendix B. Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck formulae

The goal of this section is to state some identities used throughout the article. These are by no
means new, but seem to be difficult to find in the literature.
In the following results, given a vector bundle E with a connection ∇E , we denote by RE the
curvature endomorphism of ∇E , i.e. the map

RE : Γ(TM ⊗ TM) → Γ(End(E)), RE(X,Y )ξ = ∇E
X∇E

Y ξ −∇E
Y ∇

E
Xξ −∇E

[X,Y ]ξ.

We can also view it as a mapping taking sections of E to E-valued two-forms

REξ = eµ ∧ eν ⊗ 1
2R

E(eµ, eν)ξ.

For the particular case E = TM equipped with the Levi-Civita connection, we index the
Riemann tensor as described in (2.4).

Proposition B.1 (Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck formula for bundle-valued spinors). Let (M,g)
be a spin Lorentzian manifold and E a vector bundle with a connection ∇E. Then the twisted
Dirac operator /DE on ΣM ⊗ E satisfies

(/DE)2 = − ΣM⊗E + 1
4 Scal

M + /RE ,

where ScalM is the scalar curvature of (M,g), and /R
E

is the operator on ΣM ⊗ E satisfying

/RE(σ ⊗ ξ) =
1

2
(eµ · eν · σ)⊗ (REξ)µν ,

where RE is the curvature endomorphism of E.

Proposition B.2 (Weitzenböck formula for bundle-valued forms). Let E be a vector bundle
with a connection ∇E. Then, on Ωk(M,E), we have

(dE)∗dE + dE(dE)∗ = − ΛkM⊗E +RΛkM⊗E,

where the twisted Weitzenböck curvature operator is given by

RΛkM⊗Eξ = eµ ∧ eν y (R
ΛkM⊗Eξ)νµ.
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We also derive some formulas for the Lichnerowicz-Weitzenböck curvature operators in specific
cases.

Lemma B.3.

(i) The twisted Weitzenböck curvature operator satisfies

RΛk+ℓM (θ ∧ η) =RΛkMθ ∧ η + θ ∧RΛℓMη

+ (Rθ)νµ ∧ eµ ∧ (eν y η) + eµ ∧ (eν y θ) ∧ (Rη)νµ, (B.1)

for θ ∈ Ωk(M), η ∈ Ωℓ(M). In particular, we have

RT ∗Meα = Rα
µe

µ,

RΛ2M (eα ∧ eβ) = (δβνR
α
µ + δαµR

β
ν − 2Rα β

µν ) eµ ∧ eν .

(ii) Assume E = P ×ρ V is the associated vector bundle for some principal G-bundle P and
representation ρ : G→ GL(V ), and let ω ∈ Ω1(P, g) be a connection on P . If

ξ = eµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ eµk ⊗ 1
k! ξµ1...µk

∈ Ωk(M,E),

then

/REξ = ρ∗(Fω) · ξ,

REξ = eµ1 ∧ · · · ∧ eµk ⊗ 1
(k−1)! ρ∗(F

λ
µ1

) ξλµ2...µk
.

Appendix C. Differentials of currents

We provide a result that allows us to show the identities (3.11,3.12), as well as some parts of
Theorem 3.7.

Lemma C.1. Let G be a Lie group equipped with an Ad-invariant metric. Let G → P
π
−→ M

be a principal bundle with a connection ω. Let ρ : G → GL(W ) be a representation of G and
consider the associated vector bundle E = P ×ρ W , equipped with the metric connection ∇ω

induced by ω.

(i) If σ ∈ Γ(E), then we have

∇ω(ρ∗σ) = ρ∗∇ωσ.

(ii) If θ ∈ Ω1(M,E) and σ ∈ Γ(E), then we have

d∗ω〈θ ⊗ ρ∗σ〉 = −〈Tr∇ωθ, ρ∗σ〉E − 〈θ, ρ∗∇ωσ〉T ∗M⊗E,

dω〈θ ⊗ ρ∗σ〉 = 〈dωθ, ρ∗σ〉E − 〈θ ∧ ρ∗∇ωσ〉E .

Remark C.2. As before, here we use the notations

ρ∗(θ ⊗ σ) := θ ⊗ ρ∗(ξ
a)σ ⊗ ξa ∈ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ E ⊗AdP )

〈θ ⊗ ρ∗σ〉 := 〈θµ, ρ∗(ξ
a)σ〉E e

µ ⊗ ξa ∈ Ω1(M,AdP ),

and we also introduce

〈θ ∧ ρ∗∇ωσ〉E := 〈θµ, ρ∗(ξ
a)(∇ωσ)ν〉E eµ ∧ eν ⊗ ξa.

Proof. We only verify (i), as the other statements follow easily from it after some simple calcu-
lations. In a local gauge, we have that

∇ω(ρ∗(ξ
a)σ) = ρ∗(∇ωξ

a)σ + ρ∗(ξ
a)∇ωσ,

since ρ∗ is a constant linear map, and ρ∗[X,Y ] = [ρ∗(X), ρ(Y )] for all X,Y ∈ g. Therefore

∇ω(ρ∗σ) = ρ∗∇ωσ + σ̃,

where

σ̃ = ρ∗(∇ωξ
a)σ ⊗ ξa + ρ∗(ξ

a)σ ⊗ (∇ωξa). (C.1)
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We wish to show that σ̃ = 0. To see this, consider the connection symbols of ∇AdP
ω in the frame

ξa, defined by

∇ωξa = γ b
a ⊗ ξb.

Since the ξa are orthonormal and the connection on AdP is metric, we see that the Christoffel
symbols are skew-symmetric, so that γ b

a + γba = 0. But then if we expand (C.1) in terms of
the symbols, we see directly that σ̃ ≡ 0 by this skew-symmetry. �

Appendix D. Splitting of the curvature form

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 5.8.

Lemma D.1. In terms of the decomposition Fω = e0 ∧ Eω +Bω as in §5.4, we have

∇ωFω

dτ
= e0 ∧

∇ωEω

dτ
+

∇ωBω

dτ
,

(∇ωFω)k = e0 ∧ ei ⊗
(
(DωEω)ki + II ℓ

k Bℓi

)

+ ei ∧ ej ⊗
1

2

(
(DωBω)kij − IIkjEi + IIkiEj

)
,

ωFω = e0 ∧ ei ⊗
(
( ωEω)i + 2|II|2Ei − IIikII

kℓEℓ + 2IIkℓ(DωBω)kℓi − (D∗II)kBki

)

+ ei ∧ ej ⊗
1

2

(
( ωBω)ij + 2II k

i (DωEω)kj − 2II k
j (DωEω)ki

− (D∗II)iEj + (D∗II)jEi + IIikII
kℓBℓj − IIjkII

kℓBℓi

)
.

Proof. Throughout the proof for Fω we use the connection on Λ2M⊗AdP , while for the spatial
forms we use the connections on π∗T ∗Σ⊗AdP and π∗Λ2Σ⊗AdP respectively. For notational
ease, we will drop the subscript ω from the twisted connections where appropriate.
The first formula is trivial since ∇e0eµ = 0 in the adapted frame (cf. §4.2). The second formula
follows from the calculations

(∇ωFω)k0i = ∇AdP
ek

Ei − Fω(∇eke0, ei)− Fω(e0,∇ekei)

= ∇AdP
ek

Ei + II ℓ
k Bℓi + IIkiF00 − Eω(Dekei)

= (DωEω)ki + II ℓ
k Bℓi

and

(∇ωFω)kij = ∇AdP
ek

Bij − Fω(∇ekei, ej)− Fω(ei,∇ekej)

= ∇AdP
ek

Bij + IIkiEj − Fω(Dekei, ej)− IIkjEi − Fω(ei,Dekej)

= (DωBω)kij + IIkiEj − IIkjEi.

On the other hand,

( ωFω)0i = ηµν(∇2
ωFω)(eµ, eν , e0, ei)

= ηµν
(
∇AdP

eµ (∇ωFω)ν0i − (∇ωFω)(∇eµeν , e0, ei)

− (∇ωFω)(eν ,∇eµe0, ei)− (∇ωFω)(eν , e0,∇eµei)
)

= −
(
∇2

ωEω

dτ2

)
i
+ gkℓ

(
∇AdP

ek
(∇ωFω)ℓ0i − (∇ωFω)(∇ekeℓ, e0, ei)

− (∇ωFω)(eℓ,∇eke0, ei)− (∇ωFω)(eℓ, e0,∇ekei)
)
. (D.1)
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Using the first part of the result, we can write

∇AdP
ek

(∇ωFω)ℓ0i = ∇AdP
ek

(DωEω)ℓi + ek(II
a
ℓ )Bai + II a

ℓ ∇AdP
ek

Bai

= (D2
ωEω)kℓi + (DωEω)(Dekeℓ, ei) + (DωEω)(eℓ,Dekei)

+ (DII) a
kℓ Bai + gab II(Dekeℓ, ea)Bbi + II a

ℓ (DωBω)kai + gab IIℓaB(eb,Dekei),

and

(∇ωFω)(∇ekeℓ, e0, ei) = −IIkℓ
(
∇ωEω

dτ

)
i
+ (DωEω)(Dekeℓ, ei) + gab II(Dekeℓ, ea)Bbi,

(∇ωFω)(eℓ,∇eke0, ei) = −II m
k (DωBω)ℓmi + II m

k IIℓmEi − II m
k IIℓiEm,

(∇ωFω)(eℓ, e0,∇ekei) = (DωEω)(eℓ,Dekei) + gab IIℓaB(eb,Dekei).

Combining these calculations, we get

(D.1) = −
(
∇2

ωEω

dτ2

)
i
+Tr(II)

(
∇ωEω

dτ

)
i
+ (D2

ωEω)
ℓ
ℓi

+ (DII)ℓ a
ℓ Bai + 2IIℓa(DωBω)ℓai + IIkℓIIkℓEi − IIℓmIIℓiEm.

= ( ωEω)i − (D∗II)ℓBℓi + 2IIkℓ(DωBω)kℓi + 2|II|2Ei − IIkℓIIkiEℓ.

The formula for ( ωFω)ij is obtained in an entirely similar fashion. �

Next, we decompose all the terms on the right-hand side of (3.10a). First of all, it is trivial to
see that

〈[Fω ∧ Fω]〉 = e0 ∧ ei ⊗ 2[Ek, Bik] + ei ∧ ej ⊗ (−[Ei, Ej ] + [Bk
i , Bkj]).

Next we calculate RFω. If we first decompose RFω into temporal and spatial components, and
then apply the identities from Lemma 4.3, we get

RFω = e0 ∧ ei ⊗ (−2Rk0i0E
k +RikE

k −R00Ei − 2Rk0iℓB
kℓ +R0kB

k
i)

+ ei ∧ ej ⊗
1

2

(
2(R0ijk −Rkij0)E

k −Ri0Ej +Rj0Ei − 2RkijℓB
kℓ +RikB

k
j +RjkB

k
i

)

= e0 ∧ ei ⊗
(
R(g)ikE

k − 3HIIikE
k +

(
∇II
dτ

)
ik
Ek − Tr

(
∇II
dτ

)
Ei + 2|II|2Ei

+ 2(DII)ℓkiB
kℓ + 3(dH)kB

k
i + (D∗II)kB

k
i

)

+ ei ∧ ej ⊗
1

2

(
R(g)ikB

k
j +R(g)jkB

k
i − 2R(g)kijℓB

kℓ −
(
∇II
dτ

)
ik
Bk

j −
(
∇II
dτ

)
jk
B k

i

− 3H(IIikB
k
j + IIjkB

k
i )− 2IIkjIIiℓB

kℓ + 2II ℓ
i IIℓkB

k
j + 2II ℓ

j IIℓkB
k
i

+ 2 ((DII)ijk − (DII)jik)E
k − 3(dH)iEj + 3(dH)jEi − (D∗II)iEj + (D∗II)jEi

)
.

Inserting these calculations into (3.10a) proves Proposition 5.8.
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[6] Helga Baum. Eichfeldtheorie: Eine Einführung in die Differentialgeometrie auf Faserbündeln. Springer Spek-
trum Berlin, Heidelberg, 2nd edition, 2014.



48 VOLKER BRANDING AND MARKO SOBAK

[7] Antonio N. Bernal and Miguel Sánchez. Smoothness of time functions and the metric splitting of globally
hyperbolic spacetimes. Comm. Math. Phys., 257(1):43–50, 2005.
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