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CONVERGENCE OF THE HYPERSYMPLECTIC FLOW ON T
4 WITH

T
3-SYMMETRY

JOEL FINE, WEIYONG HE, AND CHENGJIAN YAO

Abstract. A hypersymplectic structure on a 4-manifold is a triple ω1, ω2, ω3 of 2-forms
for which every non-trivial linear combination a1ω1 + a2ω2 + a3ω3 is a symplectic form.
Donaldson has conjectured that when the underlying manifold is compact, any such struc-
ture is isotopic in its cohomolgy class to a hyperkähler triple. We prove this conjecture for
a hypersymplectic structure on T

4 which is invariant under the standard T
3 action. The

proof uses the hypersymplectic flow, a geometric flow which attempts to deform a given
hypersymplectic structure to a hyperkähler triple. We prove that on T

4, when starting
from a T

3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, the flow exists for all time and converges
modulo diffeomorphisms to the unique cohomologous hyperkähler structure.

1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. A hypersymplectic structure ω on a smooth 4-manifold X4 is a triple
of closed 2-forms ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3) for which a1ω1 + a2ω2 + a3ω3 is symplectic for any
(a1, a2, a3) ∈ R

3 \ {0}. The simplest example is the triple of Kähler forms of a hyperkähler
metric. Donaldson has conjectured that up to isotopy, on a compact manifold this is the
only example [5]:

Conjecture 1.1 (Donaldson). Let ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3) be a hypersymplectic structure on a

compact 4-manifold X with
´

ωi∧ωj = 2δij . Then ω can be deformed through cohomologous

hypersymplectic structures to the triple of Kähler forms coming from a hyperkähler metric

on X.

(Notice that given any hypersymplectic structure, we can act by a constant linear trans-
formation on the ωi to ensure that

´

ωi ∧ ωj = 2δij . The factor of 2 here is just so the
hyperkähler metric—if it exists!—has unit volume.)

As we will explain in §1.2, a hypersymplectic manifold automatically has c1 = 0 (where c1
is defined via any of the symplectic forms aiωi). The classification of symplectic 4-manifolds
with c1 = 0 is an important problem which, despite much progress, is still largely open.
For example, the following question appears to be currently out of reach:

Question 1.2. Let ω be a symplectic form on T
4 with c1 = 0. Is ω the Kähler form of a

flat metric? In other words, does there exist an ω-compatible complex structure J for which

(ω, J) is flat?
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In fact, it follows from Taubes’s work on the Seiberg–Witten invariants of symplectic
4-manifolds, that a symplectic form on T

4 automatically has c1 = 0 [17, 18]. We also
remark that it suffices to find an ω-compatible integrable complex structure J0 on T

4.
This is because the cohomology class [ω] then contains a Kähler form ω0 ∈ [ω] for which
(ω0, J0) is flat; now, since the set of Kähler metrics in [ω] is connected, Moser’s trick gives
a diffeomorphism Φ with Φ∗ω0 = ω and then J = Φ∗J0 makes (ω, J) flat.

If we suppose that the symplectic form in Question 1.2 comes from a hypersymplectic
structure on T

4, ω = aiωi, then Donaldson’s conjecture (together with Moser’s trick) implies
that ω is indeed the Kähler form of a flat metric (since hyperkähler metrics on T

4 are
necessarily flat).

We recommend the excellent survey article [11] for a thorough discussion of the general
problem of classifying symplectic 4-manifolds with c1 = 0. Donaldson’s conjecture is a
special case of this problem which one might realistically hope is more tractable. One reason
for this hope is the hypersymplectic flow, a geometric flow which attempts to directly carry
out an isotopy from a given hypersymplectic triple to a hyperkähler triple. This flow was
introduced in [6]; we recall the definition in §1.2 below.

The main result of this article is that for a certain type of T3-invariant hypersymplectic
structure on T

4, the hypersymplectic flow proves Donaldson’s conjecture: starting at such
a T

3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, the flow exists for all time and converges to a
hyperkähler triple in the limit modulo diffeomorphisms. In particular, for these symplectic
forms we give a positive answer to Question 1.2. See Theorem 1.5 in §1.4 below for a precise
statement. The rest of the introduction sets the scene and includes a brief discussion of
how Theorem 1.5 compares with other results in the literature.

1.2. The hypersymplectic flow. We now recall the definition of the hypersymplectic
flow. (The details can be found in [6].) First we explain how a hypersymplectic structure
ω determines a Riemannian metric gω on X. Write V = Span {ω1, ω2, ω3} ⊂ Λ2T ∗X. The
fact that ω is hypersymplectic implies that V is a rank 3 sub-bundle which is definite under
the wedge product. In other words, if we pick a nowhere-vanishing 4-form µ, then the
symmetric bilinear form on V defined by

(α, β) =
α ∧ β

µ

is either positive or negative definite. Requiring this to be positive definite determines an
orientation on X. It is then a standard fact that there is a unique conformal structure on
X for which V = Λ+ is the bundle of self-dual 2-forms.

We remark in passing that this also shows why c1(a
iωi) = 0 (for any (ai) 6= 0): given

a conformal 4-manifold and a self-dual symplectic 2-form θ, c1(θ) = 0 if and only if the
quotient bundle Λ+/ 〈θ〉 is trivial. This is the case for us, with θ = aiωi; it is trivialised
by the projection of any pair of symplectic forms biωi and ciωi for which (ai), (bi), (ci) are
linearly independent in R

3.
To upgrade the conformal structure to a metric, we need to single out a volume form.

Given any positively-oriented nowhere-vanishing 4-form µ, we obtain a 3× 3 matrix valued
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function Q(µ) defined by

Qij(µ) =
ωi ∧ ωj

2µ
.

Note that Q is symmetric and positive definite. Up to a factor of 1/2 it is the matrix of
inner-products of the ωi in the metric for which ω is self-dual and for which µ is the volume
form. Scaling µ will scale Q(µ) inversely. We single out the prefered volume form µω by
the requirement that det(Q(µω)) = 1. We write gω for the metric which makes ω self-dual
and has volume form µω.

We will write Q(ω) or simply Q for the matrix-valued function Q(µω). An important fact
is that gω is hyperkähler precisely when Q is constant. When this happens, we can apply a
constant linear transformation to the ωi to ensure that Qij = δij . Once this is done, the ωi

are a hyperkähler triple, i.e. the Kähler forms associated to a quaternionic triple of complex
structures which are all parallel for gω.

We can now define the hypersymplectic flow: a time-dependent hypersymplectic triple
ω(t) is a solution of hypersymplectic flow if

(1.1) ∂tω = d
(
Q d∗

(
Q−1ω

))
.

Here, we think of ω as a column vector of 2-forms, which is acted on by the matrix Q−1;
taking d∗ then produces a column vector of 1-forms, and so forth. It is important to note
that the codifferential d∗ depends on the metric gω(t) and so ω(t) itself.

Two simple remarks: if Q is constant then ω is a fixed point of the flow, since d∗(Q−1ω) =
Q−1d∗ω = 0 (since ω is closed and self-dual). Meanwhile, the right-hand side of (1.1) is
exact and so [ω] is constant. These are minimum requirements to use the flow to attack
Donaldson’s conjecture.

1.3. Relationship with the G2-Laplacian flow. The hypersymplectic flow is actually
the dimensional reduction of a 7-dimensional geometric flow, called the G2-Laplacian flow.
We quickly recall the basic definitions, referring to [1] for the details. In general, a 3-form
on a 7-manifold M7 is called a G2 3-form if the following Λ7-valued symmetric bilinear form
on TM is definite:

〈u, v〉φ =
1

6
ιuφ ∧ ιvφ ∧ φ.

In other words, φ is a G2 3-form when for any nowhere-vanishing 7-form ν, the symmetric
2-tensor gφ,ν(u, v) := 〈u, v〉φ /ν is either positive or negative definite. Asking for it to be
positive orients M . Then we single out a distinguished positive nowhere-vanishing 7-form
νφ by asking that the metric gφ,νφ gives |νφ|g = 1, so that νφ is the volume form. In this
way, a G2 3-form φ completely determines an orientation and Riemannian metric on M ,
which we denote gφ.

Up to the action of GL(7,R) there is a unique such element of Λ3(R7)∗. The stabiliser
of such a 3-form is isomorphic to the exceptional Lie group G2, hence the name. When φ
is parallel for the Levi-Civita connection of gφ, we say that φ is torsion-free. It follows that
the holonomy of gφ preserves φ and so is a subgroup of G2 ⊂ SO(7). One important reason
to be interested in such metrics is that they are automatically Ricci flat.
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Given a closed G2 3-form φ, a central question is to decide whether or not [φ] contains
a torsion-free G2 3-form. It turns out that ∇gφφ = 0 is implied by the seemingly weaker
conditions that dφ = 0 = d∗φ. (Note that d∗ depends on gφ here.) With this in mind, in [1]
Bryant introduced the G2-Laplacian flow : ∂tφ = ∆φφ, where ∆φ = d∗d+ dd∗ is the Hodge
Laplacian of gφ. This flow aims to deform a given closed G2 3-form into a cohomologous
G2 3-form which is also coclosed and hence is torsion-free.

Now, given a hypersymplectic structure ω consider the 3-form φ on T
3 ×X given by

(1.2) φ = dt123 − dt1 ∧ ω1 − dt2 ∧ ω2 − dt3 ∧ ω3

where t1, t2, t3 are standard coordinates on T
3. The fact that ω is hypersymplectic ensures

that φ is a closed G2 3-form. The 7-dimensional and 4-dimensional metrics are related by

gφ = Qijdt
idtj ⊕ gω.

(This explains the choice detQ = 1 for setting the scale of the metric gω.) In [6] it is shown
that if one starts the G2-Laplacian flow with a 3-form φ of the special form (1.2), then φ(t)
has the same shape, defined by a hypersymplectic triple ω(t) which itself evolves by the
hypersymplectic flow.

Very little is known about the general behaviour of the G2-Laplacian flow. Bryant and Xu
proved that there is a unique solution for small time [2]. Without symmetry assumptions,
the only long-time existence result, due to Lotay and Wei, is that if φ is a torsion-free G2

3-form, and the flow is started sufficiently close to φ in [φ] then the flow will exist for all
time and converge back to φ modulo diffeomorphisms [13]. There is no known example of
a finite-time singularity of the flow on a compact 7-manifold (although such examples can
be found on non-compact manifolds [10, 14, 16]).

For the hypersymplectic flow, things appear more hopeful. Firstly, note that Bryant and
Xu’s short-time existence result imples that for any hypersymplectic structure ω there is a
unique solution, for short time at least, to the hypersymplectic flow starting at ω.

Secondly, as Hitchin observed [8], the G2-Laplacian flow is the gradient flow of the total
volume functional. In particular the volume is increasing along the flow. When the G2-
structure φ comes from a hypersymplectic structure ω, there is a topological upper-bound
on the volume:

Vol(T3 ×X, gφ) = (2π)3Vol(X, gω) ≤
(2π)3

6

ˆ

X
ω2
1 + ω2

2 + ω2
3.

This is in stark contrast to the general case. There are examples, due to Mayther [15], of
closed G2 forms on a compact 7-manifold for which the volume is arbitrarily large.

The main advantage the hypersymplectic flow has over the general G2-Laplacian flow—
and one we will exploit for this article—is the following extension criteria proved in [6]. To
state it, we recall that given a closed G2 form φ the torsion is the 2-form T = −1

2d
∗φ. For

a G2 structure on T
3 ×X of the form (1.2), the torsion has the form T = −1

2dt
i ∧ τi for a

triple of 1-forms τi on X. It follows that 2|T|2 = Qij 〈τi, τj〉 where Qij are the elements of
the inverse matrix Q−1.



CONVERGENCE OF THE HYPERSYMPLECTIC FLOW ON T
4 WITH T

3-SYMMETRY 5

Theorem 1.3 (Fine–Yao [6]). Let ω(t) be a solution to the hypersymplectic flow on X×[0, s)
where X is a compact 4-manifold. Suppose that the scalar quantity

T := 2|T|2 = Qij 〈τi, τj〉

is bounded on X × [0, s). Then the flow extends past t = s.

1.4. T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structures on T

4 and the main result. In this
paper we study a certain class of T3-invariant hypersymplectic structures on T

4. We use
the standard action of T3 on T

4 given by

(1.3)
(
eit1 , eit2 , eit3

)
·
(
eix0 , eix1 , eix2 , eix3

)
=

(
eix0 , ei(t1+x1), ei(t2+x2), ei(t3+x3)

)
.

Lemma 2.3 below shows that given any T
3-invariant hypersymplectic triple, we can act by

a constant linear transformation on the components to put it in the form

(1.4) ωi = αij(x0)dx0 ∧ dxj +
1

2
ǫipqdxp ∧ dxq

where aij : T → R are functions of a single variable.

Definition 1.4. A T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure of the form (1.4) is said to be

in normal form. If, moreover, αij = αji we say the structure is in symmetric normal form.

We can now state the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.5. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4 which is in sym-

metric normal form. The hypersymplectic flow ω(t) starting at ω exists for all t ∈ [0,∞).
Moreover, there exists a path of diffeomorphisms G(t) : T4 → T

4 starting at the identity,

such that G(t)∗ω(t) converges as t → ∞ to the unique flat hyperkähler metric in [ω].
In particular, Donaldson’s Conjecture 1.1 holds for ω and we have a positive answer to

Question 1.2 for the symplectic forms aiωi on T
4.

This is a generalisation of [9], which proved the same convergence result for T3-invariant
hypersymplectic structures of simple type, i.e. those of the very special form where aij =
δij(1 + φ′′

i ) is diagonal, with entries determined by three functions φi : T → R [9]. By
contrast, in Theorem 1.5 the eigendirections of αij(x0) can depend on x0.

Theorem 1.5 and the main result of [9] which it subsumes are the only convergence
results currently known for the hypersymplectic flow, besides those which merely invoke
the dynamic stability of Lotay–Wei [13] by starting the flow very close to a hyperkähler
triple.

From a purely PDE perspective, Theorem 1.5 can be seen as a convergence result for a
non-linear second-order evolution equation for a symmetric positive-definite matrix-valued
function α of two variables (x0, t). Explicitly, the equation is:

∂tα =

(
1

V

(α

V

)′
)′

where V = (detα)1/3. (This equation is derived in Lemma 2.12.) It turns out that this
system is not parabolic (see Remark 2.13). This is perhaps unsurprising because we began
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with a flow which was only parabolic modulo diffeomorphisms. It means, however, that
analytic methods must be supplemented by geometric arguments in the proof.

1.5. Acknowledgments. We would like thank Song Sun for some very helpful conversa-
tions. JF is supported by the “Excellence of Science” grant number 4000725 and the FNRS
grant PDR T.0082.21.

2. T
3
-invariant hypersymplectic structures

2.1. Normal form. We begin by putting T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structures into

“normal form” (1.4) as described in the introduction. We first set out our notation and
conventions. Recall we use coordinates (x0, x1, x2, x3) on T

4 in which the standard T
3-

action given in (1.3) rotates (x1, x2, x3). We write dxij for the 2-form dxi ∧ dxj , and
similarly for higher degree forms. We assume that our coordinates x1, x2, x3 have been
ordered so that the orientation induced by the hypersymplectic structure we’re working
with makes dx0123 a positive 4-form. We use the summation convention that repeated
indices are summed over 1,2,3.

Lemma 2.1. Any T
3-invariant closed 2-form θ on T

4 has the form

θ = ai(x0)dx0i + ηpqdxpq

for functions ai : T
1 → R and a constant skew symmetric matrix ηpq.

Proof. Any 2-form on T
4 has the given form where ai, ηpq : T

4 → R are functions of all four
variables. T

3-invariance forces these coefficient functions to depend only on x0, and now
dθ = 0 forces ηpq to be constant. �

Now let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, and ω(t) the hypersymplectic flow

starting at ω. Since the solution is unique, ω(t) remains T
3-invariant. Using Lemma 2.1,

we write
ωi(t) = aij(x0, t)dx0j + ηi,pq(t)dxpq.

Lemma 2.2. ηi,pq(t) = ηi,pq(0) is independent of time.

Proof. This follows from the fact that [ω(t)] = [aij(x0, t)dx0j ]+ηi,pq(t)[dxpq] is independent
of t. �

Lemma 2.3 (Normal form). Let ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3) be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic struc-

ture on T
4. The exists an invertible constant matrix A such that ω̃j = Aijωi satisfies

ω̃i = αij(x0)dx0j +
1

2
ǫipqdxpq,

i.e., ω̃ is in normal form,

Proof. Write ωi = dx0 ∧ αi + ηi where ηi is a constant 2-form and αi is a 1-form in
Span{dx1,dx2,dx3}. Since ω is hypersymplectic, given any ξ ∈ R

3 \ {0},

ξiωi ∧ ξjωj

dx0123
=

2ξiαi ∧ ξjηj
dx123

> 0.
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In particular, ξjηj 6= 0. This means that the ηj are a frame of Λ2
T
3. So there is a unique

invertible matrix A such that Aijηj =
1
2ǫipqdxpq. This matrix will transform ω to be in the

normal form of the statement. �

Lemma 2.4. If ω(t) is a solution to the hypersymplectic flow which starts at ω(0) which is

in normal form (1.4), then ω(t) remains in normal form for all t.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma 2.2. �

Since the condition of being in normal form is preserved under the flow, it suffices to
consider triples in normal form.

2.2. The skew-symmetric part of the coefficient matrix. From here on we work with
a hypersymplectic flow ω(t) starting from a triple in normal form (1.4).

By Lemma 2.4, ω(t) is in normal form for all t. We split the coefficient matrix into
symmetric and skew-symmetric parts, α(t) = β(t) + γ(t) where β(t) = β(t)T and γ(t) =
−γ(t)T . The main result of this subsection is that under the hypersymplectic flow, ∂tγ = 0
(Proposition 2.10 below). Along the way we also collect some useful formulae.

Lemma 2.5. Let ω be a hypersymplectic structure in normal form (1.4). Write α = β + γ

where βT = β and γT = −γ. Then det β > 0. Letting V = (detβ)1/3 we have

(1) µω = V dx0123.
(2) Q = V −1β.

(3) The metric tensor is

gω = V −1
(
detαdx20 −

~βi · ~γ dx0 ⊗ dxi − ~γ · ~βi dxi ⊗ dx0 + βijdxi ⊗ dxj

)

where ~βi = (βi1, βi2, βi3)
T

and ~γ = (γ23, γ31, γ13)
T
.

Proof. We compute

ωi ∧ ωj =

(
αirdx0r +

1

2
ǫipqdxpq

)
∧

(
αjrdx0r +

1

2
ǫjpqdxpq

)
,

=
1

2
(αirǫjpq + αjrǫipq)ǫrpqdx0123,

= (αij + αji)dx0123,

= 2βijdx0123.

Since ω is hypersymplectic, and dx0123 is positive (by hypothesis on the ordering of our
coordinates x1, x2, x3), it follows that βij is positive definite. In particular detβ > 0. Now

with V = (det β)1/3 we see that

ωi ∧ ωj

2V dx0123
= V −1β

has determinant equal to 1. Parts 1 and 3 follow immediately.
To compute the matrix tensor we use the identity

gω(u, v)µω =
1

6
ǫijkιuωi ∧ ιvωj ∧ ωk.
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(See the second section of [6].) From here we have the folllowing formulae for the coefficients
of gω = gabdxa ⊗ dxb:

V g00 =
1

6
αirαjsαktǫijkǫrst

= detα,

V g01 =
1

2
(α11(α32 − α23) + α21α13 − α31α12)

= β11γ32 + β12γ13 + β13γ21

= −~β1 · ~γ,

with similar formulae for V g02 and V g03. This gives the dx20 and dx0 ⊗ dxi coefficients.
Finally, one checks that V gij =

1
2 (αij + αji) = βij . �

It turns out to be more convenient to change from the “standard” coframe dx0,dx1,dx2,dx3
to one adapted to the hypersymplectic structure.

Definition 2.6. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in normal form (1.4).

The coframe of T ∗
T
4 associated to ω is

ϑ0 = dx0, ϑ1 = dx1 − γ23dx0, ϑ2 = dx2 − γ31dx0, ϑ3 = dx3 − γ12dx0,

where γ is the skew part of the coefficient matrix α.

Lemma 2.7. With respect to the coframe ϑa associated to ω, the metric tensor is

(2.1) gω = V 2ϑ2
0 +Qijϑi ⊗ ϑj.

Proof. The dual framing of TT4 is

∂

∂x0
+ γ23

∂

∂x1
+ γ31

∂

∂x2
+ γ12

∂

∂x3
,

∂

∂x1
,

∂

∂x2
,

∂

∂x3
.

From here one checks that

gω = V −1
(
detα− ~γTβ~γ

)
+Qijϑi ⊗ ϑj .

(Recall that Qij = V −1βij .) The result now follows from the following lemma about 3× 3
determinants. �

Lemma 2.8. Let α be a 3× 3 matrix, β and γ be its symmetric and skew-symmetric parts,

i.e. β = 1
2 (α+ αT ) and γ = 1

2(α − αT ). Then

detα = detβ + ~γTβ~γ.

Proof. Choose P ∈ SO(3) such that PβP T = diag(λ1, λ2, λ3). Then the skew matrix

γ̃ := PγP T has associated vector ~̃γ = (γ̃23, γ̃31, γ̃12)
T which satisfies ~̃γ = P~γ. One can
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either compute this directly, or note that it is a restatement of the fact that the following
diagram

so(3) R
3

so(3) R
3

Φ

adP P

Φ

commutes for any P ∈ SO(3), i.e. the natural isomorphism Φ : so(3) → R
3 is equivariant

with respect to the SO(3) actions.
As a consequence,

detα = det
(
PαP T

)
= det

(
PβP T + PγP T

)
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

λ1 γ̃12 γ̃13
γ̃21 λ2 γ̃23
γ̃31 γ̃32 λ3

∣∣∣∣∣∣

= λ1λ2λ3 + λ1γ̃
2
23 + λ2γ̃

2
31 + λ3γ̃

2
12

= detβ + ~̃γTdiag (λ1, λ2, λ3) ~̃γ

= detβ + ~γTβ~γ. �

Lemma 2.9. Using the coframe ϑa associated to ω, we have the following formulae:

(1) ωi = βipϑ0 ∧ ϑp +
1
2ǫijkϑj ∧ ϑk.

(2) ∗ϑ0 = V −1ϑ1 ∧ ϑ2 ∧ ϑ3.

(3) ∗ϑp = −V Qpiϑ0 ∧ ϑj ∧ ϑk, (ijk) = (123).
(4) ∗ (ϑ0 ∧ ϑj ∧ ϑk) = V −1Qipϑp, (ijk) = (123).
(5) The torsion 1-forms τ = Qd∗(Q−1ω) are

τi = V −1Q′
ijϑj , i = 1, 2, 3,

where the prime denotes derivative with respect to x0.

Proof. The formula for ωi in terms of the coframe ϑa is a direct calculation. The formulae
for the various Hodge stars follow from the expression (2.1) for gω. To obtain the formula
for the τi, note that

τi = −Qij ∗ d(Qjpωp)

= QkpQ′
ik ∗ (dx0 ∧ ωp)

=
1

2
QkpQ′

ikǫpqr ∗ (ϑ0 ∧ ϑq ∧ ϑr)

=
1

2
V −1ǫpqrǫqrsQ

kpQ′
ikQstϑt

= V −1Q′
ikϑk,

where in the second line we have used that dωp = 0, in the third line we’ve used the
formula (1) for ωp, in the fourth line we’ve used (4) and in the final line we’ve used the
identity ǫpqrǫsqr = 2δsp. �
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Proposition 2.10. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4, in normal

form (1.4) with coefficient matrix α. Under the hypersymplectic flow, the skew-symmetric

part of α is independent of time. In particular, if α is symmetric at t = 0, then this is true

along the flow, for as long as it exists.

Proof. By Lemma 2.4 we know that ω(t) is in normal form for all t. We write its coefficient
matrix α(t) = β(t) + γ(t) where β(t) = 1

2(α(t) + α(t)T ) and γ(t) = 1
2(α(t) − α(t)T ). We

denote ϑi(t) = dxi −
1
2ǫijkγjk(t)dx0 for the coframe associated to ω(t). Note that ϑ0 = dx0

is automatically independent of t, whilst

∂tϑi = −
1

2
ǫijk(∂tγjk)ϑ0.

By part 1 of Lemma 2.9, we have

ωi(t) = βip(t)ϑ0 ∧ ϑp(t) +
1

2
ǫijkϑj(t) ∧ ϑk(t).

So

∂tωi = ∂tβipϑ0 ∧ ϑp −
1

4
ǫijk(ǫjrs∂tγrsϑ0 ∧ ϑk + ǫkrs∂tγrsϑj ∧ ϑ0)

=

(
∂tβip −

1

4
(ǫijpǫjrs − ǫipkǫkrs)∂tγrs

)
ϑ0 ∧ ϑp

=

(
∂tβip −

1

2
(δprδis − δpsδir)∂tγrs

)
ϑ0 ∧ ϑp

= (∂tβip + ∂tγip)ϑ0 ∧ ϑp.

Meanwhile, by definition of the hypersymplectic flow,

∂tωi = dτi =
(
V −1Q′

ip

)′
ϑ0 ∧ ϑp,

where we have taken d of the formula of part 5 of Lemma 2.9. We conclude that

∂tβij + ∂tγij =
(
V −1Q′

ij

)′
.

The right-hand side is symmetric, and so the skew part of the left-hand side must vanish.
In other words, ∂tγ = 0 as claimed. �

2.3. The case of a symmetric coefficient matrix. From now on, we focus entirely
on the case of a T

3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in normal form (1.4) in which the
coefficient matrix αij is symmetric.

Lemma 2.11. Let ω be a T
3-hypersymplectic form in normal form (1.4), with symmetric

coefficient matrix α : T1 → S2
R
3. The metric is given by

gω(t) = V 2dx20 +Qijdxidxj.

Proof. When α is symmetric, the coframe ϑa of T ∗
T
4 which featured in the previous sub-

section is simply the coordinate coframe ϑa = dxa. The result now follows from (2.1) �
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Lemma 2.12. Let ω be a T
3-hypersymplectic form in normal form (1.4), with symmetric

coefficient matrix α : T1 → S2
R
3. The hypersymplectic flow starting at ω is equivalent to

(2.2) ∂tαij =

(
1

V

(αij

V

)′
)′

,

where V = (detα)1/3 and the prime denotes d/dx0.

Proof. When α is symmetric, Proposition 2.10 tells us the flow remains in symmetric normal
form. From Lemma 2.5, Q = V −1α along the flow. Since α is symmetric, ϑa = dxa; so
Lemma 2.9 gives τi = V −1Q′

ijdxj and the result follows from the definition ∂tωi = dτi of
the hypersymplectic flow. �

Remark 2.13. The system (2.2) is a nonlinear system of PDE on T
1 × [0,+∞) for 6

functions. It is interesting to look at this system from a purely analytic point of view (as
is done in [9]). Expanding out the derivatives, the system is

(2.3) ∂tαij =
1

V 2

(
α′′ −

1

3
〈α,α′′〉αα

)
−

1

V 2
〈α,α′〉αα

′ +
1

3V 2
〈α′, α′〉αα+

2

9V 2
〈α,α′〉2αα,

where 〈β, γ〉α = Tr
(
α−1βα−1γ

)
. This is the Riemmanian metric of the symmetric space

metric on S2
+R

3 of positive definite inner-products on R
3: we treat this as an open set

in the vector space S2
R
3 of all symmetric bilinear forms; then the metric evaluated on

β, γ ∈ S2
R
3 = TαS

2
+R

3 is 〈β, γ〉α.
We linearise the right-hand side of (2.3), which is denoted by D(α), at α. This gives the

second-order linear differential operator Lα : Γ(T
1, S2

R
3) → Γ(T1, S2

R
3) where

Lα(β) =
1

V 2

[
β′′ −

1

3
〈α, β′′〉αα−

1

3
〈α,α′′〉αβ − 〈α, β′〉αα

′ − 〈α,α′〉αβ
′

+
2

3
〈α′, β′〉αα−

2

3
〈α′α−1α′, β〉αα+

1

3
〈α′, α′〉αβ

+
4

9
〈α,α′〉α〈α, β

′〉αα+
2

9
〈α,α′〉2αβ

]
−

2

3
〈α, β〉αD(α).

(2.4)

The principal symbol of Lα in the direction ξ is given by

σ(ξ)(β) =
ξ2

V 2

(
β −

1

3
〈α, β〉αα

)
.

This shows that Lα is not elliptic, since σ(ξ)(α) = 0.

When ω is in symmetric normal form, the evolution equations for V and Q have an
important simplification over the general case. We first give a simple formula for the
Laplacian, and then derive the evolution equations.

Lemma 2.14. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in symmetric normal

form (1.4) and let f : T4 → R be a smooth T
3-invariant function. The Laplacian of f with

respect to the metric gω is

∆f = V −1(V −1f ′)′,

where the prime denotes d/dx0.
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Proof. This follows from Lemmas 2.7 and 2.9 which give, in particular, that µω = V dx0123
and ∗dx0 = V −1dx123. So

∆f = −d∗df = ∗d ∗ (f ′dx0) = ∗d(V −1f ′dx123) = (V −1f ′)′ ∗ dx0123 = V −1(V −1f ′)′. �

Proposition 2.15. Let ω(t) be the hypersymplectic flow starting from a T
3-invariant hy-

persymplectic structure in symmetric normal form (1.4). Then V and Q evolve as follows.

∂tV =
1

3
T V,(2.5)

∂tQij = ∆Qij −
1

3
T Qij,(2.6)

where T = Qij 〈τi, τj〉 is twice the norm-squared of the torsion of the G2-structure on T
7

given by (1.2).

Proof. In the case of an arbitrary hypersymplectic flow, the evolution equations for µω and
Q are given in [6]:

∂tµω =
1

3
T µω.(2.7)

∂tQij = ∆Qij − 〈dQip, Q
pqdQqj〉+ 〈τi, τj〉 −

1

3
T Qij.(2.8)

(Equation (2.7) is (44) in [6]; in the notation of [6], |T|2 = 1
2T ; equation (2.8) is Corollary

4.2 of [6].) Now (2.5) follows from (2.7) and the fact that µω = V dx0123. Meanwhile (2.6)
follows from (2.8) and the fact that

〈τi, τj〉 =
〈
V −1Q′

ikdxk, V
−1Q′

jldxl
〉
= V −2Q′

ikQ
klQlj =

〈
dQik, Q

kldQlj

〉
,

where we have used that the metric on T
4 is gω = V 2dx20 + Qijdxidxj (Lemma 2.7) to

compute 〈dxk,dxl〉 = Qkl.
Alternatively these two equations can be computed directly. For (2.5), use log V =

1
3 log detα to obtain

1

V
∂tV =

1

3
αij∂tαij =

1

3V
Qij

(
1

V
Q′

ij

)′

=
1

3V 2
Qij

(
Q′′

ij −
V ′

V
Q′

ij

)
,

where we’ve used Q = V −1α and the evolution equation (2.2) for α in the form

∂tα =

(
1

V

( α

V

)′
)′

=

(
1

V
Q′

)′

.

Now differentiating the identity detQ ≡ 1 implies that QijQ′
ij = 0 and hence, differ-

entiating again, QijQ′′
ij − QipQ′

pqQ
qjQ′

ij = 0. From here, and using the fact that T =

V −2QipQ′
pqQ

qjQ′
ij we obtain (2.5).

For (2.6), we have

∂tQ = ∂t(V
−1α) =

1

V
∂tα− α

1

V 2
∂tV =

1

V

(
1

V
Q′

)′

−
1

3V
T α = ∆Q−

1

3
T Q,
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where in the second equality we use the evolution (2.2) of α and in the final step we have
used Lemma 2.14 to recognise ∆Q. �

2.4. Diagonal coefficient matrix. We make a short digression to discuss the T3-invariant
hpyersymplectic structures of “simple type”, introduced in [9]. These are in normal form
with diagonal coefficient matrix αij = δij(1+φ′′

i ) for some potential functions φi : T
1 → R.

In that paper, it was not shown directly that simple type structures are preserved under the
flow. Instead the evolution equations of the φi were derived assuming this, and then short-
time existence of the resulting system was proved after the fact. This was made difficult
because these evolution equations are not parabolic (just as is described in Remark 2.13).
Instead, the system was converted into a combined differential-integral system; short-time
existence for this was then shown using the same functional analytic ideas familiar from
the standard theory of parabolic equations.

In this subsection, we will show directly that if we begin with an off-diagonal term in α
which is zero at t = 0, then this condition is automatically preserved under the flow. In
particular, hypersymplectic stuctures of simple type are automatically preserved along the
flow. This gives a much simpler argument for short-time existence of the flow considered
in [9] (although the approach here relies on Bryant–Xu’s short-time existence result for the
G2-Laplacian flow [2]).

Proposition 2.16. Let ω(t) be a hypersymplectic flow on T
4, starting from a T

3-invariant

structure in symmetric normal form. Suppose that α12(·, 0) ≡ 0. Then α12(·, t) ≡ 0 for as

long as the flow exists. The same is true for the other off-diagonal terms, α23 and α13. In

particular, if α(·, 0) is diagonal then this remains true for as long as the flow exists.

Proof. Let T2
02 denote the 2-torus in the coordinate directions (x0, x2), oriented by dx0∧dx2.

Since [ω1(t)] is constant,

0 =
d

dt

ˆ

T
2
02

ω1 = 2π
d

dt

ˆ 2π

0
α12 dx0.

So
ˆ 2π

0
Q12(x0, t)V (x0t)dx0 =

ˆ 2π

0
α12(x0, t)dx0 =

ˆ 2π

0
α12(x0, 0)dx0 = 0.

In particular, the spatial maximum of Q12 is non-negative:

Q12(t) := max
x∈T

1
Q12(x0, t) ≥ 0.

Now by (2.6), ∂tQ12 = ∆Q12−
1
3T Q12. But at a spatial maximum of Q12 the term −1

3T Q12

is non-positive. It follows from the maximum principle that Q12(t) is decreasing and hence
is identically zero. In other words, Q12(x0, t) ≡ 0 and so therefore α12(x0, t) = 0 as well. �

3. Long time existence

Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4 in symmetric normal form. The
main result of this section is that the hypersymplectic flow starting at ω exists for all time
(Theorem 3.5 below). The idea is to show that T is uniformly bounded along the flow, and
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then appeal to the extension result of [6], stated as Theorem 1.3 in the introduction. The
proof that T is bounded takes up the whole section. We begin with a bound on Q itself.

Proposition 3.1. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4 in symmetric

normal form and let ω(t) be the hypersymplectic flow starting at ω, which exists on [0, t0)
with t0 ≤ ∞. Write M = maxx0∈T1 TrQ(x0). Then for any t ∈ [0, t0),

(3.1) TrQ(x0, t) ≤ M.

As a consequence, for any ξ ∈ R
3,

(3.2)
|ξ|2

M2
≤ ξTQξ ≤ M |ξ|2.

Proof. Taking the trace of (2.6) we obtain

(∂t −∆)TrQ = −
1

3
T TrQ.

The bound (3.1) now follows from the maximum principle. This implies Q is uniformly
bounded above. The two-sided bound (3.2) on Q now follows from the fact that detQ ≡ 1
and Q > 0. �

Proposition 3.2. Under the hypersymplectic flow, starting at a T
3-invariant hypersym-

plecic structure in symmetric normal form, the quantity T satisfies the following evolution

equation:

(∂t −∆)T = −
2

3
T 2 +

8

V 2

(
V ′

V

)2

T −
6

V 4

V ′

V
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2 ·Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)

+
2

V 4

V ′

V
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)3

+
8

V 4
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2 ·

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)2
)

+
1

V 2

[
5
V ′

V
T ′ −

2

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2

)2
−

6

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)4
]
.

(3.3)

Proof. We will differentiate directly from T = V −2Q′
ikQ

klQ′
jlQ

ij . Notice that from this

formula alone one can see that terms involving V ′′ and Q′′′ will appear in ∆T . One of
the points of this Propostion is that these terms exactly cancel with counterparts in ∂tT ,
thanks to the evolution equations of both Q and V .

Starting with T ′, we have

T ′ = −2V −1V ′T + V −2Q′′
ikQ

klQ′
ljQ

ji + V −2Q′
ikQ

klQ′′
ljQ

ji

− V −2Q′
ikQ

kqQ′
qpQ

plQ′
ljQ

ji − V −2Q′
ikQ

klQ′
ljQ

jpQ′
pqQ

qi

= −2V −1V ′T + 2V −2Q′′
ikQ

klQ′
ljQ

ji − 2V −2Q′
ikQ

kqQ′
qpQ

plQ′
ljQ

ji

= −2
V ′

V
T +

2

V 2

[
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2 ·Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)
−Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)3
]
.(3.4)
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Differentiating again we obtain

T ′′ = −2
(
V −1V ′

)′
T − 2V −1V ′T ′ − 4V −3V ′

(
Q′′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′

ikQ
kqQ′

qpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji
)

+ 2V −2
[
Q′′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′

ikQ
kqQ′

qpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji
]′

= −2
(
V −1V ′

)′
T − 2V −1V ′T ′ − 2V −1V ′

(
T ′ + 2V −1V ′T

)

+ 2V −2
[
Q′′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′

ikQ
kqQ′

qpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji
]′
,

where we have used that

2V −2
(
Q′′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′

ikQ
kqQ′

qpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji
)
= T ′ + 2V −1V ′T .

Continuing we see that

T ′′ = −2
(
V −1V ′

)′
T − 2V −1V ′T ′ − 2V −1V ′

(
T ′ + 2V −1V ′T

)

+ 2V −2
[
Q′′′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′′

ikQ
kqQplQ′

pqQ
′
ljQ

ji +Q′′
ikQ

klQ′′
ljQ

ji

−Q′′
ikQ

klQ′
ljQ

jqQpiQ′
pq

]

− 2V −2
[
Q′′

ikQ
kqQ′

qpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji −Q′

ikQ
ktQsqQ′

stQ
′
qpQ

plQ′
ljQ

ji

+Q′
ikQ

kqQ′′
qpQ

plQ′
ljQ

ji −Q′
ikQ

kqQ′
qpQ

ptQslQ′
stQ

′
ljQ

ji

+Q′
ikQ

kqQ′
qpQ

plQ′′
ljQ

ji −Q′
ikQ

kqQ′
qpQ

plQ′
ljQ

jtQsiQ′
st

]

= −2

(
V ′

V

)′

T − 4
V ′

V
T ′ − 4

(
V ′

V

)2

T +
2

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′′Q− 1
2 ·Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)

−
10

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2 ·

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)2
)
+

2

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′′Q− 1
2

)2

+
6

V 2
Tr

(
Q− 1

2Q′Q− 1
2

)4
.(3.5)

Next we compute the time derivative of T , again starting from T = V −2Q′
ikQ

klQ′
jlQ

ij :

∂tT = −
2

3
T 2 + V −2(∆Qik)

′QklQ′
jlQ

ij + V −2Q′
ikQ

kl(∆Qjl)
′Qij

− V −2Q′
ikQ

kq∆QqpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji − V −2Q′

ikQ
klQ′

ljQ
jp∆QpqQ

qi

= −
2

3
T 2 + 2V −2(∆Qik)

′QklQ′
jlQ

ij − 2V −2Q′
ikQ

kq∆QqpQ
plQ′

ljQ
ji.

Here we have used (2.5) and (2.6) which give ∂tV = 1
3T V and ∂tQ = ∆Q− 1

3T Q.
We now use Lemma 2.14 which gives that, for a function f of x0 only,

∆f = V −1(V −1f ′)′ = V −2f ′′ − V −3V ′f ′.
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This means that

∂tT = −
2

3
T 2 + 2V −2

(
V −2Q′′

ik − V −3V ′Q′
ik

)′
QklQ′

jlQ
ij

− 2V −2Q′
ikQ

kq
(
V −2Q′′

qp − V −3V ′Q′
qp

)
QplQ′

ljQ
ji

= −
2

3
T 2 + 2V −2

[
V −2Q′′′

ik − 3V −3V ′Q′′
ik −

(
V −3V ′

)′
Q′

ik

]
QklQ′

jlQ
ij

− 2V −2Q′
ikQ

kq
(
V −2Q′′

qp − V −3V ′Q′
qp

)
QplQ′

ljQ
ji

= −
2

3
T 2 − 2

(
V −3V ′

)′
T +

2

V 4
Tr

(
Q−1/2Q′′′Q−1/2 ·Q−1/2Q′Q−1/2

)

−
6V ′

V 5
Tr

(
Q−1/2Q′′Q−1/2 ·Q−1/2Q′Q−1/2

)

−
2

V 4
Tr

(
Q−1/2Q′′Q−1/2 ·

(
Q−1/2Q′Q−1/2

)2
)

+
2V ′

V 5
Tr

(
Q−1/2Q′Q−1/2

)3
.(3.6)

We can now put the pieces together, using equations (3.5) and (3.6) for T ′′ and ∂tT along
with the formula for the Laplacian, ∆T = V −2T ′′ − V −3V ′T ′. This gives the stated
equation for (∂t −∆)T . �

Theorem 3.3. Suppose the hypersymplectic flow, starting at a T
3-invariant hypersym-

plectic structure in symmetric normal form, exists for t ∈ [0, t0) with t0 ≤ ∞. Let

T (t) = maxT4×{t} T . Then,

dT

dt
≤ −

1

3
T

2
.

in the sense of barriers. It follows that

T (t) ≤
T (0)

1 + 1
3T (0)t

.

Proof. To ease the notation, we write

A = Q−1/2Q′′Q−1/2,

B = Q−1/2Q′Q−1/2.

Note that V 2T = Tr(B2).
Now let s ∈ [0, t0) and suppose that T (s) = T (p, s) for some p ∈ T

1. Using equation (3.4)
and T ′(p, s) = 0, we see that at (p, s),

V ′

V
=

1

Tr(B2)

(
Tr (AB)−Tr

(
B3

))
.
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We also have that ∆T ≤ 0 at the point (p, s). It follows from the heat equation of Propo-
sition 3.2 that at the spatial maximum ∂tT (p, s) is bounded above by

−
2

3
T 2 +

2

V 4Tr(B2)

[
(Tr (AB))2 − 4Tr (AB)Tr(B3) + 3

(
Tr(B3)

)2

+4Tr
(
AB2

)
Tr(B2)− Tr(A2)Tr(B2)− 3Tr(B4)Tr(B2)

]
.

(3.7)

We will complete the proof by showing that

(Tr (AB))2 − 4Tr (AB)Tr(B3) + 3
(
Tr(B3)

)2
+ 4Tr

(
AB2

)
Tr(B2)

−Tr(A2)Tr(B2)− 3Tr(B4)Tr(B2) ≤
1

6

(
Tr(B2)

)3
.

(3.8)

Assuming this momentarily (and recalling that T = V −2 Tr(B2)) we have that

∂tT (p, s) ≤ −
2

3
T 2(p, s) +

1

3

(
Tr(B2)

)2

V 4
(p, s) = −

1

3
T 2(p, s).

For fixed p, T (p, t) is a lower barrier for the Lipschitz function T (t) at t = s. Therefore,

dT

dt
(s) ≤ ∂tT (p, s) ≤ −

1

3
T 2(p, s) = −

1

3
T

2
(s),

which completes the proof.
To establish the inequality (3.8), we use Lemma 3.4 below, which proves this inequality

for any pair A,B of real symmetric 3 × 3 matrices with Tr(B) = 0 and Tr(A) = Tr(B2).
In our situation, differentiating detQ = 1 once with respect to x0 shows that Tr(B) = 0,
whilst differentiating it twice shows that Tr(A) = Tr(B2). �

Lemma 3.4. Let A,B be two real symmetric 3× 3 matrices with Tr(B) = 0 and Tr(A) =
Tr(B2). Then inequality (3.8) holds.

Proof. Since the trace is invariant under conjugation, we can assume that B is diagonal.
Define Ã = A−B2, then (3.8) is equivalent to

(3.9)
(
Tr(ÃB)

)2
− 2Tr(ÃB)Tr(B3) + 2Tr(ÃB2)Tr(B2)−Tr(Ã2)Tr(B2) ≤

1

6

(
Tr(B2)

)3

provided that Tr(Ã) = Tr(B) = 0.

Write Ã = Ãd + Ão where Ãd is the diagonal part of Ã and Ão is the off-diagonal part of
Ã; then the above inequality is equivalent to

(
Tr(ÃdB)

)2
− 2Tr(ÃdB)Tr(B3) + 2Tr(ÃdB

2)Tr(B2)

≤
(
Tr(Ã2

d) + Tr(Ã2
o)
)
Tr

(
B2

)
+

1

6

(
Tr

(
B2

))3(3.10)
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provided that Tr(Ãd) = Tr(B) = 0. By [9, (3.15)], we actually have that this holds without
the need for the Tr(A2

o) term on the right-hand side:
(3.11)(
Tr(ÃdB)

)2
− 2Tr(ÃdB)Tr(B3) + 2Tr(ÃdB

2)Tr(B2) ≤ Tr(Ã2
d)Tr

(
B2

)
+

1

6

(
Tr

(
B2

))3
.

We can also work out this elementary inequality directly. Suppose Ãd = diag (x1, x2, x3)
and B = diag (y1, y2, y3), then the right-hand side minus the left-hand side of (3.11) can be
simplified to

(
x21 + x22 + x23

) (
y21 + y22 + y23

)
+

1

6

(
y21 + y22 + y23

)3

− (x1y1 + x2y2 + x3y3)
2 + 2 (x1y1 + x2y2 + x3y3)

(
y31 + y32 + y33

)

− 2
(
x1y

2
1 + x2y

2
2 + x3y

2
3

) (
y21 + y22 + y23

)

= 3

[
(x1y2 − x2y1)−

1

3
(y1 + 2y2)(2y1 + y2)(y1 − y2)

]2
+ 9y21y

2
2(y1 + y2)

2.

This last expression is manifestly non-negative and so finishes the proof the lemma. �

Theorem 3.5. Let ω be a T
3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4 in symmetric

normal form. Then the hypersymplectic flow starting at ω exists for all time.

Proof. By Theorem 3.3, T is bounded along the flow and so the flow exists for all time, by
the main result of [6]. �

4. Convergence at infinity

We now show that, modulo diffeomorphisms, the hypersymplectic flow ω(t) converges as
t → ∞ to a hyperkähler triple. The overall idea of the argument here is similar to that
of [9]. Accordingly we focus more on the parts which are different in our situation.

Recall from Lemma 2.11 that the corresponding metrics gω(t) have the form

gω(t) = V 2(x0, t)dx
2
0 +Qij(x0, t)dxidxj .

Proving convergence of the metrics amounts to proving convergence of the functions V and
Qij. At the same time, it is more straightforward to control geometric quantities, such as
curvature and, for a metric of this form, the relation between curvature and V and Qij is
complicated. To get around this, we use a diffeomorphism which puts the metric in a more
manageable form.

For each fixed t, we introduce a new coordinate system (y, x1, x2, x3) replacing x0 by
y = y(x0) where

dy

dx0
=

2π

vt
V (x0, t), y(0) = 0,

for vt =
´ 2π
0 V (x0, t)dx0 a t-dependent constant. For each t this gives us a diffeomorphism

of T1 = R/2πZ:

G−1
t : T1 → T

1, G−1
t (x0) =

2π

vt

ˆ x0

0
V (ξ, t)dξ.
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We use the same notation, G−1
t , to denote the diffeomorphism of T4 given by (x0, x1, x2, x3) 7→

(y, x1, x2, x3). In the new coordinates, (y, x1, x2, x3),

(4.1) gω(t) =
( vt
2π

)2
dy2 + Q̂ij(y, t)dxidxj ,

where Q̂ij(y, t) = Qij(Gt(y), t).
Equivalently, we use fixed coordinates (y, x1, x2, x3) on T

4 and define a new path of
hypersymplectic stuctures:

ω̂(t) = G∗
tω(t).

Explicitly,

ω̂i(t) =
vt
2π

Q̂ip(y, t)dy ∧ dxp +
1

2
ǫijkdxjk.

Now equation (4.1) says that gω̂(t) = G∗
t gω(t). We will prove the main result of this article,

Theorem 1.5, by showing that ω̂(t) converges to a hyperkähler triple as t → ∞. More
precisely,

Theorem 4.1. As t → ∞, the matrix-valued functions Q̂ij(y, t) → Q̂∞
ij converge in C∞ to

a constant positive-definite matrix. Moreover vt → v∞ also converges. It follows that the

hypersymplectic structures ω̂(t) converge in C∞ to the hyperkähler structure

ω̂∞
i =

v∞
2π

Q̂∞
ip dy ∧ dxp +

1

2
ǫijkdxjk

inducing the flat metric

ĝ∞ =
(v∞
2π

)2
dy2 + Q̂∞

ij dxidxj.

Theorem 1.5 follows immediately. Whilst the diffeomorphisms Gt of Theorem 4.1 do not
start at the identity, replacing them with G−1

0 ◦Gt gives a path of diffeomorphisms which
does start at the identity and for which the conclusions of Theorem 1.5 are true. The proof
of Theorem 4.1 takes up the remainder of this section.

Notice that ω̂(t) is in symmetric normal form for all t with respect to the coordinate
system (y, x1, x2, x3), so our previous results for such structures apply directly to ω̂(t).

Lemma 4.2. vt is non-decreasing, bounded above and hence converges to a limit v∞ as

t → ∞.

Proof. By Lemma 2.5 (or directly from (4.1), since det Q̂ = 1), the volume form of gω̂(t) is

µω̂(t) =
vt
2π

dy ∧ dx123.

This implies that

Vol(T4, gω̂(t)) = (2π)3vt.

Meanwhile, since gω̂(t) = G∗
t gω(t) we have that Vol(T4, gω̂(t)) = Vol(T4, gω(t)). Now this sec-

ond quantity is non-decreasing, since ω(t) solves the hypersymplectic flow, and is bounded
above, hence it converges. �
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Lemma 4.3. The metrics gω̂(t) are uniformly equivalent to the fixed reference metric g0 =

dy2 + dx21 + dx22 + dx23.

Proof. We already know that vt converges as t → ∞ to a strictly positive limit. Moreover,
(3.2) shows that 0 < c ≤ Q ≤ C uniformly, form some constants c, C. Hence the same is

true for Q̂ = G∗
tQ. Since these are the metric coefficients of gω̂(t) in the coordinate system

y, xi this gives the statement of the Lemma. �

Lemma 4.4. We have Q̂′
ij → 0 in C0 as t → ∞, where the prime denotes differentiation

with respect to y.

Proof. The norm-squared T̂ of the torsion of ω̂(t) is given by

T̂ =

(
2π

vt

)2

Q̂′
ikQ̂

klQ̂′
ljQ̂

ji,

where the prime denotes differentiation with respect to y. (This is the same formula which
holds for any hypersymplectic structure in symmetric normal form and ultimately comes
from the computation of the torsion forms in the last part of Lemma 2.9.) By Theorem 3.3,

T → 0 in C0 and so T̂ = G∗
tT also converges to 0 in C0. Meanwhile (3.2) gives constants

c, C such that 0 < c ≤ Q̂ = G∗
tQ ≤ C. Moreover, vt → v∞ > 0. This implies

T̂ ≥ C Tr
(
Q̂′2

)

for some constant C. Now since T̂ → 0 in C0 we see that Tr(Q̂′2) → 0 in C0 and hence

Q̂′ → 0 in C0 as claimed. �

To complete the proof of Theorem 4.1 we will show that the higher derivatives of Qij are

all bounded. As the following Lemma shows, this amounts to proving uniform Ck bounds
on the curvature of gω̂. We write the components of the curvature as

R̂ j
yiy = gω̂

(
Rmgω̂(∂y, ∂xi)(∂y), ∂xj

)
,

and similarly for R̂ l
ijk and R̂ k

yij .

Lemma 4.5. The components of the Riemann curvature tensor of gω̂ are given by

R̂ j
yiy =

1

2
Q̂jkQ̂′′

ik −
1

4
Q̂jlQ̂′

lpQ̂
pkQ̂′

ki,(4.2)

R̂ l
ijk =

1

4

(
2π

vt

)2

Q̂lp
(
Q̂′

ikQ̂
′
jp − Q̂′

ipQ̂
′
jk

)
,(4.3)

R̂ k
yij = 0.(4.4)

Proof. This is a direct calculation from (4.1), using standard formulae for the components
of the curvature tensor in local coordiantes. We suppress the details. �
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We make two quick remarks: firstly, we will only use (4.2) in what follows, the other
components are recorded for completeness; secondly, there is a mistake in equation (3.3)

of [9], where in an analogous calculation it is erroneously claimed that R j
jii = 0. This is

ultimately harmless to the overall arguments there.

Lemma 4.6. For each k there is a constant Mk such that

‖Q̂‖Ck+2(g0) ≤ Mk

(
1 +

∥∥Rm(gω̂(t))
∥∥
Ck(gω̂(t))

)
.

Proof. Note that the norm on the left-hand side is with respect to the fixed reference metric
g0 = dy2 + dx21 + dx22 + dx23 whilst on the right-hand side we use the t-dependent norm
defined by gω̂(t). We first explain how to pass between these norms.

Recall from (4.1) that the coefficients of gω̂(t) in coordinates (y, x1, x2, x3) are vt and

Q̂ij, and that these are uniformly bounded above and below away from zero. It follows
immediately that the C0(g0) norm on tensors is uniformly equivalent to the C0(gω̂(t)) norm.

Now, given a Ck(g0) bound on Q̂, we obtain a Ck−1-bound on the Levi-Civita connection

matrix of gω̂(t) in the coordinates (y, x1, x2, x3). This means that a Ck(g0) bound on Q̂

implies that the Ck-norms of g0 and gω̂(t) are uniformly equivalent (again on tensors).
We can now prove the Lemma by induction. For the case k = 0, by (4.2), and the

uniform bound 0 < c ≤ Q̂ ≤ C we have

|Q̂′′
ik| ≤ C

(
|R j

yiy |+ |Q̂′|2
)

for some constant C. Using the fact that Q̂ is uniformly bounded in C1(g0) we see that

‖Q̂‖C2(g0) ≤ C
(
‖Rm(gω̂(t))‖C0(g0) + 1

)
.

Now the equivalence of the C0-norms on tensors means we can replace C0(g0) by C0(gω̂(t))
on the right-hand side, which proves the inequality for k = 0.

Assume inductively we have the bound in the statement of the Lemma for all k up to

some K − 1. We must prove it holds for the CK+2-norm of Q̂. The bound for k = K − 1
implies that the CK+1-norms of g0 and gω̂(t) are uniformly equivalent with constants of

equivalence that depend only on a CK−1 bound on Rm(gω̂(t)). Now from (4.2) we see that

a CK(g0) bound on Rm(gω̂(t)) and a CK+1(g0) bound on Q̂ will imply the CK+2(g0) bound

on Q̂ we seek. By induction, a CK(gω̂(t)) bound on Rm(gω̂(t)) implies a CK+1(g0) bound on

Q̂ and, by equivalence of norms, it also implies the CK(g0)-norm of Rm(gω̂(t)) is bounded.

Hence we obtain the required CK+2(g0) bound on Q̂. �

With this Lemma in hand, we have reduced the proof of Theorem 4.1 to showing uniform
bounds on the curvature of gω̂(t). To do this it turns out to be more efficient to pass to

the 7-dimensional manifold T
4 × T

3. Recall from §1 that this manifold carries a path of
G2-structures:

φ̂(t) = dt123 − dt1 ∧ ω̂1 − dt2 ∧ ω̂2 − dt3 ∧ ω̂3.
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We wil use bold symbols to denote tensors defined on T
4 × T

3, so that g(t) denotes the

metric associated to φ̂(t), Rm denotes its curvature tensor and so forth. (This is in keeping
with the notational conventions of [6].)

Proposition 4.7. There is a constant C such that for all t,

‖Rm‖C0 + ‖∇T‖C0 ≤ C,

where the norms are taken with respect to g(t).

Proof. We prove this by contradiction and a rescaling argument, exactly as in [6]. We
sketch the argument here, focusing on the two parts which are different in our situation:
the non-collapsing and the final way a contradiction is obtained.

To prepare the ground, we prove a lower bound on volume of balls. Given p ∈ T
4, let

Vol(p, r; t) = Vol(B(p, r), gω̂(t))

denote the volume of the geodesic ball of radius r centered at p determined by the metric
gω̂(t). We first claim that there exists r0 > 0 and c > 0 such that for all t and r ∈ [0, r0],

Vol(p, r; t) ≥ cr4.

To see this note that cube-shaped domain Ωr = {(y, x1, x2, x3) : |y| ≤ r, |xi| ≤ r} is mapped
injectively to T

4 as long as r ≤ π. Moreover, the length of the curve s 7→ (ȳ + as, x̄i + ξis)
is

ˆ r

0

√
a2 + ξT Q̂(as, t)ξds ≤ Cr

for some r, as long as |a| ≤ 1 and |ξ| ≤ 1. So the image of Ωr is contained in the geodesic
ball of radius Cr. This implies

Vol(p, r; t) ≥

ˆ

Ωr/C

vt
2π

dy ∧ dx123 ≥ cr4

for some c, as long as r ≤ π/C.
This lower bound on volume, together with the Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor inequality [4]

implies that, for some constant i0, we have a uniform lower bound on the injectivity radius
of the form

(4.5) inj(T4, gω̂(t)) ≥
i0∥∥Rm(gω̂(t))

∥∥1/2
C0 + 1

.

We now explain how—assuming the statement of the proposition is false— this enables
us to take a rescaled limit. To ease notation, write

Λ(q, t) = (|Rm|+ |∇T|) (q, t).

Assuming the result is false, there exist a sequence of points qk ∈ T
4×T

3 and times tk → ∞
such that

Λ(qk, tk) := sup
t∈[0,tk]

Λ(q, t) → ∞.
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We abbreviate Λk = Λ(qk, tk). We now define a rescaled sequence of flows by

φ(k)(t) = Λ
3/2
k φ̂(Λ−1

k t+ tk),

ω(k)(t) = Λkω̂(Λ
−1
k t+ tk).

(We remark that there is a mistake in both [6, 7] and [9], where in analogous discussions

the scaling of φ(k) is with the factor Λk rather than Λ
3/2
k . In the proof of Theorem 4.10 of

[7] there is also a missing factor K2 in front of t in ω′(t) ). The φ(k) are a sequence of flows
defined for t ∈ [−Λktk,∞) which are diffeomorphic to G2-Laplacian flows. The rescaling
ensures that the corresponding metrics in 7 and 4 dimensions scale as gφ(k) = Λkgφ and
gω(k) = Λkgω respectively. In particular,

‖Rm(φ(k)(t))‖C0 + ‖∇T(φ(k)(t))‖C0 ≤ 1

on t ∈ [−Λktk, 0]. Now the Shi-type estimates of Lotay–Wei [12] for the G2-Laplacian flow
give that for any A > 0 and l, we have

‖∇lRm(φ(k)(t))‖C0 + ‖∇l+1T(φ(k)(t))‖C0 ≤ CA,l

for some constant CA,l. (It is the fact that these Shi-type estimates are known for the G2-
Laplacian flow, as opposed to the hypersymplectic flow, which forces us to pass somewhat
artificially to the 7-manifold.)

From here, arguing as in [6], we obtain uniform bounds on the following four -dimensional
quantities, again over t ∈ [−A, 0]:

‖Rm(ω(k)(t))‖Cl , ‖ω(k)(t)‖Cl ≤ CA,l.

Moreover, after rescaling the injectivity radius bound (4.5) gives a uniform lower bound

inj(T4, ω(k)(t)) ≥ c. So we can now take a pointed Cheeger–Gromov limit

(T4, ω(k)(0), pk) → (X∞, ω∞, p∞)

where (X∞, ω∞) is hyperkähler. The points pk ∈ T
4 here are the T

4 projections of the
initial points qk ∈ T

4 × T
3 where the initial blow-up was assumed to happen. (The details

of this argument can be found in the final section of [6].)
Our choice of points and rescaling ensures that Rm(gω

∞
)(p∞) 6= 0 and it is this that

we will now show leads to a contradiction. Directly from the expression (4.1) for gω̂(t) we
see that for any (x1, x2, x3) the curve s 7→ (s, x1, x2, x3) is a geodesic. Moreover it has
length uniformly bounded below away from zero. This means that for the rescaled metrics
determined by ω(k)(t), each point pk lies on a geodesic whose length tends to infinity. So
in the limit, X∞ must contain a geodesic line. Since it is Ricci-flat, Cheeger–Gromoll’s
splitting theorem [3] tells us that it is isometric to Y 3×R. But now, since it is hyperkähler,
this forces it to be flat, giving us our contradiction. �

We can now finish the proof of convergence of the hypersymplectic flow.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. From Proposition 4.7 together with Lotay–Wei’s Shi-type estimates [12]
we see that there is a constant Ck such that for all t ∈ [0,∞),

‖∇kRm(φ̂(t))‖C0 + ‖∇k+1T(φ̂(t))‖C0 ≤ Ck.

Corollary 3.3 of [6] now implies that

‖∇k Rm(gω̂(t))‖C0 ≤ Ck.

Lemma 4.6 implies that Q̂ is bounded in Ck for all k. Arzela–Ascoli now implies that for

any sequence of times tk → ∞, there is a subsequence tkn for which Q̂(tkn) → Q̂∞ converges

in C∞. Since Q̂′ → 0, the limit Q̂∞ is constant. Moreover, the value of Q̂∞ is independent
of the sequence we started with. This is because the following integral is cohomological and
so independent of time:

ˆ

T4

ωi(t) ∧ ωj(t) =

ˆ

T4

ω̂i(t) ∧ ω̂j(t) =

ˆ

T4

2Q̂ij(y, t)
vt
2π

dydx123.

From this we deduce that

Q̂∞
ij =

2π

v∞

ˆ 2π

0
αij(x0, 0)dx0

is determined purely by the starting data ω(0). It now follows that the whole path converges:

Q̂(t) → Q̂∞ in C∞. For if not, there would exist ǫ > 0, a sequence of times tk → ∞ and
an integer l for which

‖Q̂(tk)− Q̂∞‖Cl ≥ ǫ.

Then no subsequence of Q̂(tk) could converge to Q̂∞, a contradiction which completes the
proof. �
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