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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to prove the existence of Hadamard states for the Maxwell equations
on any globally hyperbolic spacetime. This will be achieved by introducing a new gauge
fixing condition, the Cauchy radiation gauge, that will allow to suppress all the unphysical
degrees of freedom. The key ingredient for achieving this gauge is a new Hodge decomposition
for differential k-forms in Sobolev spaces on complete (possibly non-compact) Riemannian
manifolds.
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1 Introduction

The so-called algebraic approach to quantum field theory is a very successful quantization
scheme for describing quantum fields propagating on globally hyperbolic spacetimes [9,28] and it
stands at the forefront of scientific research. In this framework, the quantization is interpreted as
a two-step procedure:

1. The first consists of the assignment of a ∗-algebra of observables, which encodes structural
properties such as causality, dynamics and canonical commutation relations, to a physical
system.

2. The second step calls for the identification of a physical state, which is a positive, linear
and normalized functional on the algebra of observables, satisfying the so-called Hadamard
condition.

The Hadamard condition ensures the correct short-distance behaviour of the n-point functions of
the field and plays a key role in the perturbative approach to quantum field theory [51]. Indeed, it
implies the finiteness of the quantum fluctuations of the expectation value of every observable [23]
and it allows to constructing Wick polynomials and other nonlinear observables [43], like the
stress-energy tensor. For a complex scalar field [31, 33], whose dynamics is ruled by a normally
hyperbolic operator �, finding a quasifree Hadamard state amounts to constructing a pair of linear
operators λ± : C∞

c (M) → C∞(M) that satisfies the following properties:

(i) (λ±)∗ = λ± with respect to a positive Hermitian form (·, ·)M on C∞
c (M) ;

(ii) �λ± = λ±
� = 0 and i(λ+ − λ−) is the causal propagator of � ;

(iii) λ± ≥ 0 w.r.t. (·, ·)M ;

(iv) WF′(λ±) ⊂ N± × N± .

Here WF′(λ±) denotes the primed wavefront set of the Schwartz kernel of λ± and N± are the two
connected components of the lightcone N := {(p, ξ) ∈ T∗M | g−1(ξ, ξ) = 0}.

In order to generalize the construction of Hadamard states to Maxwell theory, three main
difficulties have to be tackled:

1. The dynamics is ruled by a differential operator P that is not hyperbolic but is invariant
under a gauge transformation;

2. The operator P is formally self-adjoint w.r.t. a Hermitian product that is typically non-
positive on the fibers of the vector bundle;

3. In most globally hyperbolic spacetimes, the theory is affected by infrared problems.

Let us explain these problems in more details for Maxwell theory. Let (M, g) be a globally
hyperbolic spacetime and consider the two differential operators

P = δd and K = d

acting on 1-forms, where δ is the codifferential and d the exterior derivative on (M, g). The
operator P is formally self-adjoint with respect to the Hodge inner product

(·, ·) :=

∫

M

g−1(·, ·) volg

which is not positive definite since g−1 is Lorentzian. The equation PA = 0 for a 1-form A are the
Maxwell equations. Furthermore, PK = 0, which encodes the fact that P is invariant under linear
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gauge transformations A 7→ A + Kω and it is responsible for the fact that P is not hyperbolic.
The solutions of the Maxwell equations PA = 0 are obtained by solving �A = 0 subject to the
Lorenz gauge condition δA = 0 and the remaining gauge freedom is parametrized by ω ∈ ker(�),

ker(P)

ran(d)
≃ ker(�) ∩ ker(δ)

d(ker(�))
.

A first naive idea would be to construct Hadamard states for the hyperbolic theory (without
constraints) and then to restrict it to Maxwell theory. However, since the fiber metric g−1 is
not positive definite, Hadamard states for � do not exist due to the failure of the positivity
condition (iii) (see e.g. [34, Section 6.3]). This means, that positivity can be only achieved in the
quotient space. Finally let us comment on the last difficulty: the infrared problems. On ultrastatic
spacetime, for a massive theory, like for Proca fields [48], the construction of a Hadamard state
is reduced to the construction of projection operators onto the subspace of positive frequency
solutions. This is in particular achieved once that the operator

√
∆ +m2 and its inverse are

well-defined. For the Maxwell theory, the Hodge-Laplacian ∆ is in general not positive definite,
therefore it is not possible to define an inverse.

In this paper we tackle these difficulties by fully gauge fixing Maxwell theory and using pseu-
dodifferential calculus to deal with infrared problems. This is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let P be the Maxwell operator on a globally hyperbolic manifold (M, g) and denote
by CCR(VP, q1) the CCR-algebra associated to gauge-invariant and compactly supported observ-
ables for the Maxwell fields. Then there exists a Hadamard state on CCR(VP, q1).

1.1 Structure of the Paper and Main Results

The main idea of the paper is to fix completely all the gauge degrees of freedom. This will be
achieved by working in the so-called Cauchy radiation gauge, namely we shall only consider those
solutions of the Maxwell equation that satisfy the conditions

�A = 0 δA = 0 A0|Σ = (∇∂t
A0)|Σ = 0

where A0 := (∂tyA) and ∇∂t
A0 := (∂ty∇∂t

A). As explained in Section 2, on globally hyperbolic
manifolds M = R×Σ that are ultrastatic, this gauge is equivalent to the radiation gauge, i.e. δA = 0
and A0 = 0 on M, and, if Σ is not compact, it is equivalent to the Coulomb gauge δΣAΣ = 0 where
AΣ := A − A0dt. In order to show that the Cauchy radiation gauge can be always achieved, we
will need to solve the Poisson equation on complete Riemannian manifolds. To achieve our goal,
we shall generalize the Hodge decomposition to non-compact, complete Riemannian manifolds.
This will be arranged in Section 3 by introducing suitable Sobolev spaces for k-forms. This is the
second main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.2 (Hodge decomposition on non-compact manifolds). Let (Σ, h) be a complete Rie-
mannian manifold, denote by dΣ, δΣ and ∆k the exterior derivative, codifferential and Laplacian
on Σ, and by Hs

k(Σ) with s ∈ [0,∞) the Sobolev space of k-forms as in Definition 3.1. We define

Ωk
s(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ H

s
k(Σ) , Ωk

∞(Σ) :=
⋂

s∈R

Ωk
s(Σ) ,

Ωk
s,d(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ dΣΩk−1

∞ (Σ)
‖·‖Hs

, Ωk
∞,d(Σ) :=

⋂

s∈R

Ωk
s,d(Σ) ,

Ωk
s,δ(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ δΣΩk+1

∞ (Σ)
‖·‖Hs

, Ωk
∞,δ(Σ) :=

⋂

s∈R

Ωk
s,δ(Σ) .

The space Ωk
s(Σ) with s ∈ [0,∞] admits the following Hs-orthogonal decomposition:

Ωk
s(Σ) ∼= Ωk

s,d(Σ) ⊕ Ωk
s,δ(Σ) ⊕ ker(∆k|Ωk

s
) .
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Moreover, for any ω ∈ Ωk
s(Σ), which we uniquely decompose as ω = α + β + γ with α ∈ Ωk

s,d(Σ),

β ∈ Ωk
s,δ(Σ) and γ ∈ ker(∆k|Ωk

s
), the following is true:

(i) α ∈ Ωk
s,d(Σ) is exact, i.e. α = dΣψ for some ψ ∈ Ωk−1(Σ;C).

(ii) β ∈ Ωk
s,δ(Σ) is coexact, i.e. α = δΣη for some η ∈ Ωk+1(Σ;C).

(iii) dΣω = 0 if and only if β = 0 and hence ker(dΣ|Ωk
s
) = Ωk

s,d(Σ) ⊕ ker(∆k|Ωk
s
).

(iv) δΣω = 0 if and only if α = 0 and hence ker(δΣ|Ωk
s
) = Ωk

s,δ(Σ) ⊕ ker(∆k|Ωk
s
).

The achievability of the Cauchy radiation gauge will be discussed in Section 5, building on
the results of Section 4 where the Cauchy problem for the wave operator on forms with smooth-
Sobolev data will be studied. In Section 5.3 the construction of Hadamard states in the Cauchy
radiation gauge in ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifolds will be performed. The main benefit
of working in the Cauchy radiation gauge is that the fiber metric becomes manifestly positive
definite. Using the notation introduced in Section 5.3, this is our third main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.3 (Hadamard projectors). Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic, ultrastatic manifold
with a Cauchy surface (Σ, h) of bounded geometry and set

Γ∞(Vρ1) := Ω0
∞(Σt) ⊕ Ω0

∞(Σt) ⊕ Ω1
∞(Σt) ⊕ Ω1

∞(Σt)

Γ∞,d(Vρ1) := Ω0
∞(Σt) ⊕ Ω0

∞(Σt) ⊕ Ω1
∞,d(Σt) ⊕ Ω1

∞,d(Σt) .

for some t ∈ R. Consider the projection operator TΣ defined in Proposition 5.14 as

TΣ =




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

0 0 1 − dΣ∆−1
1 δΣ 0

0 0 0 1 − dΣ∆−1
1 δΣ


 .

(see also Lemma 5.13 for the invertibility of ∆1). Let εk be an approximate square root of the
Hodge-Laplacian ∆k as in Lemma 5.18 and define π± : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) by

π± :=
1

2




1 ±ε−1
0 0 0

±ε0 1 0 0

0 0 1 ±ε−1
1

0 0 ±ε1 1


 .

The operators c± : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) defined by

c± := TΣπ
±

TΣ

have the following properties:

(i) (c±)† = c± and c±(ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d) ⊂ ran(KΣ);

(ii) (c+ + c−)f = f modulo ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞);

(iii) ±q1,Σ(f, c±f) ≥ 0 for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞);

(iv) WF′(U1c
±
1 ) ⊂ (N± ∪ F ) × T∗Σ for F = {k = 0} ⊂ T∗M.

Therefore, the operators λ± : ker(K∗|Γ∞) → Γ∞(V1) defined by

λ± := ± i (ρ1G1)∗(G1,Σc
±)(ρ1G1)

are the pseudo-covariances of a quasifree Hadamard state in the Cauchy radiation gauge.

We conclude our paper with Section 6, where the proof of Theorem 1.1 is presented. The
proof is based on Theorem 1.3, namely by suitably restricting the covariances c± to Γc(Vρ1),
and the existence of Hadamard states on generic globally hyperbolic manifolds will follow from a
deformation argument.
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Bibliographical Remarks

The existence of Hadamard states for the Maxwell equations was already investigated under
additional assumption on the Cauchy hypersurface Σ of the spacetime: Fewster-Pfenning [22]
(generalizing results of Furlani [25]) assumed Σ to be compact and with vanishing first cohomol-
ogy group, Finster-Strohmaier [24], extending the Gupta–Bleuler formalism, considered only Σ
subjected to an ‘absence of zero resonances’ condition for the Hodge Laplacian on 1-forms, while
Dappiaggi-Siemssen [17] worked out the construction on asymptotically flat spacetimes.

Later, the construction of Hadamard states was generalized to the linearized Yang-Mills equa-
tions: Hollands [40] considered the theory linearized around the zero solution on globally hy-
perbolic spacetimes with compact Cauchy surface and vanishing first cohomology group, while
Gérard-Wrochna [34] linearized around non-zero solutions on globally hyperbolic spacetimes with
Cauchy surface either compact and parallelizable or R

n with a Riemannian metric h satisfying

c−1 ≤ [hij(x)] ≤ c for c > 0 and |∂α
xhij(x)| ≤ Cα ∀α ∈ N

n x ∈ R
n .

The case of the linearized Einstein equations is more problematic and a full proof of the
existence of Hadamard state on globally hyperbolic manifolds is still missing. Benini-Dappiaggi-
Murro [10] considered asymptotically flat spacetimes with methods drawing from earlier works
of Ashtekar-Magnon-Ashtekar [1] and Dappiaggi-Moretti-Pinamonti [16]. The quantization turns
out, however, to be limited to a subspace of classical degrees of freedom due to divergences at
null infinity. Gérard-Murro-Wrochna [30] investigated the construction of Hadamard states for
linearized gravity on analytic spacetimes using Wick rotation. However, the gauge invariance
and positivity of the two-point functions are only obtained modulo the addition of some smooth
corrections. Only very recently, Gérard [29] managed to construct Hadamard states on Cauchy-
compact globally hyperbolic spacetimes via a complete gauge fixing.

1.2 General Notation and Conventions

• (M = R × Σ, g = −β2dt2 + ht) denotes a globally hyperbolic manifold.

• Given a vector bundle E over M, we denote by Γ(E) the linear space of smooth sections
of E and by Γc(E), Γsc(E) and Γtc(E) the subspace of compactly, resp. spatially compactly,
resp. temporally compactly supported smooth sections of E.

• A complex vector bundle E over M together with a non-degenerate Hermitian bundle metric
〈·, ·〉E ∈ Γ(E∗ ⊗ E∗) will be referred to as a Hermitian bundle. We denote by

(·, ·)E :=

∫

M

〈·, ·〉E volg

the induced non-degenerate Hermitian form on Γ(E).

• We denote by g−1 the inverse metric of g naturally defined on the cotangent bundle of M.

• For a vector-valued distribution u ∈ Γ′
c(E), we adopt the standard convention that the

wavefront set WF(u) is the union of the wavefront sets of its components in an arbitrary but
fixed local frame. Furthermore, given a linear and continuous operator A : Γc(E) → Γ(E),
the wavefront set WF(A) is defined as the wavefront set of its Schwartz kernel.

• Given a bidistribution u ∈ Γ′(E ⊠ E), the primed wavefront of u is defined as

WF′(u) := {(x, y, ξ,−η) ∈ T
∗(M × M) \ {0} | (x, y, ξ, η) ∈ WF(u)} .

• Given a k-form ω ∈ Ωk(M) and a vector field X ∈ Γ(TM) we denote by Xyω ∈ Ωk−1(M)
the contraction, i.e. the insertion of X into the first slot of ω.

• For a normed vector space (X, ‖ · ‖X) we will write X- limn→∞ xn to indicate the limit of a
converging sequence (xn)n∈N ∈ XN w.r.t. the topology induced by ‖ · ‖X, in order to avoid
confusions in case there are inequivalent norms of X in use.
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2 Maxwell Theory and the Cauchy Radiation Gauge

In the following, (M, g) will denote an globally hyperbolic (n+ 1)-dimensional Lorentzian man-
ifold of metric signature (−,+, . . . ,+), namely a connected, paracompact and smooth Hausdorff
manifold for which there exists a smooth Cauchy temporal function t : M → R such that

M ≃ R × Σ g = −β2dt2 + ht ,

where β : R × Σ → R is a smooth and positive function, ht is a Riemannian metric on each slice
Σt := {t} × Σ varying smoothly with t, and each Σt is a smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface.
We remind the reader that a Cauchy hypersurface is an achronal set intersected exactly once by
every inextensible timelike curve. This class of manifolds contains many important examples of
spacetimes relevant to general relativity and cosmology. Given a globally hyperbolic manifold, we
call Maxwell bundles the Hermitian bundles

Vk := (M × C) ⊗
∧k

T
∗
M, 〈·, ·〉Vk

:= g−1
(k)(·, ·) :=

1

k!
(g−1)⊗k(·, ·) .

whose sections are smooth (complex) differential k-forms Γ(Vk) = Ωk(M;C), and we define the
(complex) Hodge inner products by

(α, β)Vk
:=

∫

M

〈α, β〉Vk
volg (2.1)

for all α, β ∈ Γ(Vk) with compactly overlapping supports. As usual, we denote the exterior
derivative by d: Ωk−1(M) → Ωk(M) and define the codifferential operator δ : Ωk(M) → Ωk−1(M)
as the formal adjoint of d with respect to the Hodge inner product (2.1). Recall that while d is
independent of the metric, the codifferential δ does depend on the Lorentzian metric g.

With this notation, we shall call Maxwell operator the linear and formally self-adjoint differ-
ential operator

P : Γ(V1) → Γ(V1) , P := δd .

The identity P◦d = 0 encodes the fact that P is invariant under linear local gauge transformations
Γ(V1) ∋ A 7→ A + df for f ∈ Γ(V0) and it implies that P is not hyperbolic. A straight-forward
computations shows that the operators

�0 := δd: Γ(V0) → Γ(V0) , �1 := P + dδ : Γ(V1) → Γ(V1)
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are normally hyperbolic. Then, solutions of Maxwell’s equations PA = 0 can be obtained by
solving �1A = 0 with the Lorenz gauge condition δA = 0. The Lorenz gauge, however, does not
fix completely the gauge degrees of freedom and the remaining gauge freedom is parametrized by
the transformations A 7→ A + df with f ∈ ker(�0). Our goal is to remove this remaining gauge
freedom.

Definition 2.1. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic manifold and Σ a smooth spacelike Cauchy
hypersurface. Furthermore, let t : M → R be a Cauchy temporal function such that t−1(0) ∼= Σ.
A 1-form A ∈ Ω1(M;C) satisfies the Cauchy radiation gauge on Σ if

(i) δA = 0 (ii) An|Σ = (∇nA)n|Σ = 0

where n ∝ ∂t denotes the timelike unit normal of Σ, An := nyA and (∇nA)n := ny(∇nA).

With the next proposition, we show that our definition is (if evaluated on solutions) equivalent
to the well-known radiation gauge on ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifolds. In particular, if
Σ is non-compact, it is also equivalent to the Coulomb gauge. To this end, we fix a globally
hyperbolic manifold M ∼= R × Σ with g = −β2dt2 + ht and we use the following notation for
differential operators on the (time-dependent) Riemannian manifold (Σ, ht):

• −→∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of (Σ, ht);

• dΣ denotes the exterior derivative on Ωk(Σ;C) and by δΣ we denote its formal adjoint with
respect to the (Riemannian-)Hodge inner product defined as

(·, ·)k :=

∫

Σ
h−1

(k)(·, ·) volh with h−1
(k)(·, ·) :=

1

k!
(h−1)⊗k(·, ·) ; (2.2)

• ∆k := dΣδΣ + δΣdΣ is the de Rham-Hodge Laplacian on Ωk(Σ;C);

• kt is the second fundamental form of Σ in M, i.e. the time-dependent tensor field kij =
−∇jni = − 1

2β∂thij on Σ, where n = β−1∂t denotes the future-directed timelike unit normal.

Proposition 2.2. Let (M = R × Σ, g = −dt2 + h) be a globally hyperbolic ultrastatic manifold
and A ∈ ker(P), which we decompose as A = A0dt + AΣ with A0 := ∂tyA. Then, the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) A satisfies the Cauchy radiation gauge on Σ0;

(ii) A satisfies both the temporal gauge A0 = 0 and the Coulomb gauge δΣAΣ = 0;

(iii) A satisfies the radiation gauge, i.e. temporal gauge A0 = 0 and the Lorenz gauge δA = 0.

Furthermore, if Σ is non-compact and A ∈ ker(P|Γsc), then (i)-(iii) is equivalent to

(iv) A satisfies the Coulomb gauge δΣAΣ = 0.

Proof. In the ultrastatic case, one easily derives the equations ∇0A0 = ∂tA0 with ∇0A0 :=
∂ty∇∂t

A and δA = δΣAΣ + ∂tA0, which shows (ii) ⇔ (iii). To show (i) ⇔ (iii) we notice that the
following systems are equivalent:

{
PA = 0

δA = 0
⇐⇒

{
�1A = 0

δA = 0
⇐⇒






(∂2
t + ∆0)A0 = �0A0 = 0

(∂2
t + ∆1)AΣ = 0

δA = 0

We conclude that A0 = 0 if and only if the initial data for A0 are zero. Last but not least, we show
(ii) ⇔ (iv), which amounts to showing that for non-compact Σ and A ∈ ker(P|Γsc), the Coulomb
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gauge implies the temporal gauge. Since k = 0 and Ric(g)µ0 = 0 in the ultrastatic case (by the
Gauss-Codazzi equations), a straight-forward computation in local coordinates shows that the
Maxwell operator can be decomposed as PA = (PA)0dt+ (PA)Σ with (PA)0 := ∂ty(PA) and

(PA)0 = ∆0A0 − ∂tδΣAΣ

(PA)Σ = ∂2
t AΣ + ∆1AΣ − dΣ(δΣAΣ + ∂tA0) ,

Therefore, for A ∈ ker(P|Γsc) satisfying the Coulomb gauge, we conclude that ∆0A0 = 0. For a
fixed time t, A0|t is compactly supported. But if Σ is non-compact, the only harmonic function
with compact support is the trivial one and hence A0 is necessarily zero.

Remark 2.3. (i) Notice that the equivalence between (i)-(iii) and (iv) in Proposition 2.2 is
true more generally if Σ has infinite volume and we choose AΣ ∈ C∞(R,L2

1(Σ)), where
L2

1(Σ) denotes the L2-space of 1-forms on Σ.

(ii) On a general globally hyperbolic spacetime, δA, δΣAΣ and A0 are related via

δA = δΣAΣ + β−2∇0A0 − β−1trh(k)A0 with ∇0A0 = ∂tA0 − β−1A0∂tβ − βh−1(AΣ,dΣβ) .

If dΣβ = 0, it follows that A0 = 0 implies δA = δΣAΣ. Therefore, (ii) and (iii) in Proposition
2.2 are equivalent for every A ∈ Γ(V1) and every globally hyperbolic manifold with a spatially
constant lapse function β. Examples include ultrastatic spacetimes, but also de Sitter and
FLRW spacetimes which are relevant for cosmology.

With the next proposition, we shall now see that the achievability of the Cauchy radiation
gauge is closely related to the solvability of the Poisson equations on Riemannian manifolds. In
particular, in the case of Cauchy-compact globally hyperbolic manifolds, the achievability of the
Cauchy radiation gauge is a direct consequence of the Hodge decomposition theorem:

Proposition 2.4. Let (M = R × Σ, g = −β2dt2 + ht) be a globally hyperbolic manifold with
compact Cauchy surface Σ. For any A ∈ Γ(V1), there exists a f ∈ Γ(V0), which is unique up to a
constant, such that A′ := A− df satisfies the Cauchy radiation gauge on Σ0.

Proof. Let us decompose A = A0dt + AΣ with A0 = ∂tyA. A straight-forward computation in
coordinates shows that δA = δΣAΣ + β−2∇0A0 − β−1trh(k)A0. In particular, since β > 0, we see
that A′ being in the Cauchy radiation gauge is equivalent to requiring

(i) δA′ = 0 (ii) A′
0|Σ0 = δΣA

′
Σ|Σ0 = 0

i.e. the condition ∇0A
′
0|Σ0 = 0 can be replaced with δΣA

′
Σ|Σ0 = 0. As a consequence, being in the

Cauchy radiation gauge for A′ is tantamount to solving the system




�0f = δA

π = A0|Σ0

∆0a = δΣAΣ|Σ0

(2.3)

where a := f |Σ0 and π := ∇0f |Σ0 denote the initial data of f . Decomposing AΣ|Σ0 ∈ Ω1(Σ)
via the Hodge decomposition theorem, we find a unique g ∈ Ω0(Σ) (up to constant) such that
δΣAΣ|Σ0 = δΣdΣg = ∆0g. Hence, the Cauchy problem (2.3) is equivalent to





�0f = δA

a = g

π = A0|Σ0

(2.4)

where g is specified by ∆0g = δΣAΣ|Σ0 up to constant. Since �0 is a normally hyperbolic operator,
the solution to the Cauchy problem (2.4) exists and it is unique (up to a constant).
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Remark 2.5. Notice that, since f is unique up to a constant, all the gauge degrees of freedom
are fixed and we are left with no gauge freedom.

In order to drop the assumption on the compactness of the Cauchy surface, it seems natural
to generalize the Hodge decomposition to non-compact manifolds. This will be the content of the
next section. We also want to point out that the radiation gauge can be achieved on a class of
manifolds with suitable isometries [58].

3 The Hodge Decomposition for Sobolev Spaces

The aim of this section is to obtain a Hodge decomposition for Sobolev spaces of differential
forms. To this end, we shall only consider complete Riemannian manifolds in order to establish
a suitable notion of Sobolev spaces. This will allow us to solve the Poisson equation with a
divergence source and to achieve the Cauchy radiation gauge for Maxwell fields also on globally
hyperbolic manifold, which are spatially non-compact.

3.1 Sobolev Spaces on Complete Riemannian Manifolds

Let (Σ, h) be an oriented, connected and complete n-dimensional Riemannian manifold with
empty boundary. For the sake of readability, in this section we shall use the following notation:

• 〈·, ·〉L2 is the (Riemannian) Hodge-inner product defined by (2.2) and L2
k(Σ) := Ωk

c (Σ;C)
‖·‖

L2
,

• d := dΣ : Ωk(Σ;C) → Ωk+1(Σ;C) denotes the exterior derivative,

• δ := δΣ : Ωk+1(Σ;C) → Ωk(Σ;C) is the formal adjoint of dΣ w.r.t. the Hodge-inner product,

• ∆ := ∆k is the minimal self-adjoint extension of ∆k = δd + dδ : Ωk
c (Σ;C) → L2

k(Σ), which
exists by essential self-adjointness of ∆k on complete manifolds, see e.g. [15,26,57].

• Finally, by denoting E := Ek := (1 + ∆k), we define for all s ∈ R the operators

E
s : D(Es) → L

2
k(Σ)

by means of the spectral theorem, i.e.

D(Es) := {ω ∈ L
2
k(Σ) | (λ 7→ λs) ∈ L

2(σ(E),dµE
ω)}, E

s :=

∫

σ(E)
λs dµE(λ) ,

where µE denotes the spectral measure of E and µE
ω(·) := 〈µE(·)ω, ω〉L2 . Note that for s < 0,

the operators Es are bounded.

Let us remark that σ(E) ⊂ [1,∞), which implies σ(Es) ⊂ [1,∞) for s > 0 by spectral calculus.
It follows that Es : D(Es) → L2

k(Σ) is invertible with bounded inverse E−s. This motivates the
following definition:

Definition 3.1. We call the Sobolev space of degree s ∈ [0,∞) by

H
s
k(Σ) := D

(
E

s/2
k

)
, 〈·, ·〉Hs :=

〈
E

s/2
k ·,Es/2

k ·
〉

L2
.

In addition, we define the following set equipped with its projective limit topology:

H
∞
k (Σ) :=

⋂

s≥0

H
s
k(Σ)

Note that Es : H2s
k (Σ) → L2

k(Σ) is a unitary operator and hence (Hs
k(Σ), 〈·, ·〉Hs ) a Hilbert space.

Furthermore, Hs
k(Σ) is the completion of Ωk

c (Σ;C) w.r.t. ‖ · ‖Hs , which in particular implies that
Ωk

c (Σ;C) is dense in Hs
k(Σ), see e.g. [18,57].
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Remark 3.2. Let (Σ, h) be an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry [14],
i.e. its injectivity radius is non-zero and the Riemann curvature tensor and all its covariant
derivatives are (uniformly) bounded w.r.t. the natural norm induced by h. Such a manifold
is in particular complete and the following facts are well-known:

(1) The Sobolev embedding theorem holds [2, 3, 39], i.e. Hm
k (Σ) ⊂ C l(Σ,

∧k
T∗Σ) for l,m ∈ N

with m − l > n/2. Furthermore, the inclusion map is continuous. In particular, note that
this implies H∞

• (Σ) ⊂ Ω•(Σ;C).

(2) The definition of Hm
k (Σ) for m ∈ N is equivalent to the one of the standard Sobolev space

Wm,2
k (Σ), i.e. any element in Hm

k (Σ) is m-times weakly differentiable with all weak (covari-
ant) derivatives being in L2

k(Σ), see e.g. [2, 18].

With the next lemma, we shall show that there exists a continuous embedding between Sobolev
spaces also on manifolds that are not of bounded geometry.

Lemma 3.3. For any r ≥ s ≥ 0, the Sobolev space Hr
•(Σ) embeds continuously into Hs

•(Σ). In
particular, (strong) convergence in Hr

•(Σ) implies (strong) convergence in Hs
•(Σ) and L2

•(Σ).

Proof. The spectral theorem implies Eα+β = EαEβ as well as D(EαEβ) = D(Eβ) ∩ D(Eα+β) and
hence Eα+β = EαEβ = EβEα on D(Eγ) with γ = max{α, β, α + β} for all α, β ∈ R. Now, let
ω ∈ Hr

•(Σ) ⊂ Hs
•(Σ). It follows that

‖ω‖Hs = ‖E
s
2ω‖L2 = ‖E

s−r
2 E

r
2ω‖L2 ≤ ‖E

r
2ω‖L2 = ‖ω‖Hr ,

where we used that E
s−r

2 is a bounded operator on L2
•(Σ) with operator norm ‖E

s−r
2 ‖L2→L2 =

ess supλ∈σ(E) |λ s−r
2 | ≤ 1. As a special case, we obtain ‖ω‖L2 ≤ ‖ω‖Hs for any s ≥ 0.

3.2 Hodge Decomposition for Sobolev Spaces

In order to extend the Hodge decomposition to Sobolev spaces, the first step is to show that
the exterior derivative d and its formal L2-adjoint δ are well-defined as operators

d : D(d) → H
s
k+1(Σ)

δ : D(δ) → H
s
k−1(Σ)

with dense domains D(d) = D(δ) = Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ H∞
k (Σ). As a first step, we show that d and δ are

formal adjoints of each other w.r.t. 〈·, ·〉Hs in the following sense:

Lemma 3.4. Let s ∈ [0,∞] and set

Ωk
s(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ H

s
k(Σ) .

Then, for any α, β ∈ Ω•
s(Σ) such that dα ∈ Ω•

s(Σ) and δβ ∈ Ω•
s(Σ) it holds that

〈dα, β〉Hs = 〈α, δβ〉Hs .

Proof. First of all, we recall some general facts about d and δ as operators in L2
•(Σ):

(i) Consider d and δ as densely-defined operators d : Ωk
c (Σ;C) → L2

k+1(Σ) and δ : Ωk+1
c (Σ;C) →

L2
k(Σ). They are clearly formal adjoints w.r.t. 〈·, ·〉L2 . Furthermore, their L2-closures d and
δ are adjoints in L2

•(Σ), see e.g. [11,26]. In particular, d = δ
∗

= δ∗ and hence

D(d) = {ω ∈ L
2
k(Σ) | dω ∈ L

2
k+1(Σ) weakly } ,

where dω ∈ L2
k+1(Σ) weakly means that ∃η ∈ L2

k+1(Σ) such that ∀ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ) it holds

that 〈ω, δϕ〉L2 = 〈η, ϕ〉L2 . This implies for example that any ω ∈ Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ L2
k(Σ) with

dω ∈ L2
k+1(Σ) is contained in D(d) and dω = dω. A similar characterisation holds for D(δ).
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(ii) As shown in [48, Lemma 5.9.], the spectral theorem1 implies for all s ≥ 0

E
sd = dE

s, on D(Es) ∩ D(Esd) ⊂ D(dE
s)

E
sδ = δEs, on D(Es) ∩ D(Esδ) ⊂ D(δEs) .

Now, let α, β ∈ Ω•
s(Σ) with dα ∈ Ω•

s(Σ) and δβ ∈ Ω•
s(Σ). With this assumption, by (i), α ∈

Hs
•(Σ) ∩ D(E

s
2 d) and β ∈ Hs

•(Σ) ∩ D(E
s
2 δ). Using (ii), it follows that

〈α, δβ〉Hs = 〈E s
2α,E

s
2 δβ〉L2 = 〈E s

2α, δE
s
2β〉L2 =

= 〈dE
s
2α,E

s
2β〉L2 = 〈E s

2 dα,E
s
2β〉L2 = 〈dα, β〉Hs

which concludes the proof.

As a second step, we show that d and δ are well defined as operators in Hs
•(Σ) with domains

D(d) = D(δ) = Ωk
∞(Σ):

Lemma 3.5. The exterior derivative and codifferential are well-defined as operators

d: Ωk
s(Σ) → Ωk+1

s−1(Σ)

δ : Ωk
s(Σ) → Ωk−1

s−1(Σ)

for any s ∈ [0,∞] with s ≥ 1. In particular, d: Ωk
∞(Σ) → Ωk+1

∞ (Σ) and δ : Ωk
∞(Σ) → Ωk−1

∞ (Σ).

Proof. We show the claim only for d, since the the proof for δ can be done analogously. First of
all, we claim that the following inequality holds true for all ϕ ∈ Ωk

c (Σ;C):

‖dϕ‖Hs−1 ≤ ‖ϕ‖Hs . (3.1)

To see this, we first estimate

‖ϕ‖2
Hs = 〈E s

2ϕ,E
s
2ϕ〉L2 = 〈E s−1

2 ϕ,E
s−1

2 Eϕ〉L2 = 〈ϕ,Eϕ〉Hs−1 = ‖ϕ‖2
Hs−1 + 〈ϕ,∆ϕ〉Hs

= ‖ϕ‖2
Hs−1 + ‖dϕ‖2

Hs−1 + ‖δϕ‖2
Hs−1 ≥ ‖dϕ‖2

Hs−1 .

where we used Lemma 3.4. Now, let ω ∈ Ωk
s(Σ). Since Ωk

c (Σ;C) is dense in Hs
k(Σ), we can find

a sequence (ωn)n in Ωk
c (Σ;C) such that ω = Hs- limn→∞ ωn. By inequality (3.1), it follows that

(dωn)n converges in H
s−1
k+1(Σ), i.e. there exists η ∈ H

s−1
k+1(Σ) such that η = Hs−1- limn→∞ dωn.

We claim that η = dω. First of all, by Lemma 3.3, we know that ω = L2- limn→∞ ωn and
η = L2- limn→∞ dωn. Hence, for all ϕ ∈ Ωk+1

c (Σ;C) it holds that

〈dωn, ϕ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈η, ϕ〉L2

=

〈ωn, δϕ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈ω, δϕ〉L2 = 〈dω,ϕ〉L2

and hence 〈η − dω,ϕ〉L2 = 0. We conclude that η = dω by non-degeneracy.

Next, we shall introduce a suitable class of mollifiers for differential form, similar to those
discussed in [5] in the setting of compact Riemannian manifolds:

Lemma 3.6. Consider the self-adjoint bounded operators Jε := e−εE : L2
•(Σ) → L2

•(Σ) defined
using spectral calculus for ε > 0. Then:

(i) Jε commutes with Es on H2s
• (Σ) for s ∈ [0,∞). In particular, Jε is self-adjoint in Hs

•(Σ).
Furthermore, Jε : Hs

•(Σ) → Hr
•(Σ) is well-defined and bounded for all r, s ∈ [0,∞).

1More generally, if H is a Hilbert space, then for B ∈ B(H) self-adjoint and A : D(A) → H closed, BA ⊂ AB

implies f(B)A = Af(B) on D(f(B)A)∩D(f(B)) ⊂ D(Af(B)) for every Borel measurable function f : σ(B) → C.
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(ii) Jε is smoothing, i.e. ran(Jε) ⊂ Ω•(Σ;C).

(iii) Jε : Hs
•(Σ) → Hs

•(Σ) converges strongly to 1Hs
•(Σ) as ε → 0+.

(iv) Jε commutes with d on {ω ∈ L2
•(Σ) ∩ Ωk(Σ;C) | dω ∈ L2

•(Σ)} and similar for δ.

Proof. For (i), we recall that for two measurable functions f, g : σ(E) → C, it holds that f(E)g(E) =
g(E)f(E) on D(f(E)) ∩D(g(E)) ∩D((f · g)(E)), where f · g denotes the pointwise product. Taking
fε(λ) := e−ελ and g(λ) := λ

s
2 , it follows that JεE

s
2 = E

s
2 Jε on Hs

•(Σ). Secondly, we compute

‖Jεω‖Hs = ‖E
s
2Jεω‖L2 = ‖E

s−r
2 JεE

r
2ω‖L2 ≤ C · ‖E

r
2ω‖L2 = C · ‖ω‖Hr (3.2)

with C > 0 for all ω ∈ Hs
•(Σ), where we used that E

s−r
2 Jε is a bounded operator on L2

•(Σ). For
(ii) we observe that Jεω satisfies the hypoelliptic heat-type equation (∂ε + E)Jεω = 0 for any
ω ∈ L2

•(Σ). Statement (iii) is a consequence of the dominant convergence theorem and the fact
that fε(λ) = e−ελ converges to λ 7→ 1 as ε → 0+. It is left to show (iv). First of all, we observe
that Jε can equivalently be defined by spectral calculus of the bounded operator E−1 as

Jε = gε(E−1), gε(λ) :=

{
e− ε

λ , λ > 0

0, else
.

Note that gε is bounded and continuous on σ(E−1) ⊂ [0, 1]. Now, we recall that BA = AB

on D(A) for B bounded and self-adjoint and A closed implies f(B)A = Af(B) on D(A) for any
bounded measurable function f . In our case, E−1d = dE−1 on D(d), where d denotes the L2-
closure of d, as discussed in the proof of Lemma 3.4. The claim follows from the fact that
{ω ∈ L2

•(Σ) ∩ Ωk(Σ;C) | dω ∈ L2
•(Σ)} ⊂ D(d) and (ii).

As a direct consequence of Lemma 3.4, we see that d and δ are closable in Hs
•(Σ), since their

Hs-adjoints are densely defined. We denote their Hs-closure in the following by

d: Ds(d) → H
s
k+1(Σ)

δ : Ds(δ) → H
s
k−1(Σ)

By definition, ω ∈ Hs
k(Σ) is contained in Ds(d), if there exists a sequence (ωn)n in Ωk

∞(Σ) with ω =
Hs- limn→∞ ωn such that (dωn)n is convergent in Hs

k+1(Σ). We then set dω := Hs- limn→∞ dωn.

Lemma 3.7. It holds that δ
∗

= d, where the adjoint is taken in Hs
•(Σ).

Proof. First, note that δ
∗

= d is equivalent to δ∗ = d, since (A)∗ = A∗ = A∗ for any closable
operator A on a Hilbert space. To show d ⊂ δ∗, let ω ∈ Ds(d). By assumption, there exists a
sequence {ωn}n ∈ Ω•

∞(Σ) such that

ω = H
s- lim

n→∞
ωn and dω = H

s- lim
n→∞

dωn .

As a consequence, for all ϕ ∈ Ω•
∞(Σ) it holds that

〈dωn, ϕ〉Hs
n→∞−−−→ 〈dω,ϕ〉Hs

=

〈ωn, δϕ〉Hs
n→∞−−−→ 〈ω, δϕ〉Hs

where we used Lemma 3.4. We conclude that 〈ω, δϕ〉Hs = 〈dω,ϕ〉Hs and hence ω ∈ D(δ∗) as well
as δ∗ω = dω. It is left to show D(δ∗) ⊂ Ds(d). Let ω ∈ D(δ∗). We have to construct a sequence
{ωn}n ∈ Ω•

∞(Σ) such that

ω = H
s- lim

n→∞
ωn and (dωn)n is convergent in H

s
•(Σ) ,
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because then it follows that ω ∈ Ds(d) as well as Hs- limn→∞ dωn = dω = δ∗ω. We follows an
analogues strategy as in [26] adapted for the setting of Sobolev spaces: We consider the class of
mollifiers introduces in Lemma 3.6. Now, we argue that for ω ∈ D(δ∗), it holds that dJεω = Jεδ

∗ω.
First note that clearly Jεω ∈ Ω•

∞(Σ). Let ϕ ∈ Ω•
∞(Σ) be arbitrary. Then

〈dJεω,ϕ〉Hs
3.4
= 〈Jεω, δϕ〉Hs = 〈ω, Jεδϕ〉Hs = 〈ω, δJεϕ〉Hs = 〈δ∗ω, Jεϕ〉Hs = 〈Jεδ

∗ω,ϕ〉Hs ,

By non-degeneracy of 〈·, ·〉Hs on Hs
•(Σ) × Ωs

∞(Σ), it follows that dJεω = Jεδ
∗ω as claimed and

hence dJεω → δ∗ω as ε → 0+.

The last ingredient needed in order to generalize the Hodge decomposition to Sobolev spaces
is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.8. The sequence

0 −→ Ds(d0)
d0−→ Ds(d1)

d1−→ . . .
dd−1−−−→ Ds(dd)

dd−→ 0

is a well-defined co-chain complex, i.e. ran(dk) ⊂ Ds(dk+1) as well as dk+1 ◦ dk = 0.

Proof. Consider ω ∈ Ds(dk). By definition, this means that there is a sequence (ωn)n in Ωk
∞(Σ)

such that Hs- limn→∞ ωn = ω and such that (dkωn)n is convergent in Hs
k+1(Σ). We then set dkω :=

Hs- limn→∞ dkωn. Now, consider the sequence (dkωn)n. Clearly, also the sequence (dk+1dkωn =
0)n is converging. Hence, dkω ∈ Ds(dk+1). Furthermore

dk+1dkω = H
s- lim

n→∞
dk+1dkωn = 0 ,

which concludes the proof.

In the terminology introduced by Brüning-Lesch [11], the complex (Ds(d•),d•) is a Hilbert
complex, i.e. a (finite) cochain complex whose cochain maps are closed operators between Hilbert
spaces. As shown in [11, Lemma 2.1.], in every such complex there exists a weak Hodge-type
orthogonal decomposition. In the specific case of Sobolev spaces, this yields the first main result
of this section, which for s = 0 reduces to the well-known Hodge-Kodaira decomposition [44,52]:

Theorem 3.9. The Sobolev space Hs
k(Σ) admits the following Hs-orthogonal decompositions:

H
s
k(Σ) ∼= Hars

k(Σ) ⊕ dΩk−1
∞ (Σ) ⊕ δΩk+1

∞ (Σ) ,

where Hars
k(M) := ker(dk) ∩ ker(δk) and the closures are taken w.r.t. ‖ · ‖Hs.

Proof. First, we show that there is the Hs-orthogonal decomposition

H
s
k(Σ) ∼= Hars

k(Σ) ⊕ ran(d) ⊕ ran(δ) . (3.3)

Since d is a closed operator, its kernel is closed in Hs
k(Σ) and hence

H
s
k(Σ) ∼= ker(d)⊥ ⊕ ker(d) = ker(d)⊥ ⊕ ran(d) ⊕ (ker(d) ∩ ran(d)⊥) .

Decomposition (3.3) follows now from Lemma 3.7 and the general fact that for any densely defined
closed operator A on a Hilbert space it holds that ker(A∗)⊥ = ran(A). To prove the proposition,

we use the simple observation that for any closable operator A it holds that ran(A) = ran(A),

which shows that ran(d) = ran(d) = dΩk−1
∞ (Σ) and similar for ran(δ).

The following proposition gives an equivalent characterization of the space Hars
k(Σ) in terms

of harmonic forms:
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Proposition 3.10. It holds that Hars
k(Σ) = ker(∆k|Ωk

s
) for all k ∈ N and s ∈ [0,∞].

Proof. For “⊂”, let ω ∈ Hars
k(Σ). In particular, this means that ω ∈ Ds(d)∩Ds(δ) and dω = δω =

0. We first show that ω is smooth: Since ω ∈ Ds(d), there exists a sequence (ωn)n in Ωk
∞(Σ) such

that ω = Hs- limn→∞ ωn and dω = Hs- limn→∞ dωn = 0. By Lemma 3.3 the same convergence
holds in the L2-topology. Therefore

〈ωn, δϕ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈ω, δϕ〉L2

=

〈dωn, ϕ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈dω,ϕ〉L2 = 0

and hence 〈ω, δϕ〉L2 = 0 for all ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ;C). Similarly, we show that 〈ω,dϕ〉L2 = 0 for all

ϕ ∈ Ωk−1
c (Σ;C). We conclude that (d+δ)ω = 0 in the distributional sense and hence ω ∈ Ωk(Σ;C)

be elliptic regularity of the operator d + δ. It follows that ω ∈ ker(∆k) ∩ Ωk
s(Σ). For “⊃”, let

ω ∈ Ωk
s(Σ) be such that ∆ω = 0. We recall that ∆η = 0 for η ∈ L2

k(Σ) if and only if dη = δη = 0
on complete manifolds (see e.g. [27,62]), which implies dω = 0 and δω = 0. We have shown that
ker(∆|Ωk

s
) ⊂ ker(d|Ωk

s
) ∩ ker(δ|Ωk

s
). It is left to show that ker(d|Ωk

s
) ∩ ker(δ|Ωk

s
) ⊂ ker(d) ∩ ker(δ).

To show ker(d) ∩ Ωk
s(Σ) ⊂ ker(d), we take ω ∈ Ωk

s(Σ) such that dω = 0 and we have to construct
a sequence (ωn)n in Ωk

∞(Σ) such that ω = Hs- limn→∞ ωn and Hs- limn→∞ dωn = 0. We consider
the mollifiers Jε introduced in Lemma 3.6 and notice that dJεω = Jεdω = 0 and Jεω ∈ Ωk

∞(Σ).
Hence Jεω gives the required sequence. Similarly, ker(δ) ∩ Ωk

s(Σ) ⊂ ker(δ).

Remark 3.11. Let us give an overview of Hodge type decomposition theorems obtained for non-
compact manifolds: A classical result due to Kodaira [44] (see also [11,52]) gives a decomposition
of L2

k(Σ). Gromov proved in [36] a strong Hodge decomposition for L2
k(Σ) under the assumption

of a mass gap of the Laplacian. Some results for (weighted) Sobolev spaces on asymptomatically
Euclidean manifold can be found in [12] and for manifolds with compact boundary in [54]. A
decomposition of H1 for hyperbolic manifolds was obtained in [13].

Next, let us discuss the case of the space H∞(Σ). This space is in general not a Hilbert space,
but nevertheless one can decompose it in a similar fashion:

Corollary 3.12. The vector space H∞
• (Σ) admits the following direct sum decomposition:

H
∞
• (Σ) ∼= dΩk−1

∞ (Σ)
∞

⊕ δΩk+1
∞ (Σ)

∞
⊕ Har∞

• (Σ) ,

where we used the notation

dΩk
∞(Σ)

∞
:=

⋂

s≥0

dΩk
∞(Σ)

Hs

, δΩk
∞(Σ)

∞
:=

⋂

s≥0

δΩk
∞(Σ)

Hs

, Har∞
• (Σ) :=

⋂

s≥0

Hars
•(Σ) .

This decomposition is Hs-orthogonal ∀s ≥ 0 and hence in particular L2-orthogonal.

Proof. Let ω ∈ H∞
• (Σ). By assumption, it belongs to Hs

•(Σ) for any s ≥ 0 and hence, using the
Hodge decomposition (Theorem 3.9), there exists for any s ≥ 0 a decomposition of the form

ω = αs + βs + γs, αs ∈ dΩk−1
∞ (Σ)

Hs

, βs ∈ δΩk+1
∞ (Σ)

Hs

, γ ∈ Hars
•(Σ) .

Now, by Lemma 3.3, it clearly holds that

dΩk−1
∞ (Σ)

Hr

⊂ dΩk−1
∞ (Σ)

Hs

, δΩk+1
∞ (Σ)

Hr

⊂ δΩk+1
∞ (Σ)

Hs

, Harr
•(Σ) ⊂ Hars

•(Σ)

for all r, s ≥ 0 with r ≥ s. By uniqueness of the Hodge decomposition, we hence must have αs = αr,
βs = βr as well as γs = γr for any pair r, s ≥ 0, which proves the claimed decomposition.

If (Σ, h) is a Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry, then H∞
k (Σ) ⊂ Ωk(Σ;C) by the

Sobolev embedding theorem, cf. Remark 3.2, and hence in particular H∞
k (Σ) = Ωk

∞(Σ). In the
next section, we discuss a more general Hodge decomposition for smooth differential forms on
non-compact manifolds.
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3.3 Smooth Hodge Decomposition on Non-Compact Manifolds

We are finally in the position to generalize the (smooth) Hodge decomposition on non-compact
manifolds. To this end, let us introduce the following notation.

Definition 3.13. Let (Σ, h) be a complete Riemannian manifold. We define the following sub-
spaces of Ωk

s(Σ) for s ∈ R and Ωk
∞(Σ) =

⋂
s≥0 Ωk

s(Σ):

Ωk
s,d(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ dΣΩk−1

∞ (Σ)
‖·‖Hs

, Ωk
∞,d(Σ) :=

⋂

s≥0

Ωk
s,d(Σ) ,

Ωk
s,δ(Σ) := Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ δΣΩk+1

∞ (Σ)
‖·‖Hs

, Ωk
∞,δ(Σ) :=

⋂

s≥0

Ωk
s,δ(Σ) .

We can finally state and prove the first main result of this paper, Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let s ≥ 0 be fixed. First of all, we show that any form α ∈ dΩk−1
∞ (Σ)

satisfies 〈α, δϕ〉L2 = 0 for all ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ;C). Let us write α = Hs- limn→∞ dαn for a sequence

(αn)n in Ωk−1
∞ (Σ). By Lemma 3.3, it holds that α = L2- limn→∞ dαn. In particular, we have that

0 = 〈dαn, δϕ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈α, δϕ〉L2

for any ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ;C) and hence 〈α, δϕ〉L2 = 0. Similarly, a form β ∈ δΩk+1

∞ (Σ) satisfies
〈α,dϕ〉L2 = 0 for all ϕ ∈ Ωk−1

c (Σ;C). Now, let ω ∈ Ωk
s(Σ) and let us uniquely decompose it in

accordance with Theorem 3.9 as

ω = α+ β + γ, α ∈ dΩk−1
∞ (Σ), β ∈ δΩk+1

∞ (Σ), γ ∈ Hars
k(Σ) = ker(∆|Ωk

s
) .

Then, for every ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ;C), it holds that

〈δω, ϕ〉L2 = 〈ω,dϕ〉L2 = 〈α,dϕ〉L2 = 〈α, (d + δ)ϕ〉L2 .

In other words, δω = (d + δ)α, where (d + δ)α has to be understood in the distributional sense.
By elliptic regularity of the operator d + δ and smoothness of δω we conclude that α ∈ Ωk(Σ;C).
Similarly we argue for β. Smoothness of γ has been shown in Proposition 3.10. For the exactness
claims (i) and (ii), we use Poincaré duality: Let α ∈ Ωk

s,d(Σ). Above we showed that 〈α, δϕ〉L2 = 0

for all ϕ ∈ Ωk+1
c (Σ;C). Since α now is in addition assumed to be smooth, we conclude that dα = 0

by non-degeneracy. Now, by Poincaré duality, a closed form α is exact if and only if 〈α,ψ〉L2 = 0
for all ψ ∈ Ω•

c(Σ;C) ∩ ker(δ). By assumption, there is a sequence (αn)n in Ωk−1
∞ (Σ) such that

α = Hs- limn→∞ dαn and hence α = L2- limn→∞ dαn by Lemma 3.3. It follows that

0 = 〈αn, δψ〉L2 = 〈dαn, ψ〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈α,ψ〉L2

and hence 〈α,ψ〉L2 = 0. We conclude that α is exact. The claim for β ∈ Ωk
s,δ(Σ) follows by

duality. For (iii), lets assume that dω = 0. It follows that dβ = 0. Now, since also δβ = 0,
we conclude that β ∈ Ωk

s,δ(Σ) ∩ Hars
k(Σ) and hence β = 0, since the Hodge decomposition is a

direct sum decomposition. Similarly we show (iv). The decomposition of Ωk
∞(Σ) and the analogues

properties (i)-(iv) follow immediately using similar arguments as in the proof of Corollary 3.12.

3.4 Poisson Equation on Non-Compact Manifolds

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 1.2, we get existence and uniqueness of solutions of
the Poisson equation, which is closely related to the achievability of the Cauchy radiation gauge.

Proposition 3.14. Let s ∈ [0,∞] and ω ∈ Ω1
s(Σ). Then the Poisson equation

∆0f = δω ,

has a unique solution (up to constant) on the space {f ∈ C∞(Σ;C) | df ∈ Ω1
s,d(Σ)}.
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Proof. By Theorem 1.2, ω can be written as ω = α + β, where α ∈ Ω1
s,d(Σ) and β ∈ ker(δ|Ω1

s
).

Furthermore, α = df for some f ∈ C∞(Σ;C). It follows that δω = δα = ∆f . For uniqueness,
let f ∈ C∞(Σ;C) be such that df ∈ Ω1

s,d(Σ) and ∆0f = 0. Then, the 1-form η := df satisfies

dη = δη = 0 and hence in particular η ∈ ker(∆|Ω1
s
). Since also η ∈ Ω1

s,d(Σ) by assumption,
we conclude that η = 0, by the fact that the decomposition in Theorem 1.2 is a direct sum
decomposition. It follows that f = const as claimed.

4 On the Cauchy Problem with Smooth Sobolev Data

In order to discuss the phase space of Maxwell theory in the Cauchy radiation gauge, as a
preliminary result, we shall show that the Cauchy problem for the wave operator �k is continuous
in the Sobolev topology. To this end, we assume the following setup.

Setup 4.1. (M = R × Σ, g = −β2dt2 + ht) is a globally hyperbolic manifold such that

• (Σ, ht) are complete Cauchy hypersurfaces of bounded geometry;

• the lapse function β, β−1 and their time derivatives are bounded in the sense that for any
m ∈ R and any p ∈ N there exists a positive constant Cmp ∈ R such that for any u ∈ Hs(Σt)
it holds

‖∂p
t β

mu‖Hs ≤ Cmp‖u‖Hs ;

• the second fundamental form k is bounded in a similar sense as above.

Examples of globally hyperbolic manifolds satisfying Setup 4.1 are ultrastatic manifolds, de
Sitter space and FLRW spacetimes.

As in the previous section, we introduce a family of Sobolev spaces Hs
•(Σt) (see Definition 3.1)

and as before we denote its intersection with the smooth forms by

Ωk
s(Σt) = Ωk(Σ;C) ∩ H

s
k(Σt) .

Recall that on a globally hyperbolic manifold, any k-form ω ∈ Ωk(M;C) can be decomposed
as ω = dt ∧ ω0 + ω1 with ω0 := ∂tyω, which yields a decomposition

Γ(Vk) = Ωk(M;C) ≃ C∞(
R,Ωk−1(Σ;C)

)⊕ C∞(
R,Ωk(Σ;C)

)
.

We further introduce the subspace

Γs(Vk) := C∞(
R,Ωk−1

s (Σ•)
)⊕ C∞(

R,Ωk
s(Σ•)

)

and set Γtc,s(Vk) := Γtc(Vk) ∩ Γs(Vk) for the subspace of timelike compactly-supported fields.

Let us now consider the normally-hyperbolic d’Alembertian �k := δd + dδ : Γ(Vk) → Γ(Vk)
and denote by ρk,t : Γ(Vk) → Γ(Vρk,t

) the initial data map defined by

ρk,t(ω) := (ω|Σt , i
−1∂tω|Σt) .

where Vρk,t
:= Vk|Σt ⊕ Vk|Σt and Γ(Vk|Σt)

∼= Ωk−1(Σ;C) ⊕ Ωk(Σ;C). In the case t = 0, we will
simply write ρk := ρk,0 and Vρk

:= Vρk,0
. The space of smooth Sobolev initial data will be denoted

by

Γs(Vρk,t
) := Hs

k(Σt) ⊕ Hs−1
k (Σt) with Hs

k(Σt) := Ωk−1
s (Σt) ⊕ Ωk

s(Σt) ,

where the space Hs
k(Σt) is naturally topologized by the norms

‖(α0, α1)‖Hs := (‖α0‖2
Hs + ‖α1‖2

Hs)
1
2 .

for all (α0, α1) ∈ Hs
k(Σt). With the notation introduced above we can finally formulate the main

result of this section.
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Theorem 4.2. Let (M, g) be as in the Setup 4.1. Then the Cauchy problem for �k is well-posed,
i.e. for any f ∈ Γs−2(Vk) and (h1, h2) ∈ Γs(Vρk,t0

) with t0 ∈ R there exists a unique solution
ω ∈ Γs(Vk) to the initial value problem






�kω = f

ω|Σt0
= h1

(i−1∂tω)|Σt0
= h2

which depends continuously on the data (f, h1, h2) with respect to the natural Fréchet topologies.

Remark 4.3. The Cauchy data map ρk restricts to a well-defined map ρk : Γs(Vk) → Γs(Vρk
).

Theorem 4.2 implies that its restriction to ker(�k|Γs) is bijective with inverse given by the Cauchy
evolution operator Uk : Γs(Vρk

) → ker(�k|Γs).

Since compactly supported Cauchy data are dense2 in Γs−2(Vk)⊕Γs(Vρk
) , and the solution to

Cauchy problem is spacelike compact, to prove our claim, it remains to show that given a sequence
of compactly supported Cauchy data converging to smooth element in Γs−2(Vk) ⊕ Γs(Vρk

), the
solution will be an element in Γs(Vk) . To achieve our goal we need to introduce suitable energy
estimates. We begin with a preliminary result.

Lemma 4.4. Let ω ∈ C∞(R,L2
k(Σ•)) such that ∂tω ∈ C∞(R,L2

k(Σ•)). Then

d

dt
‖ωt‖2

L2 ≤ 2Re{〈∂tωt, ωt〉L2} + c(t) · ‖ωt‖2
L2

for some positive constant c that is locally uniform in time.

Proof. First, we note that there is a unitary operator Ut : L2
k(Σt) → L2

k(Σ0) defined by Ut = ρt ·ut,
where ut : Ωk(Σt;C) → Ωk(Σ0;C) is constructed using the flow of ∂t and ρ ∈ C∞(M, (0,∞)) is the
map defined by volht

= ρ2
t volh0 . By the dominate convergence, it follows that

d

dt
‖ωt‖2

L2 =
d

dt
‖Utωt‖2

L2 =
d

dt

∫

Σ
(h0)−1

(k)(utωt, utωt) ρ
2
t volh0 ≤

≤2Re

{∫

Σ
(h0)−1

(k)(∂tutωt, utωt) ρ
2
t volh0

}
+ c(t) · ‖ωt‖2

L2 =

=2Re{〈∂tωt, ωt〉L2} + c(t) · ‖ωt‖2
L2

where we used the fact that ut commutes with ∂t up to bounded terms depending on the second
fundamental form k and lapse function β. Since the term involving ∂tρ

2
t , which yields a logarithmic

change of the volume
∂tρ2

t

ρ2
t

volht
, can be bounded by a time-dependent constant c(t), we can conclude

our proof.

Proposition 4.5 (Energy Estimates). Assume the Setup 4.1. Then, for any ω ∈ Γs(Vk) such
that ∂tω ∈ Γs(Vk) and �kω ∈ Γs−2(Vk) it holds

Es(ω, t1) ≤ Es(ω, t0) · eC(t1−t0) +

∫ t1

t0

eC(t1−τ)‖�kω|Στ ‖2
Hs−2 dτ

for some constant C > 0, where Es(ω, ·) : R → R is for all t ∈ R defined by

Es(ω, t) : = ‖ω|Σt‖2
Hs + ‖∂tω|Σt‖2

Hs−1 .

2As mentioned earlier, using standard arguments it can be shown that Ωk
c (Σ,C) is dense in H

s
k(Σ) for any s ≥ 0.
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Proof. We follow a similar strategy as in [8] (see also the discussion in [5, Sec. 3.7]). As a first
step, we try to find suitable bounds for ∂t‖ω|Σt‖2

Hs and ∂t‖∂tω|Σt‖2
Hs−1 . As usual, we decompose

ω = dt ∧ ω0 + ω1 and recall ‖ω|Σt‖2
Hs = ‖ω0|Σt‖2

Hs + ‖ω1|Σt‖2
Hs . Using Lemma 4.4, we find

d

dt
‖ωi|Σt‖2

Hs ≤ 2Re{〈∂tE
s
2ωi|Σt ,E

s
2ωi|Σt〉L2} + c1(t) · ‖E

s
2ωi|Σt‖2

L2

≤ 2Re{〈∂tωi|Σt , ωi|Σt〉Hs} + c2(t) · ‖ωi|Σt‖2
Hs ,

(4.1)

where, in order to obtain the second estimate, we used that the commutator [E
s
2 , ∂t] is effectively a

pseudodifferential operator of order ≤ s, as one can easily see be calculating its principal symbol,
and hence can be bounded in the ‖ · ‖Hs-norm. Following similar steps, we obtain the bound

d

dt
‖∂tωi|Σt‖2

Hs−1 ≤ 2Re{〈∂2
t ωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1} + c3(t) · ‖∂tωi|Σt‖2

Hs−1 . (4.2)

Next, we want to estimate the inner product containing ∂2
t ωi. For this, we recall the Weitzenböck

formula of Riemannian geometry, which states �k = −gµν∇µ∇ν +R, where R : Γ(Vk) → Γ(Vk) is a
linear differential operator of order zero constructed from the curvature tensor of (M, g). Now, simi-
lar to ω, we decomposing the k-form �kω as �kω = dt∧(�kω)0+(�kω)1 with (�kω)0 := ∂ty(�kω).
In general, both (�kω)0 and (�kω)1 will contain both the components ω0 ∈ C∞(R,Ωk−1

s (Σ•))
and ω1 ∈ C∞(R,Ωk

s(Σ•)) as well as their (first) derivatives, but it is not too hard to see that they
have the following general structure:

(�kω)i = β−2∂2
t ωi + Ek−1+iωi + Aiω0 + Biω1 + Ci(∂tω0) + Fi(∂tω1) (4.3)

where Ek = 1 + ∆k with ∆k = δΣdΣ + dΣδΣ, as usual, and where

Ai : Ωk−1
s (Σ;C) → Ωk−1+i

s−1 (Σ;C)

Bi : Ωk
s(Σ;C) → Ωk−1+i

s−1 (Σ;C)

Ci : Ωk−1
s (Σ;C) → Ωk−1+i

s (Σ;C)

Fi : Ωk
s(Σ;C) → Ωk−1+i

s (Σ;C)

are bounded linear differential operators, containing factors of β, β−1 as well as contractions of
the second fundamental form k with ωi, Ai,Bi of order one and Ci,Fi of order zero, differentiating
only in Σt-direction3. Using the decomposition (4.3) as well as the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
estimate the term involving ∂2

t ωi in (4.2) further as

2Re{〈∂2
t ωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1}

=2Re{〈β2((�kω)i − Eωi − Aiω0 − Biω1 − Ci(∂tω0) − Fi(∂tω1))|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1}

≤ − 2Re{〈Eωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1} + c4(t) ·
(

‖(�kω)i|Σt‖Hs + ‖ω0|Σt‖Hs+

+ ‖ω1|Σt‖Hs + ‖∂tω0|Σt‖Hs−1 + ‖∂tω1|Σt‖Hs−1

)
· ‖∂tωi|Σt‖Hs−1

(4.4)

where also used that Ai,Bi,Ci,Fi are bounded in the relevant Sobolev norms. Now, note that

〈Eωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1 = 〈E 1
2ωi|Σt ,E

1
2 ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs−1 = 〈ωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs .

Summing (4.1) and (4.4), we see that the term −2Re{ωi|Σt , ∂tωi|Σt〉Hs} cancels and we are left
with the inequality

d

dt
Es(ω, t) ≤ c4(t) · Es(ω, t) + ‖(�kω)|Σt‖2

Hs−1 .

The claimed result follows by applying Grönwall’s lemma [37] (see also [5, Lemma 1.5.1]) to a
compact time interval.

3If (M = R × Σ, g = −dt2 + h) is ultrastatic, then clearly A0 = B1 = −1 and A1 = B0 = Ci = Fi = 0.
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Let us equip the space Γs(Vk) with the topology induced by the family of seminorms

‖ω‖I,s :=

(∫

I
‖ω|Σt‖2

Hs dt

) 1
2

labelled by compact time intervals I ⊂ R. Taking a compact exhaustion of R, we conclude that
the topology of Γs(Vk) is induced by a countable family of seminorms and hence in particular
(pseudo)metrizable. However, note that Γs(Vk) is in general not a Fréchet space, since not every
limit of a convergent sequence in Γs(Vk) w.r.t. ‖ · ‖I,s is necessarily smooth.

As an immediate consequence of the energy estimate, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.6. Assume the Setup 4.1 and let ω ∈ Γs(Vk) be such that ∂tω ∈ Γs(Vk) and �kω ∈
Γs−2(Vk). Then, for every compact time interval I = [t0, t1] ⊂ R it holds that

‖ω‖2
I,s ≤ C ·

(
‖ω|Σt0

‖2
Hs(Σt0 ) + ‖∂tω|Σt0

‖2
Hs−1(Σt0 ) + ‖�kω‖2

I,s

)

We omit the proof and refer to [8, Corollary 12]. We can finally prove the main result of this
section.

Proof of Theorem 4.2. The existence and the uniqueness of the solution of the Cauchy problem
for smooth Cauchy data is well-know, (see e.g. [7]), so we only have to show that we our choice of
Cauchy data the solution belong to Γs(Vk). To this end, we recast that the solution to normally
hyperbolic PDEs enjoy finite propagation of speed, namely if (f, h1, h2) ∈ Γsc(Vk) × Γc(Vρk

), then
u ∈ Γsc(Vk). Therefore, consider a sequence of Cauchy data (fn, h1n, h2n) ∈ Γsc(Vk) × Γc(Vρk

)
which converge to an element (f∗, h∗

1, h
∗
2) ∈ Γs−2(Vk) × Γs(Vρk

) (in the intersection topology) and
denote the corresponding solution of the Cauchy problem with un ∈ Γsc(Vk). Then, the limit
lim un will also converge to a smooth solution u to the Cauchy problem and, by Corollary 4.6, we
can conclude that u ∈ Γs(Vk).

Moreover, we recall that the normally hyperbolic operators �k are in particular Green hy-
perbolic, which means that there exist (unique) Green operators G

+
k (resp. G

−
k ), which are the

inverses of �k when restricted to past (resp. future) compactly supported sections. In the setting
of Sobolev spaces, Theorem 4.2 gives rise to the following characterization:

Proposition 4.7. Let (M, g) as in the Setup 4.1. Then, there exist (unique) linear operators
G

±
k : Γtc,s−2(Vk) → Γs(Vk), called advanced/retarded Green operators, satisfying the following

conditions:

(i) G
±
k ◦ �k|Γtc,s = �k ◦ G

±
k = 1Γtc,s

(ii) supp(G±
k s) ⊂ J±(supp(s)) ∀s ∈ Γtc(V)

Furthermore, we define the causal propagator by Gk := G
+
k − G

−
k : Γtc,s−2(Vk) → Γs(Vk). Then,

the following sequence is exact and forms a complex:

0 −−−−→ Γtc,s(Vk)
�k−−−−−−→ Γtc,s−2(Vk)

Gk−−−−−−→ Γs(Vk)
�k−−−−−−→ Γs−2(Vk) −−−−→ 0 .

Proof. Let f ∈ Γtc,s−2(Vk). By assumption, there exists a time t0 ∈ R such that supp(f) ⊂
J+(Σt0). We set G

+
k f := u where u is the unique solution of the Cauchy problem





�ku = f

u|Σ0 = 0

∂tu|Σ0 = 0

By Theorem 4.2, it follows that u ∈ Γs(Vk) and hence G
+
k : Γtc,s−2(Vk) → Γs(Vk). Similarly, we

construct G
−
k : Γtc,s−2(Vk) → Γs(Vk) by choosing t1 such that supp(f) ⊂ J−(Σt1). Clearly, (i)
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and (ii) are satisfied. For uniqueness, we recall that the Cauchy problem of �k is well-posed for
arbitrary smooth Cauchy data. In particular, following the same construction as above, we obtain
more general Green operators G+ : Γpc(Vk) → Γpc(Vk) and G− : Γfc(Vk) → Γfc(Vk) with similar
properties. By construction, these operators are the inverses of �k|Γpc resp. �k|Γfc

and hence in
particular unique. Uniqueness of G

±
k then follows from the fact that they are the restrictions to

Γtc,s−2(Vk). For more details, we refer to [4].
Let us now turn to the claimed exact complex: The sequence displayed above is clearly a

complex, i.e. Gk ◦�k|Γtc,s = 0 and �k ◦ Gk = 0. For exactness, we follow the proof in [6, Theorem
3.5.] adapted to the setting of Sobolev spaces: For exactness at Γtc,s(Vk), we observe that any
ω ∈ ker(�k) ∩ Γtc,s(Vk) satisfies ω = G±

�kω = 0. For exactness at Γtc,s−2(Vk), we have to show
ker(Gk|Γtc,s−2) = ran(�k|Γtc,s). The direction “⊃” is clear. For “⊂”, let ω ∈ Γtc,s−2(Vk) such that
Gkω = 0. We set η := G

+
k ω = G

−
k ω. It follows that η ∈ Γtc,s and �η = ω. For exactness at Γs(Vk),

we need to show ker(�k|Γs) = ran(Gk|Γtc,s−2). The direction “⊃” is clear. For “⊂”, let ω ∈ Γs(Vk)
be such that �kω = 0. We take cutoff functions χ± with 1 = χ+−χ− and supp(χ±ω) ⊂ J±(Σ±) for
suitable Cauchy hypersurfaces Σ± with the property that J+(Σ+) ∩ J−(Σ−) 6= ∅. Set ω± := χ±ω
and η := �kω

+ = �kω
−. Then, clearly supp(η) ⊂ J+(Σ+) ∩ J−(Σ−), hence η ∈ Γtc(Vk) and

G±η = ω±. We conclude that Gη = ω. Last but not least, exactness at Γs−2(Vk) follows from
Theorem 4.2.

A straightforward computation shows that the Green operators G± are formal adjoints of each
other w.r.t. (·, ·)Vk

. In particular, the causal propagator is formally anti self-adjoint. Furthermore,
the exact sequence above establishes the isomorphism

[Gk] :
Γtc,s−2(Vk)

ran(�k|Γtc,s)

∼=−→ ker(�k|Γs) .

Remark 4.8. We remark that the extended causal propagator G : Γtc(Vk) → Γ(Vk) induces a
similar exact sequence of the form

0 −−−−→ Γtc(Vk)
�k−−−−−−→ Γtc(Vk)

G−−−−−→ Γ(Vk)
�k−−−−−−→ Γ(Vk) −−−−→ 0 .

5 The Quantization of Maxwell Theory in the Cauchy Radiation Gauge

The aim of this section is to fix completely the gauge degrees of freedom of Maxwell theory and
to discuss different representations of the phase space for Sobolev initial data. For this purpose, we
will adapt the abstract formalism for linear gauge theories introduced by Hack-Schenkel in [38] to
the setting of Sobolev spaces and discuss the notion of Hadamard states. For the reader interested
in the quantization of a scalar free field theory, we recommend [9,28].

5.1 Phase Space and Complete Gauge Fixing

As before, we consider a Maxwell bundle (Vk, (·, ·)Vk
) introduced in Section 2, which is defined

over an (n+ 1)-dimensional globally hyperbolic manifold (M, g) as in the Setup 4.1. Since (Σ, ht)
is complete for all t ∈ R we denote the space of smooth spacelike Sobolev fields of degree s = ∞
and the corresponding space of initial data by

Γ∞(Vk) = C∞(
R,Ωk−1

∞ (Σ•)
)⊕ C∞(

R,Ωk
∞(Σ•)

)

Γ∞(Vρk
) = H∞

k (Σ0) ⊕ H∞
k (Σ0)

with H∞
k (Σ) = Ωk−1

∞ (Σ) ⊕ Ωk
∞(Σ), as in Section 4. The corresponding Cauchy data map ρk : ω 7→

(ω|Σ0 , ∂tω|Σ0) is hence well-defined as a map ρk : Γ∞(Vk) → Γ∞(Vρk
).
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Definition 5.1. We consider the following subspaces of Γ∞(V1) and Γ∞(Vρ1):

Γ∞,d(V1) = {ω = ω0dt+ ω1 ∈ Γ∞(V1) | ω1|Σ0 , ∂tω1|Σ0 ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0)}

Γ∞,d(Vρ1) = H∞
1,d(Σ0) ⊕ H∞

1,d(Σ0)

where H∞
1,d(Σ0) := Ω0

∞(Σ0) ⊕ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0) ⊂ H∞

1 (Σ0). Clearly, ρ1 : Γ∞,d(V1) → Γ∞,d(Vρ1).

Remark 5.2. Note that the definition Γ∞,d(V1) depends on the choice of initial hypersurface Σ0,
since the condition ω1|Σ0 ∈ Ω1

∞,d(Σ0) does in general not propagate.

Using the discussion of Section 3, we obtain the following generalization of Proposition 2.4 for
non-compact manifolds. We start by proving the following preliminary Lemma:

Corollary 5.3. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic manifold as in the Setup 4.1. For any A ∈
Γ∞(V1), there exists a unique (up to a constant) f ∈ Γ(V0) with the property df ∈ Γ∞,d(V1)
s.t. A′ := A− df satisfies the Cauchy radiation gauge condition.

Proof. The proof is analogues to the proof of Proposition 2.4: Let us decompose A = A0dt+AΣ

with A0 = ∂tyA. The condition for A′ to satisfy the Cauchy radiation gauge amounts to solving
the system





�0f = δA

π = A0|Σ0

∆0a = δΣAΣ0|Σ

where a := f |Σ0 and π := ∂tf |Σ0 denote the initial data of f . By assumption, AΣ|Σ0 ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0)

and hence, by Proposition 3.14, there exists a unique a ∈ C∞(Σ;C) with the property dΣa ∈
Ω1

∞,d(Σ0) s.t. ∆0a = δΣAΣ|Σ0 . Therefore, the system above has a unique solution f ∈ Γ(V0)

up to constant [7, Chapter 3], which satisfies dΣf |Σ0 ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0). It remains to show that

df ∈ Γ∞,d(V1). For this, we observe that df is the unique solution of the Cauchy problem





�1df = dδA ∈ Γ∞(V1)

df |Σ0 = (A0dt+ dΣa)|Σ0 ∈ H1
∞,d(Σ0) = Ω0

∞(Σ0) ⊕ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0)

∂tdf |Σ0 = ((∂tA0 + βh−1(dΣa−AΣ,dΣβ))dt+ dΣA0)|Σ0 ∈ H1
∞,d(Σ0) = Ω0

∞(Σ0) ⊕ Ω1
∞,d(Σ0)

where we used that dΣA0|Σ0 ∈ dΣΩ0
∞(Σ0) ⊂ Ω1

∞,d(Σ0) and where we rewrote the initial data as

∂tf |Σ0 = A0|Σ0

dΣf |Σ0 = dΣa

∂2
t f |Σ0 = ∂tA0|Σ0 + βh−1(dΣa−AΣ,dΣβ)|Σ0

∂tdΣf |Σ0 = dΣ∂tf |Σ0 = dΣA0|Σ0

In the third line, we used ∇2
0f |Σ0 = ∇0A0|Σ0 and ∇0A0 = ∂tA0−β−1trh(k)A0∂tβ−βh−1(AΣ,dΣβ).

We conclude that df ∈ Γ∞,d(V1) by Theorem 4.2.

After this preliminary discussion, we now move on to the phase space of Maxwell theory and
its quantization. We will follow the general strategy for quantizing linear gauge theories developed
by Hack-Schenkel [38] and refined by Gérard-Wrochna [34] (see also the presentation in [30])4,
which covers many important examples including linearized Yang-Mills theory as well as linearized
gravity. The Hack-Schenkel formalism is usually discussed in the setting of fields with spacelike
compact support. In the following, we shall adopt it, in the special case of Maxwell theory, to
smooth fields, which are spatially in a Sobolev space, and to complete gauge fixing.

4For the relation of the Hack-Schenkel formalism to the BRST formalism, we refer the reader to [61].
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Consider the Maxwell operator P : Γ(V1) → Γ(V1) given by P = δd. In order to incorporate
the Cauchy radiation gauge, let us introduce some notation for the Cauchy data: We consider the
decompositions

Γ(Vρ0) ∼= Ω0(Σ;C)2, Γ(Vρ1) ∼= Ω0(Σ;C)2 ⊕ Ω1(Σ;C)2 (5.1)

and parametrize the Cauchy data maps ρi : Γ(Vi) → Γ(Vρi
) w.r.t. this decomposition as

ρ0 : f 7→
(

f |Σ0

i−1∇0f |Σ0

)
and ρ1 : A 7→




A0|Σ0

i−1∂tA0|Σ0

AΣ|Σ0

i−1∂tAΣ|Σ0


 .

where we decompose Γ(V1) ∋ A = A0dt + AΣ as usual. Furthermore, we consider the Cauchy
evolution operators Ui : Γ(Vρi

) → ker(�i), which are the inverses of ρi restricted to the right
domain. With this notation, we introduce the operator

K : Γ(V0) → Γ(V1), K := d .

Its formal adjoint w.r.t. to (·, ·)Vi
is the operator K∗ : Γ(V1) → Γ(V0) given by K∗ = δ, which

parametrizes the Lorenz gauge condition. On the level of Cauchy data, we introduce the operators

KΣ : Γ(Vρ0) → Γ(Vρ1), KΣ := ρ1KU0

K
†
Σ : Γ(Vρ1) → Γ(Vρ0), K

†
Σ := ρ0K

∗U1 .

The notation K
†
Σ will become clear as soon as a suitable Hermitian form will be introduced (see

the end of Subsection 5.1). Furthermore, note that K
†
ΣKΣ = 0. Similarly, we encode the Cauchy

temporal gauge both globally and on the level of initial data by introducing the operators

RΣ : Γ(Vρ1) → Γ(Vρ1), RΣ :=




1 0 0 0
−β−1∂tβ|Σ0 1 −βh−1(dΣβ, ·)|Σ0 0

0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0




R : Γ(V1) → Γ(V1), R := U1RΣρ1 .

In other words, A ∈ ker(R) if and only if A0|Σ0 = ∇0A0|Σ0 = 0, where we used the general formula

∇0A0 = ∂tA0 −A0β
−1∂tβ − βh−1(dΣβ,AΣ)

to relate ∇0A0|Σ0 to the initial data (A0|Σ0 , ∂tA0|Σ0 , AΣ|Σ0 , ∂tAΣ|Σ0) of A ∈ Γ(V1).

Proposition 5.4. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic manifold as in the Setup 4.1. The following
diagram is commutative and every map is an isomorphism:

VP :=
ker(K∗|Γtc,∞)

ran(P|Γtc) ∩ ΓG(V1)

ker(P|Γ∞)

ran(K) ∩ Γ∞,d(V1)

VΣ :=
ker(K†

Σ|Γ∞)

ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1)

ker(�1|Γ∞) ∩ ker(K∗|Γ∞)

K(ker(�0)) ∩ Γ∞,d(V1)

VR := ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞) ∩ ker(RΣ|Γ∞) ker(�1|Γ∞) ∩ ker(K∗|Γ∞) ∩ ker(R|Γ∞)

[G1]

[G1]
[ρ1G1]

[U1]

TΣ

U1

where the maps denoted by “ →֒” are induced by the inclusions and where

ΓG(V1) := {ω ∈ Γtc,∞(V1) | G1ω ∈ Γ∞,d(V1)} .
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Proof. The two isomorphisms “→֒” induced by the inclusion are clear and a direct consequence
of Corollary 5.3, i.e. the fact that for any A ∈ ker(P|Γ∞), we can find a unique f ∈ Γ(V1) (up to
constant) such that Kf ∈ Γ∞,d(V1) and such that A + Kf satisfies the Cauchy radiation gauge.
Furthermore, the isomorphism U1 on the bottom of the diagram is clear by definition, since U1 is
bijective as a map U1 : Γ∞(Vρ1) → ker(�1|Γ∞).

In the following, we show that the map [G1] on top is an isomorphism. The remaining isomor-
phisms are proven analogously and commutativity of the diagram is clear. Bijectivity amounts to
showing that

injectivity: G
−1
1 (ran(K) ∩ Γ∞,d(V1)) ∩ ker(K∗|Γtc,∞) = ran(P|Γtc) ∩ ΓG(V1)

surjectivity: ker(P|Γ∞) = G1(ker(K∗|Γtc,∞)) + (ran(K) ∩ Γ∞,d(V1))

For “⊃” in injectivity, let ω = Pη with η ∈ Γtc(V1) such that ω ∈ ΓG(V1), i.e. ω ∈ Γtc,∞(V1) and
G1ω ∈ Γ∞,d(V1). Clearly K∗ω = K∗Pη = 0 and

G1ω = G1Pη = −G1KK
∗η = K(−G0K

∗η) ∈ ran(K) ∩ Γ∞,d(V1)

For “⊂”, let ω ∈ ker(K∗|Γtc,∞) be such that G1ω ∈ Γ∞,d(V1) and G1ω = Kf for some f ∈ Γ(V0).
Then 0 = K∗ω = �0f implies that f = G0g for some g ∈ Γtc(V0). Now, G1ω = Kf = G1Kg
implies that there exists η ∈ Γtc(V1) such that Kg−ω = �1η. Note that �0K∗η = �0g and hence
�0(g − K∗η) = 0. Since g − K∗η ∈ Γtc(V0), we conclude by Remark 4.8 that g = K∗η. It follows
that

ω = Kg − �1η = K(g − K
∗η) − Pη = P(−η)

and hence ω ∈ ran(P|Γtc). For surjectivity, “⊃” is clear. For “⊂”, we pick ω ∈ ker(P|Γ∞).
First, by Corollary 5.3, we can always find a gauge transformation ω = ω + Kf with f ∈ Γ(V0)
and Kf ∈ Γ∞,d(V1) such that ω ∈ ker(K∗|Γ∞). Therefore, w.l.o.g. we assume ω ∈ ker(P|Γ∞) ∩
ker(K∗|Γ∞) and hence in particular �1ω = 0. It follows that ω = G1η for some η ∈ Γtc,∞(V1).
Furthermore, K∗ω = 0 implies G0K∗η = 0 and hence K∗η = �0g for some g ∈ Γtc,∞(V0) (since
K∗η ∈ Γtc,∞(V0)). Then, a straight-forward calculation shows that f := G0g is the required gauge
transform, i.e. ω − Kf = G1(η − Kg) ∈ G1(ker(K∗|Γtc,∞)). Observe that f = G0g ∈ Γ∞(V0) and
hence Kf ∈ Γ∞,d(V1) since clearly K(Γ∞(V0)) ⊂ Γ∞,d(V1).

We equip the bundles of initial data Vρi
with Hermitian bundle metrics 〈·, ·〉Vρi

and denote the
corresponding Hermitian forms on sections by (·, ·)Vρi

: Γ∞(Vρi
) × Γ∞(Vρi

) → C. Next, we define

linear operators5 Gi,Σ : Γ∞(Vρi
) → Γ∞(Vρi

), which are uniquely determined by the relation

Gi = (ρiGi)
∗
Gi,Σ(ρiGi) , (5.2)

where (ρiGi)
∗ denotes the adjoint of ρiGi w.r.t. (·, ·)Vi

and (·, ·)Vρi
. With this notation, we define

Hermitian forms by

qi,Σ : Γ∞(Vρi
) × Γ∞(Vρi

) → C, qi,Σ(·, ·) := i(·,Gi,Σ·)Vρi
.

Note that the choice of fibre metrics 〈·, ·〉Vρi
on Vρi

was arbitrary, however, the Hermitian forms

qi,Σ are uniquely fixed by Gi and 〈·, ·〉Vi
. Furthermore, note that the operator K

†
Σ is the formal

adjoint of KΣ w.r.t. the Hermitian forms qi,Σ.

Definition 5.5 (Phase Space). We equip the vector spaces VP and VΣ with the Hermitian forms

q1 : VP × VP → C, q1([·], [·]) := i(·,G1·)V1

q1,Σ : VΣ × VΣ → C, q1,Σ([·], [·]) := i(·,G1,Σ·)Vρ1
.

By Proposition 5.4, the map [ρ1G1] provides a unitary isomorphism

[ρ1G1] : (VP, q1)
∼=−→ (VΣ, q1,Σ) .

5Using Green’s formula it can be shown that Gi,Σ are in fact linear differential operators.
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5.2 Cauchy Surface Covariance and Hadamard States

The quantization of a linear, free field gauge theory is realizes by a two-step procedure: First,
one assigns to the classical phase space (VP, q1) a unital ∗-algebra CCR(VP, q1) abstractly gener-
ated by symbols 1,Φ(v),Φ∗(w) for all v,w ∈ VP, such that

• the assignment v 7→ Φ(v) and w 7→ Φ∗(w) are respectively C-anti-linear and C-linear;

• Φ(v)∗ = Φ∗(v);

• the canonical commutation relations are fulfilled:

[Φ(v),Φ(w)] = [Φ∗(v),Φ∗(w)] = 0 ,

[Φ(v),Φ∗(w)] = q1(v,w)1 .

Then, one determines the admissible physical states of the system by identifying a suitable
subclass of the linear, positive, i.e. ω(a∗a) ≥ 0, and normalized, i.e. ω(1) = 1, functionals
ω : CCR(VP, q1) → C. Once that a state is specified, the Gelfand-Naimark-Segal (GNS) con-
struction guarantees the existence of a representation of the quantum field algebra as operators
define on a common dense subspace of some Hilbert space. In this paper, we will not worry about
the explicit construction of such representation and we will restrict our attention to the sub-
class of so-called quasifree states, which are fully determined by a pair of (spacetime) covariances,
i.e. Hermitian forms Λ± : VP × VP → C defined by

Λ+(v,w) := ω(Φ(v)Φ∗(w)) and Λ−(v,w) := ω(Φ∗(w)Φ(v)) .

for all v,w ∈ VP. Indeed, any quasifree state ω : CCR(VP, q1) → C can be written as

ω

( n∏

i=1

Φ∗(vi)
m∏

j=1

Φ(wj)

)
= δmn

∑

σ∈Sn

n∏

i=1

ω(Φ∗(vσ(i))Φ(wσ(i)))

for m,n ∈ N. In fact, every pair of Hermitian forms Λ± : VP × VP → C on VP, which are non-
negative in the sense that Λ±(v, v) ≥ 0 for all v ∈ VP, and with the property Λ+ − Λ− = q1 define
a unique quasi-free state in this way. For further details we refer to [28]. Adapting [28,34] to the
setting of Sobolev spaces, there is the following characterization:

Proposition 5.6. Consider a pair of pseudo-covariances λ±, namely continuous linear maps
λ± : Γtc,∞(V1) → Γ(V1) satisfying

(i) (λ±)∗ = λ± w.r.t. (·, ·)V1 and λ± : ran(P|Γtc) ∩ ΓG(V1) → ran(P|Γtc) ∩ ΓG(V1);

(ii) �1λ
± = λ±

�1 = 0 and (λ+ −λ−)s = iG1s mod K(ker(�0))∩Γ∞,d(V1) ∀s ∈ ker(K∗|Γtc,∞);

(iii) (s, λ±s)V1 ≥ 0 for any s ∈ ker(K∗|Γtc,∞).

Then, the Hermitian forms Λ± : VP × VP → C defined by

Λ±([s], [t]) := (s, λ±t)V1 ∀s, t ∈ ker(K∗|Γtc,∞)

are the spacetime covariances of a quasifree state on CCR(VP, q1).

The name “pseudo-”covariance comes from the fact that λ± are not required to be positive for
(· , ·)V1 on Γ∞(V1), but only on the subspace ker(K∗|Γtc,∞).

It is widely accepted that among all possible (quasifree) states, the physical ones are required to
satisfy the so-called Hadamard condition. The reasons for this choice are manifold: For example,
it implies the finiteness of the quantum fluctuations of the expectation value of every observable,
and it allows us to construct Wick polynomials following a covariant scheme. This requirement is
conveniently translated to the language of microlocal analysis:
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Definition 5.7. A quasifree state ω on CCR(VP, q1) induced by a pair of pseudo-covariances λ±

is called Hadamard state if

WF′(λ±) ⊂ N± × N± ,

where WF′(λ±) is defined as the primed wavefront set of the Schwartz kernel of λ± and

N± := {(p, ξ) ∈ T
∗
M | g−1(ξ, ξ) = 0 and ± ξ(v) > 0 ∀v ∈ TpM future-directed timelike} .

This definition of Hadamard states is the same as in [30, 34]. See also [28, 60] for reviews of
other (equivalent) definitions. The construction of Hadamard states is in general a hard task and
to be accomplished, it is often preferable to work on the level of initial data.

Definition 5.8. Let ω be a quasifree state on CCR(VP, q1) induced by pseudo-covariances λ±.
The continuous linear maps λ±

Σ : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ(Vρ1) defined by

λ±
Σ := (ρ∗

1G1,Σ)∗λ±(ρ∗
1G1,Σ) ,

where the adjoints are taken w.r.t. (·, ·)Vi
and (·, ·)Vρi

, are called Cauchy pseudo-covariances.

Since the bundle metrics 〈·, ·〉Vρi
can be chosen arbitrarily, it is more natural to work with the

physical Hermitian form q1,Σ. Following [28,34] we get the following characterization:

Proposition 5.9. Suppose c± : Γ∞(V1) → Γ(V1) are continuous linear operators satisfying

(i) (c±)† = c± w.r.t. q1,Σ and c±(ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1)) ⊂ ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1);

(ii) (c+ + c−)f = f modulo ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1) for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞);

(iii) ±q1,Σ(f, c±f) ≥ 0 for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞).

Then, λ±
Σ := ±iG1,Σc

± are the Cauchy pseudo-covariances of a quasifree state on CCR(VP, q1),
or in other words,

λ± := (ρ1G1)∗λ±
Σ(ρ1G1) = ±iU1c

±(ρ1G1),

are pseudo-covariances of a quasifree state on CCR(VP, q1). Furthermore, suppose that �1 is
normally hyperbolic. If for some neighbourhood U of Σ in M we have

(iv) WF′(U1c
±
1 ) ⊂ (N± ∪ F ) × T

∗Σ over U × Σ where F ⊂ T
∗
M is a conic set s.t. F ∩ N = ∅

then the associated state is Hadamard.

Remark 5.10. Note that (ρ1G1) can continuously be extended to a surjective map (ρ1G1) : Γ′(V1) →
Γ′(Vρ1), which is needed in the definition of λ± above (see [34, Lemma 3.7.] for details).

5.3 Construction of Hadamard states in Ultrastatic Spacetimes

The aim of this section is to construct Hadamard states for Maxwell fields in the Cauchy
radiation gauge on ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifolds with a Cauchy hypersurface of bounded
geometry. The general case can be achieved by performing the usual deformation argument (see
also Section 6).
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5.3.1 Phase Space and Gauge Fixing

As a first step, we provide an explicit realization of the abstract isomorphism TΣ between
VΣ and VR introduced in Proposition 5.4 on ultrastatic spacetimes. This will be fundamental
for discussing the Hadamard properties of the pseudodifferential operators c± we are going to
construct. Throughout this section, let (M, g) be globally hyperbolic and ultrastatic manifold

M ∼= R × Σ , g = −dt2 + h ,

where Σ denotes a smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface and h a Riemannian metric on Σ. Recall
that this implies in particular that (Σ, h) is complete, see e.g. [42,53]. Therefore, the assumptions
of the Setup 4.1 are satisfied.

In order to construct the operator TΣ, we need first an explicit expression of KΣ and K
†
Σ.

Lemma 5.11. Let (M, g = −dt2+h) be an ultrastatic spacetime. Using the notation of Section 5.1

and the decompositions of Γ(Vρk
) as in Equation (5.1), the operators KΣ and K

†
Σ take the form

KΣ =




0 i1
i∆0 0
dΣ 0
0 dΣ


 and K

†
Σ =

(
0 i1 δΣ 0

i∆0 0 0 δΣ

)
.

Proof. Let (a, π) ∈ Γ(V0). Then, KΣ = ρ1KU0 acts on (a, π) as

KΣ

(
a
π

)
=




∂tf |Σ
i−1∂2

t f |Σ
(df)Σ|Σ

i−1∂t(df)Σ|Σ


 =




iπ
i∆0a
dΣa
dΣπ


 with f := U0

(
a
π

)
∈ ker(�0) , (5.3)

where we used that �0f = ∂2
t f + ∆0f = 0. Similarly, for (a0, π0, aΣ, πΣ) ∈ Γ(V1), we calculate

K
†
Σ




a0

π0

aΣ

πΣ


 =

(
δA|Σ

i−1∂tδA|Σ

)
=

(
δΣaΣ + iπ0

i∆0a0 + δΣπΣ

)
with A := U1




a0

π0

aΣ

πΣ


 ∈ ker(�1) ,

where we used δA = δΣAΣ + ∂tA0 as well as (�1A)0 = ∂2
tA0 + ∆0A0 = 0.

Corollary 5.12. The space of initial data in the Cauchy radiation gauge VR (see Proposition 5.4)
on an ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifold (M, g = −dt2 + h) is given by

VR = {(0, 0, aΣ, πΣ) ∈ Γ∞(Vρ1) | δΣaΣ = δΣπΣ = 0}.

Lemma 5.13. Let (Σ, h) be a complete Riemannian manifold. The orthogonal projector

Π: Ω1
∞(Σ) → ker(δΣ|Ω1

∞
),

where Ω1
∞(Σ) ∼= Ω1

∞,d(Σ) ⊕ ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

) by Theorem 1.2, has the following properties:

(i) Π2 = Π, ran(Π) = ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

) and ker(Π) = Ω1
∞,d(Σ).

(ii) Π is orthogonal w.r.t. 〈·, ·〉L2 .

(iii) Π∆1 = ∆1Π on Ω1
∞(Σ).
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(iv) Π = 1 − dΣ∆−1
1 δΣ where ∆1 denotes the Laplacian as an operator

∆1 : {f ∈ C∞(Σ;C) | dΣf ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ)}/∼c → ran(δΣ|Ω1

∞
) ,

where ∼c denotes the equivalence relation on C∞(Σ;C) identifying functions that differ by
a constant. Recall that ∆1 with this domain is bijective by Proposition 3.14.

Proof. (i) is clear and follow from the fact that Π is an orthogonal projector. For (ii) we note that
Ω1

∞,d(Σ) is orthogonal to ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

) also w.r.t. 〈·, ·〉L2 : Let α ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ) and β ∈ ker(δΣ|Ω1

∞
). By

assumption, α = H∞- limn→∞ dΣfn for some sequence (fn)n in Ω0
∞(Σ). By Lemma 3.3, the same

limit holds in the L2-sense and hence

0 = 〈fn, δΣβ〉L2 = 〈dΣfn, β〉L2
n→∞−−−→ 〈α, β〉L2

which shows that 〈α, β〉L2 = 0.
For (iii), we take ω ∈ Ω1

∞(Σ) and decompose it uniquely as ω = α + β with α ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ)

and β ∈ ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

) so that Πω = β. It follows that ∆1Πω = ∆1β. On the other hand, ∆1ω =
∆1α + ∆1β. Clearly, ∆1β ∈ ker(δΣ|Ω1

∞
). It remains to show that ∆1α ∈ Ω1

∞,d(Σ), since this
implies Π∆1ω = ∆1β and hence ∆1Πω = Π∆1ω. By assumption, α = H∞- limn→∞ dϕn for
a sequence (ϕn)n in Ω0

∞(Σ). Clearly ∆1dϕn = d∆0ϕn and ∆0ϕn ∈ Ω0
∞(Σ). It follows that

∆1α = H∞- limn→∞ d∆0ϕn, since ∆1 is bounded as an operator ∆1 : Ω1
s+2(Σ) → Ω1

s(Σ) for any
s ≥ 0, cf. Lemma 3.5. We conclude that ∆1α ∈ Ω1

∞,d(Σ), as claimed.

For (iv), we take ω ∈ Ω1
∞(Σ) and write ω = α + β for α ∈ Ω1

∞,d(Σ) and β ∈ ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

).
Furthermore, we write α = dΣf for some f ∈ C∞(Σ;C), which is possible by Theorem 1.2(i).
Then Πω = β and

(1 − dΣ∆−1
1 δΣ)ω = ω − dΣ∆−1

1 δΣω = ω − dΣf = ω − α = β.

where we used that f is the unique smooth solution ∆0f = δΣω satisfying dΣf ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ), see

Proposition 3.14.

Proposition 5.14. Let (M, g) be a ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifold such that (Σ, h) is of
bounded geometry. Then , the operator TΣ : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) given by

TΣ =




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 Π 0
0 0 0 Π


 .

has the following properties:

(i) T2
Σ = TΣ and TΣ|VR

= 1

(ii) TΣ = 1 − KΣ(RΣKΣ)−1RΣ on ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞) and it has the following properties:

(iia) ker(TΣ|
ker(K†

Σ
|Γ∞)

) = ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1)

(iib) ran(TΣ|
ker(K†

Σ
|Γ∞)

) = VR

In particular, (ii) implies that TΣ is well-defined and bijective as a map TΣ : VΣ → VR.

Proof. Claim (i) follows directly from Lemma 5.13 and the characterization of VR in Corollary 5.12.
Let us now turn to (ii): By Lemma 5.11, the operator RΣKΣ : Γ(Vρ0) → Γ(Vρ1) is given by

RΣKΣ =




0 i1
i∆0 0
0 0
0 0


 (5.4)
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Now, following Proposition 3.14, this operator is well-defined and bijective as an operator

RΣKΣ : {(a, π) ∈ Γ(Vρ0) | dΣa ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ)}/∼c → {(a, π, 0, 0) ∈ Γ(Vρ1) | π ∈ ran(δΣ|Ω1

∞
)} ,

where ∼c denotes the equivalence relation on Γ(V0) identifying (a0, π0) and (a1, π1) if and only

if a0 and a1 differ by a constant. It follows that (RΣKΣ)−1RΣ is well-defined on ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞).

Furthermore, it is straight-forward to verify that

KΣ(RΣKΣ)−1
RΣ




a0

π0

aΣ

πΣ


 =




a0

π0

−dΣ∆−1
0 (iπ0)

−idΣa0


 =




a0

π0

dΣ∆−1
0 (δΣaΣ)

dΣ∆−1
0 (δΣπΣ)


 ,

for all (a0, π0, aΣ, πΣ) ∈ ker(KΣ|Γ∞), where ∆−1
0 is as defined in Lemma 5.13(iii) and where we used

Lemma 5.11 to conclude that iπ0 = −δΣaΣ as well as i∆0a0 = −δΣπΣ, which implies ∆−1
0 δΣπΣ =

−ia0 where a0 is such that dΣa0 ∈ Ω1
∞,d(Σ). We conclude that TΣ = 1 − KΣ(RΣKΣ)−1RΣ on

ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞) by Lemma 5.11. It remains to check (iia) and (iib). For ran(TΣ|

ker(K†
Σ

|Γ∞)
) = VR, the

direction “⊂” is clear since TΣ : Γ∞(Vρ1) → VR. The other direction is clear since clearly TΣ = 1

on VR, which follows from Π = 1 on ker(δΣ|Ω1
∞

). Similarly, ker(TΣ|
ker(K†

Σ
|Γ∞)

) = ran(KΣ) ∩
Γ∞,d(Vρ1) follows from ker(Π) = Ω1

∞,d(Σ).

We conclude this section, by showing that the projectors TΣ induces a Hermitian form qΣ,R

on the space VR such that

TΣ : (VΣ, q1,Σ) → (VR, qΣ,R)

is unitary, i.e. qΣ,R(TΣ[·],TΣ[·]) = q1,Σ([·], [·]) = i(·,G1,Σ·)Vρ1
. Before entering into the details, let

us give an explicit characterization of Gi,Σ. To this end, let us endow Γ(Vρi
) with the Hermitian

forms defined by

((
a
π

)
,

(
b
η

))

Vρ0

:=

∫

Σ

(
ab+ πη

)
volΣ ,

(



a0

π0

aΣ

πΣ


 ,




b0

η0

bΣ

ηΣ




)

Vρ1

:=

∫

Σ

(
a0b0 + π0η0 + h♯(aΣ, bΣ) + h♯(πΣ, ηΣ)

)
volΣ .

Note that TΣ : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) is formally self-adjoint w.r.t. (·, ·)Vρ1
as can be seen from

its definition and from Lemma 5.13(ii). Using the definition of Gi,Σ in Equation (5.2) as well as
Green’s identity (see e.g. [28]), a straight-forward computation shows that they can be written in
the following matrix form:6

G0,Σ =
1

i

(
0 1

1 0

)
and G1,Σ =

1

i




0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0




Proposition 5.15. The Hermitian form qΣ,R on VR is given by

qΣ,R(f, g) = i(f,GΣ,Rg)Vρ1

6While the operators Gi,Σ are completely specified by the data of a linear gauge theory, recall that the explicit
matrix representation depends on the choice of 〈·, ·〉Vρi

, whose choice is arbitrary.
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for all f, g ∈ VR, where the linear operator GΣ,R : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) is given by

GΣ,R := G1,Σ|0 ⊕ (Ω1(Σ;C))2 =
1

i




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0


 .

Proof. Let f, g ∈ VR. By definition, in particular [f], [g] ∈ VΣ as well as TΣ[f] = f and TΣ[g] =
g. The claim then follows from the definition of qΣ,R, i.e. qΣ,R(f, g) = qΣ,R(TΣ[f], TΣ[g]) =
q1,Σ([f], [g]) = i〈f,G1,Σg〉Vρ1

= i〈f,GΣ,Rg〉Vρ1
.

5.3.2 Pseudodifferential Calculus on Manifolds of Bounded Geometry

In this section, we briefly recall Shubin’s calculus of pseudodifferential operators on manifolds
of bounded geometry [45, 55], to fix the notation and terminology. We follow the presentations
in [30,32]. For more details, see also [28,31].

Let (Σ, h) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension d ∈ N. A rank (q, p)-tensor field T ∈
Γ(T∗Σ⊗q ⊗ TΣ⊗p) is called bounded, if ‖T‖ := supx∈Σ ‖Tx‖x < ∞, where ‖ · ‖x denotes the
canonical norm on T∗

xΣ⊗q ⊗ TxΣ⊗p defined by the metric hx and its inverse. The Riemannian
manifold (Σ, h) is said to be of bounded geometry [14], if its injectivity radius is non-zero and if
the Riemann curvature tensor and all its covariant derivatives are bounded. Note that bounded
geometry is a purely geometrical concept, since on every manifold there exists a Riemannian metric
of bounded geometry, see e.g. [35]. Let U ⊂ R

d be open and δ denote the Euclidean metric. Then,
BTp

q(U, δ) is the space of all rank (q, p)-tensor fields on U , which are bounded with all their
derivatives, equipped with its natural Fréchet space topology. For the case p = q = 0 we also
write C∞

b (U). A Riemannian manifold (Σ, h) is of bounded geometry if and only if there exists a
family of bounded charts, i.e. around every x ∈ Σ there exists an open chart (Ux, ϕx : Ux → B1(0)),
where B1(0) ⊂ R

d denotes the ball around 0 with radius 1, such that the following holds:

(i) The family (hx := (ϕx)∗h)x∈Σ is bounded in BT0
2(B1(0), δ)

(ii) ∃C > 0: C−1δ ≤ hx ≤ Cδ ∀x ∈ Σ

If (Un, ϕn)n∈N is a countable subcover of a bounded family of charts (Ux, ϕx)x∈Σ, we call it bounded
atlas, if it is in addition uniformly finite, i.e. there exists N ∈ N such that

⋂
j∈J Uj = ∅ for any

index set J ⊂ N with |J | > N . A partition of unity (χn)n∈N subordinate to a bounded atlas
(Un, ϕn)n∈N is called bounded partition of unity, if in addition ((ϕn)∗χn)n∈N is a bounded family
in C∞

b (B1(0)).

Let now (Σ, h) be an d-dimensional Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry and E
π−→ Σ

be a vector bundle of bounded geometry of rank k ∈ N, i.e. there exists a bundle atlas of E, which
is also a bounded atlas of (Σ, h), such that the transition functions form a bounded family of
matrix-valued functions. Let us fix a bounded atlas (Un, ϕn)n∈N with corresponding bounded
local trivializations ψn : π−1(Un) → Un × C

k and a corresponding bounded partition of unity
(χn)n∈N subordinate to it. For any U ⊂ R

d, let Sm
cl (T

∗U,Ck×k) ⊂ C∞(U × R
d,Ck×k) denote the

set of matrix-valued classical (uniform) symbols of order m, see e.g. [41,56].

Definition 5.16. Let BSm
cl (T∗Σ, L(E)) denote the set of a ∈ C∞(T∗Σ,End(E)), such that for

every p ∈ Σ, it holds that (ϕp)∗a ∈ Sm
cl (T

∗B1(0),Ck×k), and such that the family ((ϕp)∗a)p∈Σ is
bounded in Sm

cl (T
∗B1(0),Ck×k).

An element a ∈ BSm
cl (T

∗Σ, L(E)) is called (classical) bounded symbol of order m. Let us denote
by E : Sm

cl (T
∗B1(0),Ck×k) → Sm

cl (T
∗
R

n,Ck×k) a continuous extension. Furthermore, let us denote
by Ti and T̃i the push-forwards of C∞(Un,E) and C∞(T∗Un, L(E)), respectively, under ϕn and the
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corresponding local trivialization ψn of E. If a ∈ BSm
cl (T

∗Σ, L(E)), then we define its quantization
by

Op(a) :=
∑

n∈N

(χnT
−1
n ) ◦ Op(ET̃na) ◦ (χnTn) : Γc(Σ,E) → Γ(Σ,E) ,

where Op(ET̃na) denotes the usual Kohn-Nirenberg quantization of ET̃na ∈ Sm
cl (T

∗
R

d,Ck×k), see
e.g. [41, 56]. In general, the quantization map depends on the various choices of E,χn, ϕn, ψn,
however, one can show that for any other quantization map Op′ one has that

Op(a) − Op′(a) ∈ W−∞(Σ,E) ,

where W−∞(Σ,E) denotes an ideal of smoothing operators defined by

W−∞(Σ, E) :=
⋂

n∈N

B(H−m(Σ,E),Hm(Σ,E)) ⊂ Ψ−∞(Σ,E) ,

where Hm(Σ,E) denotes the Sobolev spaces of order m ∈ N and B(·, ·) the space of bounded
linear operators between them. This gives rise to the following definition:

Definition 5.17. Let (Σ, h) be a Riemmanian manifold of bounded geometry and Op a quan-
tization map as above. The space of bounded pseudodifferential operators of order m is defined
by

Ψm
b (Σ,E) := Op(BSm

cl (T
∗Σ, L(E))) + W−∞(Σ,E).

Furthermore, we set Ψ∞
b (Σ,E) :=

⋃
m∈N Ψm

b (Σ,E).

Note that every properly-supported classical pseudodifferential operator on Σ is also bounded.
Furthermore, the space of bounded pseudodifferential operators is closed under compositions and
taking adjoints.

5.3.3 Microlocal Factorization and Hadamard States on Ultrastatic Manifolds

Throughout this section, let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic and ultrastatic manifold with a
Cauchy surface of bounded geometry, namely

M = R × Σ , g = −dt2 + h ,

where Σ denotes a smooth spacelike Cauchy hypersurface and h a Riemannian metric on Σ, such
that (Σ, h) is of bounded geometry. On this class of manifolds, the normally hyperbolic operators
�i admits a microlocal factorization. To this end, let us introduce the following notation

Ei :=

{
C ⊗ T∗Σ i = 1 ,

C i = 0 ,

where C := Σ × C denotes the trivial line bundle.

Lemma 5.18. Let (Σ, h) be a Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry, Π be the projector
defined in Lemma 5.13 and let ∆k be the Hodge-Laplacian acting on k-forms, for k = 0, 1. There
exists εk ∈ C∞

b (Σ,Ψ1
b(Σ,Ei)) and rk,−∞ ∈ Ψ−∞(Σ,Ei)) such that the following is fulfilled:

(i) ε∗
k = εk w.r.t. Hodge inner product and ε2

k = ∆k + rk,−∞

(ii) σεk
(ξ) =

√
h−1(ξ, ξ)1

(iii) ε1Π = Πε1 up to W−∞(Ei) .
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Proof. By [30, Lemma 5.1], we know that there exists εk with domain H1(Σ) that are m-accretive
and satisfy (i) and (ii). For point (iii) we notice that

(ε2
1 − r1,−∞)Π = ∆1Π = Π∆1 = Π(ε2

1 − r1,−∞) ,

by Lemma 5.13(iii). Note that r1,−∞ : Hs(Σ) → H∞(Σ) for any s ≥ 0, which shows that the
composition of Π with r1,−∞ are well-defined. This implies that

ε2
1Π = Πε2

1 + r̄1,−∞

for r̄1,−∞ := r1,−∞Π − Πr̃1,−∞. Furthermore, r̄1,−∞ is clearly a smoothing operator. Then,
ε2

1Π = Πε2
1 up to a smooth kernel, and, iterating this argument, the same holds true for polynomials

of ε2
1, and in particular, ε−2

1 Π = Πε−2
1 again up to smoothing. Using Stone-Weierstrass theorem,

we can generalize to continuous function f(ε−2
1 ) and the generalization to unbounded function

can be obtained choosing a sequence of bounded measurable functions fn that converge pointwise
to f . For more details we refer to [46].

We next perform a microlocal factorization of the Cauchy evolution operator U1 of �1. On
ultrastatic spacetimes, the equation �1A = 0 for A = A0dt + AΣ ∈ Ω1(M;C) decouples into the
hyperbolic equations

�0A0 = (∂2
t + ∆0)A0 = 0 and (∂2

t + ∆1)AΣ = 0 .

Hence, we consider the Cauchy evolution operator U∂2
t +∆k

of the hyperbolic operator ∂2
t + ∆k

acting on k-forms for k ∈ {0, 1}. Let now A ∈ C∞(R,Ωk
∞(Σ•)) be a solution of the Cauchy

problem for ∂2
t + ∆k. By setting

Ψ(t) =

(
A(t)

i−1∂tA(t)

)

the Cauchy problem for ∂2
t + ∆k can be rewritten as the first order system

∂tΨ(t) = iA(t)Ψ(t), A(t) =

(
0 1

∆k 0

)
, (5.5)

and any solution at time t can we written as the action of the Cauchy evolution operator, i.e. Ψ(t) =
U(t, 0)Ψ(0). Since the operator ∂2

t + ∆k admits a microlocal factorization (cf. Lemma 5.18), we
can diagonalize (up to a smoothing operator) also the the Cauchy evolution operator U∂2

t +∆k
. To

this end, define the operator S and S−1 respectively by

S = i−1

(
1 −1

εk εk

)
(2εk)−1, S−1 = i

(
εk 1

−εk 1

)
.

The Cauchy problem (5.5) for Ψ can be rewritten as the Cauchy problem for Ψ̃(t) := S−1Ψ(t)

∂tΨ̃(t) = iB(t)Ψ̃(t), for B =

(
εk 0
0 −εk

)
+B−∞, (5.6)

where B−∞ is a smoothing operator. This implies in particular that the Cauchy evolution operator
U∂2

t +∆k
for the Cauchy problem (5.5) can be factorized as

U∂2
t +∆k

(t, s) = SUap(t, s)S−1 ,

where Uap is the Cauchy evolution operator of the Cauchy problem (5.6). Since the Hermitian
form qk,Σ is not preserved, i.e.

S∗

(
0 1

1 0

)
S = (2εk)−1

(
1 0
0 −1

)
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it is convenient to consider the operator Sε = S(2εk)1/2 instead of S, which again provides a
microlocal factorization of U∂2

t +∆k
.

Since εk are self-adjoint, we can use the spectral calculus to conclude the following.

Proposition 5.19. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic, ultrastatic manifold with a Cauchy surface
(Σ, h) of bounded geometry. Denote by U∂2

t +∆k
the Cauchy evolution operator for ∂2

t + ∆k and let
Sε be the operator defined by

Sε = i−1

(
1 −1

εk εk

)
(2εk)− 1

2 .

Then we have

U∂2
t +∆k

= Sε

(
exp(iεkt) 0

0 exp(−iεkt)

)
S−1

ε +R−∞ ,

where R−∞ ∈ W−∞(Ek ⊕ Ek) is a smoothing operator.

We are finally in the position to prove Theorem 1.3, i.e. to construct suitable pseudodifferential
operator c± on VΣ on a globally hyperbolic, ultrastatic manifold (M, g) with a Cauchy surface
(Σ, h) of bounded geometry. Following Section 5 (cf. Proposition 5.9) the operators c± will give
rise to a unique quasifree Hadamard state ω on CCR(VP, q1).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. (i) Since εk are formally self-adjoint with respect to the Hodge L2-inner
product on Σ, it follows that

(π±)† = G
−1
1,Σ(π±)∗

G1,Σ = π± with (π±)∗ =
1

2




1 ±ε0 0 0

±ε−1
0 1 0 0

0 0 1 ±ε1

0 0 ±ε−1
1 1


 ,

where (π±)∗ is the adjoint with respect to 〈·, ·〉Vρ0
. In other words, π± are formally self-

adjoint w.r.t. σ1,Σ. A direct computations shows that TΣ is formally self-adjoint w.r.t. σ1,Σ,
which implies that (c±)† = c±. Next, observe that c± clearly preserves ran(KΣ)∩Γ∞,d(Vρ1),
since TΣ ◦ KΣ = 0.

(ii) We note that π+ + π− = 1 on the whole space of initial data Γ∞(Vρ1) and hence

(c+ + c−)f = T 2
Σf = TΣf = f mod ran(KΣ) ∩ Γ∞,d(Vρ1)

for all f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γ∞), where in the last step we used that for every f ∈ ker(K†

Σ|Γ∞) there
exists a (unique) g ∈ ran(KΣ)∩Γ∞,d(Vρ1), such that TΣ(f+g) = f+g and hence TΣf = f+g

using that TΣ ◦ KΣ = 0.

(iii) A direct computations shows that

±q1,Σ(f, c±f) = ±q1,Σ(f,TΣπ
±

TΣf) = ±qΣ,R(TΣf, π
±

TΣf) ≥ 0

where we used that q1,Σ(f,TΣg) = qΣ,R(TΣf, g) for f ∈ Γ∞(Vρ1) and g ∈ L2(Vρ1).

(iv) By Lemma 5.18 (iii), π± commutes with TΣ modulo a smooth kernel, so we only need to
check that π± satisfies

WF′(U1π
±) ⊂ (N± ∪ F ) × T

∗Σ for F = {k = 0} ⊂ T
∗
M ,

where the integral kernel of U1π
± is understood by extending π± to any compactly supported

initial data via the Hahn-Banach continuous extension theorem for locally convex Fréchet
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spaces. To this end, we begin by observing that π± can be actually written as π± = SεΠ±S−1
ε

with

Π+ =




1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0


 Π− =




0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1


 .

So let define Q± = (∂t±iε0)⊕(∂t±iε1), considered as an operator acting on M×Σ on the first
group of variables and let U(t, x, x′) the distributional kernel of U1π

±. From Proposition 5.19
it follows that Q±U1 ∈ Γ(M × Σ, L(V1 ⊗C

2,V1)). If Q± were classical ΨDOs on M × Σ, this
would imply that WF′(U1c

±) ⊂ N± ×T∗Σ by elliptic regularity. We reduce ourselves to this
situation by an argument from [21, Lemma 6.5.5], see for example [28, Proposition 11.3.2]
for details.

Verified points (i)-(iv), our claim follows by Proposition 5.9.

6 Existence of Hadamard States in Globally Hyperbolic Spacetimes

We are finally in the position to prove the existence of Hadamard states on globally hyperbolic
manifolds for the CCR-algebra associated to the (gauge-invariant) compactly supported observ-
ables. We begin by recasting the quantization scheme for this class of observables. To this end,
we will benefit from [34,38].

6.1 The Classical Theory and its Phase Space

Adopting the notation of the Section 5, the phase space can be characterized as follow.

Proposition 6.1. Let (M, g) be a globally hyperbolic manifold. Then, the following diagram is
commutative and every map is an isomorphism:

VP :=
ker(K∗|Γc)

ran(P|Γc)

ker(P|Γsc)

ran(K|Γsc)

VΣ :=
ker(K†

Σ|Γc)

ran(KΣ|Γc)

ker(�1|Γsc) ∩ ker(K∗|Γsc)

K(ker(�0|Γsc))

[G1]

[G1]
[ρ1G1]

[U1]

Furthermore, (VΣ, q1,Σ) is a well-defined Hermitian vector space and the following map is unitary:

[ρ1G1] :
(
VP, q1

)
→
(
VΣ, q1,Σ

)
,

where q1([·], [·]) = 〈·, iG1·〉V1 and q1,Σ([·], [·]) = 〈·, iG1,Σ·〉Vρ1
.

6.2 Quantization and Hadamard States

The quantization of a free field gauge theory is realized as a two-step procedure. First, one
assigns to the classical phase space (VP, q1) a unital ∗-algebra CCR(VP, q1) abstractly generated
by symbols 1,Φ(v),Φ∗(w) for all v,w ∈ VP, such that the assignment v 7→ Φ(v) and w 7→ Φ∗(v)
are respectively C-anti-linear and C-linear , such that Φ(v)∗ = Φ∗(v) and such that the canonical
commutation relations are fulfilled:

[Φ(v),Φ(w)] = [Φ∗(v),Φ∗(w)] = 0 ,

[Φ(v),Φ∗(w)] = q1(v,w)1 .

33



To conclude the quantization, one has to constructs quasifree Hadamard states. As before, any
quasifree state is fully determined by a pair of (spacetime) covariances, i.e. Hermitian forms on
VP defined by

Λ+(v,w) := ω(Φ(v)Φ∗(w)) and Λ−(v,w) := ω(Φ∗(w)Φ(v)) .

for all v,w ∈ VP. Following [28,34] we get the following characterization:

Proposition 6.2. Consider a pair of pseudo-covariances λ±, namely continuous linear maps
λ± : Γc(V1) → Γ(V1) satisfying

(i) (λ±)∗ = λ± w.r.t. (·, ·)V1 and λ± : ran(K|Γc) → ran(K);

(ii) �1λ
± = λ±

�1 = 0 and (λ+ − λ−)s = iG1s modulo ran(K) for any s ∈ ker(K∗|Γc);

(iii) (s, λ±s)V1 ≥ 0 for any s ∈ ker(K∗|Γc);

(iv) WF′(λ±) ⊂ N± × N± .

Then, the Hermitian forms Λ± : VP × VP → C defined by

Λ±([s], [t]) := (s, λ±t)V1 ∀s, t ∈ ker(K∗|Γc)

are the spacetime covariances of a quasifree Hadamard state on CCR(VP, q1).

Working at the level of initial data, we get the following characterization:

Proposition 6.3. Suppose c± : Γc(V1) → Γ(V1) are continuous linear operators satisfying

(i) (c±)† = c± w.r.t. q1,Σ and c±(ran(KΣ|Γc)) ⊂ ran(KΣ);

(ii) (c+ + c−)f = f modulo ran(KΣ) for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γc);

(iii) ±q1,Σ(f, c±f) ≥ 0 for any f ∈ ker(K†
Σ|Γc);

(iv) WF′(U1c
±
1 ) ⊂ (N± ∪F )×T∗Σ over U × Σ where F ⊂ T∗M is a conic set s.t. F ∩ N = ∅ .

Then λ± := ±iU1c
±(ρ1G1) are pseudo-covariances of a quasifree Hadamard state on CCR(VP, q1).

6.3 Proof of the Main Theorem

We are finally to prove the existence of Hadamard states on any globally hyperbolic spacetimes
for Maxwell fields. To this end, we follow [19,47] but we will also benefit from [20,34,48,49].

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We split the proof in three separated steps:

1. Let (M, g) be an ultrastatic globally hyperbolic manifolds such that Σ is of bounded geome-
try. Consider the operators c± : Γ∞(Vρ1) → Γ∞(Vρ1) defined in Theorem 1.3. On account of
formula (5.3), then it follows immediately that for any h ∈ Γc(Vρ1) it holds KΣh ∈ Γ∞,d(Vρ1).

Furthermore, since ker(K†
Σ|Γc) ⊂ ker(K†

Σ|Γ∞), we can conclude that c± := c|Γc satisfies the
hypothesis (i)-(iv) of Proposition 6.3.

2. Consider two globally hyperbolic metrics g0 and g1 on M such that g0 � g1, i.e. the open
lightcone V g0

p is contained in the open lightcone V g1
p for any p ∈ M. Let be χ ∈ C∞(M; [0, 1])

and let gχ be the Lorentzian metric on M given by

gχ := (1 − χ)g0 + χg1 . (6.1)
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As shown in [47, Section 2], gχ is globally hyperbolic and satisfies g0 � gχ � g1. Consider
now two Cauchy hypersurfaces Σ0,Σ1 ⊂ (M, gχ) such that Σ1 ⊂ J+

gχ
(Σ0) and

χ|
J

+
gχ

(Σ1)
= 1 , and χ|

J
−
gχ

(Σ0)
= 0 ,

and consider the spaces VΣi defined by

VΣi :=
ker(K†

Σi
|Γc)

ran(KΣi
|Γc)

for i=0,1.

The operator R := ρ1Uχ obtained from composing the Cauchy evolution operator �χ with
the Cauchy data map ρ1 on Σ1 implements an unitary isomorphism between (VΣ0, q1,Σ0)
and (VR1, q1,Σ1). Therefore, given two operators c±

0 with domain given by (VR0, q1,Σ0), we
can define the operators c±

1 := (R−1)†c±
0 R

−1. A routine computations shows that if c±
0

satisfy property (i)-(iv) of Theorem 1.3, then also c±
1 do. Similarly, given two operators c±

1

with domain given by (VR1, q1,Σ1), we can define the operators c±
0 := R†c±

1 R. A routine
computations shows that if c±

1 satisfy property (i)-(iv) of Theorem 1.3, then also c±
0 do.

3. We now consider a family of metric {gi}i∈[0,1] with the following properties:

(I) gi are globally hyperbolic

(II) gi � gi+1 or gi+1 � gi

(III) gi=1 = g1 and gi=0 = g0 with g0 ultrastatic s.t. (Σ, h0) is of bounded geometry

The existence of such a family of metrics was proven in [48, Section 5] and the two metric were
called paracausally related. Since g0 is ultrastatic and h0 is of bounded geometry, by part
1. of this proof, we now that there exists c±

0 satisfying property (i)-(iv) of Proposition 6.3.
Therefore, it is enough to iterate step 2 to define two operators c±

1 with domain VΣ1 enjoying
the same properties.

This concludes the proof.
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