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CONVERGENCE OF THE HYPERSYMPLECTIC FLOW ON T* WITH
T3-SYMMETRY

JOEL FINE, WEIYONG HE, AND CHENGJIAN YAO

ABSTRACT. A hypersymplectic structure on a 4-manifold is a triple w1, w2, ws of 2-forms
for which every non-trivial linear combination a‘twi + a’ws + aPws 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 hyperkéhler triple. We prove this conjecture for
a hypersymplectic structure on T* which is invariant under the standard T® action. The
proof uses the hypersymplectic flow, a geometric flow which attempts to deform a given
hypersymplectic structure to a hyperkéhler triple. We prove that on T*, when starting
from a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, the flow exists for all time and converges
modulo diffeomorphisms to the unique cohomologous hyperkahler structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Overview. A hypersymplectic structure w on a smooth 4-manifold X is a triple

of closed 2-forms w = (wy,ws,ws) for which a'w; + awy + a3ws is symplectic for any
(a',a?,a®) € R?\ {0}. The simplest example is the triple of Kéhler forms of a hyperkihler
metric. Donaldson has conjectured that up to isotopy, on a compact manifold this is the

only example [5]:

Conjecture 1.1 (Donaldson). Let w = (wi,w2,ws) be a hypersymplectic structure on a
compact 4-manifold X with [ w; A\w; = 26;;. Then w can be deformed through cohomologous
hypersymplectic structures to the triple of Kdahler forms coming from a hyperkdhler metric
on X.

(Notice that given any hypersymplectic structure, we can act by a constant linear trans-
formation on the w; to ensure that f wi A w;j = 26;5. The factor of 2 here is just so the
hyperkéahler metric—if it existsl—has unit volume.)

As we will explain in §1.2] a hypersymplectic manifold automatically has ¢; = 0 (where ¢;
is defined via any of the symplectic forms a‘w;). The classification of symplectic 4-manifolds
with ¢; = 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 w be a symplectic form on T* with ¢; = 0. Is w the Kihler form of a
flat metric? In other words, does there exist an w-compatible complex structure J for which

(w, 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* automatically has ¢; = 0 [17, [18]. We also
remark that it suffices to find an w-compatible integrable complex structure Jy on T4,
This is because the cohomology class [w] then contains a Kéhler form wy € [w] for which
(wo, Jo) is flat; now, since the set of Kéhler metrics in [w] is connected, Moser’s trick gives
a diffeomorphism ® with ®*wy = w and then J = ®*.Jy makes (w, J) flat.

If we suppose that the symplectic form in Question comes from a hypersymplectic
structure on T4, w = a’w;, then Donaldson’s conjecture (together with Moser’s trick) implies
that w is indeed the Kihler form of a flat metric (since hyperkihler metrics on T* are
necessarily flat).

We recommend the excellent survey article [11] for a thorough discussion of the general
problem of classifying symplectic 4-manifolds with ¢; = 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 hyperkéhler triple. This flow was
introduced in [6]; we recall the definition in §I.2] below.

The main result of this article is that for a certain type of T3-invariant hypersymplectic
structure on T*, the hypersymplectic flow proves Donaldson’s conjecture: starting at such
a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, the flow exists for all time and converges to a
hyperkéhler triple in the limit modulo diffeomorphisms. In particular, for these symplectic
forms we give a positive answer to Question See Theorem [LL5]in §T.4] below for a precise
statement. The rest of the introduction sets the scene and includes a brief discussion of
how Theorem 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
w determines a Riemannian metric g, on X. Write V' = Span {w, w2, w3} C A?T*X. The
fact that w 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 g, then the
symmetric bilinear form on V' defined by

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' = A™ is the bundle of self-dual 2-forms.

We remark in passing that this also shows why ¢;(a‘w;) = 0 (for any (a’) # 0): given
a conformal 4-manifold and a self-dual symplectic 2-form 6, ¢1(f) = 0 if and only if the
quotient bundle AT/ (f) is trivial. This is the case for us, with § = a'w;; it is trivialised
by the projection of any pair of symplectic forms b'w; and c'w; for which (a?), (b%), (¢*) are
linearly independent in R3.

To upgrade the conformal structure to a metric, we need to single out a volume form.
Given any positively-oriented nowhere-vanishing 4-form p, we obtain a 3 x 3 matrix valued



CONVERGENCE OF THE HYPERSYMPLECTIC FLOW ON T* WITH T3-SYMMETRY 3

function Q(u) defined by
wi N\ W;j
Qij(p) = 72% L.
Note that @ is symmetric and positive definite. Up to a factor of 1/2 it is the matrix of
inner-products of the w; in the metric for which w is self-dual and for which p is the volume
form. Scaling p will scale Q(u) inversely. We single out the prefered volume form g, by
the requirement that det(Q(puy)) = 1. We write g, for the metric which makes w self-dual
and has volume form g, .
We will write Q(w) or simply @ for the matrix-valued function (). An important fact
is that g, is hyperkéhler precisely when @ is constant. When this happens, we can apply a
constant linear transformation to the w; to ensure that Q;; = d;;. Once this is done, the w;
are a hyperkéhler triple, i.e. the Kéhler forms associated to a quaternionic triple of complex
structures which are all parallel for g,.
We can now define the hypersymplectic flow: a time-dependent hypersymplectic triple
w(t) is a solution of hypersymplectic flow if

(L1) O = d (Q (Q7'w)).

Here, we think of w as a column vector of 2-forms, which is acted on by the matrix Q';
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 g, and so w(t) itself.

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

1.3. Relationship with the Go-Laplacian flow. The hypersymplectic flow is actually
the dimensional reduction of a 7-dimensional geometric flow, called the Gs-Laplacian flow.
We quickly recall the basic definitions, referring to [I] for the details. In general, a 3-form
on a 7-manifold M7 is called a Gy 3-form if the following A”-valued symmetric bilinear form
on T'M is definite:

(u,v>¢ = éLu(JS A Lp® N @.

In other words, ¢ is a G2 3-form when for any nowhere-vanishing 7-form v, the symmetric
2-tensor gg,(u,v) := <u,v>¢ /v 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
vy by asking that the metric gy, gives lvglg = 1, so that vy is the volume form. In this
way, a Go 3-form ¢ completely determines an orientation and Riemannian metric on M,
which we denote gg.

Up to the action of GL(7,R) there is a unique such element of A3(R7)*. The stabiliser
of such a 3-form is isomorphic to the exceptional Lie group Go, hence the name. When ¢
is parallel for the Levi-Civita connection of g4, we say that ¢ is torsion-free. It follows that
the holonomy of g4 preserves ¢ and so is a subgroup of G C 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 G 3-form ¢, a central question is to decide whether or not [¢] contains
a torsion-free Go 3-form. It turns out that V9¢ = 0 is implied by the seemingly weaker
conditions that d¢ = 0 = d*¢. (Note that d* depends on g4 here.) With this in mind, in [I]
Bryant introduced the Ga-Laplacian flow: 0y = Ayp, where Ay = d*d+dd” is the Hodge
Laplacian of gs. This flow aims to deform a given closed G 3-form into a cohomologous
(9 3-form which is also coclosed and hence is torsion-free.

Now, given a hypersymplectic structure w consider the 3-form ¢ on T? x X given by

(1.2) ¢ =dt'® —dtt Awy — dtE Awy — dt3 Aws

where t!,¢2,¢> are standard coordinates on T3. The fact that w is hypersymplectic ensures
that ¢ is a closed G2 3-form. The 7-dimensional and 4-dimensional metrics are related by

g¢ = Qijdtidtj D Juw-

(This explains the choice det ) = 1 for setting the scale of the metric g,,.) In [6] it is shown
that if one starts the Ga-Laplacian flow with a 3-form ¢ of the special form (L2]), then ¢(t)
has the same shape, defined by a hypersymplectic triple w(¢) which itself evolves by the
hypersymplectic flow.

Very little is known about the general behaviour of the Go-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 ¢ is a torsion-free Go
3-form, and the flow is started sufficiently close to ¢ in [¢] then the flow will exist for all
time and converge back to ¢ 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 w there is a
unique solution, for short time at least, to the hypersymplectic flow starting at w.

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

(2m)°
6 y w% + w% + wg.

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

The main advantage the hypersymplectic flow has over the general Gs-Laplacian low—
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 G5 form ¢ the torsion is the 2-form T = —%d*gb. For
a Gy structure on T3 x X of the form (I.2)), the torsion has the form T = —%dti A T; for a
triple of 1-forms 7; on X. It follows that 2|T|*> = Q¥ (r;, 7;) where Q¥ are the elements of
the inverse matrix Q.

Vol(T? x X, gg) = (27)® Vol(X,, g,,) <
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Theorem 1.3 (Fine—Yao [6]). Let w(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 = 2T = QY (ri, 7))
is bounded on X x [0,s). Then the flow extends pastt = s.

1.4. T3-invariant hypersymplectic structures on T* and the main result. In this
paper we study a certain class of T3-invariant hypersymplectic structures on T4. We use
the standard action of T3 on T* given by

(13) (eztl, 6Zt2,62t3) . (ezx(), elejez:cg’ez:c:;) — <ez:c0, ez(tl-l—:cl)’ el(tz-i-xz)’ ez(t3+x3)> ]

Lemma 23] below shows that given any T3-invariant hypersymplectic triple, we can act by
a constant linear transformation on the components to put it in the form

1
(1.4) w; = ayj(zo)drg Adx; + §eipqup A dzg
where a;;: T — R are functions of a single variable.

Definition 1.4. A T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure of the form (4] is said to be
in normal form. If, moreover, a;; = aj; we say the structure is in symmetric normal form.

We can now state the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.5. Let w be a T>-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T* which is in sym-
metric normal form. The hypersymplectic flow w(t) starting at w exists for all t € [0,00).
Moreover, there exists a path of diffeomorphisms G(t): T* — T* starting at the identity,
such that G(t)*w(t) converges ast — oo to the unique flat hyperkihler metric in [w].

In particular, Donaldson’s Conjecture [I1 holds for w and we have a positive answer to
Question I3 for the symplectic forms a‘w; on T?.

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 a;; =
8;(1 + ¢l) is diagonal, with entries determined by three functions ¢;: T — R [9]. By
contrast, in Theorem the eigendirections of «;;(xo) can depend on zg.

Theorem 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 [I3] by starting the flow very close to a hyperkdhler
triple.

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

1 ran
= (5 6)
‘ <V %
where V' = (det )/?. (This equation is derived in Lemma ZI21) 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. T3-INVARIANT HYPERSYMPLECTIC STRUCTURES

2.1. Normal form. We begin by putting T3-invariant hypersymplectic structures into
“normal form” (L4)) as described in the introduction. We first set out our notation and
conventions. Recall we use coordinates (xq,z1,z2,23) on T* in which the standard T3-
action given in (L3]) rotates (z1,x2,23). We write da;; for the 2-form dz; A dzj;, 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 dzgi23 a positive 4-form. We use the summation convention that repeated
indices are summed over 1,2,3.

Lemma 2.1. Any T3-invariant closed 2-form 6 on T* has the form
0 = a;(zo)dzo; + Mpgdapg
for functions a;: TV — R and a constant skew symmetric matriz Mpq -

Proof. Any 2-form on T* has the given form where a;, Npq : T4 — R are functions of all four
variables. T3-invariance forces these coefficient functions to depend only on zg, and now
df = 0 forces 7,4 to be constant. O

Now let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure, and w(t) the hypersymplectic flow
starting at w. Since the solution is unique, w(t) remains T3-invariant. Using Lemma 2.1}
we write

wi(t) = aij(wo, t)dxo; + 1ipqg(t)dpq-
Lemma 2.2. 1); 4(t) = 1ipq(0) is independent of time.

Proof. This follows from the fact that [w(t)] = [aij(zo, t)dxoj]+nipqe(t)[dzy,) is independent
of t. O

Lemma 2.3 (Normal form). Let w = (w1, wa,ws3) be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic struc-
ture on T*. The exists an invertible constant matriz A such that w; = Ajjw; satisfies

~ 1

wi = a;j(o)dro; + §eipqupq,
i.e., W is in normal form,

Proof. Write w; = dxg A a; + 1; where n; is a constant 2-form and «; is a 1-form in
Span{dx,dzy,dz3}. Since w is hypersymplectic, given any ¢ € R3 \ {0},
EwiNw; 28 N,

= > 0.
dzo123 dz123
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In particular, &n; # 0. This means that the n; are a frame of A2T3. So there is a unique
invertible matrix A such that A;;n; = %eipqda:pq. This matrix will transform w to be in the
normal form of the statement. ]

Lemma 2.4. If w(t) is a solution to the hypersymplectic flow which starts at w(0) which is
in normal form (L4, then w(t) remains in normal form for all t.

Proof. This follows directly from Lemma O

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 w(t) starting from a triple in normal form (L4)).

By Lemma 24 w(t) is in normal form for all ¢. We split the coefficient matrix into
symmetric and skew-symmetric parts, a(t) = (t) + y(t) where 3(t) = B(t)” and () =
—v(t)T. The main result of this subsection is that under the hypersymplectic flow, 9;y = 0
(Proposition 2.T0I below). Along the way we also collect some useful formulae.

Lemma 2.5. Let w be a hypersymplectic structure in normal form (L4). Write « = 8+
where BT = B and vT = —. Then det § > 0. Letting V = (det 8)'/3 we have

(1) Ng = de0123.
(2) Q= V-ia.
(3) The metric tensor is
O = 7t <det adx% - 5, -Ydro ®dz; — 7 - EZ dz; ® dzg + Bijde; @ da:j)

where B; = (Bi1, Biz, Biz)” and 7 = (723,731, 713) " -
Proof. We compute

1 1
w; ANwj = (airdeT + §eipqd:npq> A <ozjrdx0T + §equdqu> ,

= §(air€qu + Qjr€ipg) €rpgdTo123,

= (qij + aj;)dwo123,

= 2f3;;dxo123.
Since w is hypersymplectic, and dzgi23 is positive (by hypothesis on the ordering of our
coordinates x1, x2,x3), it follows that f;; is positive definite. In particular det 5 > 0. Now

with V = (det 3)'/3 we see that
w; N\ wj
? J V_lﬁ
2de0123
has determinant equal to 1. Parts [l and [ follow immediately.
To compute the matrix tensor we use the identity

G (U, V) gy = éeijkbuwi A Lywj A W
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(See the second section of [6].) From here we have the folllowing formulae for the coefficients
of gy = gapdz, ® dxy:

Vgoo = § Clir Qs Okt €kt
= det «a,
1
Vgor = 5 (a11(az2 — @93) + az1on3 — azrai)
= B11732 + B12713 + B13721
= _/81 : ;Y"a
with similar formulae for Vgge and Vggs. This gives the dx% and dzg ® dx; coeflicients.
Finally, one checks that Vg;; = %(aij + i) = Bij. O

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

Definition 2.6. Let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in normal form (4.
The coframe of T*T* associated to w is

Yo = dzo, V1 = dz1 — Ya3dwo, V2 = dxg — y31dwo, V3 = dwz — m2do,
where v is the skew part of the coefficient matrix a.
Lemma 2.7. With respect to the coframe 9, associated to w, the metric tensor is
(2.1) o = V203 + Qi @ 0.
Proof. The dual framing of TT* is
0 0 0 0

o 0 0.0 9 0 9
Y23 731 712ax37 Oz, 01y Oxs’

Oz o, 0z
From here one checks that
Yo = V1 (det a— ’7T5’7) + Qijﬁi (9 19j.

(Recall that @Q;; = vt Bi;.) The result now follows from the following lemma about 3 x 3
determinants. O

Lemma 2.8. Let a be a 3 x 3 matriz, 8 and 7y be its symmetric and skew-symmetric parts,
ie. B=2%(a+al) andy=%(a—aT). Then

det o = det 8 + 77 57.

Proof. Choose P € SO(3) such that PBPT = diag(\1, A2, A3). Then the skew matrix
4 := P~PT has associated vector § = (23,931, 712)7 which satisfies § = P#. One can
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either compute this directly, or note that it is a restatement of the fact that the following
diagram

50(3) —2— R?

ladp JP
50(3) —2— R?
commutes for any P € SO(3), i.e. the natural isomorphism ® : s0(3) — R? is equivariant

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

A Y2 Y13
det o = det (PaPT) = det (PBPT + P’yPT) =] Y1 A2 o3
Y31 Y32 A3
= MA2ds + M5 + AFin + Asi
= det 8 + 7" diag (A1, A2, As) 7
= det 8+ 47 7. O
Lemma 2.9. Using the coframe ¥, associated to w, we have the following formulae:

(1) ,szﬁ() N 791, + %Q’jkﬁj A Y.

( ) *790 1791/\792/\193

(3) x9, = —VQPWIg NI Ay, (ijk) = (123).

( ) (190 /\19 /\79k) V sz P (ij) = (123).
(5) The torswn 1-forms 7 = Qd*(Q~'w) are

7=V Qi i=1,2,3,

4
5

where the prime denotes derivative with respect to xq.

Proof. The formula for w; in terms of the coframe 1, is a direct calculation. The formulae
for the various Hodge stars follow from the expression (21 for g,. To obtain the formula
for the 7;, note that

= —Qij * d(Q"Pwy)
Qkf”sz * (dzg A wp)
= §Qka;k6pq?“ * (190 /\ 19(1 /\ ’197»)

1
= 5 V_l €Epqrqrs Qkagk Qstﬁt
= V_ ! Q;kﬁlm

where in the second line we have used that dw, = 0, in the third line we've used the
formula (] for wy, in the fourth line we’'ve used (@) and in the final line we've used the
identity €pgr€sqr = 205p. ]
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Proposition 2.10. Let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T?, in normal
form (L4]) with coefficient matriz ce. Under the hypersymplectic flow, the skew-symmetric
part of « is independent of time. In particular, if « 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 w(t) is in normal form for all ¢. We write its coefficient
matrix a(t) = B(t) + 7(t) where B(t) = 3(a(t) + a(t)’) and v(t) = F(a(t) — a(t)T). We
denote ¥;(t) = da; — %eijk%—k(t)dxo for the coframe associated to w(t). Note that g = dxg
is automatically independent of ¢, whilst

1
0y = — §€ijk(at'}’jk)790’

By part [ of Lemma 2.9] we have

wrlt) = Bip(t) P A () + eigd; (6) A (1)
So

1
Oyw; = agﬁip’ﬂo NV, — Zeijk(ejrsat%sﬁo A Yy + ekm@t%sﬁj A o)
1
= <at/8ip - Z(Eijpejrs - Eipkekrs)at7r5> Jo A 7917

= (0~ 3O = 808007 ) Do 1 0
= (OtBip + A vip) Vo A .
Meanwhile, by definition of the hypersymplectic flow,
duw; = dry = (V71Q4,) 0o A U,
where we have taken d of the formula of part Bl of Lemma 29 We conclude that
0¢Bij + Oyvij = (V_l éj),’

The right-hand side is symmetric, and so the skew part of the left-hand side must vanish.
In other words, 0yy = 0 as claimed. ([l

2.3. The case of a symmetric coefficient matrix. From now on, we focus entirely
on the case of a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in normal form (L4) in which the
coefficient matrix oy; is symmetric.

Lemma 2.11. Let w be a T3-hypersymplectic form in normal form (L4), with symmetric
coefficient matriz a: T' — S?R3. The metric is given by

Ju(t) = V2dad + Qyjdx;dx;.

Proof. When « is symmetric, the coframe 9, of T*T* which featured in the previous sub-
section is simply the coordinate coframe 9, = dz,. The result now follows from [2I) O
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Lemma 2.12. Let w be a T3-hypersymplectic form in normal form (L), with symmetric
coefficient matriz o: T' — S?R3. The hypersymplectic flow starting at w is equivalent to

(2.2) By = (% (%))l

where V = (det &)/ and the prime denotes d/daxy.

Proof. When « is symmetric, Proposition 210 tells us the flow remains in symmetric normal
form. From Lemma 5, Q = V~'a along the flow. Since « is symmetric, ¥, = dzg; so
Lemma gives 7; = V1 gjda:j and the result follows from the definition Oyw; = d7; of
the hypersymplectic flow. O

Remark 2.13. The system (Z2)) is a nonlinear system of PDE on T! x [0,+00) 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) Opij = % <o/’ — %(a,o/@aa) — %(a,a@aa’ + %(a’,a’%a + %(a,a’ﬁla,
where (5,7)q = Tr (a‘lﬂa_lfy). This is the Riemmanian metric of the symmetric space
metric on S_%R?’ of positive definite inner-products on R3: we treat this as an open set
in the vector space S?R? of all symmetric bilinear forms; then the metric evaluated on
B,v € S’R3 = T,S2R3 is (B, 7)a-

We linearise the right-hand side of (2.3]), which is denoted by Z(«), at . This gives the
second-order linear differential operator L : I'(T!, S?2R3) — T'(T!, S?R3) where

LalB) = T3 [ = 300 8a0 = 5(0,0")af = (0, F)act — (0,0')a’
(24 2 Ba— (a7, Blaat 5 (o, 0')a
+ 5l halo Facr+ 5 (,0)28] = 5 (s B)a ().
The principal symbol of L., in the direction £ is given by

A0 = 55 (- o Hlac)

This shows that L, is not elliptic, since o(§)(«) = 0.

When w is in symmetric normal form, the evolution equations for V and @) 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 w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure in symmetric normal
form (L4) and let f: T* = R be a smooth T3-invariant function. The Laplacian of f with
respect to the metric g, is

Af =V VY,
where the prime denotes d/dxg.
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Proof. This follows from Lemmas [2.7] and 2.9 which give, in particular, that p, = Vdzgi23
and *dzg = V" ldz123. So

Af = —d*df = «d = (f'dzo) = *d(V " f'dz193) = (VL) s dagras = VLV LY. O

Proposition 2.15. Let w(t) be the hypersymplectic flow starting from a T3-invariant hy-
persymplectic structure in symmetric normal form (L4). Then V and Q evolve as follows.

(2.5) o,V = éTV’

1
(2.6) 01Qij = AQyj — gTQi]v

where T = QY (13,7j) is twice the norm-squared of the torsion of the Ga-structure on T’
given by (L2).

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

1
(2.7) Ot = 5T M-

(2.8) 01Qij = AQij — (dQup, QP1dQy;) + (73, 75) — éTQz‘j-

(Equation (Z7) is (44) in [6]; in the notation of [6], |T|*> = 17; equation (28) is Corollary
4.2 of [6].) Now (2.5) follows from (2.7)) and the fact that p, = Vdzgi23. Meanwhile (2.6])
follows from (2.8]) and the fact that

(71,73 = (V7! Qe VA Q) = V2Q4.QM Qi = (dQu, QMaQuy )
where we have used that the metric on T? is g, = V?da3 + Q;jdx;dz; (Lemma 27) to
compute (dzy, dz;) = Q.
Alternatively these two equations can be computed directly. For (ZI)), use logV =
%log det a to obtain

1 1 . 1 (1 SR B v’
PO = gt = gp07 (504 ) = 5707 (@ - 7).

where we've used Q = V~'a and the evolution equation ([22) for a in the form

1 ran )\
= (2 ) = (be)'
e <V Vv > <VQ
Now differentiating the identity det@ = 1 implies that Q¥ ng = 0 and hence, differ-
entiating again, Q”Q;’] — Qin;qQQjQ;j = 0. From here, and using the fact that 7 =
V=2Q™Q,,QY Q;; we obtain ([2.5).
For (2.6]), we have

1 1 1 /1 | 1
hQ=0,(V ') = Vata - awatv =7 (VQ/> - WTQ =AQ — gTQa
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where in the second equality we use the evolution (2.2]) of o and in the final step we have
used Lemma [2.14] to recognise AQ. O

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 a;; = d;;(1 + ¢}) for some potential functions ¢;: T! - R.
In that paper, it was not shown directly that simple type structures are preserved under the
flow. Instead the evolution equations of the ¢; 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 «
which is zero at ¢ = 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
Go-Laplacian flow [2]).

Proposition 2.16. Let w(t) be a hypersymplectic flow on T*, starting from a T3-invariant
structure in symmetric normal form. Suppose that c2(-,0) = 0. Then aia(-,t) = 0 for as
long as the flow exists. The same is true for the other off-diagonal terms, aos and ays. In
particular, if a(-,0) is diagonal then this remains true for as long as the flow exists.

Proof. Let ']I'(2)2 denote the 2-torus in the coordinate directions (g, z2), oriented by dzoAdzs.
Since [wy(t)] is constant,

d d 21
0 at ']I%Q w1 7Tdt /0 Q19 AT

So
21

2 2
ng(xo,t)V(xot)dxo = / alg(xo,t)dxo = / alg(xo, O)dxo = 0.
0 0 0
In particular, the spatial maximum of Q12 is non-negative:
@12(t) = max ng(xo, t) Z 0.
Z‘eTl

Now by ([2.0), 0;Q12 = AQ12— %Tng. But at a spatial maximum of Q1o the term —%Tng

is non-positive. It follows from the maximum principle that Q,5() is decreasing and hence
is identically zero. In other words, Q12(zg,t) = 0 and so therefore aya(zo,t) = 0 as well. O

3. LONG TIME EXISTENCE

Let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T* in symmetric normal form. The
main result of this section is that the hypersymplectic flow starting at w exists for all time
(Theorem [3.5 below). The idea is to show that 7 is uniformly bounded along the flow, and
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then appeal to the extension result of [6], stated as Theorem [[3]in the introduction. The
proof that T is bounded takes up the whole section. We begin with a bound on @ itself.

Proposition 3.1. Let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T* in symmetric
normal form and let w(t) be the hypersymplectic flow starting at w, which exists on [0, tg)
with tg < oo. Write M = max, cm1 Tr Q(zo). Then for any t € [0,1p),

(3.1) Tr Q(xo,t) < M.

As a consequence, for any £ € R3,

lEF ¢ ¢r'Qe < M¢)?
M2 = - '

Proof. Taking the trace of (2.6]) we obtain

(3.2)

O —A)Tr@Q = —%TTrQ.

The bound (BI) now follows from the maximum principle. This implies @ is uniformly
bounded above. The two-sided bound ([B:2) on @ now follows from the fact that det @ =1
and @ > 0. d

Proposition 3.2. Under the hypersymplectic flow, starting at a T>-invariant hypersym-
plecic structure in symmetric normal form, the quantity T satisfies the following evolution
equation:

_228‘//2 6V’ -30"07: -0~ :0'0" 3

(0= NT = =3T +W<V> T—WVTr<Q Q"Q7: - Q7:Q'Q )
2V’ _1 o, _1\3
e Clolon

+ % Tr <Q‘%Q”Q—% . (Q—;Q/Q_;>2>

1

14 / 2 1y 1\2 6
+W[5V7’—WT1~(Q Q') -~

V2
Proof. We will differentiate directly from 7 = V2 ngle;lQU. Notice that from this
formula alone one can see that terms involving V" and Q" will appear in A7T. One of

the points of this Propostion is that these terms exactly cancel with counterparts in 0;7,
thanks to the evolution equations of both @) and V.
Starting with 77, we have
T = 2V VT + V2 QLQM QLRI + VR QLQM Q!
— V2Q4.QMQ:, QM Q1Q7 — VT QLQM Q1,7 Q,,Q7
— —2V_1V/T+ 2V_2Q;/]nglQ;ijl _ 2v—2Q;kaqQ;prlQ;ijl

B4 =2pT [ﬂ (2@ t-Q1QQ?) —ﬁ(Q—%Q’Q—%)g]

(oo,
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Differentiating again we obtain
T = =2 (VW) T =2V VT - vV QM QL Q7 - 40N, QM QL0 )
+ 2V 2 QUQMQL Q7 - Q4 QQ, Q" Q"]
= 2(VWY' T —2vW'T —2v W (T 4 2V V' T)
+ 2V 2 QURMQL QT - Q4@4Q, QM Q7|
where we have used that
2V (QUQMQLQ7 - QM QMR ) = T + 2V VT
Continuing we see that
T'=—=2(V'W)' T —2v='V'T —2v='V/ (T +2V-'V'T)
+ 2V 2| QM QLQT - QMM Q,Q1Q + QLM Q"
QM QL7
- 2V Q4QMQL, Q" QL QT - QM QUQLQ,QMQ,Q"
+ Qi QM Q" Q™ — Qi QMM Q" Q1R
+ QiQMQ, QM QR — QM0 Q Q1L

14 / 14 2 L -1 -1 51
_ ( )T AT (7) T+ on T (Q73Q"Q 4 - 10 )

-0 Tr(@‘@"@‘ (e leet)) v (eteet)

(3.5) n % Tr <Q‘5Q’Q‘§>4.

Next we compute the time derivative of T, again starting from 7 = V2 ;kanglQ%
2 _ ij - ]
T = _572 +VHAQu) QM QLQY + VT2Q.QM (AQ) QY
— VP QiQMAQuQ" Q7 - VA QM Q1 QT AQQ"
— _57'2 + 2V (AQu) QM QQY — 2V Q5.QMAQ QP Q1 Q7

Here we have used (2.3 and (2.6]) which give 0,V = %TV and 0,Q = AQ — %TQ
We now use Lemma [2.14] which gives that, for a function f of xg only,

Af — V—I(V—lf/)/ — V—2f// _ V_3V/f/.
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This means that
OT = 5T 42V (V2Q ~ V V@) Q1)@
—2VQQ (V72Qg, — VTIV'Qy,) QMQ,Q”
= —§T2 42y 2 [v”czg’g —3VSVIQ) — (VRVY) Q’ik} QMQ,Q"
—2V2QQ N (V72Qg, — VTIV'Qy,) @1'QLQ”
_ _§7~2 _9 (V_3V’)/T+ % Tr (Q_1/2Q"'Q_1/2 ) Q—1/2Q/Q—1/2)

B 6_‘/, Tr (Q—I/QQHQ—I/Q . Q—1/2Q/Q_1/2)

V5
_ % Tr (Q—1/2Q//Q—1/2 ) <Q_1/2Q'Q_1/2)2>
Vl
(3.6) + 21/—5 Tr <Q—1/2Q/Q—1/2)3 ‘

We can now put the pieces together, using equations [3.3) and ([3.6]) for 7" and 9;T along
with the formula for the Laplacian, AT = V27" — V=3V'T’. This gives the stated
equation for (9, — A)T. O

Theorem 3.3. Suppose the hypersymplectic flow, starting at a T3-invariant hypersym-
plectic structure in symmetric normal form, exists for t € [0,ty) with tg < oo. Let
T(t) = maxrpa, gy T. Then,

Proof. To ease the notation, we write

A= Q—1/2Q//Q—1/2
B = Q_1/2Q,Q_1/2-

Note that V2T = Tr(B?).
Now let s € [0,%) and suppose that T (s) = T (p, s) for some p € T1. Using equation (3.4)
and T (p,s) = 0, we see that at (p, s),
v 1

v = W5 (Tr (AB) — Tr (B%)) .
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We also have that AT < 0 at the point (p, s). It follows from the heat equation of Propo-
sition [B.2] that at the spatial maximum ;7 (p, s) is bounded above by

2 2
—=T*+

3 VITH(BY) (Tr (AB))? — 4Tr (AB) Tx(B?) + 3 (Tr(B%))”

(3.7)
+4Tr (AB?) Tr(B?) — Tr(A?) Tr(B?) — 3Tr(B*) Tr(B?) | .

We will complete the proof by showing that

(Tr (AB))? — ATr (AB) Tx(B?) + 3 (Tr(B?))* + 4 Tr (AB?) Tx(B?)
38) —Tr(A2) Te(B2) — 3Te(BY) Te(B?) < % (Tr(B%)*.

Assuming this momentarily (and recalling that 7 = V=2 Tr(B?)) we have that

1 (Tr(B2))?

2 1
8tT(p7 S) < _§T2(p’ 8) + 3T(p7 8) = _§T2(p7 S)-

For fixed p, T (p,t) is a lower barrier for the Lipschitz function 7 (t) at t = s. Therefore,

a7 1 1=
T AT s) < 2T (ps) = —5T (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 x 3 matrices with Tr(B) = 0 and Tr(A) = Tr(B?).
In our situation, differentiating det Q = 1 once with respect to zy shows that Tr(B) = 0,
whilst differentiating it twice shows that Tr(A4) = Tr(B?). O

Lemma 3.4. Let A, B be two real symmetric 3 x 3 matrices with Tr(B) = 0 and Tr(A) =
Tr(B2). Then inequality [B.8) holds.

Proof. Since the trace is invariant under conjugation, we can assume that B is diagonal.
Define A = A — B?, then (B.8) is equivalent to

(3.9) (Tr(AB)>2 — 2Tr(AB) Tr(B%) + 2 Tr(AB?) Tr(B?) — Tr(A2) Tr(B?) < = (Tx(B?))”

2N

provided that ~Tlr(fi)Nz Tr(B) = 0. ) )
_ Write A = Ay + A, where Ay is the diagonal part of A and A, is the off-diagonal part of

A; then the above inequality is equivalent to

(Tr(fldB)>2 — 2 Tr(A4B) Tr(B?) + 2 Tr(A4B2) Tr(B?)
(3.10)
< (Te(A3) + Te(42)) Tr (B2) + % (Tr (B2))?
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provided that Tr(A?) = Tr(B) = 0. By [9, (3.15)], we actually have that this holds without
the need for the Tr(A2) term on the right-hand side:
(3.11)

3

. 2 _ ~ _ 1
<Tr(AdB)) — 2Te(A4B) Tr(B°) + 2 Te(A48%) Tr(B%) < Tr(43) Tr (B?) + ¢ (Tx (B2))".
We can also work out this elementary inequality directly. Suppose A4 = diag (21,2, 23)

and B = diag (y1,y2,y3), then the right-hand side minus the left-hand side of ([BI1]) can be
simplified to

1 3
(w1 + 23+ 23) (v + 5 +93) + ¢ (vi + 92 +33)
— (T1y1 + T2y + T3y3)° + 2 (T1y1 + T2y + T3Y3) (yi +v3 + 3)
— 2 (v1y} + 2293 + 2393) (v + 93 +v3)
2

1
=3 (@1y2 = z2y1) = 3 (41 +292)(2y1 +y2)(y1 —92)| + Iytys (v1 + y2)*.
This last expression is manifestly non-negative and so finishes the proof the lemma. O

Theorem 3.5. Let w be a T3-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T* in symmetric
normal form. Then the hypersymplectic flow starting at w 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]. O

4. CONVERGENCE AT INFINITY

We now show that, modulo diffeomorphisms, the hypersymplectic flow w(t) converges as
t — oo to a hyperkéhler 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 2.17] that the corresponding metrics g, ;) have the form

Iw(t) = V2(l‘0, t)d$g + Qij(l‘o, t)d:l?id$j.
Proving convergence of the metrics amounts to proving convergence of the functions V' and
Q;j. 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 @);; is
complicated. To get around this, we use a diffeomorphism which puts the metric in a more
manageable form.

For each fixed ¢, we introduce a new coordinate system (y,x1,x2,x3) replacing xy by

y = y(xo) where

dy 2

— =—V t =

d.Z'() vy (‘T07 )7 y(O) 07
for vy = f027r V(xg,t)dzo a t-dependent constant. For each ¢ this gives us a diffeomorphism
of T! = R/27Z:

2 o
Gl T =T, Gril(ao) = —”/ V(E, t)de.
0

Ut
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We use the same notation, G, ! to denote the diffeomorphism of T* given by (o, 1, T2, x3) —
(y,x1,x2,23). In the new coordinates, (y,x1,z2,x3),

vr N 2 .
(4.1) Gu(t) = <—t> dy® + Qij(y, t)dadz;,

27
where Qi;(y,t) = Qii(Gi(y), 1)
Equivalently, we use fived coordinates (y,x1,22,23) on T* and define a new path of
hypersymplectic stuctures:
W(t) = Gruw(t).

Explicitly,

~ Vt A~ 1

wi(t) = %Qip(y, t) dy N dl'p + §6ijkdxjk.
Now equation (1) says that gg) = Gfgu()- We will prove the main result of this article,
Theorem [[H by showing that W(t) converges to a hyperkéhler triple as ¢ — oco. More
precisely,

Theorem 4.1. Ast — oo, the matriz-valued functions @ij(y,t) — @;’;’ converge in C* to
a constant positive-definite matriz. Moreover vi — Vo also converges. It follows that the
hypersymplectic structures W(t) converge in C° to the hyperkdhler structure

~c0 _ Voo Aco

1
i =5 Wip dy Adx, + §e,~jkdx]~k

inducing the flat metric

2 ~
G = (%’) dy? + Q5% duda;.

Theorem follows immediately. Whilst the diffeomorphisms Gy of Theorem [£.1]do not
start at the identity, replacing them with G L6 Gy gives a path of diffeomorphisms which
does start at the identity and for which the conclusions of Theorem are true. The proof
of Theorem ] takes up the remainder of this section.

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

Lemma 4.2. v; is non-decreasing, bounded above and hence converges to a limit voo as
t — 0.

Proof. By Lemma (or directly from (4.1]), since det @ = 1), the volume form of gg( is

Ut
o) = =—dy A dxas.
Hg(t) o Yy T123
This implies that
Vol(T*, ggr)) = (2)>vr.
Meanwhile, since gy () = Gy gu(r) We have that Vol(T*, Jow) = Vol(T*, 9u(t)). Now this sec-

ond quantity is non-decreasing, since w(t) solves the hypersymplectic flow, and is bounded
above, hence it converges. O
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Lemma 4.3. The melrics gz are uniformly equivalent to the fized reference metric go =
dy? + dx% + d:n% + d$§,

Proof. We already know that v; converges as t — oo to a strictly positive limit. Moreover,
[B2) shows that 0 < ¢ < @ < C uniformly, form some constants ¢, C. Hence the same is

true for @ = G} Q. Since these are the metric coefficients of gg(;) in the coordinate system
y, x; this gives the statement of the Lemma. O

Lemma 4.4. We have A;j — 0 in CY as t — oo, where the prime denotes differentiation
with respect to y.

Proof. The norm-squared T of the torsion of @(t) is given by

~ 2 2
7= (%) ua"au0n,

t

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[2.91) By Theorem [3.3]
7 —0in C% and so T = G¥T also converges to 0 in C°. Meanwhile (3.2 gives constants
¢, C such that 0 < ¢ < @ = GfQ < C. Moreover, vy — vy > 0. This implies

T>CTr <@’2)

for some constant C'. Now since 7 — 0 in C° we sce that Tr(@/z) — 0 in C° and hence
Q' — 0in C as claimed. O

To complete the proof of Theorem F.Ilwe will show that the higher derivatives of Q;; are
all bounded. As the following Lemma shows, this amounts to proving uniform C* bounds
on the curvature of g;. We write the components of the curvature as

~

Ry, = g5 (R, (0,,0:)(9,), 0, )
. . oy l ~ k
and similarly for R, ik and R,

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

~ 1A~ 1 s~ Apa
(4.2) R, = 5Q7Qk - ;@7 Q0" Qi
~ 120\ A (A) A A A
(13) Ryl = () @7 (@@ - 0Q)
5 k

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. O
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We make two quick remarks: firstly, we will only use (£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 Rj“.j = 0. This is
ultimately harmless to the overall arguments there.

Lemma 4.6. For each k there is a constant M} such that
1@llow2(gny < Mic (1 + [Bm(gao)ll ey, ) -

Proof. Note that the norm on the left-hand side is with respect to the fixed reference metric
go = dy? + da? + dx3 + dx?) whilst on the right-hand side we use the ¢t-dependent norm
defined by gg(y). We first explain how to pass between these norms.

Recall from (I that the coefficients of gg() in coordinates (y,z1,r2,73) are v; and
@ij, and that these are uniformly bounded above and below away from zero. It follows
immediately that the C°(gg) norm on tensors is uniformly equivalent to the C° (95(+)) norm.
Now, given a C*(go) bound on @, we obtain a C*~1-bound on the Levi-Civita connection
matrix of g5y in the coordinates (y,z1,72,23). This means that a C*(go) bound on Q
implies that the C*-norms of gy and 9s(+) are uniformly equivalent (again on tensors).

We can now prove the Lemma by induction. For the case k = 0, by (42]), and the
uniform bound 0 < ¢ < @ < C we have

@l < C (1R, +1Q7)
for some constant C. Using the fact that @ is uniformly bounded in C'(gg) we see that

1Qlle2(g0) < C (I Rm(ggey)llcogge) + 1) -

Now the equivalence of the C°-norms on tensors means we can replace C%(go) by C’O(gQ(t))
on the right-hand side, which proves the inequality for £ = 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 @ The bound for £k = K — 1
implies that the CX*+l-norms of gy and Ja(r) are uniformly equivalent with constants of

equivalence that depend only on a C~1 bound on Rm(gg(r)). Now from (2] we see that
a C*(go) bound on Rm(gg(;)) and a C*7(gg) bound on @ will imply the CE+2(go) bound
on @ we seek. By induction, a C* (gz(t)) bound on Rm(gg ) implies a C*+1(gg) bound on
@ and, by equivalence of norms, it also implies the C*(gg)-norm of Rm(gg(s)) is bounded.
Hence we obtain the required C%+2(go) bound on @ O

With this Lemma in hand, we have reduced the proof of Theorem [Tl to showing uniform
bounds on the curvature of gg). To do this it turns out to be more efficient to pass to
the 7-dimensional manifold T% x T3. Recall from §I] that this manifold carries a path of
Go-structures:

B(t) = dt'? — At AGy — A2 ATy — AP A B,
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We wil use bold symbols to denote tensors defined on T4 x T3, so that g(t) denotes the

o~

metric associated to ¢(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,
[Rmllco + [|[VT|co < 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 € T4, let

VOl(p7 T t) = VOI(B(pv T)) g@(t))

denote the volume of the geodesic ball of radius r centered at p determined by the metric
9a(t)- We first claim that there exists ro > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for all £ and r € [0, 7],

Vol(p, r;t) > cr’.

To see this note that cube-shaped domain Q, = {(y, z1, z2,x3) : |y| < r,|2z;] < r}is mapped
injectively to T* as long as r < 7. Moreover, the length of the curve s + (§ + as, Z; + &;5s)
is

/T \/&2 +£TQ(as, t)éds < Cr
0

for some 7, as long as |a| <1 and [£] < 1. So the image of €2, is contained in the geodesic
ball of radius C'r. This implies

Vol(p,r;t) > / Edy Adziasg > ert
Q¢ 2
for some ¢, as long as r < 7/C.

This lower bound on volume, together with the Cheeger—Gromov—Taylor inequality [4]
implies that, for some constant ig, we have a uniform lower bound on the injectivity radius
of the form

(4.5) inj(T*, go1) > :
[Rm(gz0) 0 +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

A(g,t) = (|Rm[ + [V'T]) (¢, ).

Assuming the result is false, there exist a sequence of points ¢ € T4 x T? and times t;, — oo
such that

10

A(gg,tx) == sup A(g,t) — oc.
te[0,tx]
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We abbreviate Ay = A(qk, tx). We now define a rescaled sequence of flows by

6B (1) = AP SN+ 1),
w® (1) = MDA+ ).

(We remark that there is a mistake in both [6] [7] and [9], where in analogous discussions
the scaling of () is with the factor Ay rather than Ai/ ?. In the proof of Theorem 4.10 of
[7] there is also a missing factor K2 in front of ¢ in w/(t) ). The ¢(¥) are a sequence of flows
defined for ¢t € [—Agty, 00) which are diffeomorphic to Go-Laplacian flows. The rescaling
ensures that the corresponding metrics in 7 and 4 dimensions scale as g,k = Argy and

é ¢
Guk) = Ajg., respectively. In particular,

IRm (6™ () lco + V(™ (1) [lco < 1

on t € [—Agtk,0]. Now the Shi-type estimates of Lotay—Wei [12] for the Go-Laplacian flow
give that for any A > 0 and I, we have

IV Rm(6™ ()]0 + [VHT(6™ () oo < Cay

for some constant C'4 ;. (It is the fact that these Shi-type estimates are known for the Ga-
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]:

IRm (@™ ®))llex, ™ @) cr < Cage

Moreover, after rescaling the injectivity radius bound (4.5]) gives a uniform lower bound
inj(T*, w®)(t)) > ¢. So we can now take a pointed Cheeger-Gromov limit

(T*, w™(0), pr) = (Xoos Woo, Poo)

where (Xoo,w,,) is hyperkdhler. The points pr € T* here are the T* projections of the
initial points g € T* x T2 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(g,_)(peo) 7 0 and it is this that
we will now show leads to a contradiction. Directly from the expression ([.I) for gz we
see that for any (x1,x2,x3) the curve s — (s,x1,x9,23) is a geodesic. Moreover it has
length uniformly bounded below away from zero. This means that for the rescaled metrics
determined by w(®*) (t), each point py 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 x R. But now, since it is hyperkihler,
this forces it to be flat, giving us our contradiction. O

We can now finish the proof of convergence of the hypersymplectic flow.
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Proof of Theorem [{-1]. From Propositiond.7together with Lotay—Wei’s Shi-type estimates [12]
we see that there is a constant Cy, such that for all ¢ € [0, 00),

IV*Rm(6(1)) | co + [V*T(S(0)) llco < Ci
Corollary 3.3 of [6] now implies that
IV* Rm(gg())lco < Ch.

Lemma [4.6] implies that @ is bounded in C* for all k. Arzela-Ascoli now implies that for
any sequence of times t; — oo, there is a subsequence ¢, for which Q(tk ) — @OO converges
in C'°°. Since Q’ — 0, the limit Q°° is constant. Moreover, the value of Q°° is independent
of the sequence we started with. This is because the following integral is cohomological and
so independent of time:

/T wnlt) Aws(t) = /T Bl A1) = /T 2Qu5y, 1) pdydraz,

From this we deduce that
~ 2T

Q”_v /0 @ij(wo,0)dzo

oo
is determined purely by the starting data w(0). It now follows that the whole path converges:
Q( ) — Q°° in C*. For if not, there would exist € > 0, a sequence of times t;; — oo and
an integer [ for which

1Q(t) — Q%lcn > e.

Then no subsequence of @(tk) could converge to @‘X’, a contradiction which completes the
proof. O
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