
CANONICAL METRICS ON FAMILIES OF VECTOR BUNDLES

SHING TAK LAM

Abstract. We introduce a geometric partial differential equation for families of holomorphic
vector bundles, generalising the theory of Hermite–Einstein metrics. We consider families
of holomorphic vector bundles which each admit Hermite–Einstein metrics, together with a
first order deformation. On such families, we define the family Hermite–Einstein equation for
Hermitian metrics, which we view as a notion of a canonical metric in this setting.

We prove two main results concerning family Hermite–Einstein metrics. Firstly, we construct
Hermite–Einstein metrics in adiabatic classes on product manifolds, assuming the existence of
a family Hermite–Einstein metric. Secondly, we prove that the associated parabolic flow admits
a unique smooth solution for all time, and use this to show that the Dirichlet problem always
admits a unique solution.

1. Introduction

In geometry, one of the central problems is the study of canonical metrics, both on manifolds
and vector bundles. Let (X,ωX) be a compact Kähler manifold, E → X a holomorphic vector
bundle. A Hermitian metric h on E is Hermite–Einstein if

iΛωXFh = c id

where c is a topological constant. The Hitchin–Kobayashi correspondence of Donaldson and
Uhlenbeck–Yau [Don85Don85, UY86UY86] relates existence of Hermite–Einstein metrics to the slope poly-
stability of the bundle, which is an algebro-geometric notion, andwhich leads to a moduli theory
for holomorphic vector bundles. Finding analogues of the Hitchin–Kobayashi correspondence
in different geometric scenarios is a topic of active research.

In this paper, we initiate the study of canonical metrics on a family of holomorphic vector
bundles, by defining a new partial differential equation, called the family Hermite–Einstein
equation.

1.1. Family Hermite–Einstein metrics. A family of holomorphic vector bundles on (X,ωX)
parametrised by (B,ωB) is a holomorphic vector bundle E = (E, ∂̄) → X×B. We will primarily
be interested in the case when B is compact, with or without boundary.

A Hermitian metric on E induces Hermitian metrics on the restricted bundles Eb = E|X×{b} →
X, which we assume are Hermite–Einstein. We include in addition a deformation ∂̄s of the
Dolbeault operator of E , from which we obtain an expansion of the form

p(iΛV Fh,∂̄s) = −s2iν(a) +O
(
s3
)
,

where

a =
∂

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

αV (s)

is the first order vertical deformation, p is a projection operator onto the space of fibrewise
holomorphic endomorphisms of E , ΛV is the contraction operator with respect to ωX , and ν
is a moment map. We say that the Hermitian metric h satisfies the family Hermite–Einstein
equation if

p(iΛHFh)− iλν(a) = 0.

Here, ΛH is the contraction operator with respect to ωB, and λ ∈ R>0 is a coupling constant.
We will assume that the dimensions of the automorphism groups Gb = Aut(Eb) are equal.

Under this assumption, we obtain a holomorphic vector bundle F → B, whose fibre over b ∈ B
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is H0(X,End(Eb)). The map p is then defined for each b ∈ B to be the trace-free part of the
L2-orthogonal projection A0(X,End(Eb)) → H0(X,End(Eb)), and we view the family Hermite–
Einstein equation as a partial differential equation on sections of F . We note that if each Eb
is stable, then the projection operator is zero, and hence the family Hermite–Einstein equation
is vacuous. Thus, the family Hermite–Einstein equation enters precisely because of the non-
uniqueness of Hermite–Einstein metrics in the presence of automorphisms.

1.2. Motivation. There are many reasons to be interested in studying the family Hermite–
Einstein equation. We briefly outline some of them here, and will discuss them in detail in
Section 1.41.4.

(i) From moduli theory, we may construct a moduli space or stack M of semistable bundles
over X. A morphism B → M corresponds to a family of semistable bundles, each of
which has a degeneration to a polystable bundle. The geometry of families of bundles
is then be related to the geometry of M, and we view the family Hermite–Einstein
equation as producing the correct notion of a canonical metric on families of semistable
bundles, noting however that this depends only on the first order deformation from
the associated polystable family. Note also that the Hermite–Einstein theory relates to
maps from B to the quotient stack [pt/GL], and in our setting, we replace the target
stack with the moduli stack of semistable bundles over X.

(ii) In gauge theory, the problem of constructing Yang–Mills connections in adiabatic classes
has a long history, such as in the work of Dostoglou–Salamon [DS94DS94] in relation to the
Atiyah–Floer conjecture. Roughly, in this work, families of irreducible bundles play an
important role, whereas in our work, for families of semistable or polystable bundles,
we encounter a new partial differential equation as an obstruction to the analogous
construction.

(iii) Conversely, the geometry of (anti-self-dual) Yang–Mills connections on (X × B,ωX +
kωB) as k → ∞ has been shown to be related to maps from B to an appropriate
moduli space. We conjecture that the family Hermite–Einstein equation determines the
geometry of such collapsing families, away from singularities.

(iv) Finally, a similar question may be posed for families of projective varieties, and this
is the theory of optimal symplectic connections [DS21DS21, Ort23Ort23]. The analytic theory for
the family Hermite–Einstein equations is more tractable than for optimal symplectic
connections, much as the analytic theory for Hermite–Einstein metrics is more tractable
than for constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. This allows us to develop the analytic
theory substatially further than the optimal symplectic connection theory, as we shall
see.

1.3. Results. Our first result involves construction of Hermite–Einstein metrics in adiabatic
classes. Let ωk = ωX+kωB. We are interested in the problem of constructing Hermitian metrics
hk for k ≫ 0, such that

iΛωk
Fhk

= ck id .

Including a deformation ∂̄s, we consider the problem of constructing Hermite–Einstein metrics
on (E, ∂̄s), where we allow (E, ∂̄s) and (E, ∂̄s′) to be non-isomorphic for s ̸= s′. We will relate
the parameters k and s, by requiring s2 = λk−1.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 6.16.1). Let (X,ωX) and (B,ωB) be compact Kähler manifolds. Let
E = (E, ∂̄) → X×B be a holomorphic vector bundle, h a Hermitian metric on E. Suppose that
for all b ∈ B, (Eb, h) → X is Hermite–Einstein. Let ∂̄s be a deformation of E, with a the first
order deformation corresponding to ∂̄s.

Suppose h satisfies the family Hermite–Einstein equation, and that Aut(E , aV ) = C∗ ·id. Then
for k ≫ 0, there exists a Hermitian metric hk for E, such that

iΛωk
Fhk,∂̄s

= ck id .

Thus, the family Hermite–Einstein equation arises as the crucial analytic obstruction to
finding Hermite–Einstein metrics in adiabatic classes, and controls the geometry of the resulting
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Hermite–Einstein metrics, in line with (iii) above. We note that if each Eb is stable, then the
family Hermite–Einstein equation is trivially satisfied, and Theorem 6.16.1 gives a new construction
of Hermite–Einstein metrics on (E , ∂̄s). Our primary interest, however, is in the case when the
Eb are semistable or polystable, which is when the family Hermite–Einstein eqution becomes
relevant.

The construction of the Hermitian metrics will follow the general strategy as developed in
[Fin04Fin04, Hon99aHon99a, DS21DS21, Ort23Ort23] for constant scalar curvature Kähler (cscK) metrics, and [ST24ST24]
for Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections. A key point is to develop the linearised theory of the
family Hermite–Einstein equation, which we may consider through the linearised operator
L : A0(F) → A0(F), and which we will prove that this is a self-adjoint second-order elliptic
operator. Our assumption

Aut(E , aV ) = {σ ∈ Aut(E) | σaV = aV σ} = C∗ · id,
will imply that L is invertible. We expect that this assumption may be removed in general, at
the expense of a more technical statement.

Next, an important tool in the study of Hermite–Einstein metrics is the associated parabolic
flow

h−1∂h

∂t
= −2(iΛωFh − c id).

In [Don85Don85], Donaldson showed that when (X,ωX) is closed, the flow exists for all time. This
was generalised by Simpson [Sim88Sim88] to the case when X has boundary.

We prove an analogous statement in our setting:

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 7.137.13). Suppose (X,ωX) is compact Kähler, (B,ωB) compact Kähler
with or without boundary. Let E → X be a holomorphic vector bundle, ∂̄s a deformation of
the Dolbeault operator of E. When B has boundary, impose Dirichlet boundary conditions with
h = h∂ on X × ∂B, where h∂ is a fixed vertically Hermite–Einstein metric on E|X×∂B.

The family Hermite–Einstein flow

h−1∂h

∂t
= −2 (p(iΛHFh)− λiνh(a))

has a unique smooth solution for all time.

The statement is true for any λ > 0. A key point in our work is to manage the deformation
term ν(a) along the flow, for which we employ moment map geometry.

Finally, in [Don92Don92], Donaldson uses Simpson’s result and the maximum principle to show that
the Dirichlet boundary value problem of the Hermite–Einstein equations always has a solution.
Using Theorem 1.21.2 and Donaldson’s approach, we prove:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 7.167.16). Suppose ∂B ̸= ∅. Then the Dirichlet problem for the family
Hermite–Einstein equation{

ph(iΛHFh)− iλνh(a) = 0 on X × Int(B)

h = h∂ on X × ∂B,

admits a unique solution, for a fixed vertically Hermite–Einstein metric h∂ on the smooth vector
bundle E|X×∂B.

This produces many non-trivial solutions of the family Hermite–Einstein equations, provided
B has boundary.

1.4. Relation to prior work. Motivation for our work comes from the corresponding question
for families of polarised varieties. The notion of a canonical metric on a polarised variety is
given by constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. Given a holomorphic submersion X → B, let
ωX be a relatively Kähler metric, which has constant scalar curvature on each fibre. A natural
question is then: what is the canonical choice of ωX? Generalising work of Fine [Fin04Fin04] and
Hong [Hon99aHon99a] constructing cscK metrics in adiabatic classes, Dervan–Sektnan introduced the
notion of an optimal symplectic connection [DS21DS21], which they proposed as an answer to this
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question. This was then generalised by Ortu [Ort23Ort23] to include a first order deformation term,
analogously to what is carried out in this paper, which is more natural from the perspective of
moduli theory.

The analysis involved in the vector bundle setting is generally more tractable than in the
setting of polarised varieties. Our expectation is thus that the analytic theory behind the family
Hermite–Einstein equations should be more tractable than for optimal symplectic connections.
As a first step, we prove the long-time existence of the associated parabolic flow, while there
are no general analytic results for optimal symplectic connections. We note that there is a
discrepancy between the linear theory as developed in [Ort23Ort23] and in this paper, which leads to
a slightly different geometric interpretation. We refer to Remark 6.116.11 for details.

When X = P(E) is the projectivisation of a holomorphic vector bundle E → B, the optimal
symplectic connection equation reduces to the Hermite–Einstein equation [DS21DS21, Section 3.5].
Another equation on the total space of a fibration which which reduces to the Hermite–Einstein
equation for projective bundles is the Wess–Zumino–Witten equation. We refer to [Fin24aFin24a,
Fin24bFin24b] and references therein for details. A key difference is that the Wess–Zumino–Witten
equation does not involve a projection operator, and thus the linearised operator is not elliptic.
Many of the results and objects in this paper have analogues in the Wess–Zumino–Witten theory.
For example, [Fin24aFin24a] describes the obstructions to the existence of (approximate) solutions,
and [Wu24Wu24] proves the solvability of the Dirichlet problem,

On the gauge theory side, constructing Yang–Mills connections using adiabatic limits is a
well studied problem. In [DS94DS94], Dostoglou–Salamon used adiabatic limits in relation to the
Atiyah–Floer conjecture, and in [ST24ST24], Sektnan–Tipler studied the problem of constructing
Hermite–Einstein metrics on the pullback of a bundle in adiabatic classes. Conversely, an
important question is the limiting behaviour of Yang–Mills connections in adiabatic classes.
In [Hon99bHon99b], Hong considers the problem of Yang–Mills connections on X × B, where X is
a Riemann surface of genus at least two. Hong shows that harmonic maps B → MX to
the moduli space of flat connections are given by adiabatic limits of Yang–Mills connections
on X × B. Relatedly, [Che98Che98, Che99Che99, DJZ21DJZ21, DJ22DJ22] considers the convergence of Yang–Mills
connections in the adiabatic limit, and studies the bubbling behaviour.

In contrast to prior work, we do not assume that the bundles involved are irreducible, which
leads to our new geometric PDE. We conjecture that over an open subset away from the bubbling
loci, the limiting connection on X×B should solve the family Hermite–Einstein equation. This
is analogous to the geometry of collapsing Calabi–Yau manifolds, where the relevant fibres are
generally Calabi–Yau manifolds, hence have a unique Calabi–Yau metric. By contrast, the
family Hermite–Einstein equation enters in the analogous bundle theory, precisely because of
the lack of uniqueness of Hermite–Einstein metrics in the presence of automorphisms.

Turning to moduli theory, the geometry in the optimal symplectic connection and family
Hermite–Einstein problems are given by the corresponding moduli functors. In both cases, we
have a map B → M, where M is the appropriate moduli space or stack. The moduli spaces
are given by symplectic reduction, and the study of maps to symplectic quotients is related to
gauged sigma models, principal pairs and symplectic vortices [Gai99Gai99, Ban00Ban00, Mun00Mun00, CGS00CGS00,
CGMS02CGMS02, BGM03BGM03]. These are equations of the form

ΛωFA + µ(Φ) = 0

where FA is the curvature of a principal K-bundle P → X, E → X an associated bundle with
fibre F , µ : F → k∗ a moment map for the K-action on F , and Φ is a section of E.

We conjecture that there should be a way to view the family Hermite–Einstein equation as
an infinite dimensional version of the vortex equations, for example as considered in [CGS00CGS00]
for the anti-self-dual Yang–Mills and Seiberg–Witten equations. Note though the moment map
ν constructed before is an “infinitesimal” moment map, as it is the moment map of the group
action on the tangent space of a fixed point.

In [BGK01BGK01], Bradlow–Glazebrook–Kamber consider a holomorphic vector bundle E → M ,
where M is a holomorphic fibre bundle over X, with fibre F . They consider the case when E is
given by an extension of two vector bundles. Letting ωk = ωX +kωF , they obtain the perturbed
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Hermite–Einstein equation

Λωk
F + dk(β) = 2πλk idE ,

where d is the term representing the deformation β. Despite visual similarities, there are many
differences. In particular, the family Hermite–Einstein equation depends only on the horizontal
component of the connection, and the vertical component of the deformation.

Finally, in [BGM03BGM03], Bradlow–Garćıa-Prada–Mundet i Riera develop a general theory where
one restricts to a subgroup of the gauge group. In particular, they prove a Hitchin–Kobayashi
correspondence in such a setting. Without the deformation term, the family Hermite–Einstein
equation may be viewed as a special case of the general equations considered in [BGM03BGM03] by
considering the total space of the bundle E → X × B and restricting to a subgroup of the
gauge group. As far as we can tell, the deformation term cannot be incorporated into their
framework. Geometrically, [BGM03BGM03] take a “finite-dimensional” perspective of considering E as
a bundle over X ×B, whereas in this paper, we focus on the “infinite-dimensional” perspective
of considering it as a family of bundles over X parametrised by B.

1.5. Outlook. In general, when we have a moduli space or stack M, maps B → M correspond
to families of semistable objects parametrised by B. Thus, the ideas behind the work on optimal
symplectic connections and from this paper should apply very generally: given a notion of a
canonical metric, one should be able to define a corresponding canonical metric for families.

Associated to canonical metrics is a moment map interpretation, as well as an algebro-
geometric stability condition. For Hermite–Einstein metrics, the stability condition is given
by slope stability. We expect there to be an associated stability condition, and a Hitchin–
Kobayashi type correspondence for family Hermite–Einstein metrics. As part of the moment
map interpretation, we expect there to be a uniqueness statement for family Hermite–Einstein
metrics, giving a precise way in which they produce canonical metrics.

1.6. Outline. We begin in Section 22 with preliminary material on Hermite–Einstein metrics,
Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections and the moment map interpretations. In Section 33, we
study moment maps of linear actions of compact groups on vector spaces, and apply this to
understanding deformations of Hermite–Einstein bundles. Next, in Section 44, we define the
family Hermite–Einstein equation, both with and without deformations. In Section 55, we study
the geometry of the space of vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics, and make a formal analogy
between the Hermite–Einstein and family Hermite–Einstein equations.

Next, in Section 66, we show that given a solution of the family Hermite–Einstein equations,
one can construct Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections on the total space, in adiabatic classes,
proving Theorem 1.11.1. Finally, in Section 77, we show that the associated flow exists for all time,
proving Theorem 1.21.2, and use this to solve the Dirichlet problem, proving Theorem 1.31.3.

1.7. Ackowledgements. I would like to thank my PhD supervisor Ruadháı Dervan for sug-
gesting this problem, constant encouragement and many helpful discussions. I would also like to
thank Leticia Brambila Paz, Siarhei Finski, Dylan Galt, Annamaria Ortu, Carlo Scarpa, Lars
Martin Sektnan and Carl Tipler for helpful discussions. Finally, I would like to thank Joel Fine
and Oscar Garćıa-Prada for discussions on vortex equations.

I was supported by a PhD studentship associated to Ruadháı Dervan’s Royal Society Uni-
versity Research Fellowship (URF\R1\201041).

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Chern connections. Let X be a complex manifold, E = (E, ∂̄) as holomorphic vector
bundle on X. For a Hermitian metric h on E, let ∇ denote the associated Chern connection.

We may decompose ∇ = ∇1,0 +∇0,1 into its (1, 0) and (0, 1)-components. Supposing X has
a Kähler metric ω, we may use the metrics ω and h to define the adjoints to ∇1,0 and ∇0,1.

Lemma 2.1 ([Kob14Kob14, Section 3.2]). Let ∇ be the Chern connection on E. Then

(∇1,0)∗ = i[Λω,∇0,1] and (∇0,1)∗ = −i[Λω,∇1,0].
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Using this, we define corresponding Laplacian operators for sections of E by

∆ = ∇∗∇, ∆1,0 = (∇1,0)∗∇1,0 and ∆0,1 = (∇0,1)∗∇0,1.

These satisfy the relations

(2.1) ∆1,0 +∆0,1 = ∆ and ∆1,0 −∆0,1 = iΛωFh,

where Fh = F∇ is the curvature of the Chern connection.
As usual, we obtain induced metrics and induced connections on various associated bundles.

On End E , the metric is given by
h(σ, τ) = tr(στ∗)

where τ∗ is the adjoint of τ with respect to the metric h. The associated Chern connection on
End E behaves as follows with respect to taking adjoints.

Lemma 2.2. Let σ ∈ A0(End(E)) be an endomorphism. Then

∇0,1(σ∗) = (∇1,0σ)∗.

2.2. Hermite–Einstein metrics. Let (X,ωX) be a compact Kähler manifold of dimension
n, and E → X a holomorphic vector bundle. Let h be a Hermitian metric on E , with Chern
connection ∇ and curvature Fh.

Definition 2.3. The Hermitian metric h is Hermite–Einstein if

iΛωXFh = c idE

for some constant c ∈ R.

Remark 2.4. By Chern–Weil theory, c is a cohomological constant, given by

c =
2πnc1(E) · [ωX ]n−1

rank(E)[ωX ]n
.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose h is a Hermite–Einstein metric on E. Let ∆,∆1,0,∆0,1 denote the total,
(1, 0)- and (0, 1)-Laplacians on End E. Then

∆ = 2∆0,1 = 2∆1,0.

In particular, for any σ ∈ A0(End E), the following are equivalent:

(i) ∇σ = 0,
(ii) ∇1,0σ = 0,
(iii) ∇0,1σ = 0.

Proof. This follows from Equation (2.12.1), since the induced metric on End E is Hermite–Einstein,
with constant c = 0. □

The following result is well known, though we include the proof, as we will later need the
decomposition of the Lie algebra. We refer to [Wan04Wan04] for a general moment map result.

Proposition 2.6. Let E be a holomorphic vector bundle, with a Hermite–Einstein metric h on
E. Then G = Aut(E) is reductive, with maximal compact subgroup

K = Aut(E) ∩ U(E, h).

Proof. Let σ ∈ H0(X,End E) be a holomorphic endomorphism. By Lemmas 2.22.2 and 2.52.5, σ∗ is
also holomorphic. Thus, we have a map

T : H0(X,End E) → H0(X,End E)
σ 7→ σ∗

such that T 2 = id. Thus, H0(X,End E) decomposes into the +1- and −1-eigenspaces, which
correspond to Hermitian and skew-Hermitian endomorphisms respectively. In other words, we
have a decomposition

H0(X,End E) =
(
H0(X,End E) ∩ A0(EndSH(E, h))

)
⊕
(
H0(X,End E) ∩ A0(EndH(E, h))

)
.

(2.2)
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But as g = Lie(G) = H0(X,End E) and k = Lie(K) = H0(X,End E) ∩ A0(EndSH(E, h)), we
may rewrite Equation (2.22.2) as

g = k⊕ ik

as required. □

2.3. Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections. So far, we have taken the approach of fixing a
holomorphic vector bundle, and varying the Hermitian metric on it. There is an alternative
perspective to the problem, which involves fixing the Hermitian metric on a complex vector
bundle, and varying the complex structure instead.

Let (X,ωX) be a compact Kähler manifold, E → X a smooth complex vector bundle with a
Hermitian metric h.

Definition 2.7. A h-unitary connection ∇ is Hermitian–Yang–Mills if{
iΛωXF∇ = c idE

F 0,2
∇ = 0.

Remark 2.8. The equation F 0,2
∇ = 0 is equivalent to the condition that (∇0,1)2 = 0, i.e. ∇0,1

defines an integrable Dolbeault operator on E.

The gauge group action on the space of unitary connections is defined as follows. For g ∈
GL(E) and a unitary connection ∇ on E, we define

g · ∇ = (g−1)∗ ◦ ∇1,0 ◦ g∗ + g ◦ ∇0,1 ◦ g−1.

Remark 2.9. This is the opposite action to the one used in [AB83AB83, Kob14Kob14, ST24ST24], but agrees
with [Don85Don85].

The relationship with varying the Hermitian metric is as follows. Suppose h is a Hermitian
metric on a holomorphic vector bundle E = (E, ∂̄), and σ is a positive-definite h-Hermitian
endomorphism. Then

(2.3) Fhσ,∂̄ = σ−1/2 ◦ Fh,σ1/2·∂̄ ◦ σ1/2.

In particular, the solvability of the Hermite–Einstein and Hermitian–Yang–Mills equations
are equivalent. As such, we will pass freely between the two situations, depending on which one
is more convenient.

2.4. Linearisations. It will be useful to understand the linearisation of the Hermite–Einstein
and Hermitian–Yang–Mills operators. The following is a simple computation.

Proposition 2.10. Let (E, ∂̄, h) be a holomorphic vector bundle with a Hermitian metric.

(i) The linearisation of the map

A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(EndH(E, h))

σ 7→ iΛωXFh exp(σ) − c idE

at σ = 0 is

σ 7→ ∆1,0
h σ.

(ii) The linearisation of the map

A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(EndH(E, h))

σ 7→ iΛωXFexp(σ)·∂̄ − c idE

at σ = 0 is

σ 7→ ∆σ.
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2.5. Hermitian–Yang–Mills as a moment map. In this section, we recall the moment map
picture for the Hermitian–Yang–Mills equations. Recall that if (Y, ω) is a symplectic manifold,
K a Lie group acting on the left on ω by symplectomorphisms, a map

µ : Y → k∗

is called a moment map if µ is K-equivariant, and for any ξ ∈ k,

d⟨µ, ξ⟩ = −ω(Xξ, ·),
where Xξ is the infinitesimal action of ξ on Y . Suppose ⟨·, ·⟩k is a K-invariant inner product
on k, which defines a map k → k∗. We also call a map µ̃ : Y → k a moment map if ⟨µ̃, ·⟩ is a
moment map as above.

Let (X,ω) be a compact Kähler manifold, E → X a smooth complex vector bundle with a
Hermitian metric h. Recall that the space A = A(E, h) of unitary connections is an affine space
modelled on A1(EndSH(E, h)). In particular, for any ∇ ∈ A, we may identify

T∇A = A1(EndSH(E, h)).

Define a 2-form Ω on A by

Ω(α, β) = −
∫
X
Λω tr(α ∧ β)ωn,

and an almost complex structure on A by

J(α) = −iα1,0 + iα0,1.

Proposition 2.11. (A, J,Ω) is an infinite-dimensional Kähler manifold.

Let K = U(E, h) denote the group of unitary automorphisms of (E, h), which acts on A by
conjugation. The Lie algebra of K is Lie(K) = A0(EndSH(E, h)), and the adjoint action of K
on Lie(K) is by conjugation. We have a natural K-invariant inner product on Lie(K), given by

⟨ξ, η⟩Lie(K) = −
∫
X
tr(ξη)ωn

X .

Proposition 2.12 ([AB83AB83, Don85Don85]). The map

µ : A → Lie(K),

µ(∇) = −ΛωF∇ − ic idE ,

is a moment map for the K-action on A.

Remark 2.13. As the sign convention will play an important role in our results, we mention
that there are many sign conventions which are used in the literature. In particular, the sign
depends on

(i) whether the gauge group acts on connections on the left or on the right,
(ii) whether Kähler metrics are given by g(u, v) = ω(u, Jv) or ω(Ju, v),
(iii) whether moment maps satisfy d⟨µ, ξ⟩ = ω(Xξ, ·) or ω(·, Xξ).

Each one of these choices will introduce a minus sign.

Finally, we note that the linear isomorphism

A1(EndSH(E, h)) → A0,1(End(E)),

α 7→ α0,1,

gives an isomorphism of affine spaces between the space A of unitary connections on E, and the
space D of (not necessarily integrable) Dolbeault operators on E. Moreover, this isomorphism
is K-equivariant, where K acts on D by

g · ∂̄ = g ◦ ∂̄ ◦ g−1,

and so we may give D the structure of a Kähler manifold with a K-action, with moment map

µ(∂̄) = −ΛωF∂̄ − ic idE .
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2.6. Families of vector bundles. Let X,B be complex manifolds. We are interested in
holomorphic vector bundles over X, parametrised by B.

Definition 2.14. A family of holomorphic vector bundles on X parametrised by B is a holo-
morphic vector bundle on X ×B.

Given a family E → X × B, we will write Eb = E|X×{b} → X for the corresponding bundle
over X.

Now suppose (X,ωX), (B,ωB) are Kähler, of dimensions n and m respectively. On X × B,
we may define two contraction operators A2(X ×B) → A0(X ×B) as follows:

ΛV α =
nα ∧ ωn−1

X ∧ ωm
B

ωn
X ∧ ωm

B

ΛHα =
mα ∧ ωn

X ∧ ωm−1
B

ωn
X ∧ ωm

B

.

On X ×B, we have a natural one-parameter family of Kähler metrics, given by

ωk = ωX + kωB

for k > 0.

Lemma 2.15. The contraction operator with respect to ωk is given by

Λk := Λωk
= ΛV + k−1ΛH .

Recall we defined the Laplacians

∆1,0 = iΛ∇0,1∇1,0, ∆0,1 = −iΛ∇1,0∇0,1 and ∆ = ∆1,0 +∆0,1.

Replacing Λ by Λk, ΛV ,ΛH , we may define various Laplacian operators such as ∆1,0
V ,∆0,1

V etc.,
which satisfy analogues of Equation (2.12.1), as well as

∆k = ∆V + k−1∆H

and the (1, 0) and (0, 1)-analogues.
In our adiabatic situation, the Einstein constant in the definition of the Hermite–Einstein

and Hermitian–Yang–Mills equations will now be k-dependent.

Lemma 2.16. The Einstein constant of E with respect to ωk is given by

ck = cV + k−1cH .

Similarly, the linearisations in Proposition 2.102.10 will now be k-dependent. Moreover, we may
also consider the linearisations with respect to ΛV and ΛH .

Proposition 2.17. Let (E, ∂̄, h) be a holomorphic vector bundle on X × B with a Hermitian
metric.

(i) The linearisation of the map

A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(End(E, h))

σ 7→ iΛV Fh exp(σ) − cV idE

at σ = 0 is given by

σ 7→ ∆1,0
V σ.

(ii) The linearisation of the map

A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(EndH(E, h))

σ 7→ iΛV Fexp(σ)·∂̄ − cV idE

at σ = 0 is given by

σ 7→ ∆V σ.

Moreover, the corresponding statements for ΛH also hold.
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3. Deformation theory of Hermite–Einstein bundles

We next study the deformation theory of Hermite–Einstein bundles, following the general
strategy as developed in [Szé10Szé10, Brö11Brö11] for constant scalar curvature Kähler metrics. We refer
to [KM97KM97, Section 48] for more details on moment maps in infinite dimensions.

The general set-up is as follows. Let V be a Fréchet space. A symplectic form on V is a
continuous bilinear map

Ω: V × V → R
which is skew-symmetric and non-degenerate. Here, non-degenerate means that the induced
map V → V ∗ is injective.

Let K be a Lie group acting linearly on (V,Ω) by symplectomorphisms, and suppose µ : V →
k∗ is a moment map for this action. Define a map

ν : V → k∗

⟨ν(a), ξ⟩ = −1

2
Ω(Xξ(a), a),

where

Xξ(a) =
d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

exp(tξ) · a

is the infinitesimal action. Since the K-action on V is linear, so is the infinitesimal action
Xξ : V → V .

Lemma 3.1. ν is a moment map for the K-action on V .

The result is standard, see for example [CS14CS14, Section 4.2]. Using this moment map, given a
curve α(s) in V , we may expand µ(α(s)) around s = 0.

Proposition 3.2 ([Szé10Szé10, Ino19Ino19]). Let α(s) be a smooth curve in V , with α(0) = 0. Then

µ(α(s)) = µ(0) + s2ν(α′(0)) +O
(
s3
)
.

Proof. Fix ξ ∈ k. Let µξ = ⟨µ, ξ⟩ and F (s) = µξ(α(s)). Then

dF

ds
= dµξα(s)(α

′(s)) = −Ω(Xξ(α(s)), α
′(s)),

which is zero at s = 0. Next,

d2F

ds2
= −Ω(Xξ(α(s)), α

′′(s))− Ω(Xξ(α
′(s)), α′(s))

and so
d2F

ds2

∣∣∣∣
s=0

= −Ω(Xξ(α
′(0)), α′(0)) = 2⟨ν(α′(0)), α′(0)⟩.

□

Let (X,ω) be a compact Kähler manifold, E = (E, ∂̄0) → X a holomorphic vector bundle,
with a Hermite–Einstein metric h. Let G = Aut(E), which is reductive and has maximal
compact subgroup K = Aut(E) ∩ U(E, h). Using the K-equivariant inner product on Lie(K),
we may define a projection prk : Lie(K) → k, and

∂̄ 7→ − prk(ΛωF∂̄)− ic idE

is a moment map for the K-action on the space D of Dolbeault operators. Thus, we obtain

Corollary 3.3. Let α(s) be a smooth curve in D with α(0) = ∂̄0. Then

(3.1) prk(ΛωFα(s)) = −ic idE −s2ν(α′(0)) +O
(
s3
)

where
ν : A0,1(End(E)) → k

is defined by

⟨ν(a), ξ⟩ = −1

2
(Xξ(a), a) =

1

2
Ω([ξ, a], a).
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We will later make use of the following result.

Lemma 3.4. For all a ∈ A0,1(End(E)),∫
X
tr(ν(a))ωn = 0.

Proof. This follows from a direct computation:∫
X
tr(ν(a))ωn

X = −i⟨ν(a), i idE⟩ =
i

2
Ω([i idE , a], a) = 0.

□

3.1. Kuranishi theory. The results of this paper will not directly make use of Kuranishi
theory, though it will be useful to have the results in mind. We refer to [Kob14Kob14] for more details
on Kuranishi theory for holomorphic vector bundles, and [Ort23Ort23, Section 4] for Kuranishi theory
in families.

Let (X,ωX) be a compact Kähler manifold, E = (E, ∂̄) → X a holomorphic vector bundle,
with Hermitian metric h. Suppose (E , h) is Hermite–Einstein. Deformations of E are paramet-
rised by an elliptic complex

A0(EndE) A0,1(EndE) A0,2(EndE).∂̄ ∂̄

Let H0,1(X,End E) denote the space of ∂̄-harmonic (0, 1)-forms with value in EndE.

Theorem 3.5 ([Kur65Kur65]). There exists an open neighbourhood U of 0 ∈ H0,1(X,End E), and a
holomorphic map

Ψ: U → A0,1(EndE)

such that Ψ(0) = 0, dΨ0 = id, and for any a ∈ A0,1(EndE) sufficiently close to 0, with ∂̄ + a
integrable, there exists a u ∈ U and a gauge transformation f ∈ GL(E) such that f · (∂̄ + a) =
∂̄ + u.

Remark 3.6. In fact, the Kuranishi map Ψ is K = Aut(E) ∩ U(E, h)-equivariant. We refer to
[Szé10Szé10, CS14CS14, BS22BS22] for more details on this.

Following [Ort23Ort23], we will now develop Kuranishi theory for families. Suppose (X,ωX) and
(B,ωB) are compact Kähler manifolds. Let E → X × B be a family of holomorphic vector
bundles, h a Hermitian metric on E , such that each (Eb, hb) is Hermite–Einstein.

The integrability condition ∂̄ ◦ ∂̄ = 0 for E may be written as

∂̄V ◦ ∂̄V = 0, ∂̄H ◦ ∂̄H = 0 and ∂̄V ◦ ∂̄H + ∂̄H ◦ ∂̄V = 0.

We will consider deformations of E which preserve ∂̄H . Define the space

HV = {α ∈ A0(T ∗X0,1 ⊗ EndE) | ∂̄V α = 0, ∂̄∗V α = 0, ∂̄Hα = 0}.

This is finite-dimensional, as the operator ∂̄∗V ∂̄V + ∂̄V ∂̄
∗
V + ∂̄∗H ∂̄H is elliptic on T ∗X0,1 ⊗EndE.

Theorem 3.7. There exists an open neighbourhood U of 0 ∈ HV , and a holomorphic map

ΨV : U → A0,1(EndE)

such that ΨV (0) = 0, (dΨV )0 = id, and for any α ∈ A0,1(EndE) sufficiently close to 0, with
∂̄ + α integrable and αH = 0, there exists u ∈ U , such that for all b ∈ B, there exists a gauge
transformation fb ∈ GL(Eb) such that fb · (∂̄b + αb) = ∂̄b +ΨV (u)|b.

The proof is similar to the non-family case, and we refer to [Ort23Ort23, Theorem 4.6] for more
details. We note that as (dΨV )0 = id, first order deformations arising from the Kuranishi map
satisfy the gauge fixing condition ∂̄∗V α = 0.
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4. Family Hermite–Einstein metrics

With everything set-up, we can now define the family Hermite–Einstein equation. Let (X,ωX)
be compact Kähler, and let (B,ωB) be a Kähler manifold. We will primarily be interested in the
case B is compact, but we do not assume this for the moment. Suppose E0 = (E, ∂̄0) → X ×B
is a holomorphic vector bundle, with a Hermitian metric h which is vertically Hermite–Einstein,
in the sense that each (E0

b , hb) is Hermite–Einstein.
For b ∈ B, we let ∂̄b denote the Dolbeault operator on Eb. By elliptic operator theory, the

kernel of ∂̄b is finite-dimensional, and so we may define an L2-projection map

πh,b : A0(End(Eb)) → H0(End(Eb)),
for a fixed Hermitian metric h on E . Combining these fibrewise projection maps, we obtain a
map

πh : A0(End(E)) → A0(End(E)).

Similarly, we let ph,b(σ) denote the trace-free part of πh,b(σ), so that this defines a map
ph : A0(End(E)) → A0(End(E)).

Remark 4.1. In Section 55, we will build a holomorphic vector bundle F on B, and show
that πh defines a map A0(End(E)) → A0(F), under the assumption that dim(H0(End(Eb))) is
constant.

Given a curve α in A0,1(End(E)) with ∂̄0 + α(s) integrable for all s, we may decompose
α = αV + αH . The corresponding Dolbeault operator is then

∂̄0 + α = (∂̄0,V + αV ) + (∂̄0,H + αH).

Let αb = αV |X×{b}. Then for each b ∈ B, by Corollary 3.33.3, we have an expansion

prh,kb

(
ΛωXF∂̄0+αb(s)

)
= −ic idE −s2νb(α′

b(0)) +O
(
s3
)
.

We note that the left hand side depends smoothly on b ∈ B, and so

b 7→ s2νh,b(α
′
b(0))

is also smooth. We will write νh(α
′
V (0)) for this endomorphism. Working globally, this means

that

ph(iΛV F∂̄0+α(s)) = −s2iνh(α′
V (0)) +O

(
s3
)
.

Fix a first order vertical deformation a ∈ A0(T ∗X0,1 ⊗ End(E)).

Definition 4.2. A Hermitian metric h on E which is vertically Hermite–Einstein with respect
to ∂̄0 satisfies the family Hermite–Einstein equation (with respect to the first order deformation
a) if

ph(iΛHFh)− iλνh(a) = 0

for some constant λ > 0.

We view this as the correct notion of a canonical metric on a family of semistable vector
bundles (where a is the associated first order deformation from the corresponding polystable
family), much as the Hermite–Einstein equation defines a notion of a canonical metric on a
holomorphic vector bundle. We note, however, that the equation depends only on the first
order deformation a.

Example 4.3. When X is a point, πh = id, and so the family Hermite–Einstein equation
is simply the weak Hermite–Einstein equation. If B is compact, then the solvability of this
equation is equivalent to the solvability of the Hermite–Einstein equation [Kob14Kob14, Proposition
4.1.4].

Remark 4.4. The constant λ is a coupling constant. In the adiabatic setting, λ controls the
rate at which the metric ωk = ωX + kωB grows, versus the rate of the degeneration to a family
of Hermite–Einstein bundles.
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Remark 4.5. We will construct in Section 55 a holomorphic vector bundle F on B, under the
assumption that dim(End Eb) is constant, such that the family Hermite–Einstein equation is a
partial differential equation for sections of F .

5. The space of vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics

In this section, we will develop the Riemannian geometry of the space of fibrewise Hermite–
Einstein metrics. The corresponding results for families of cscK manifolds were developed by
Hallam [Hal23Hal23]. We refer to [Kob14Kob14, Sections 6.1-6.2] for more details about the space of
Hermitian metrics.

5.1. The space of Hermitian metrics. Let (B,ωB) be a compact Kähler manifold, and let
E be a smooth complex vector bundle on B. Let H denote the space of Hermitian forms on
E, and H + ⊆ H the space of positive definite Hermitian forms, which is an open convex cone
in H . For h ∈ H +, we can then identify

ThH
+ = H .

On this cone, we have a Riemannian metric

⟨u, v⟩h =

∫
B
tr
(
h−1u ◦ h−1v

)
ωm
B .

We note that this Riemannian metric is GL(E)-invariant, and that it is the metric which we
obtain on H + by viewing it as a homogeneous space. In particular, this is non-positively
curved, with geodesics given by

h(t) = h0 exp(ta)

for a ∈ A0(EndH(E, h0)), and the map

A0(EndH(E, h0)) → H +,

a 7→ h0 exp(a),
(5.1)

is a diffeomorphism.

5.2. The space of Hermite–Einstein metrics. Now suppose E = (E, ∂̄) is a holomorphic
vector bundle on a compact Kähler manifold (X,ωX). It then makes sense to consider the space
H +

HE ⊆ H + of Hermite–Einstein metrics.

Proposition 5.1. Let h be a Hermitian metric on E. Suppose h is Hermite–Einstein. Let
σ be a h-Hermitian endomorphism. Then h exp(σ) is Hermite–Einstein if and only if σ is
holomorphic.

Proof. This follows using the convexity of the Donaldson functional, see [Kob14Kob14, Section 6.3]
for more details. □

The following restatement will be the one which we will later use.

Corollary 5.2. Let h be a Hermite–Einstein metric on E. Let σ be a positive-definite h-
Hermitian endomorphism. Then hσ is Hermite–Einstein if and only if σ is holomorphic.

From this, we obtain that H +
HE is a finite-dimensional totally geodesic submanifold of H +.

In particular, the geodesics are of the form

h(t) = h0 exp(ta)

with

a ∈ A0(EndH(E, h0)) ∩H0(X,End E).
The same logic implies that we have a diffeomorphism

H +
HE

∼= A0(EndH(E, h0)) ∩H0(X,End E)

for any Hermite–Einstein metric h0.
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5.3. The space of vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics. We will now consider the case
of families. Let (X,ωX) and (B,ωB) be compact Kähler manifolds, E → X ×B a holomorphic
vector bundle. We may then consider the space H +

V of Hermitian metrics on E which are
Hermite–Einstein on each Eb. We would like to use the same considerations as above, replacing
H0(End E) with ker(∂̄V ). A priori, b 7→ ker(∂̄b) does not define a vector bundle on B. We thus
make the following assumption.

Assumption 5.3. The map

b 7→ dimH0(X,End(Eb))
is constant.

Under Assumption 5.35.3, we have a smooth vector bundle F → B, whose fibre at b ∈ B is

Fb = H0(X,End(Eb)).
The vector bundle F is in fact holomorphic, as it is given by the direct image

F = (prB)∗ (End E) ,
where the Dolbeault operator on F is given by ∂̄H .

With all of this in mind, H +
V is a totally geodesic submanifold of H +, and we have a

diffeomorphism

H +
V

∼= A0(EndH(E, h0)) ∩ ker(∂̄V ),

for any vertically Hermite–Einstein metric h0 on E . Our next goal is to express the right hand
side as the global sections of a real subbundle of F .

From the proof of Proposition 2.62.6, we have a decomposition

Fb = Hb ⊕ Sb,

corresponding to Hermitian and skew-Hermitian endomorphisms respectively. Since the Her-
mitian metric, and so the conjugation map, varies smoothly with b ∈ B, this decomposition
gives us a decomposition

F = H ⊕ S

of smooth vector bundles over B. Using this, we obtain a diffeomorphism

(5.2) H +
V

∼= A0(H).

Finally, we note that we may also express H +
V as a homogeneous space, where

G = GL(E) ∩ ker(∂̄V ),

K = U(E, h0) ∩ ker(∂̄V ),

which have Lie algebras A0(F) and A0(S) respectively.

5.4. Comparisons between Hermitian metrics and vertically Hermite–Einstein met-
rics. The pictures in Equation (5.15.1) and Equation (5.25.2) look quite similar. In both cases, the
space of metrics is diffeomorphic to the space of sections of a bundle. We will now make this
analogy more precise. This will be used in Section 77 where we show that the family Hermite–
Einstein flow exists for all time.

Recall we defined a projection map

πh,b : A0(End(Eb)) → H0(End(Eb)),
for a fixed Hermitian metric h on E . Combining these fibrewise projection maps, we obtain a
map

πh : A0(End(E)) → A0(F).

Lemma 5.4. The projection map πh : A0(End(E)) → A0(F) restricts to maps

A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(H)

A0(EndSH(E, h)) → A0(S).
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Proof. Since the projection map is defined fibrewise, and we know that Fb = Hb⊕Sb, the result
follows from the fact that Hermitian and skew-Hermitian endomorphisms are orthogonal with
respect to the induced real L2-inner product on End(E). □

Given any Hermitian metric h on E , we have an induced L2-Hermitian metric hF on F ,
defined by

hF (σ, τ) =

∫
X×B/B

h(σ, τ)ωn
X .

Define an operator

∇F : A0(F) → A1(F)

by

(∇Fσ)(v) = πh((∇Hσ)(v))

for any σ ∈ A0(F) and vector field v on B.

Lemma 5.5. ∇F is the Chern connection on F with respect to the Hermitian metric hF .

Proof. We need to check that it defines a connection, that it is compatible with the complex
structure, and that it is compatible with the Hermitian metric hF . It is easy to see that

(∇Fσ)(v) = πh((∇Hσ)(v))

satisfies C∞(B)-linearity in v and the Leibniz rule. Next, since ∇H is the horizontal component
of the Chern connection on End E , the (0, 1)-part is the operator ∂̄H . Now we note that by
integrability,

∂̄V ◦ ∂̄V + ∂̄V ◦ ∂̄H + ∂̄H ◦ ∂̄V + ∂̄H ◦ ∂̄H = 0.

Splitting by type,

∂̄V ◦ ∂̄V = 0, ∂̄V ◦ ∂̄H = −∂̄H ◦ ∂̄V , and ∂̄H ◦ ∂̄H = 0.

The second equation then implies that ∂̄H sends elements of ker(∂̄V ) to itself. Recalling that
the Dolbeault operator on F is given by ∂̄H , this gives the compatibility with the complex
structure.

Finally, we need to check that ∇F is compatible with the Hermitian metric hF . Let σ1, σ2 ∈
A0(F), and let v be a vector field on B. Then

dhF (σ1, σ2) = d

∫
X×B/B

h(σ1, σ2)ω
n
X ,

=

∫
X×B/B

dHh(σ1, σ2)ω
n
X ,

=

∫
X×B/B

h(∇Hσ1, σ2)ω
n
X +

∫
X×B/B

h(σ1,∇Hσ2)ω
n
X .

Contracting with the vector field v, we obtain that

dhF (σ1, σ2)(v) =

∫
X×B/B

(h((∇Hσ1)v, σ2) + h(σ1, (∇Hσ2)(v)))ω
n
X ,

=

∫
X×B/B

(h((∇Fσ1)(v), σ2) + h(σ1, (∇Fσ2)(v)))ω
n
X ,

= hF ((∇Fσ1)(v), σ2) + hF (σ1, (∇Fσ2)(v))

as required. □

With all of this in mind, we can now state the formal analogy between the space of Hermitian
metrics and the space of vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics.
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Table 1. Analogy between Hermitian and vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics

Hermitian vertically Hermite–Einstein
Geometry E → B E → X ×B

Endomorphism bundle End E → B F → B
Fibrewise inner products EndH(Eb, h) Hb

Connection on endomorphism bundle ∇End E ∇F
Inner product on endomorphisms hEnd hF .

Remark 5.6. With this picture in mind, we may think of Assumption 5.35.3 as a locally free
type assumption. We expect that this assumption may be removed in the theory of family
Hermite–Einstein metrics, analogous to the generalisation of the Hermite–Einstein theory to
reflexive sheaves by Bando–Siu [BS94BS94].

5.5. Riemannian geometry of the space of vertically Hermite–Einstein metrics. To
conclude this section, we will consider the natural Riemannian metric on H +

V , given by the
fibrewise homogeneous space structure. Let E → X × B be a holomorphic vector bundle, and
let h0 be a vertically Hermite–Einstein metric on E . Define

Gb = Aut(Eb),
Kb = Gb ∩U(Eb, h0).

Let gb and kb denote their respective Lie algebras. On kb, we have a Kb-invariant inner product,
given by

⟨u1, u2⟩kb = −
∫
X
tr(u1u2)ω

n
X .

Letting πb : Gb → Gb/Kb denote the quotient map, we have an induced Riemannian metric on
Gb/Kb, given by

⟨v1, v2⟩πb(g) = ⟨u1, u2⟩kb ,
where vi = dπg(giui).

Lemma 5.7. Let d denote the metric on H +
V induced by the embedding into H +, and let db

denote the metric on the space of Hermite–Einstein metrics on Eb. Then

d(σ1, σ2)
2 =

∫
B
db(σ1, σ2)

2ωm
B .

Proof. This follows from the fact that a geodesic in H +
V gives a geodesic in the space of Her-

mitian metrics on E , which in turn gives geodesics in the space of Hermitian metrics on Eb for
all b ∈ B, which is a geodesic in the space of Hermite–Einstein metrics on Eb. The distance is
then given by the speed of the geodesic γ with γ(0) = σ1 and γ(1) = σ2. The result then follows
by comparing the inner products on kb and on A0(S). □

5.6. Decomposition of the space of Hermitian endomorphisms. Using all that we have
shown, we obtain a decomposition of the space of Hermitian endomorphisms on (E, h) into

A0(EndH(E, h)) = A0(H)⊕R

where Rb is the L
2-orthogonal complement of Hb. Moreover, idE defines a section of H, and so

we may further decompose A0(H), to obtain

(5.3) A0(EndH(E, h)) = C∞(B,R) idE ⊕A0(H0)⊕R,

where we have an orthogonal splitting

H = ⟨idE⟩ ⊕H0.

We denote by ph : A0(EndH(E, h)) → A0(H0) the resulting orthogonal projection map.
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6. Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections on the total space

In this section, we will construct Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections on the total space of a
family of holomorphic vector bundles in adiabatic classes, under the assumption of the solvability
of the family Hermite–Einstein equation.

Let (X,ωX) and (B,ωB) be compact Kähler manifolds. Suppose E0 = (E, ∂̄0) → X × B is
a holomorphic vector bundle, with a Hermitian metric h which is vertically Hermite–Einstein.
Let α be a curve in A0,1(End(E)), and we write ∂̄s = ∂̄0 + α(s). We will assume that ∂̄s is
integrable for all s. Let

a =
∂α

∂s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

denote the associated first order deformation.
Recall Assumption 5.35.3, which states that

b 7→ dim(H0(X,End(E0
b )))

is constant. Let G = Aut(E0) denote the automorphism group of the holomorphic vector
bundle E0, which has Lie algebra g = H0(End(E0)), and which acts on A0(T ∗X ⊗ End(E)) by
conjugation. We define

Ga = {g ∈ G | gaV g−1 = aV }

to be the stabiliser of aV , which has Lie algebra

ga = {ξ ∈ g | [ξ, aV ] = 0}.

We note that dim ga ≥ 1, since idE defines an element of ga.

Theorem 6.1. Under the above hypotheses, suppose further that

(i) h satisfies the family Hermite–Einstein equation with respect to the first order deform-
ation a,

(ii) (E, ∂̄s) is simple for |s| ≪ 1,
(iii) dim(ga) = 1,
(iv) ∂̄∗V,0aV = 0.

Then for all k ≫ 0, there exists Hermite–Einstein metrics hk on (E, ∂̄s) with respect to ωk,
where s2 = λk−1.

It will be more convenient to construct Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections, and so we will
take the perspective of Hermitian–Yang–Mills connections throughout.

Remark 6.2. Geometrically, we view the family Hermite–Einstein equation as an equation for
a family of polystable bundles, along with a first order deformation. As such, ga is the natural
Lie algebra controlling automorphisms of this, and we will show that ga is the kernel of the
linearisation of the family Hermite–Einstein equation. In particular, we do not assume that
(E, ∂̄s) and (E, ∂̄′s) are isomorphic for s ̸= s′, 0 < |s|, |s′| ≪ 1.

Remark 6.3. Using Kuranishi theory as sketched in Section 3.13.1, and choosing a basis of g, the
condition that dim(ga) = 1 may be phrased as a matrix depending on a having maximal rank.
In particular, this is an open condition on the first order deformation a. Similarly, the condition
∂̄∗V,0aV = 0 is a gauge-fixing condition, which again is satisfied for a generic choice of first order
deformation a in the Kuranishi space. The key assumption in Theorem 6.16.1 is the existence of
a family Hermite–Einstein metric.

The general strategy follows the work of [Hon99aHon99a, Fin04Fin04, DS21DS21, Ort23Ort23, ST24ST24]. In Section 6.26.2,
we construct approximate solutions to all orders, by understanding the linearisation of the
family Hermite–Einstein equation. Following this, in Section 6.36.3 we use the quantitative implicit
function theorem to perturb our approximate solutions to genuine solutions.
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6.1. Expansion of the Hermitian–Yang–Mills operator.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose we set s2 = λk−1. Then

ph(iΛkF∂̄s) = ph(iΛV F∂̄0
) + k−1

(
ph(iΛHF∂̄0

)− iλνh(a)
)
+O

(
k−3/2

)
.

Proof. Recall that Λk = ΛV + k−1ΛH , and so

ph(iΛkF∂̄s) = ph(iΛV F∂̄s) + k−1ph(iΛHF∂̄s).

By definition of νh, we obtain that

ph(iΛV F∂̄s) = ph(iΛV F∂̄0
)− k−1iλνh(a) +O

(
k−3/2

)
.

As we have an O
(
k−1/2

)
perturbation,

ph(iΛHF∂̄s) = ph(iΛHF∂̄0
) +O

(
k−1/2

)
.

Combining these two expansions gives the result. □

6.2. Approximate solutions. In this section, we will construct approximate solutions to the
Hermite–Einstein equation on the total space. The notation follows Section 5.65.6.

Proposition 6.5. Suppose Assumption 5.35.3 holds, dim(ga) = 1. Then for each nonnegative
integer r, there exist

(i) ϕ1, . . . , ϕr ∈ C∞(B),
(ii) σ1, . . . , σr ∈ A0(H0),
(iii) τ1, . . . , τr ∈ R,
(iv) and constants γ0, . . . , γr ∈ R,

such that if we let

fk,0 = id

and

fk,r = exp
(
k−r/2ϕr

)
exp
(
k−r/2τr

)
exp
(
k−r/2+1σr

)
fk,r−1,

then

iΛkFfk,r·∂̄s =

 r∑
j=0

k−j/2γj

 idE +O
(
k−(r+1)/2

)
.

The proof of Proposition 6.56.5 will be by induction on r. More precisely, we have an expansion
of iΛkFk,r·∂̄s of the form

iΛkFfk,r·∂̄s =

 r∑
j=0

k−j/2γj

 idE +k−(r+1)/2ψr+1 +O
(
k−(r+2)/2

)
.

From our decomposition in Equation (5.35.3), we obtain that

ψr+1 = ψr+1,B + ψr+1,H + ψr+1,R.

We will then choose ϕr+1, σr+1, τr+1 to eliminate these three components respectively.

6.2.1. Base case. The base case of r = 0 is immediate, since

iΛkF∂̄s = iΛV F∂̄0
+O

(
k−1/2

)
.

Indeed, the first term is exactly cV idE , since we assumed that (E0
b , h) is Hermite–Einstein for

all b ∈ B.
Similarly, as there are no k−1/2 terms, the case r = 1 is automatic, and we can set ϕ1 = σ1 =

τ1 = 0.
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6.2.2. Case r = 2. The k−1 term is given by

ψ2 = iΛHF∂̄0
+ iλνV (a).

Applying the decomposition from Equation (5.35.3), we may write

ψ2 = ψ2,B + ψ2,H + ψ2,R.

In fact,

ψ2,H = p(iΛH(F∂̄0
))− iλνV (a).

But we assumed that we have a solution to the family Hermite–Einstein equation, and so

ψ2,H = 0.

In particular, we will set σ2 = 0. Next, we explain how to find τ2. By the linearisation of the
Hermitian–Yang–Mills equation,

iΛV Fexp(k−1τ2)·∂̄s = iΛV F∂̄0
+ k−1(∆V,kτ2 − iλνV (a)) +O

(
k−3/2

)
.

Here, we note that ∆V,k is the vertical Laplacian defined with respect to the Dolbeault operator

∂̄s. In our case, as ∂̄s = ∂̄0 +O
(
k−1/2

)
, it follows that

∆V,k = ∆V,0 +O
(
k−1/2

)
.

As such, we may rewrite the above expansion as

iΛV Fexp(k−1τ2)·∂̄s = iΛV F∂̄0
+ k−1(∆V,0τ2 − iλνV (a)) +O

(
k−3/2

)
.

Lemma 6.6. The operator

∆V,0 : R→ R

is invertible.

Proof. Restricting to each Eb, the statement is that the Laplacian is invertible orthogonal to
its kernel, which follows from it being a self-adjoint elliptic operator. Thus, it remains to show
that the solutions over Eb vary smoothly with b. This follows from the fact that the ∆b are a
smooth family of differential operators. □

In particular, projecting onto R, we obtain that

prR(iΛV Fexp(k−1τ2)·∂̄s) = k−1(ψ2,R +∆V τ2) +O
(
k−3/2

)
.

Thus, we define τ2 ∈ R to be the unique solution to

∆V τ2 = −ψ2,R.

Next, we note that for any Dolbeault operator ∂̄ and ϕ ∈ C∞(B),

iΛV Fexp(ϕ)·∂̄ = iΛV F∂̄

and

iΛHFexp(ϕ)·∂̄ = iΛHF∂̄ −∆Bϕ,

where ∆B : C∞(B) → C∞(B) is the full Laplacian on (B,ωB). As B is compact, ∆B is invertible
modulo constants, and so we may find a ϕ2 ∈ C∞(B) and γ2 ∈ R such that

∆Bϕ2 = −ψ2,B + γ2.

Using all of this, we then obtain that

iΛkFfk,2·∂̄s = (γ0 + γ2k
−1) idE +O

(
k−3/2

)
.
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6.2.3. Inductive case. Next, we will construct approximate solutions inductively, using the lin-
earisation of the family Hermite–Einstein equation. Let

ψ3 = ψ3,B + ψ3,H + ψ3,R

denote the k−3/2 term in iΛkFfk,2·∂̄s . Our next goal is to understand

iΛkFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s = iΛV Fexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s + k−1iΛHFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s ,

and we will understand these two terms separately. For the horizontal term, we obtain

k−1iΛHFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s = k−1iΛHFfk,1·∂̄s − k−3/2∆H,k,1σ3 +O
(
k−2

)
.

As before, fk,1 · ∂̄s = ∂̄0 +O
(
k−1/2

)
, and so we obtain

k−1iΛHFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s = k−1iΛHFfk,1·∂̄s − k−3/2∆Hσ3 +O
(
k−2

)
.

In fact, we are only interested in the H0-component, and so applying the projection map p, we
obtain

k−1p(iΛHFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s) = k−1p(iΛHFfk,1·∂̄s)− k−3/2p(∆Hσ3) +O
(
k−2

)
.

For the vertical term, we first note that it suffices to calculate fibrewise.

Proposition 6.7. Let ∇k be any connection on Eb such that

∇k = ∇0 + k−1/2A1 + k−1A2 +O
(
k−3/2

)
and let ∆k be the Laplacian computed with respect to ∇k and ωX .

(i) For any σ1, σ2 ∈ ikb, we have an expansion

⟨∆kσ1, σ2⟩L2 = k−1⟨D2σ1, σ2⟩L2 +O
(
k−3/2

)
for some fixed operator D2.

(ii) Moreover, for any j ≥ 2 and any τ ∈ A0(End(Eb)), let fk = exp
(
k−j/2τ

)
, and ∇̃k =

fk · ∇k. Let ∆̃k denote the corresponding Laplacian. Then for any σ1, σ2 ∈ ikb, we have
an expansion

⟨∆kσ1, σ2⟩L2 = k−1⟨D2σ1, σ2⟩L2 +O
(
k−3/2

)
,

where the operator D2 is the same as in (i).
(iii) The same result as (ii) holds for j = 1 and τ ∈ ikb.

Proof. For (i), we may compute

⟨∆kσ1, σ2⟩L2 = ⟨∇kσ1,∇kσ2⟩L2 ,

= ⟨∇0σ1,∇0σ2⟩L2

+ k−1/2 (⟨A1σ1,∇0σ2⟩L2 + ⟨∇0σ1, A1σ2⟩L2)

+ k−1 (⟨∇0σ1, A2σ2⟩L2 + ⟨A1σ1, A1σ2⟩L2 + ⟨A2σ1,∇0σ2⟩L2)

+O
(
k−3/2

)
.

But as we are assuming that σ1, σ2 ∈ ikb, and so ∇0σ1 = ∇0σ2 = 0. Most of the terms vanish,
leaving us with

⟨∆kσ1, σ2⟩L2 = k−1⟨A∗
1A1σ1, σ2⟩L2 +O

(
k−3/2

)
.

For (ii), for j ≥ 2, j/2 ≥ 1, and ∇̃k = ∇k+O
(
k−1

)
. In particular, the A1 term is unchanged.

For (iii), when j = 1 and τ ∈ ikb, it follows that ∇0τ = 0, which then implies that ∇̃k =
∇k +O

(
k−1

)
as well. □
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Remark 6.8. A similar result is proven in [DS21DS21, Proposition 4.11] in the optimal symplectic
connection theory. The complication in our setting is that we need the O

(
k−1

)
term, but instead

of an expansion in powers of k−1, we have an expansion in powers of k−1/2. This necessitates
the more careful statement above.

In particular, we may apply (i) with the Dolbeault operator ∂̄s = ∂̄0 +α(s) on End(Eb), and
fk,1|Eb

satisfies the requirements in (ii). Thus, by the linearisation of the Hermitian–Yang–Mills
equation,

p
(
iΛV Fexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s

)
= p

(
iΛV Ffk,1·∂̄s

)
− k−3/2DV σ3 +O

(
k−2

)
,

for some operator DV . Putting everything together, we obtain that

p
(
iΛkFexp(k−1/2σ3)·fk,1·∂̄s

)
= k−3/2(ψ3,H − p(∆Hσ3)−DV σ3) +O

(
k−2

)
.

As such, what we will now need to understand is the operator

L = p ◦∆H +DV ,

which we will consider as an operator

L : A0(H0) → A0(H0).

Proposition 6.9. L is a self-adjoint second order elliptic operator.

Proof. Recall that H0 is a vector bundle over B, and so the inner product on A0(H0) is given
by a fibre integral. In particular,

⟨Lσ, τ⟩L2(H0) =

∫
B

(∫
X×B/B

(⟨∆Hσ, τ⟩+ ⟨DV σ, τ⟩)ωn
X

)
ωm
B

=

∫
X×B

⟨∇Hσ,∇Hτ⟩+ ⟨AEnd,V σ,AEnd,V τ⟩ωn
X ∧ ωm

B ,

where AEnd,V σ = [−a∗V + aV , σ]. From this expression it is clear that L is self-adjoint.
For ellipticity, we note that DV has order 0, and

∆H(fσ) = (∆Bf)σ +Q(f, df, σ,∇Hσ,∇2
Hσ).

Thus, working in a local trivialisation, the symbol is given by the symbol of the Laplacian,
hence L is elliptic. □

Our next goal is to show that L is invertible, and so we must understand the kernel of L.
From the proof of the proposition, we see that

⟨Lσ, σ⟩L2(H0) = ∥∇Hσ∥2L2(End(E)) + ∥AEnd,V σ∥2L2(End(E)).

Each of the terms on the right hand side is nonnegative, and so L(σ) = 0 if and only if ∇Hσ = 0
and [aV , σ] = 0.

Corollary 6.10. The operator L is invertible.

Proof. By the above computation, any elements of the kernel of L must lie in the Lie algebra
ga, which we assumed to consist only of scalar multiples of id. Since we are assuming that σ|Eb

is orthogonal to id, we must then have that σ = 0, and so L is injective. □

Remark 6.11. We note a gap in [Ort23Ort23, Lemma 5.7], which is the corresponding statement
for optimal symplectic connections. There, Ortu claims that the kernel of the linearisation is
given by holomorphy potentials with respect to Js for all s. However, the proof only shows
that elements of the kernel are holomorphy potentials with respect to J0 and the first order
deformation. This leads us to the slightly different geometric setup in comparison with hers.
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With all of this in mind, we may choose σ3 such that

L(σ3) = ψ3,H ,

and choose τ3, ϕ3 as in the r = 2 case. This then proves the r = 3 case. The argument above is
general, and works for any r ≥ 3. As such, we may construct approximate solutions, and so we
have proven Proposition 6.56.5.

6.3. Perturbation to a genuine solution. The proof of Theorem 6.16.1 will be by perturbing
the approximate solutions constructed in Proposition 6.56.5 to genuine solutions. The strategy is
similar to [ST24ST24], and relies on a quantitative version of the implicit function theorem.

Theorem 6.12. Let R : V → W be a differentiable map between Banach spaces. Suppose the
derivative DR at 0 is surjective, with right inverse Q. Let

(i) δ1 denote the radius of the closed ball in V such that R−DR is (2∥Q∥)−1-Lipschitz,
(ii) δ = δ1/(2∥Q∥).

Then for all w ∈W with ∥w −R(0)∥ < δ, there exists a v ∈ V such that R(v) = w.

For brevity of notation, let

∂̄k,r = fk,r · ∂̄s, ∇k,r = fk,r · ∇s.

As the implicit function theorem requires us to be working with Banach spaces, define

Vk,d = L2
d(EndH(E, h), ωk).

Define maps

Ψk,r : Vk,d+2 × R → Vk,d

Ψk,r(σ, λ) = iΛωk
Fexp(σ)·∂̄k,r − λ idE .

The linearisation of Ψk,r at 0 is given by

(σ, λ) 7→ −∆k,rσ − λ idE .

By assumption, (E, ∂̄s) is simple for |s| ≪ 1, and so for k ≫ 0, this operator is surjective.
Let Pk,r denote the right inverse to this operator. Throughout, we set s2 = λk−1, and assume
that k is sufficiently large (resp. s is sufficiently small), so that (E, ∂̄s) is simple.

Proposition 6.13. For each d, there exists C > 0 independent of k, such that the right inverse
Pk,r : Vk,d → Vk,d+2 × R has operator norm

∥Pk,r∥op ≤ Ck.

The proof of this proposition will be in two parts. In Proposition 6.146.14, we will prove a
Poincaré inequality, which will prove the statement for d = 0. Then, we will prove a Schauder
estimate in Proposition 6.186.18, which will allow us to prove the general case.

Proposition 6.14. For each r, there exists C > 0 independent of k, such that for k ≫ 0, and
any section σ ∈ A0(X ×B,EndH(E, h)) with∫

X×B
tr(σ)ωm+n

1 = 0,

we have
∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)

≥ C∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
.

We follow the general strategy of [ST24ST24, DMS24DMS24] of considering an orthogonal decomposition.
A crucial difference is that in [ST24ST24, DMS24DMS24], the deformation term enters at a later order in
the adiabatic limit, whereas it plays a more significant role here.

From equation (5.35.3), we have a decomposition

A0(EndH(E, h)) = A0(H)⊕R.

Recall that H is a real vector bundle over B, with fibre over b given by Hb = A0(EndH(Eb, h))∩
H0(X,End Eb). We will prove a lower bound on the two components, and then combine them.
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Lemma 6.15. For each r, there exists C > 0 independent of k, such that for k ≫ 0, and any
section σ ∈ R, we have

∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)
≥ C∥σ∥2L2(ωk)

.

Proof. As Rb is the orthogonal complement of ker(∇b,0), for any σ ∈ R, we have a pointwise
over b ∈ B Poincaré inequality

∥∇b,0σb∥2L2(ωX) ≥ Cb∥σb∥2L2(ωX).

A priori, Cb may not be bounded below as we vary b. However, Cb can be taken to be the first
non-zero eigenvalue of the Laplacian ∆b,0, and this depends continuously on b [KM97KM97, Theorem
50.16]. As B is compact, we have that

inf
b∈B

Cb > 0.

Thus, integrating over B, we obtain

∥∇V,0σ∥2L2(ω1)
≥ C∥σ∥2L2(ω1)

.

Note that by definition of metric ωk = ωX + kωB, we have the scaling relations

∥∇V,0σ∥2L2(ωk)
= km∥∇V,0σ∥2L2(ω1)

,

∥∇H,0σ∥2L2(ωk)
= km−1∥∇H,0σ∥2L2(ω1)

,

∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
= km∥σ∥2L2(ω1)

.

Thus, as ∇k,r = ∇0 +O
(
k−1/2

)
, we obtain that for k ≫ 0,

∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)
≥ C∥σ∥2L2(ωk)

.

□

Lemma 6.16. For each r, there exists C > 0 independent of k, such that for k ≫ 0, and any
section σ ∈ A0(H) with ∫

X×B
tr(σ)ωm+n

1 = 0,

we have
∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)

≥ Ck−1∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
.

Proof. Recall that ∆k,r = ∆V,k,r + k−1∆H,k,r. Then

⟨∆k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) = ⟨∆V,k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) + k−1⟨∆H,k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk).

By Proposition 6.76.7, and the fact that the L2(ωk) inner product on X×B is given by integrating
the L2(ωX) inner product over B, we obtain that for σ ∈ A0(H),

⟨∆V,k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) = k−1⟨D2σ, σ⟩L2(ωk) +O
(
k−3/2∥σ∥2L2(ωk)

)
,

for some operator D2. On the other hand,

⟨∆H,k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) = ⟨∆H,0σ, σ⟩L2(ωk) +O
(
k−1/2∥σ∥2L2(ωk)

)
.

Combining these, we see that the leading order term in the expansion of ⟨∆k,rσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) is given
by

k−1
(
⟨D2σ, σ⟩L2(ωk) + ⟨∆H,0σ, σ⟩L2(ωk)

)
.

Recalling the definition of the linearisation L of the family Hermite–Einstein equation, this
is exactly k−1⟨Lσ, σ⟩L2(ωk). In particular, L : A0(H) → A0(H) is self-adjoint, elliptic and has
nonnegative eigenvalues. By our assumption that ga = C · idE , σ is orthogonal to the kernel of
L, and so there exists C > 0 such that

⟨Lσ, σ⟩L2(ωk) ≥ C∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
.

Thus, for k ≫ 0,
∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)

≥ Ck−1∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
.
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□

Lemma 6.17. Let α(k), β(k), γ(k), δ(k), ε(k) be functions from Z>0 to R. Suppose we have
that

α(k) ≥ Ck−1δ(k),

β(k) ≥ Cε(k),

|γ(k)| ≤ Cγk
−3/2(α(k) + δ(k)) + Cγk

−1/2(β(k) + ε(k)),

α(k), β(k), δ(k), ε(k) ≥ 0.

Then there exists C > 0 such that for k ≫ 0,

α(k) + β(k) + 2γ(k) ≥ Ck−1(δ(k) + ε(k)).

Proof. Using the bound on |γ(k)|, we have that

α(k)+β(k)+2γ(k) ≥ (1−2Cγk
−3/2)α(k)+(1−2Cγk

−1/2)β(k)−2Cγk
−3/2δ(k)−2Cγk

−1/2ε(k).

Using the lower bounds of α(k) and β(k), we then obtain that for k ≫ 0,

α(k) + β(k) + 2γ(k) ≥ (Ck−1 − 2Cγk
−3/2 − 2CCγk

−5/2)δ(k)

+ (C − 2Cγk
−1/2 − 2CCγk

−3/2)ε(k).

Thus, for k ≫ 0,

α(k) + β(k) + 2γ(k) ≥ Ck−1δ(k) + Cε(k) ≥ Ck−1(δ(k) + ε(k))

as required. □

Proof of Proposition 6.146.14. To conclude the result from the previous lemmas, we need to consider
the mixed terms. Let σ ∈ A0(H) and τ ∈ R. Then we obtain that

⟨∆k,rσ, τ⟩L2(ωk) = k−1/2⟨[AV , σ],∇V,0τ⟩L2(ωk) +O
(
k−1∥σ∥L2

1(ωk,∇0)
∥τ∥L2

1(ωk,∇0)

)
.

Here, AV = −a∗V + aV is the vertical first-order deformation term. Note that we have L2
1-

norms, as derivatives may appear in the remaining terms. For concreteness, we define the
L2
1(ωk,∇0)-norm by

∥σ∥2L2
1(ωk,∇0)

= ∥σ∥2L2(ωk)
+ ∥∇0σ∥2L2(ωk)

= km∥σ∥2L2(ω1)
+ km∥∇V,0σ∥2L2(ω1)

+ km−1∥∇H,0σ∥2L2(ω1)
.

Now
⟨[AV , σ],∇V,0τ⟩L2(ωk) = ⟨∇∗

V,0[AV , σ], τ⟩L2(ωk).

By the Nakano identity, applied for the operators ∇b,0 on each fibre Eb, it suffices to show that

∇1,0
V,0aV = 0 and ∇0,1

V,0a
∗
V = 0. As ∇b,0 is the Chern connection on each Eb, it is unitary and so

the two conditions are equivalent. Thus, we will study ∇1,0
V,0aV .

By the Maurer–Cartan equations, we have that ∇0,1
V,0aV = 0. By our gauge fixing assumption,(

∇0,1
V,0

)∗
aV = 0. Thus, ∆0,1

V,0aV = 0. But now as the central fibre (E , ∂̄0) of our deformation is

vertically Hermite–Einstein, the vertical Laplacians are equal, and so ∇1,0
V,0aV = 0. In particular,

we have shown that for k ≫ 0,∣∣⟨∆k,rσ, τ⟩L2(ωk)

∣∣ ≤ Ck−1∥σ∥L2
1(ωk,∇0)

∥τ∥L2
1(ωk,∇0)

= Ck−3/4∥σ∥L2
1(ωk,∇0)

k−1/4∥τ∥L2
1(ωk,∇0)

.

Young’s inequality with p = q = 2 then implies that∣∣⟨∆k,rσ, τ⟩L2(ωk)

∣∣ ≤ C
(
k−3/2∥σ∥2L2

1(ωk,∇0)
+ k−1/2∥τ∥2L2

1(ωk,∇0)

)
.

As X and B are compact, the L2
1(ωk,∇0) and L2

1(ωk,∇k,r) norms are equivalent, but the
constants of equivalence may depend on k. Computing explicitly, we have Ck such that

C−1
k ∥∇0σ∥2L2(ωk)

≤ ∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)
≤ Ck∥∇0σ∥2L2(ωk)

,
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where Ck = 2 +O
(
k−1/2

)
. Thus, for k ≫ 0, we may take the same constant C for all k. Thus,

we obtain that for some Cm > 0,∣∣⟨∆k,rσ, τ⟩L2(ωk)

∣∣ ≤ Cm

(
k−3/2∥σ∥2L2

1(ωk,∇k,r)
+ k−1/2∥τ∥2L2

1(ωk,∇k,r)

)
= Cm

(
k−3/2∥σ∥2L2(ωk)

+ k−1/2∥τ∥2L2(ωk)

)
+ Cm

(
k−3/2∥∇k,rσ∥2L2(ωk)

+ k−1/2∥∇k,rτ∥2L2(ωk)

)
.

The result then follows from Lemmas 6.156.15 to 6.176.17. □

Proposition 6.18. There exists C > 0 independent of k, such that

∥σ∥L2
d+2(ωk)

≤ Ck−1
(
∥σ∥L2(ωk)

+ ∥∆k,rσ∥L2
d(ωk)

)
.

To prove this, we will first prove a result which is local on B. For U ⊆ B open, define
L2
d(U, ωk) for the Sobolev space of sections of E|X×U .

Lemma 6.19. Fix a point b ∈ B, and a coodinate system U centred at b. Then for every
sufficiently small coordinate disc D2ρ ⊆ U of radius 2ρ, there exists a constant C = C(b, U, ρ, d)
such that for all σ ∈ L2

d+2(D2ρ, ωk),

∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆k,rσ∥L2
d(D2ρ,ωk)

+ k−1/2∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
for all k ≫ 0.

Proof. We first establish a bound for the operator

∆k = ∆V + k−1∆H ,

with respect to the connection ∇0. That is, we will show that there exists C > 0 such that

(6.1) ∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆kσ∥L2
d(D2ρ,ωk)

+ k−1/2∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
for all k ≫ 0. We will prove this for d = 0. With respect to ωk, the C

2-seminorm
∣∣d2σ∣∣

ωk
splits

pointwise as ∣∣d2σ∣∣2
ωk

=
∣∣d2V σ∣∣2ωk

+ |dV dHσ|2ωk
+
∣∣d2Hσ∣∣2ωk

,

where dV denotes differentiating in the X-direction and dH in the B-direction. Since ωk scales
the B direction by k, ∣∣d2Hσ∣∣ωk

= k−2
∣∣d2Hσ∣∣ω1

,

|dV dHσ|ωk
= k−1|dV dHσ|ω1

.

Since ∆V restricted to each End(Eb) → X is elliptic, for each b ∈ U we obtain the estimate(∫
X×{b}

∣∣d2V σ∣∣2ωk
ωn
X

)1/2

≤ Cb

(
∥σ∥L2(X,ωX) + ∥∆V σ∥L2(X,ωX)

)
.

A priori, Cb depends on b. But since Dρ is relatively compact in U , the constants of ellipticity
for the ∆b may be uniformly bounded above and below. Since the constant Cb depends only
on the constants of ellipticity and the norm of the coefficients of the operator, we may choose
C > 0 such that the above equality holds for all b ∈ B. Integrating over Dρ, we obtain(∫

X×Dρ

∣∣d2V σ∣∣2ωk
ωm+n
k

)1/2

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆V σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

)
.

Applying the same argument to the C1-seminorm, we obtain(∫
X×Dρ

|dV σ|2ωk
ωm+n
k

)1/2

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆V σ∥L2(Dρ,ωk)

)
.
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Next, we estimate the horizontal term. Since ∆H is elliptic on U , for all x ∈ X we obtain an
estimate

∥σ∥L2
2({x}×Dρ,ωB) ≤ Cx

(
∥σ∥L2({x}×D2ρ,ωB) + ∥∆Hσ∥L2({x}×D2ρ,ωB)

)
.

The same argument as above implies that we may choose Cx independent of x ∈ X. Using the
scaling properties, we obtain that(∫

X×Dρ

∣∣d2Hσ∣∣2ωk
ωm+n
k

)1/2

≤ Ck−2
(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆Hσ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
,

≤ Ck−1
(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+
∥∥k−1∆Hσ

∥∥
L2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
for k ≫ 0. Similarly, as the horizontal C1-seminorm pointwise scales like k−1, we obtain(∫

X×Dρ

|dHσ|2ωk
ωm+n
k

)1/2

≤ Ck−1
(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆Hσ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
,

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+
∥∥k−1∆Hσ

∥∥
L2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
.

Finally, we will bound the mixed second derivative term. Since ∆1 = ∆V +∆H is elliptic on
X × U , there exists C > 0 such that(∫

X×Dρ

|dV dHσ|2ω1
ωm+n
1

)
≤ C

(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ω1)

+ ∥∆1σ∥L2(D2ρ,ω1)

)
.

By the scaling properties, this implies that(∫
X×Dρ

|dV dHσ|2ωk
ωm+n
k

)
≤ Ck−1

(
∥σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+ ∥∆1σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
.

Now for k ≥ 1,

∥∆kσ∥2L2(D2ρ,ωk)
−
∥∥k−1∆1σ

∥∥2
L2(D2ρ,ωk)

=

(
1− 1

k2

)
∥∆V (σ)∥2L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+ 2

(
1

k
− 1

k2

)
⟨∆V σ,∆Hσ⟩L2(D2ρ,ωk),

≥ −2

(
1

k
− 1

k2

) ∣∣∣⟨∆V σ,∆Hσ⟩L2(D2ρ,ωk)

∣∣∣,
≥ −2

(
1

k
− 1

k2

)
∥∆V σ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

∥∆Hσ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)
.

But ∆V ,∆H : L2
2 → L2 are bounded operators, and so we obtain that∥∥k−1∆1σ

∥∥
L2(D2ρ,ωk)

≤ ∥∆kσ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)
+ Ck−1/2∥σ∥L2

2(D2ρ,ωk)
.

Thus, we have some C > 0 such that(∫
X×Dρ

|dV dHσ|2ωk
ωm+n
k

)1/2

≤ C
(
∥σ∥L2

2(D2ρ,ωk)
+ ∥∆kσ∥L2(D2ρ,ωk)

+ k−1/2∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

)
.

Equation (6.16.1) follows by combining the estimates which we have proven. To conclude, we

note that ∂̄k,r is an O
(
k−1/2

)
perturbation of ∂̄k, and so we obtain an estimate of the form

∥∆k,rσ −∆kσ∥L2
d(D2ρ,ωk)

≤ Ck−1/2∥σ∥L2
d+2(D2ρ,ωk)

.

□

With this lemma in hand, the proof of Proposition 6.186.18 follows by an identical proof as [ST24ST24,
Proposition 27], and the proof of Proposition 6.136.13 follows as in the proof of [ST24ST24, Proposition
25]. To conclude, we will need a Lipschitz bound for the non-linear term Nk,r = Ψk,r − dΨk,r.
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Lemma 6.20. There exists c, C > 0 such that for k ≫ 0, if s1, s2 ∈ Vk,d+2 are such that
∥si∥L2

d+2
≤ c, then

∥Nk,r(s1)−Nk,r(s2)∥L2
d
≤ C

(
∥s1∥L2

d+2
+ ∥s2∥L2

d+2

)
∥s1 − s2∥L2

d+2
.

The proof of this lemma uses the mean value inequality, and is identical to [ST24ST24, Lemma
29]. Finally, we need to show that the estimates we have proven also hold in the various Sobolev
spaces.

Lemma 6.21 ([ST24ST24, Lemma 30]). The approximate solutions satisfy∥∥∥∥∥∥iΛωk
F∂̄k,r

−
r∑

j=0

k−j/2γj idE

∥∥∥∥∥∥
Cd

= O
(
k−(r+2)/2

)
,

and ∥∥∥∥∥∥iΛωk
F∂̄k,r

−
r∑

j=0

k−j/2γj idE

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L2
d

= O
(
k−(r+1)/2

)
.

With all of this, we can now prove Theorem 6.16.1.

Proof of Theorem 6.16.1. We wish to show that when r is sufficiently large, then Ψk,r has a zero
for k ≫ 0. Lemma 6.206.20 implies that there exists a constant c > 0 such that for all ρ > 0
sufficiently small and k ≫ 0, Nk,r is cρ-Lipschitz on the ball of radius ρ. By Proposition 6.136.13,
(2∥Pk,r∥)−1 is bounded below by Ck−1 for some C > 0. Combining these two, we obtain that
there is C ′ > 0 such that the radius δ1 on which Nj,k is (2∥Pj,k∥)−1-Lipschitz satisfies

δ1 ≥ C ′k−1.

Combining this with the bound for ∥Pj,k∥, we obtain that there exists a C ′′ > 0 such that the
δ in Theorem 6.126.12 satisfies

δ ≥ C ′′k−2.

Thus, we can use Theorem 6.126.12 to find a root of Ψk,r, provided that ∥Ψk,r(0)∥ ≤ C ′′k−2. By
Lemma 6.216.21, this holds for all k ≫ 0 provided r ≥ 4. Thus, we can find a zero in L2

d+2. Elliptic
regularity implies that we in fact have a smooth solution. □

7. The family Hermite–Einstein flow

In the study of the Hermite–Einstein equations, one of the most important tools is the
Hermite–Einstein flow, which is the parabolic PDE on Hermitian metrics, given by

(7.1) h−1∂h

∂t
= −2 (iΛωFh − c idE) .

For us, it will be more convenient to write this in terms of endomorphisms. Fix a Hermitian
metric h0 on E, and write any other Hermitian metric as h = h0σ, where σ is a positive definite,
self-adjoint endomorphism with respect to h0. Then the Hermite–Einstein flow may be written
as the evolution equation on endomorphisms

(7.2)
∂σ

∂t
= −2σ (iΛωFh0σ − c idE) .

The Hermite–Einstein flow was introduced by Donaldson [Don85Don85], who proved the long-time
existence of the flow. Using this, he proved the existence of Hermite–Einstein metrics on stable
bundles over projective surfaces. The heat flow approach has been extended to other settings,
in particular, to Higgs bundles and to manifolds with boundary by Simpson [Sim88Sim88], and to
reflexive sheaves by Bando–Siu [BS94BS94].

Even in the unstable case, the flow plays a key role. In [DW04DW04, DW07DW07], Daskalopoulos–
Wentworth shows that for Kähler surfaces, the corresponding connections converge away from an
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analytic bubbling set and along a subsequence, to the graded object of the Harder–Narasimhan–
Seshadri filtration. This was generalised by Jacob [Jac15Jac15, Jac16Jac16] and Sibley [Sib15Sib15] to higher
dimensions.

In this section, we will define a flow associated to the family Hermite–Einstein equation, and
prove long-time existence of the flow. In Section 7.17.1, we use the long time existence of the flow
to prove the existence of solutions to the Dirichlet problem for the family Hermite–Einstein
equation.

Let (X,ωX) and (B,ωB) be compact Kähler manifolds. Let E → X × B be a holomorphic
vector bundle, and fix a Hermitian metric h on E . Suppose that (Eb, h) is Hermite–Einstein for
all b ∈ B. Finally, let a ∈ A0(T ∗X0,1 ⊗ EndE) be a first order vertical deformation of ∂̄E .

Definition 7.1. The family Hermite–Einstein flow is the evolution equation

(7.3)
∂σ

∂t
= −2σ (phσ(iΛHFhσ)− λiνhσ(a)) ,

where σ(t) is a path in A0(H0). In other words, hσ is a fibrewise Hermite–Einstein metric on
E .

Define
Pλ(σ) = phσ(iΛHFhσ)− λiνhσ(a),

so that the family Hermite–Einstein flow may be written as

∂σ

∂t
= −2σPλ(σ).

We will be considering λ > 0 as fixed, and so we will write P = Pλ.
Our goal will be to prove that the solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow exists for all

time, by adapting the arguments of Donaldson and Simpson [Don85Don85, Sim88Sim88], using the analogy
between the family Hermite–Einstein equation and the Hermite–Einstein equation outlined in
Section 55. The main novelty is Lemma 7.77.7, which describes how the deformation term evolves
in time, using the moment map property.

Recall Assumption 5.35.3, which states that

dim(H0(X,End(Eb))) is constant,
and which will be assumed throughout.

For short time existence, we will appeal to the general theory of parabolic equations.

Lemma 7.2. The linearisation of P at σ = idE is elliptic.

Proof. The linearisation of P at σ = idE is given by

L(τ) = −2ph(∆
1,0
H τ) +Q(τ)

where Q(τ) is an order-zero operator, given by linearising the projection operator phσ and the
deformation term iνhσ(a). The same argument as in Proposition 6.96.9 shows that the leading
order term is elliptic. □

Corollary 7.3. The linearisation of the family Hermite–Einstein flow is parabolic. In particu-
lar, solutions exist for short time.

Define the function θ = θ(t, b) by

θ = |P (σ)|2(hσ)F =

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ)2

)
ωn
X .

Proposition 7.4. Suppose σ = σ(t) is a solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow. Then θ
is a subsolution to the heat equation on B:

∂θ

∂t
+∆1,0

B θ ≤ 0.

To prove this, we will need to understand how the various terms evolve. The main novelty
compared to results for the Hermite–Einstein flow is Lemma 7.77.7, which describes how the
deformation term evolves in time.
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Lemma 7.5. Suppose σ = σ(t) is a solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow. Then

∂Fhσ

∂t
= −2∇0,1∇1,0

hσP (σ).

Proof. We recall that

Fhσ = Fh +∇0,1
(
σ−1∇1,0

h σ
)
.

Thus,
∂Fhσ

∂t
= ∇0,1

(
−σ−1∂σ

∂t
σ−1∇1,0

h σ + σ−1∇1,0
h

∂σ

∂t

)
.

Substituting in the right hand side of Equation (7.37.3), we then obtain

∂Fhσ

∂t
= 2∇0,1

(
P (σ)σ−1∇1,0

h σ − σ−1∇1,0
h (σP (σ))

)
,

= 2∇0,1
(
P (σ)σ−1∇1,0

h σ − σ−1(∇1,0
h σ)P (σ)−∇1,0

h P (σ)
)
.

Now we recall that on sections of E,

∇1,0
hσ = ∇1,0

h + σ−1∇1,0
h σ.

Using this formula, we obtain the corresponding result. □

Lemma 7.6. Suppose σ = σ(t) is a solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow. Then

phσ

(
∂

∂t
P (σ)

)
= −2phσ

(
iΛH∇0,1∇1,0

hσP (σ)
)

Proof. When we compute the derivative, we obtain two terms, one from the variation of phσ,
and the other from the variation of iΛHFhσ. For the first term, we will need to understand how
phσ depends on σ. For any α which is hσ-Hermitian,

phσ(α) = σ−1/2ph

(
σ1/2ασ−1/2

)
σ1/2.

Let τ = σ1/2. By changing our reference metric to hσ(t0), we may assume without loss of
generality that σ(t0) = idE . Now

pτ (α) = τ−1ph(τατ
−1)τ.

The derivative of this, at τ = idE , is given by

−∂τ
∂t
ph(α) + ph

(
∂τ

∂t
α

)
− ph

(
α
∂τ

∂t

)
+ ph(α)

∂τ

∂t
= ph

([
∂τ

∂t
, α

])
+

[
ph(α),

∂τ

∂t

]
.

Now as the commutator of Hermitian endomorphisms is skew-Hermitian, it follows that

ph

([
∂τ

∂t
, α

])
= 0

and

ph

([
ph(α),

∂τ

∂t

])
= 0.

Thus, the only contribution is from the variation of iΛHFhσ. By Lemma 7.57.5, and that
p2hσ = phσ, we obtain that

phσ

(
∂

∂t
P (σ)

)
= −2phσ

(
iΛH∇0,1∇1,0

hσP (σ)
)

as required. □

Next, we will need to understand how the deformation term evolves. For this, we will use
the moment map interpretation of νh.

Lemma 7.7. Suppose σ = σ(t) is a solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow. Then

Re

∫
X×B/B

tr

(
P (σ) · i∂ν

∂t

)
ωn
X = |[P (σ), a]|2.
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Proof. Recall that

phσ(iΛV Fhσ,∂̄s) = −s2νhσ(a) +O
(
s3
)
.

We also have that

Fhσ,∂̄s = σ−1/2 ◦ Fh,σ1/2·∂̄s ◦ σ
1/2,

and so

phσ(iΛV Fhσ,∂̄s) = σ−1/2ph(iΛV Fh,σ1/2·∂̄s)σ
1/2.

Next, since σ1/2 is ∂̄0-holomorphic,

σ1/2 · ∂̄s = ∂̄0 + σ1/2 ◦ α(s) ◦ σ−1/2

and so

νhσ(a) = σ−1/2νh(σ
1/2aσ−1/2)σ1/2.

By changing our reference metric, we may assume that at t = t0, σ(t0) = id. In this case,

∂ν

∂t
= −1

2

[
∂σ

∂t
, νh(a)

]
+

1

2
(dνh)a

([
∂σ

∂t
, a

])
.

As we assumed σ(t0) = id,
∂σ

∂t
= −2P,

where P = P (id). Thus, we obtain

∂ν

∂t
= [P, νh(a)] +−(dνh)a([P, a]).

Since P is Hermitian and iνh(a) is Hermitian, [P, iνh(a)] is skew-Hermitian. As Hermitian and
skew-Hermitian endomorphisms are L2(Reh)-orthogonal, we may ignore the first term. Thus,
what we wish to compute is

−
∫
X×{b}

tr(iP · (dνh)a([P, a]))ωn
X .

For this, we will use the fact that νh is a moment map, to obtain that

−
∫
X×{b}

tr(iP · (dνh)a([P, a]))ωn
X = Ω([P, a], [iP, a]),

= Ω([P, a], i[P, a]),

= |[P, a]|2.

□

Proof of Proposition 7.47.4. Using Lemma 7.67.6 and Lemma 7.77.7,

∂θ

∂t
= 2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ) · phσ

(
−iΛH

(
∇0,1∇1,0

hσP (σ)
)))

ωn
X

− 2λRe

∫
X×B/B

tr

(
P (σ) · i∂ν

∂t

)
ωn
X ,

= −2i

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ) · ΛH

(
∇0,1∇1,0

hσP (σ)
))
ωn
X − 2λ|[P (σ), a]|2.

To compute the Laplacian, we will need to view P (σ) as a section of F , and θ as the (hσ)F -
norm-squared of this section. Thus,

∂Bθ = 2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ) · ∇0,1

F ,hσP (σ)
)
ωn
X ,

= 2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ) · ∇0,1

H,hσP (σ)
)
ωn
X .
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Similarly,

∂̄B∂Bθ = 2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
P (σ) · ∇0,1

H ∇1,0
H,hσP (σ)

)
ωn
X ,

+ 2

∫
X×B/B

(hσ)(πhσ(∇0,1
H P (σ)), πhσ(∇1,0

H,hσP (σ)))ω
n
X .

By the Kähler identities,

∆1,0
B = ∂∗B∂B = iΛB ∂̄B∂B,

and so combining all of the above and, we obtain that

∂θ

∂t
+∆1,0

B θ = −2
∣∣∣∇1,0

F ,hσP (σ)
∣∣∣2
(hσ)F

− 2λ|[P (σ), a]|2 ≤ 0

as required. □

Corollary 7.8. supB |P (σ)|2(hσ)F is non-increasing with time.

Proof. This follows by the maximum principle for the heat equation. □

Proposition 7.9. Solutions to the flow are unique.

Proof. Suppose σ, τ are solutions. Define

βσ,τ (t) =

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ

)
ωn
X .

We will first show that βσ,τ (t) satisfies

(7.4)
∂βσ,τ
∂t

+ 2∆1,0
B βσ,τ ≤ 0.

First of all,

∂βσ,τ
∂t

=

∫
X×B/B

tr

(
−σ−1∂σ

∂t
σ−1τ + σ−1∂τ

∂t

)
ωn
X

= −2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ (phτ (iΛHFhτ )− phσ(iΛHFhσ))

)
ωn
X

+ 2λ

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ (iνhτ (a)− iνhσ(a))

)
ωn
X .

Next, note that for any α which is hτ -Hermitian,

phτ (α) = (σ−1τ)−1/2phσ

(
(σ−1τ)1/2α(σ−1τ)−1/2

)
(σ−1τ)1/2.

The same expression applies to πhτ as well. Thus, since σ−1τ is vertically holomorphic, we
obtain that

∂βσ,τ
∂t

= −2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ (iΛHFhτ − iΛHFhσ)

)
ωn
X

+ 2λ

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ (iνhτ (a)− iνhσ(a))

)
ωn
X .

We will now understand the two terms separately.
Set γ = σ−1τ . Then

Fhτ = Fhσ +∇0,1(γ−1∇1,0
hσγ) = Fhσ + γ−1

(
∇0,1∇1,0

hσγ − (∇0,1γ)γ−1∇1,0
hσγ

)
.

Thus,

iΛH(Fhτ − Fhσ) = γ−1∆1,0
H,hσγ − iγ−1ΛH((∇0,1γ)γ−1∇1,0

hσγ).
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Substituting this in, we obtain that

∂βσ,τ
∂t

= −2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
∆1,0

H,hσγ
)
+ 2i

∫
X×B/B

ΛH tr
(
γ−1(∇0,1γ)γ−1∇1,0

hσγ
)
ωn
X

+ 2λ

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ(iνhτ (a)− iνhσ(a))

)
ωn
X .

The first term is exactly −2∆1,0
B βσ,τ , and the second term is non-positive. Thus, what we need

to understand is the final term.
Recall that

phσ(iΛV Fhσ,∂̄s) = −s2iνhσ(a) +O
(
s3
)
.

Thus, we obtain that∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ(iΛV Fhτ,s − iΛV Fhσ,∂̄s)

)
ωn
X = −s2

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
σ−1τ(iνhτ (a)− iνhσ(a))

)
ωn
X

+O
(
s3
)
.

Setting γ = σ−1τ , and using the same reasoning as above, we obtain that∫
X×B/B

tr(γ(iΛV Fhτ,s − iΛV Fhσ,s))ω
n
X =

∫
X×B/B

tr
(
∆1,0

V,hσ,sγ
)
ωn
X

− i

∫
X×B/B

ΛV tr
(
γ−1(∇0,1

s γ)γ−1∇1,0
hσ,sγ

)
ωn
X .

(7.5)

For the first term, using the fact that the vertical Laplacian is self-adjoint, we have that for any
b ∈ B, ∫

X×{b}
tr
(
∆1,0

b,hσ,sγ
)
ωn
X =

∫
X×{b}

tr
(
∆1,0

b,hσ,sγ ◦ id
)
ωn
X

=

∫
X×{b}

tr
(
γ ◦∆1,0

b,hσ,s id
)
ωn
X

= 0.

The same logic as before shows that the second term on the right hand side of Equation (7.57.5)
is nonnegative, and so the left hand side is nonnegative. As the pointwise limit of nonnegative
functions is nonnegative, by taking the limit s→ 0, we see that∫

X×B/B
tr
(
σ−1τ(iνhτ (a)− iνhσ(a))

)
ωn
X ≤ 0.

Putting everything together shows inequality (7.47.4).
Now notice that

tr
(
σ−1τ

)
+ tr

(
τ−1σ

)
− 2 rank(E)

is a nonnegative function, and is zero if and only if σ = τ . But

(7.6) η(σ, τ) = βσ,τ + βτ,σ − 2 vol(X,ωX) rank(E)

satisfies (a rescaled version of) the heat equation, and so by the maximum principle, it is non-
increasing. Thus, if σ(0) = τ(0), then σ(t) = τ(t) for all t, and so we have shown that the
solution to the family Hermite–Einstein flow is unique. □

Corollary 7.10. Suppose a smooth solution σ(t) exists on [0, T ) for some T > 0. Then σ(t)
converges in C0 to a continuous limit σT as t→ T .

Remark 7.11. Here and below, Ck-norms of σ refers to Ck-norms as sections of F → B.
In particular, by definition σT will be smooth in the X-directions, and the claim is that it is
continuous in the B-directions.
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Proof. The space of fibrewise Hermite–Einstein metrics embeds into the space of all Hermitian
metrics as a totally geodesic submanifold. In particular, one proof follows by directly appealing
to the result in [Don85Don85, Corollary 15] for the Hermite–Einstein flow. The proof below instead
adapts the proof of [Don85Don85, Corollary 15].

Recall from Section 5.35.3 that the space of fibrewise Hermite–Einstein metrics is the space of
sections of a fibre bundle. Over b ∈ B, we may identify the fibre with the homogeneous space

Aut(Eb)
Aut(Eb) ∩ U(Eb, h)

.

In particular, we have a complete Riemannian metric d on this space. This metric compares
uniformly with η as defined in Equation (7.67.6). That is, there exists monotone functions f1, f2
such that η ≤ f1(d) and d ≤ f2(η). This follows from the corresponding results for Hermitian
inner products on vector spaces, as used in [Don85Don85, Corollary 15], combined with Lemma 5.75.7.

It then suffices to show that given ε > 0, we can find δ > 0 such that

sup
B
η(σ(t), σ(t′)) < ε

for all t, t′ > T − δ, since this implies that the σ(t) are uniformly Cauchy and so converge to a
non-degenerate limiting metric σT . By continuity at t = 0, we can find δ > 0 such that

sup
B
η(σ(t), σ(t′)) < ε

for 0 < t, t′ < δ. The result then follows by the maximum principle for the heat equation applied
to η. □

Lemma 7.12. Suppose σ(t) are solutions to the family Hermite–Einstein flow on [0, T ), with

(i) σ(t) → σT in C0, and
(ii)

sup
B

|P (σ)|(hσ)F
uniformly bounded in t.

Then σ(t) is bounded in C1 and in Lp
2. Moreover, the curvature Fhσ and P (σ) are uniformly

bounded in Lp for all p <∞.

Proof. Suppose for contradiction that σ(t) was unbounded in C1. Then for some sequence
ti → T , with σi = σ(ti),

sup
B

|∇σi| = mi

is unbounded. By compactness, there exists bi ∈ B such that

|∇σi|(bi) = mi.

Passing to a subsequence, we may assume that bi → b. By working in a local trivialisation, we
have reduced this to a purely local problem with local coordinates zα in the polydisc {|zα| < 1},
and with local sections σi(z). By translating the coordinates, we may assume that

sup
z

|∇σi(z)| = mi

is attained at z = 0.
Next, we will rescale the coordinates. Define wα = mizα, and then pullback σi via the map

{|wα| < 1} → {|zα| < m−1
i },

we obtain matrices σ̃i(w) defined on |wα| < 1, such that

sup
w

|∇σ̃i| = 1

is attained at w = 0.
We will now show that this contradicts our hypotheses. First, recall that

Fhσ = Fh +∇0,1(σ−1∇1,0
h σ),
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and so

iΛHFhσ = σ−1∆1,0
H,hσ +Q(σ,∇σ)

where Q is (at most) quadratic in ∇σ.
By choosing a holomorphic local frame ei for F , and writing σ =

∑
i σ

iei, we obtain that

(7.7) P (σ) = σ−1
∑
i

(∆1,0
B σi)ei + Q̃(σi,∇σi).

We would like to apply this to the σ̃i. By (ii), we know that P (σ̃) is bounded, and by (i), we

know σ̃, σ̃−1 are bounded. But we also have that ∇σ̃i is bounded, and so Q̃(σ̃,∇σ̃) is bounded
as well. Thus, we obtain a bound in L∞, and so Lp, on∑

i

(∆1,0
B σ̃i)ei

over {|wα| < 1}, which is uniform on i. Since ∆1,0
B is elliptic, this means that σ̃i are bounded in

Lp
2. For p sufficiently large, the embedding Lp

2 → C1 is compact, and so a subsequence of the
σ̃i converges in C

1, to some limit σ̃ say. By (i) and the definition of the σ̃i, we know that σ̃ is
in fact constant. On the other hand,

sup
w

|∇σ̃| = lim
i→∞

|∇σ̃i| = 1.

Thus, we have a contradiction, and so the σ(t) are bounded in C1. Using the same estimates as
before, we obtain that the σ(t) are bounded in Lp

2. The curvature result follows immediately. □

Theorem 7.13. The family Hermite–Einstein flow admits a unique smooth solution for all
time.

Proof. The family Hermite–Einstein flow may be written as

∂σ

∂t
= L(σ) +Q(σ,∇σ),

where L is linear elliptic, and Q is a polynomial differential operator of type (2, 1), in the sense
of Hamilton [Ham75Ham75]. Thus, as in [Sim88Sim88, Corollary 6.5], we may appeal directly to Hamilton’s
method in [Ham75Ham75, Section V.12], where we improve the Lp

2-estimate from Lemma 7.127.12 to an
Lp
k estimate for all k ≥ 2.
As Hamilton’s method relies in improving an Lp

k-estimate to an Lp
k+δ estimate, where 0 < δ <

1, we need to define the Sobolev spaces Lp
k where k is a real number. This is done in [Kob14Kob14,

Section 6.5].
With all of this in mind, suppose we have a solution σ(t) on [0, T ). By what we have just

discussed, there exists σT such that σ(t) → σT in Ck for all k. In particular, we may extend
the flow to [0, T ]. Short time existence then shows that a solution exists on [0, T + ε), and so a
solution exists for all time. □

7.1. Dirichlet problem for the family Hermite–Einstein equation. In [Sim88Sim88, Section 6],
Simpson generalises the results of Donaldson in [Don85Don85] to the case of manifolds with boundary,
and considers the Dirichlet and Neumann problems for the Hermite–Einstein flow. The same
modifications that Simpson makes apply in our case. To be more precise, let (X,ωX) be
a compact Kähler manifold, and let (B,ωB) be a compact Kähler manifold with non-empty
boundary ∂B. Let E → X×B be a smooth vector bundle, which is holomorphic overX×Int(B),
and for each b ∈ ∂B, is holomorphic over X × {b}. Let h be a Hermitian metric, such that for
all b ∈ B, (Eb, h) is Hermite–Einstein.

In particular, one needs to modify Lemma 7.127.12 to the case when B has boundary, where one
must use boundary elliptic estimates as well as interior elliptic estimates. The same modific-
ations as in [Sim88Sim88, Lemma 6.4] apply, and so we may consider the Dirichlet problem for the
family Hermite–Einstein flow as well.

Let σ∂ be a smooth section of EndE over X×∂B, such that for all b ∈ ∂B, hσ∂ is a Hermite–
Einstein metric on Eb. Let σ0 be a smooth section of F over B, such that for all b ∈ B, hσ0 is a
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Hermite–Einstein metric on Eb, and such that σ0|∂B = σ∂ . The Dirichlet initial-boundary-value
problem for the family Hermite–Einstein flow is

(7.8)


∂σ
∂t = −2σ(phσ(iΛHFhσ)− iλνhσ(a)), t > 0, b ∈ Int(B),

σ(0) = σ0, b ∈ B,

σ(t) = σ∂ , b ∈ ∂B.

Using the same proof as in Theorem 7.137.13, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 7.14. The Dirichlet problem for the family Hermite–Einstein flow admits a unique
solution.

In [Don92Don92], Donaldson proves that the Dirichlet problem for the Hermite–Einstein equation,{
iΛωFh = 0 on Int(B)

h = h∂ on ∂B,

admits a unique smooth solution.

Proposition 7.15. Let Z be a compact manifold with non-empty boundary ∂Z. Suppose θ ≥ 0
is a subsolution to the heat equation on Z × [0,∞). That is,

∂θ

∂t
+∆θ ≤ 0.

If θ = 0 on ∂Z for all t, then θ decays exponentially, with

sup
Z
θ(z, t) ≤ Ce−µt.

This result follows from the spectral decomposition of the heat operator, and we refer to
[Don92Don92, 98] for details. Donaldson’s proof for the Dirichlet problem follows from applying

Proposition 7.157.15 to θ = |iΛωFh|2.
Using our results on the family Hermite–Einstein flow, we deduce the same result for the

family Hermite–Einstein equation.

Theorem 7.16. Suppose ∂B ̸= ∅. The Dirichlet problem for the family Hermite–Einstein
equation {

ph(iΛHFh)− iλνh(a) = 0 on X × Int(B)

h = h∂ on X × ∂B,

admits a unique solution.

Proof. Let

θ = |P (σ)|2

be as before. In Proposition 7.47.4, we prove that θ is a subsolution to the heat equation. By
the boundary condition, we know that θ = 0 on ∂B when t > 0. Thus, by Proposition 7.157.15, θ
decays exponentially, and so ∫ ∞

0

√
θdt <∞

at each b ∈ B. But
√
θ is exactly the speed of the curve hσ(t) in the space of vertically Hermite–

Einstein metrics. This space is complete, since over b ∈ B it is given as a homogeneous space
Gb/Kb. Thus, the σ(t) converges to some σ∞. The Hermitian metric hσ∞ satisfies the family
Hermite–Einstein equation, as θ → 0 as t→ ∞. □
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