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ABSTRACT. We construct a 2-parameter family FZ of Riemannian metrics on the twistor space Z of a
positive quaternion Kihler manifold M satisfying the following properties : (1) the family F% contains
an Einstein metric g% and its scalings, (2) the family FZ is closed under the operation of making the
convex sums, (3) the Ricci map g + Ric(g) defines a dynamical system on the family %, (4) the Ricci
flow starting at any metric in the family F% stays in 72 and is an ancient solution having the Einstein
metric.g? as its asymptotic soliton.

This means that the family FZ is a 2-dimensional “unstable cell” w.r.to the Ricci flow which is
“centered” at the Einstein metric g%. We apply the estimates for the covariant derivative of the
curvature tensor under the Ricci flow to this “unstable cell” and settle the LeBrun-Salamon conjecture
: any irreducible positive quaternion Kéhler manifold is isometric to one of the Wolf spaces.
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§1. Introduction.

In this paper, we construct a new Einstein metric together with a two parameter family of
metrics containing it on the twistor space of a positive quaternion Kahler manifold and describe
=~ the behavior of this family under the Ricci flow.
~ ' Because the background of this attempt is rather heavy, we start with the explanation what
>é “Ricci flow unstable cell” means. In his beautiful paper [P], G. Perelman introduced his W-

0801

functional

Wigiy, f,7) = /M 7R+ V) + f — n)(dnr) Fetdv

where M is an n-dimensional smooth (closed) manifold, g;; is a Riemannian metric on M, f is a
smooth function on M, dV is the Riemannian volume form of the metric g;; and 7 is a positive
scaling parameter. The remarkable property of the W-functional proved in [P] is the following.
Consider the system

Orgij(t,x) = —2R;;(g(t, v))
Owu(t,z) = —Agu(t, x) + Ru(t, x) (u:= (4n7)"2e7)
(9t7(t) =1
Th first author is thankful to professor Bogdan Alexandrov for pointing out an error in the earlier version of this

paper.
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of evolution equations on M, where A is the Laplacian w.r.to the metric g;;(¢, ) acting on functions
and R is the scalar curvature of the metric g;;(¢, «). Note that the second equation is the conjugate
heat equation and therefore [ 1 udV is independent of ¢ (usually normalized to be 1). The short
time existence of this system of evolution equations is a consequence of the short time existence
of the Ricci flow equation (see [P,§1]). The W-functional is monotone non-decreasing along its
solution. In fact we have the monotonicity formula

1
oW = 2/ T|Rij —+ VZV]f — —gij|2udV .
M 2T

The origin of this monotonicity formula is the folllowing. If we apply the family of t-dependent
diffeomorphisms {¢;} obtained by diagonally integrating the t-dependent vector field —V f (V
being the Levi-Civita connection w.r.to the metric g;;(¢,x)) to the above system of equations, we

get the system
6tg¢j (t, 33) = —Q(Rij (t, l’) + Viij(t, l’))

Ouf(t,x) = =D f(t,z) — R(t,z) +
8t7(t) =—-1

27(t)

which is precisely the L2-gradient flow of the WW-functional under the constraint that (477)~2e~/dV
is a fixed measure dm on M independent of ¢. In this situation, the W-functional should be inter-
preted as

W™ (gij, f,7) = /M[T(R+ IVfI2) + f —nldm .

In particular the symmetry under which the functional W™ in invariant is the subgroup of Diffy (M)
consisting of dm-preserving diffeomorphisms. The action of other diffeomorphisms is introduced
as follows. For ¢ € Diffo(M) we define f¢ by setting dm = (47?7')_%ef¢dv¢*g. If ¢ preserves dm
then f? is just ¢* f and the converse is also true. The action of Diff(M)g is thus defined on the
configuration space {(gi;, f,7)} on which the functional W™ is defined.

Perelman’s W-functional is a “coupling” of the logarithmic Sobolev functional' and the
Hilbert-Einstein functional?. Suppose that there exists a critical point of the W™ -functional,
which corresponds to a Ricci soliton

1
Rij + Viij — Egij =0.

This is interpreted, at time ¢ = —1 (7 = 1), as the initial condition for the Ricci flow equation (the
solution satisfies the above equation of the Ricci soliton, which evolves under a 1-parameter group

I The logarithmic Sobolev inequality on the n-dimensional Euclidean space R™ is the following. Let f = f(x)
satisfies the constraint fR” (471'7')_% e~ fdVeye = 1. Then we have

/ [FIVF2 + f = n](4rr) 2! dVoue > 0
RYL

2
where the equality holds iff f(z) = %.
2 The Hilbert-Einstein functional is RdVy for a closed Riemannian manifold (M, g) and the critical points
M
are Einstein metrics.
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of diffeomorphisms of M generated by the “gradient” vector field V f). Perelman [P] showed that
the Ricci soliton is characterized by the equality case of the logarithmic Sobolev inequality in the
following way. Let g;;(—1) satisfy the above equation at time ¢ = —1 and g;;(¢) the corresponding
solution of the Ricci flow, i.e., the Ricci soliton with initial metric g;;(—1). Then the logarithmic
Sobolev inequality on (M, ¢;;(t)) introduced in [P] is

Wigis (1), F, —1) = Wigis t), £ (), ~6) = inf Wigy(0), J—1)
Fifpy@n(=t)" 2e=TdV =1

=: ,u(gij(t), —t) = N(gij(_1)7 1)

where f is any smooth function on M satisfying [ M(47r(—t))%e_f dVy@) = 1. This observation
gives us an important information on the behavior of the W-functional at a critical point (i.e.,
the Ricci soliton). We look at the Hessian of the WW™-functional at the critical point. The W™-
functional is invariant under the group of all dm-preserving diffeomorphisms and therefore this
action corresponds to the zeros of the Hessian. On the other hand, the action of the diffeomorphisms
which do not preserve dm may be given by the following way. Let ¢ be such a diffeomorphism.
Introduce f¢ by setting dm = (47TT)_%€_f¢dV¢*g and define ¢*(g, f,7) = (¢*g, f®,7). Then we
have
W6 (9. £.7) = [ [r(Rorg + IV 593eg) + 12 = ] (dmr) eV e,

M ~~
dm

and therefore the WW™-functional increases in the direction of the action of the diffeomorphisms
which do not preserve dm, which follows from the logarithmic Sobolev characterization of the Ricci
soliton. This implies that the tangent space of the configuration space {(g, f,7)} of the functional
W™ decomposes into three subspaces Vy, V. and V_. Here, V; corresponds to the action of the
dm-preserving doffeomorphisms (Hess = 0), V. corresponds to the action of the diffeomorphisms
which do not preserve dm (Hess > 0) and finally V_ (Hess < 0) corresponds to the rest3.

The above discussion means that we can speak of the stable/unstable cell w.r.to the Ricci flow
in the space of Riemannian metrics on a given manifold (with respect to the L2-gradient flow of
the functional W™).

Perelman announced the following convergence theorem of the Kéahler Ricci flow (9tgi3(t,a:) =
—R;5(g(t,x)) + g;5(t, ¥) with the initial Kahler metric g;5(0,z) representing c1(M) where M is a
Fano manifold M (see Tian-Zhu [T-Z]).

Theorem 1.1 (Perelman, Tian-Zhu). If M admits a Kdhler-Einstein metric, then, for any
initial Kdhler metric 92‘3(07 x) representing c1 (M), the solution to the Kdhler-Ricci flow converges
to a Kdahler-FEinstein metric in the sense of Cheeger-Gromou.

This implies that the normalized Kéhler-Ricci flow starting at a Kdhler metric in ¢;(M) on a
Fano manifold admitting a Kéhler-Einstein metric forms a stable cell w.r.to the dynamical system
defined by the Ricci flow solution (in short, we call this a Ricci flow stable cell).

It is then interesting to construct an example of a Ricci flow unstable cell centered at an Einstein
metric on an Einstein manifold. Theorem 1.1 implies that, on a positive Kahler-Einstein manifold
with by = 1, one can find a Ricci flow unstable cell centered at a Kahler-Einstein metric (if any)
only from a solutions of the non Kéahler Ricci flow, or one should find another non-Kéhler Einstein
metric together with a Ricci flow unstable cell.

3 This is very similar to the behavior of the Hilbert-Einstein functional under the Yamabe problem.
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This paper is an attempt toward this direction. A Ricci flow unstable cell centered at an
Einstein metric (if any) necessarily consists of ancient solutions (a Ricci flow solution is said to be
an ancient solution [H] if it is defined on a time interval (—oo, T] where T' € R) whose asymptotic
soliton (in the sense of [P, §11]) is the Einstein metric. Because there is no guarantee for evolution
equations (such as the Ricci flow equation) to be solved in the past direction even locally, the
existence of the ancient solution must be a miracle which comes from a very special geometric
situation. It is best explained by Perelman’s result : ancient solutions appear from the rescaling
procedure of the singularities developed in the Ricci flow in finite time (this is a consequence of
Perelman’s Local Non-Collapsing Theorem [P, §4 and §7]). In this paper we pick up the non
holomorphic twistor fibration of the twistor space Z of positive quaternion Kdhler manifolds M
as a candidate of a special geometric situation admitting a Ricci flow unstable cell centered at
an Einstein metric. The strategy is to think of the non holomorphic P!-fibration 7 : Z — M,
imagine the collapse of Z to M (i.e., the P!-fiber collapses) or to P! (i.e., the base M collapses)
as a “singularity” developed in the Ricci flow on Z in finite time and then try to construct the
corresponding “ancient solutions” by suitable rescaling procedure. However, this attempt do not
seem to work well if one stick to the collapse along the twistor fibration. In §2, we study the
family F°*" of the canonical deformation metrics and show that F°" is “stable” under the Ricci
flow. It turns out that the Ricci flow solution converges to the Kéahler-Einstein metric if we start
the Ricci flow at any canonical deformation metric sufficiently close to the Kahler-Einstein metric.
The purpose of §2 is to explain why the canonical deformation metrics do not form the Ricci flow
unstable cell centered at the Kéahler-Einstein metric. In §3, we introduce an idea to “kill” the
basic reason why the family of the canonical deformation metric is not a Ricci flow unstable cell
and modify the construction of the canonical deformation metric. As a result, we construct a new

Einstein metric gf/% and a new family of FZ metrics (containing g% — ) on the twistor space

n+2
and show that the family FZ constitutes a Ricci flow unstable cell centered at the Einstein metric
zZ

g e

ni2

An oriented (4n)-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M7, g) is said to be a quaternion Kdhler
manifold, if its holonomy group is contained in Sp(n)Sp(1) (C SO(4n)) (for a precise definition,
see §2). A locally irreducible (in the sense of the local de Rham decomposition defined from the
irreducible decomposition of the tangent space under the action of the local holonomy group)
quaternion Kéahler manifold is necessarily Einstein. Therefore we can classify locally irreducible
quaternion Kéhler manifolds by the sign of the scalar curvature into three classes. A complete
locally irreducible quaternion Kahler manifold is called positive (resp. locally hyper-Kéahler, neg-
ative), if its scalar curvature is positive (resp. zero, negative). The locally hyper-Kéhler property
is equivalent to the absence of the Sp(1)-component in the Sp(n)Sp(1)-holonomy. An irreducible
positive quaternion Kéahler manifold turns out to be a simply connected positive Einstein manifold.
From here on, we restrict our attention to locally irreducible quaternion Kéhler manifolds (and
therefore we just say “quaternion Kéahler” for “locally irreducible quaternion Kéhler”).

The principal bundle of oriented orthonormal frames of a quaternion Kéahler manifold is reduced
to a principal Sp(n)Sp(1)-bundle P (the holonomy reduction). Associated to a quaternion Kéhler
manifold is the twistor space Z, which is constructed from P and the Sp(1)-part of the holonomy

group Sp(n)Sp(1) by putting
Z =P X3sp(n)sp(1) P! = P/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n)

(this is a P'-bundle over M). The horizontal distribution w.r.to the Levi-Civita connection on the
twistor fibration 7 : Z — M is canonically defined and thus the twistor space Z is equipped with
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a natural almost complex structure (which turns out to be integrable) and two kinds of family of
metrics which is “compatible” with the twistor space construction. The first one is the family of
the canonical deformation metrics defined by adding scaled standard metrics of the P!'-fiber and
the fixed base metric on M by using the horizontal distribution (we will use the description by
Chow and Yang in [C-Y]). The second one (called the family of Z-metrics) will be introduced in
this paper (see §3), whose construction is based on the canonically defined a horizontal (4n — 2)-
dimensional distribution D’ and the “associated” non-horizontal (4n)-dimensional distribution D
on Z. The goal of this paper is to describe the behavior under the Ricci flow of the family of
Z-metrics (and comparison with that of the family of canonical deformation metrics).

Typical examples of positive quaternion Kéhler manifolds are the “Wolf spaces” [W], i.e., (4n)-
dimensional positive quaternion Kéhler symmetric spaces. Wolf [W] proved that for each compact
simple Lie group G, there is a Wolf space G/H. The classical ones are

n Sp(n+1) o SU(n)
B = Sty <oy @) = s -2y <o)y
&'4(]1@”) _ SO(”)

SO(n — 4) x SO(4)

and there are exceptional cases. The noncompact dual of the Wolf spaces are examples of negative
quaternion Kahler manifolds. There exist many other examples of noncompact negative quaternion
Kéhler manifolds which are not symmetric (e.g., Alexeevskii [A], Galicki [G]). Moreover, we remark
that Galicki-Lawson’s quaternion Ké&hler reduction method ([G-L]) produces many examples of
positive quaternion Kahler orbifolds which are not symmetric?.

Conjecture 1.2 ([L-S]). Any irreducible positive quaternion Kdhler manifold is isometric to one
of the Wolf spaces.

The twistor space of a Wolf space is a generalized flag manifold (rational homogeneous mani-
fold) of the form G /P, which is a Fano manifold. More precisely, the twistor space of a positive
quaternion Kéhler manifold is a “contact Fano manifold” (see (2-13)). LeBrun [LeB] proved that
a contact Fano manifold Z is realized as the twistor space of some positive quaternion Kéahler
manifold M if and only if Z admits a Kéhler-Einstein metric.

Conjecture 1.3 ([L-S]). Any contact Fano manifold admits a Kdhler-Einstein metric.

The affirmative answers to Conjectures 1.2 and 1.3 combined with the result of [LeB] imply that
a compact complex manifold Z is the twistor space of a Wolf space if and only if Z is a contact
Fano manifold. On the other hand, using complex algebraic geometry of contact Fano manifold,
LeBrun and Salamon [L-S] proved that there exist only finitely many poisitive quaternion Kéhler
manifolds with fixed dimension.

We give a brief description on the basic properties of the family of Z-metrics and their construc-
tion.

The family FZ of Z-metrics satisfies the following properties : (1) the family F# contains an
Einstein metric g% which is different from the well-known two Einstein metrics in the family of
canonical deformation metrics, (2) the family FZ is closed under positive scalar multiples and
summation, (3) the family FZ is stable under the Ricci map g — Ric(g) (i.e., the Ricci map sends

4 the arguments in §2 for the twistor space of positive quaternion Kihler manifolds cannot be generalized to the
orbifold case (see Remark 3.5 in §3).
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F?Z to itself), (4) any Ricci flow solution starting with initial metric in the family FZ stays in FZ
and is an ancient solution whose asymptotic soliton is the Einstein metric g%.

The construction of the family F% is based on the canonically defined real (4n)-dimensional
non-horizontal distribution D = {D,}.cz. The distribution D’ is constructed as follows (see §3).
There canonically exists a horizontal (4n — 2)-dimensional distribution D’ = {D.}.cz. Here,
D! is J(z)-invariant where J(z) is the orthogonal complex structure corresponding to z. Let
Ly = (D.)**- where H = {H.}cz is the horizontal distribution. Let L, be the “diagonal”
in the complex 2-dimensional distribution {V, ® Lf;(z)}ze z where V, is the vertical distribution.
The (4n)-dimensional non-horizontal distribution D on the twistor space Z is defined by D, =
D, ® L,), which is still transversal to the twistor fibration Z — M. Set Dt = {Dl}.cz.
This is a 2-dimensional distribution which is invariant w.r.to the canonical complex structure of
the twistor space Z. Here, the orthogonal complement of D, is taken w.r.to the basic canonical
deformation metric g{*" (see §2). The family of Z-metrics is defined in the following way. Let
{&}3_, be alocal frame of D (here we are using the column n-vector notation identifying D, with
Tr(-yM = H", as in [CY]) satisfying a condition that {dm(;) 3 o gives an oriented orthonormal
basis of (Tr(;)M, gx(2)). Let {X}3_, denote the dual coframe which we extend to be zero on D=.
Let {aq}2_, be the sp(1)-part of the Levi-Civita connection form of the original quaternion Kihler
metric and {a1, a3} the orthonormal coframe dual to the orthonormal frame along the twistor line.
~ P! = Sp(1)/U(1). Set &; = a; — Z?:o a1(§)X* (j = 1,3). The Z-metric with parameter X is
defined as declaring that {\d1, Aas3, X°, X1, X2, X3} forms an oriented orthonormal coframe :

g%:)\2<d%+OAC§)+tXO'X0+tX0'X1+tXO'X1+tX2'X2+tX3'X3 )

For curvature computation we must choose a good frame satisfying certain jet conditions at one
point, which we briefly describe in the following. A point z € Z uniquely defines an orthogo-
nal complex structure J on H, = (1,,M, g,,) and its real (2n)-dimensional J-complex subspace
spanned by &, and J&y, where &y is determined uniquely modulo SO(2)-rotation and should be
understood as a column n vector (and therefore {&o, I€o, J&o, K&o}span is (4n)-dimensional)®. We
extend &y to a “unit length” germ at m € M so that V¢, satisfies certain condition. Moreover we
extend J to a section germ of S so that VJ = 0 at m, where S is the 3-dimensional subbundle of
End®*e¥(T'M) defining the quaternion Kihler structure of M. Next, we extend I and K to section
germs of S so that (i) {I, J, K} constitutes the oriented orthonormal frame germ of S (so {1, J, K'}
satisfies the quaternion relations) and (ii) the oriented orthonormal frame germ o of the twistor
fibration Z — M defined by {&o, Iy, J&o, K&y} satisfies the condition

(dU)m(TmM) =D,

(of course this is defined by a section germ of P — M composed with the projection P — Z).
Note that such a pair {I, K} is defined uniquely modulo SO(2)-rotation. This is the “condition”
which should be satisfied by I and K in the construction of our Z-metrics®. Let the triple {a;}3_,

5 The expression £* (resp. its dual X?) for i = 0, 1, 2, 3 should be understood as raw (resp, column) n vectors if
they are used in the quaternion Kéhler context related to the base manifold M (e.g. in such a notation Z?:o txi.X?
which represents the quaternion Kéahler metric on M) or just a 1-form obtained by taking the sum in other occasion
(e.g., in such a notation a3 — a1 (£1) X! — a1 (£3) X2 which represents a certain modification of the sp(1)-part of the
connection form). For this notation is used in [C-Y]. See §2 of this paper.

6 Important comparison : The construction of Z-metrics is characterized by the condition (do)m (Tyn M) = D,.
On the other hand the construction of the canonical deformation metrics is characterized by the condition VI =0
and VK =0 at m.
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be the sp(1)-part of the connection form defined on the holonomy reduction P of the oriented
orthnormal frames. Let the orthogonal complex structure J of T,,M defined by an element of
Sy, represented by (0,1,0). The pair {a7, a3} then represents the infinitesimal deformation of the
orthogonal complex structures J at z € Z and defines the induced horizontal subspace at z. Set
& = 1€y, & = J&, &3 = K&. Let {X9 X1 X2 X3} be the coframe field dual to {&g, &1, &2, &3}
(understood as canonical 1-forms defined on P). The family F? of metrics on Z is defined by
declaring that

Gy = Qg — a1(6)X° — a1(&) X" — a1(&)X? — 041(53)X?: ;

-~

annihilates D,

a3 = a3 — a3(§0) X" — a3(§) X" — a3(62) X — as(&)X7

-~

annihilates D,

X' (i=0,1,2,3)

dual to orthonormal basis of D,

forms an oriented orthonormal frame and therefore the Z-metric g% is defined as

2
pgs =p [)\2 { (Oq —a1 (&)X —a (&) X' —an (€2) X7 —041(§3>X3)
—_——— —_—

invisible invisible

+ <O<3 —a3(60) X% —a3(&) X —a3(&2) X2 —043(53)X3) }
———— ————

invisible invisible

+ tXO'X0+tX1'X1+tX2'X2+tX3'X3:|

which is expressed in the orthonormal coframe germ at z € Z (one point)”.

We show that the subspace FZ is foliated by the trajectories of the Ricci flow solution, i.e., the
Ricci flow whose initial metric belongs to the subspace F% stays in FZ as long as the solution exists
and is an ancient solution in the sense of Hamilton [H]. The trajectory consisting of positive scalar

multiples of the Einstein metric gf/T is the asymptotic soliton of all other Ricci flow trajectories
n+2

in F%. In particular, the Einstein metric g% — is an “unstable fixed point” under the dynamical

system defined by the trajectories of the RicgiJrleow solutions. The Ricci flow solution starting at a
metric in FZ with A2 > n%ﬂ Gromov-Hausdorff converges (after appropriate scalings) in finite time
to the Carnot-Carathéodory metric defined on the (4n)-dimensional distribution D in Z, which
isometrically projects to the original quaternion Kéahler metric on the base manifold M. We then
apply Bando-Shi estimate ([B], [Sh1,2]) for VRm under the Ricci flow to these ancient solutions to
prove a limit formula which implies the LeBrun-Salamon conjecture that any irreducible positive
quaternion Kéhler manifold (M, g) is isometric to one of the Wolf spaces. The technical part of
the proofs of all results in this paper is based on the moving frame computation on the twistor

7 Although two 1-forms a1 — a1(0) X% — a1 (£1) X! — a1 (€2) X2 — 1(€3) X3 and oz — a3(£0) XY — a3 (&) X! —
a3(€2)X? — a3(€3) X3 are non orthogonal w.r.to the canonical deformation metric, we declare that they are orthog-
onal w.r.to the Z-metrics at 2 € Z. Moreover, although the terms a1(£7)X? and so on are “invisible” at z € Z we
cannot ignore them because these become significant when we compute the Levi-Civita connection and curvature
form by differentiation.
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space (see [C-Y]). We use Alexeevskii’s curvature formula (Theorem 2.3 in this paper) (see [A] and
[S]) in an essential way.
Summing up, our main results are the following:

Theorem 1.4. (1) The Ricci tensor of the Z-metric

s given by the formula

4 S
Ric¥ = S\ (a] +43) + (4n+8) ) ‘X' X',
i=0
In particular pg% is Einstein if and only if \* = n+_2
(2) The Ricci flow preserves the family R, - FZ of Z-metrics. The space R, - FZ is foliated by
the trajectories of the Ricci flow solutions and these are all ancient solutions. Suppose that the
Ricci flow g(t) in Ry - FZ is defined on (—oo, T). Then, modulo scaling, the solution g(t) converges

to the Finstein metric gf/T ast — —oo. Moreover, modulo scaling, the limit t — T' corresponds
== ‘
to the “collapse” of g% where the X'-direction shrinks faster.

Applying Bando / Shi estimate to the ancient solutions in Theorem 1.4 (2), we have the limit
formula , ,
lim [VARmMN| 2z =0.
A—00 A

We will show that this limit formula implies the positive answer to the LeBrun-Salamon con-
jecture (Conjecture 1.2) claiming that any locally irreducible compact positive quaternion Kéhler
manifold is isometric to one of the Wolf spaces.

Finally, we remark that the methods used in this paper is a generalization of those used in [K-O]
in the case of self-dual positive Einstein 4-manifolds.

§2. Moving Frame Description of Quaternion Kahler Manifolds and their Twistor
Spaces. Canonical Deformation Metrics.

Throughout this paper we will use the Einstein summation convention.

We denote the quaternions by H and identify R*® = H"”. Then H operates on R*"* = H" from
the right which makes R = H" a right H-module. We then define a subgroup Sp(n) of SO(4n)
as

Sp(n) = {A € SO(4n) | A is H-linear} .

The image in SO(4n) of the right action of the group Sp(1) of unit quaternions on H" forms a
subgroup of SO(4n) which we denote by Sp(1) by abuse of notations. Then we define the subgroup
Sp(n)Sp(1) of SO(4n) to be the product of the subgroups Sp(n) and Sp(1) in SO(4n). If n > 1, the
group Sp(n)Sp(1) is a proper subgroup of SO(4n), while if n = 1, the group Sp(1)Sp(1) coincides
with SO(4). For this reason, we assume n > 1 from here on.
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Definition 2.1. A 4n-dimensional Riemannian manifold is quaternion Kdhler if its holonomy
group is contained in Sp(n)Sp(1).

A 4n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M%7, g) is quaternion Kihler if and only if the principal
SO(4n)-bundle F of oriented orthonormal frames reduces to an Sp(n)Sp(1)-bundle P (it is called
the holonomy reduction of the oriented orthonormal frame bundle). Let (es)¥’, € P be an
orthonormal frame of M at m. Then we have an identification

M, — H" , 2%y — (2% + iz" T 4 ja?7+ae 4 ggdnte)n_
Therefore each tangent space M, becomes a right H-module. A local section (e?) of P — M on
an open set U C M defines a right H-module structure on TU. However, this does not induce a

global right H-module structure on T'M because of the existence of the Sp(1) part in Sp(n)Sp(1).
The right action of 4 and j on R** = H" are given by the matrices

0 -1 0 0 00 -1 0
1 0 0 0 00 0 -1
00 o 1| ™ 110 0 o
0 0 -1 0 01 0 0

where 0 (resp. 1) denotes n X n zero (resp. identity) matrix. Therefore, the Lie algebra sp(n) is
computed as

Ay —A; —Ay —Aj

A Ag —As A

Ay A3 Ay —A

Az —Ay A1 Ao

where Ag = —tAg and Ay ='A) (1 < X <4) are n X n matrices. Similarly, the Lie algebra of the
subgroup Sp(1) of SO(4n) is computed as

0 —a1 —ag —as
a1 0 as —a
g —as 0 ai
as as —a1 0

where a1, as, ag are n x n scalar matrices. Therefore the Lie algebra sp(n)sp(1) is expressed as

AO —Al — a1 _A2 — a9 —Ag — as
(2_1> Al +aq Ay —As + a3 Ay —ao
Ay +ay Az —agz Ay —A1+a
Az +a3 —As+ax Ai—a Ao
where Ag = —*Ag and Ay = Ay (1 < A < 4) are n X n matrices and a1, az, az are n X n scalar

matrices. In the following moving frame computation, we will use oy instead of a; (i = 1,2,3) to
represent sp(1)-valued 1-forms.

Let (M*", g) be a (locally irreducible) quaternion Kihler manifold, i.e., its holonomy group
is subgroup of SO(4n) contained in Sp(n)Sp(1). Let P — M be the holonomy reduction of the
bundle of oriented orthonormal frames of M. Then P is a principal Sp(n)Sp(1) bundle and we
say a point of P (i.e., an orthonormal frame at some point of M) a quaternion orthonormal
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frame. The moving frame description of a quaternion Kahler manifold is the following. Each local
quaternion orthonormal frame field e = (e4)%™; on an open set U C M defines a section e : U — P
and therefore its dual coframe field § = ()4, is pulled back to e(U) C P via the restriction
Tley : €(U) — U of the projection P — M to e(U). We thus get a canonical system of 1-forms
(04)4, on P such that at each e = (eq)¥2; € P, (#4)4L, coincides with its dual coframe pulled
back to P. The Levi-Civita connection V of (M, g) defines a unique right Sp(n)Sp(1)-invariant
sp(n)sp(1)-valued 1-form T' = (T'3) on P satisfying

VXeB — €A FAB(X)

for each local quaternion orthonormal frame (e4)%"; and a local vector field X on M. Here,
I' = (T'43) can be written as

FO —Fl — 7 —FQ — (X9 —F3 — (3
'y + oy Ty —I's + a3 'y — as
2-2 =1t =T
( ) ( B) I's + as Fg — Q3 FO —I'1+o
's+az —To+ar I'i—o Lo
where I’y = —'T'g and T’y = 'T"y (1 < X\ < 4) are n X n matrix valued 1-forms and a;, as, asz are

n x n scalar matrix valued 1-forms. The 1-forms 84 and FAB satisfy the following first and second
structure equations:

Aot + T4 A 0P =0,

where QAB is the skew symmetric matrix of 2-forms which is identified with the curvature 2-form
of (M, g) in the following way. For each point e = (e4) € P on m € M we have

R(X,Y)ep = ex Q5 (X,Y)

for all X,Y € M,,. Therefore the sectional curvature for the 2-plane spanned by {e4,ep} is given
by
K(6A7 eB) = g(R<eA7 63)637 eA) = Q(QKB(6A7 eB)eK7 eA) .
We proceed to the description of the twistor space of a quaternion Kihler manifold (M%", g).
A unit quaternion ¢ is pure imaginary if and only if ¢> = —1 holds. Therefore, from the definition

of P, a choice of a quatenion orthonormal frame (es)4’, € P of M,, canonically defines the
identification

{unit pure imaginary quaternions}

right action
—

{orthogonal complex structures on M,,} .

This identification itself depends on the basis (e4) € P. However, if ¢ is a unit pure imaginary
quaternion, then so is z !gz for any unit quaternion x and therefore the set P! of all orthogonal
complex structures on M,, is independent of the choice of the basis (e4) € P. The twistor space
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Z of M is by definition the fiber bundle over M consisting of all orthogonal complex structures of
all tangent spaces of M. Therefore the twistor space is described as the associated bundle

Z =P Xspmsp(r) P'

where Sp(n)Sp(1) operates on the set P! of unit pure imaginary quaternions by the trivial action
of Sp(n) and the canonical right action of the group Sp(1) of unit quaternions given by q — = 1qx.
It follows from the definition of the twistor space that Z has a canonical almost complex structure.
Indeed, the Levi-Civita connection of (M, g) induces the horizontal distribution on the twistor
fibration Z — M. We then have the canonical complex structure (defined by identifying the set of
unit imaginary quaternions with P! by the stereo graphic projection) on each P!-fiber. Moreover,
we associate to each horizontal subspace of H(Z,) (z € Z lies over m € M), the almost complex
structure of M,, represented by z € Z. We have thus defined canonically an almost complex
structure on Z which we call the orthogonal complex structure on Z. Moreover the Levi-Civita
horizontal distribution on the twistor fibration Z — M canonically defines the sum of the scaled
fiber Fubini-Study metric and the fixed base metric on M which are expressed as

(2-3) 95" = N2gps + gur -

This class of metrics are called the canonical deformation metrics.
Salamon [S] proved the following fundamental result:

Theorem 2.2. (1) The orthogonal almost complex structure on the twistor space Z is integrable.

(2) Suppose that the scalar curvature of (M, g) is positive. Then there is a unique scaling of the
fiber metric such that the canonical deformation metric on the twistor space Z is Kahler-Einstein
with positive scalar curvature.

We start by recalling the idea of the Cartan formalism of moving frames. Let (IV,g) be any
n-dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold and F — N the bundle of all oriented orthonormal
frames. We have the system {#',...,6"} of coframes on F which is, at p € F lying over m € N,
the system of 1-forms dual to the orthonormal frame of N,, represented by the point p € F. Given
a local frame field on an open set U C N, we tautologically associate the section U — F. Thus
the local frames which are not unique on N becomes a globally defined single valued object on F
and moreover the dual object {f1,...,0,} consists of differential 1-forms and therefore we have an
advantage being able to work functorially on differential forms (such as connection forms) on F.
For instance, the Riemannian metric on N is written as (§1)2 +-- - + (™) and connection form is
computed by taking the exterior differential of {6y,...,6,} on F and so on.

Now let us return to our original (quaternion Kéhler) situation. A fiber on m € M of the twistor
fibration Z — M is the set of all orthogonal complex structures on the tangent space M,, which
is canonically identified with Sp(n)Sp(1)/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) = PL. Therefore the twistor space is
also defined as the orbit space with respect to the Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) action on P, i.e.,

Z ="P/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) .

We construct local sections Z — P of the principal Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n)-bundle P — Z in the
following way (we use these local sections to construct a certain class of metrics on Z). Fix a point
m € M. Let P, C Z be the fiber of the twistor fibration over m. To each z € P! we (locally)
associate a quaternion orthonormal frame in the fiber of P — M over m so that the frame is
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ordered in the way compatible with respect to the orthogonal complex structure represented by
z. If z varies on P} such frames rotates by an element of Sp(n)Sp(1) and the rotation is unique
modulo those by elements of Sp(n)Sp(1) N'U(2n). This procedure is possible only locally on PL
because this is equivalent to make the (local) section of the principal Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n)-bundle
Sp(n)Sp(1) — Sp(n)Sp(1)/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) = PL. We extend this construction locally on a
small open set U C M containing m in such a way that the extended object is parallel at m (one
point). We perform this procedure at each point m € M. This way we have constructed local
sections of the Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n)-principal bundle P — Z. We then pull back the canonical
1-forms
X0 xt x? x3

and the sp(1)-part of the connection form
g, 2, O3
by the above constructed local sections. We thus get the system of 1-forms
(X% X', X2 X3 a1,a3}

locally at 1 point on Z. Then the basic canonical deformation metric in an expression in terms of
the orthnormal coframes is expressed as (see [C-Y])

gitan — (a%—i—a%) +tXOX0+tX1X1 +tX2X2+tX3X3 )
In the following arguments, we will consider the metrics of the form
(2_4> gg\an — )\2(0'/% + ag) + tXOXO + tXle + tX2X2 + tX3X3

on Z (canonical deformation metrics).

In the following discussion, we compute the curvature form of the canonical deformation metrics
95" defined on Z. We use the moving frame computation. The scalings of the various standard
metrics are hidden in the computation. To avoid confusion, we fix our scaling convention in the
following way :

e We fix the scale of the invariant metric of HIP" so that the sectional curvatures range in the
interval [1,4], i.e., Ric(gupn) = 4(n + 2)gup~ and so Scal(gmpr) = 16n(n + 2). Namely we set

S =16n(n+2)

from here on.

e We fix the scale of the Fubini-Study metric of the P!-fiber of the twistor fibration and other cases
so that the Gaussian curvature is identically 4.

We will consider the following two types of scalings.

e We fix the Z?:o tX?X'"part and vary the ratio S/§ In this case the above metric turns out to

be Kihler (eventually Kihler-Einstein) on Z if and only if S/S = 1. We will use this scaling in
the computation in the transversal Kahler situation.



RICCI FLOW UNSTABLE CELL 13

e We normalize the base quaternion Kéahler metric g so that S = S holds and scale the Z?:o XX
part by the scaling parameter A\? (so that the “curvature becomes A~2-times the original one in

this direction”). In this case the metric g§*" turns out to be Kéahler (eventually Kéhler-Einstein)

on Z if and only if A = 1.

From here on until the end of §2, we describe the moving frames on the twistor space Z with
the above introduced Z-metrics (and with complex structure in Theorem 2.2 if necessary).

Let (e4) € P be a quaternion orthonormal basis of M,,. This canonically defines an identifica-
tion M,, with
R4n — H" = (C2n

by
(xa +i{13n+a +jx2n+a _i_kx?)a—i—n)n

noy (@0 4 gatrte, gt 4 ety

The multiplication of j from the right on M,, = C?" induces the canonical almost complex struc-
ture J of C?". The infinitesimal deformation (“unit velocity vector tangent to a l-parameter
deformation”) of unit imaginary quaternions at j is expressed as aji + agk (this is because the
tangent space of the set of unit imaginary quaternions at ¢ is given by the orthogonality condition
{o|R(qo) = 0}). In this situation we pick a point z € Z which induces the almost complex struc-
ture on M,, = C?" corresponding to J. The canonical almost complex structure of Z at z over m
is defined by specifying the basis of all (1, 0)-forms as follows.

(2—5) CO = a1 + i(l/g s
Ca — xa + ixZn—‘,—a ,

Cn—i—a — xn—‘,—a + Z-x?)n—i—a )

For moving frame computation, we introduce the column vectors X°, X!, X2 and X3 by setting
X0 = (29), X! = (2a"t9), X2 = (22"72) and X3 = (2®"7?) where a = 1,...,n. Then a basis of
the C-vector space of all (1,0)-forms is simply given by

" =ay +iag
2= X" +iX? [= (<),
ZQ — Xl —|—ng [: (Cn-i-a)] )

) and «; (i = 1,3) is the local explanation of the

The above argument involving X7 (j = 0,1,2,3
N U(2n)-principal bundle P — Z which described

0,1,
construction of the section of the Sp(n)Sp(1
above in an abstract way.

We would like to describe the curvature tensor of Z. To do so, we compute the derivation
formula on Z in terms of this basis of (1,0)-forms on Z. Set ‘X = (!X tX1 X2 tX3) (tX%s
being row vectors). Then the first structure equation

27
)

dX +T'NX =0
is equivalent to

dZ* + Z° N0+ (Do +i(T + a)) A Z + (=T; +iT3) A Z2 =0
dZ% —Z NCO+ (T +iT3) A Z' + (To — i(T2 — an)) A Z2 =0
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which in matrix form is expressed as

¢\ _ [(To+ils —T'y+il ¢
(2—6> d (gn—ka - 1’\1 + ng 1’\0 _ ZFQ Cn—i—a

sp(n)-action

_[(iaz 0 ¢® _ 0 —(a1 + iag) Za
0 iy ) \ (e oy +iag 0 cnte

sp(1)-action

What we must do next is to compute d(®. We need the second structure equation
dl +TAT=Q.

The expression (2-2) for the connection form implies the following:
ol o o o
Qg Qg Q% Q%
Q 7 Q5 Q
where ‘Qf = —Qf, Q4 ='Ql = —QF. Let (1, 7,v) be any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3). Then we
have
(2-7) Q) =dlg+TogATg—T1 ATy —To ATy —T3AT3,
Qy =dT, +a,)+Tu+a,) ATog+ Ty —ay) ATy —ay)
+To ATy +au)+ (T +ay) AT, + ay)
=dl'y +T, ATg+Ty AT, +To AT, =T, AT,

I'-part
+day, — 200 A\ oy,

-~

scalar part
Q) =d(-Ty +au) + Ty + o) A =Ty —ay) + (=T +au) Al
+ (T, —a) ANy —ay) +To A (T, + ay)
— —dl, —T AT, =T, ATg+T, AT, —To AT,

T-part
j—dau — 2a, A 045 .

g

scalar part

Therefore, to compute d(°, we need to know the structure of the curvature tensor of a quaternion
Kahler manifold. In fact, the curvature tensor of a quaternion Kéahler manifold is very special as
is described in the following Alekseevskii’s decomposition theorem (see [A] and [S]):

Theorem 2.3. (1) A locally irreducible quaternion Kdhler manifold is Finstein.

(2) The curvature operator of a locally irreducible quaternion Kdihler manifold (M*",g) is of
the form o
Q=(5/9)Q+
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where §) is the curvature operator of HIP", S is the scalar curvature of HIP™, S is the scalar curvature
of M (S is a constant), and

Q' € Sym?(sp(n)) C Sym?(A*T*M) .

As was declared in §0, we restrict our attention to locally irreducible quaternion Kahler manifolds
and we say just “quaternion K&ahler” instead of “locally irreducible quaternion Kéhler”.

The meaning of Theorem 2.3 is the following. If we compute the curvature operator of a
quaternion Kihler manifold (M*4", g) in terms of the quaternion orthonormal basis (X 4), then the
curvature operator decomposes into the scalar multiple of Q and the remaining part. The first part
is (S/ S ) Q where (0 is expressed exactly in the same form as the curvature operator of HP" where
(X4) is regarded as quaternion orthonormal for the canonical metric of HP". The remaining part
) then looks like a curvature operator of a hyper-Kéhler manifold (in particular no scalar a-part
is involved).

The Sp(n)Sp(1)-principal bundle P of quaternion orthonormal frames of HP" coincides with the
group Sp(n—+1)/Zs and therefore the curvature tensor of HP™ is computed from the Maurer-Cartan
equation on Sp(n + 1) applied to the description of the quaternion projective space

HP" =

Sp(n+1)  Sp(n+1)/Z,
Sp(n) x Sp(1)  Sp(n)Sp(1)

as a symmetric space. The subgroup Sp(n)Sp(1) of Sp(n+1) defined by the Lie algebra embedding

AO —Al — aq —Ag — as —A3 — as

Al +a; Ao —As+az Ax—as
Ay +ay Az —as A A+ a;
A3 + as —A2 + a9 Al —ax A()

0 aj —as a A() —Al A3 —Ag
—Qaq 0 a9 as @ Al AO _A2 —A3
as —a9 0 ai —Ag A2 AO —Al
—Q2 —az —ai 0 A2 Ag Al AO

where a,’s are regarded as scalar n X n matrices in the LHS while in the RHS these are regarded
just as scalars. Indeed, the Lie algebra

0 —aq —a2 —as
a1 0 as —a9
a1 R; + aaRj + azRy,
g —das 0 ai
as ao —aq 0

of sp(1) considered as a Lie subalgebra of so(4n) stems from the matrix expression of the right
action of quaternions on H". Let R, (resp. L,) denote the right (resp. left) action of a quaternion
q on H". The correspondence

Ril—>—Li, RjH—Lk,Rk'—)Lj
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defines a Lie algebra isomorphism of sp(1) which converts the right action of H on H" to the left
action. This Lie algebra isomorphism converts the above expression to

0 a1 —asz a
—aq 0 an as ] ' .
as —ay 0 a — al( Lz) + a3LJ + CLQ( Lk) .

—Qa2 —a3 —ai 0
To obtain a general expression of the Lie algebra sp(n + 1) we put

0 aq —as as _tXO _tXl tX3 _tX2

—aq 0 as as _tXOI _tXll _tX21 _tX31
as —as 0 a; _tX02 _tX12 _tX22 _tX32
—a9 —a3 —a 0 _tXOS _tX13 _tX23 _tX33
X0 X0 x0z x03 Ao -4, As —As
Xl Xll X12 X13 Al AO _A2 —A3
_X3 X21 X22 X23 —Ag A2 AO _Al
X2 X31 X32 X33 A2 A3 Al AO

and determine X*”’s from the commutativity with the right action of ¢ and j, namely, with the
matrices

0 -1 0 0 0 —-E, 0 0
1 0 0 0 E, 0 0 0
oo o 1/%lo o o E,
0 0 -1 0 0 0 -E, 0

and

00 -1 0 0 0 -E, 0
00 0 -1 o 0 0 -E,
100 ol%®lE o o o
01 0 0 0O E, 0 0

It follows that the Lie algebra sp(n + 1) is expressed as

0 a —as as _tXO _tXl tX3 _tX2
—a 0 as as tXl _tXO _tX2 _tX3
as —ay 0 ai _tX3 tX2 _tXO _tXl
—as —as —aq 0 tX2 tX3 tXl _tXO
X0 —-x' X3 X2 A —A; As —As
X! X0 X2 X3 A Ap —Ay —Asz
X3 X2 X0 X! A4 Ay Ag —A;
X2 X3 X! X0 Ao As Ay Ap
Therefore, the following matrix represents a basis of left invariant 1-forms on Sp(n +1) :
0 &1 _&3 &2 _tXO _tXl tX3 _tX2
_&1 0 &2 &3 tXl _tXO _tX2 _tX3
Qs _&2 0 &1 _tXS tX2 _tXO _tXl
- —Q —as —aq 0 tX2 tXS tz(l _tz(O

Pax:=1 xo _x1 x3 _x2 T, -, Ty -
X' X0 —x? —x* T, Do I, I
_x3 X? X0 —X' Ty I, L, -I

X2 x3 xt X0 T s I, I



RICCI FLOW UNSTABLE CELL 17

The Maurer-Cartan equation N _ N
dFa,X + Pa,X A Pa,X =0

implies the following. Let (u,n,v) be any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3). Then :

dlo — XONtXO — X AEXT — X2 AtX2 - X3 ALXD
+TgATg—T1 ATy —T9 ATy —T3AT3 =0,
day, — 20, ANy, — " XHAX +IXOANXH +IXVAXT—IXTAXY =0,
dl, +T,ATg+TgAT, —T, AT, +T, AT,
— XPATXO 4 XONEXH - XV ATXT H XTALXY =0,

This and (2-4) implies that the curvature (2#) of HP" is expressed as

(2-8) Q) =dlg—T3 ATy =Ty Ay —T3ATs
= XOANIXO 4+ XTAIXT F XPAIX2 - XOATXD
Of =dl, + T, ATg+Tg AT, —T, AT, +T, AT,
+da,, — 2a, A,
= XFAIXY - XONIXH 4 XY AEXT — XTATXY
+2("X* A X +IXTA XYY,
O = —dl, —Ty AT, +T, AT, ~Tg AT, —T, ATy
+da,, — 2a, A,
= —XMATXO 4 XOAEXH - XV ATXT 4 XTATXY
+2(" XA X+ TXTAXY)

In particular this implies that the sectional curvatures of HP" are, for instance, K(ej,e,) =
K(elaen—i—a) = K<61762n—|—a) = K(61,€3n+a) =1 (2 <a< n) and K<€1,€n+1) = K(eheQn—l—l) =
K(ey1,espnt1) = 4 (i.e., HP™ is 1/4-pinched). This implies that HP™ is Einstein with Ric(g) =
4(n+2)g.

We now return to the computation of the structure equation with respect to the class of metrics
on the twistor space Z introduced above for general quaternion Kéahler manifolds.

We give a proof of Theorem 2.2 by following the arguments in [C-Y], since the proof of our main
theorem is based on the moving frame proof of Theorem 2.2 in the technical level. Indeed, what
is essential in the proof of our main theorem is the comparison of the canonical deformation and
Z-metrics (which we introduce in §3) on the twistor space Z in terms of the Cartan formalism of
the moving frames.

We start with the case of M = HP™. We compute in the transversal Kahler setting. To compute
d¢® (¢Y = ay +iaz), we use the formula

(2-9) da, —2a, ANa, =2("XH* A X +EXTA XY .

This implies N N
d¢® = —2ia, N0+t 22 N2 —tZ N 22 .
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It follows from (2-3) and (2-6) the structure equation on the twistor space of HP™ :

co 2idiy —tz? tz1 Zo
(2-10) d| z' | =—| Z= To+ilg+ias, —I'i+ils A 2t

72 7' T, +ils Ty — ily + ido 72

We then turn to the general case, i.e., M being a quaternion Kéhler manifold, Z (resp. ZN) its
twistor space (resp. extended twistor space). We first consider the transversal Kéhler setting.

We recall that ¢, Z' and Z? is a basis of (1,0)-forms at a point of Z w.r.to the canonical
complex structure. It follows from (2-3) that

¢ 2 * * ¢o
d|lz' | =—| Z° To+ilhtiaes —Ti+ils | A2V |+
Zz —71 Pl —+ ZP3 PO — ZPQ + iOéQ Zz

and therefore what we have to compute is to express do,, — 2a; A @, in terms of Z"’s (¢° being
oy +ias). To compute d¢°, we observe from (2-4) that

(2-11) Qp + Q) =2day, — 4oy Ny, .
holds (u,n, v being any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3)). Combining (2-8) with Theorem 2.3, we get
(2-12)
day, — 20 N oy, = %(Qg + Q)
= S(S/3)(@% + ) + (@ +07)
= (S/g)(d&u —2a, N a,) [because ' part does not involve the a-part]

=2(S/S)(*XH* A X+ XA XYY .

The formula (2-12) implies that the SO(2)-bundle Z — Z defines a Hermitian holomorphic line
bundle on the twistor space Z with its curvature form proportional to the Kahler-Einstein metric
of Z. We get from formula (2-12) the formula
(2-13) d¢® = d(aq +iaz)

=20 Nz + (dag — 209 A az) + 2iaq A ag +i(das — 2a1 A as)

= —2iay ACO+ (S/8)(*Z2 N Z' =171 A Z?)

which means that the twistor space Z is a holomorphic contact manifold. 1t follows that

¢o 2icxy —(5/85)tz2 (S/8)tz* ¢o
(2-13") d| zZ' | =—| Z To+ily+iay —I'y+il3 A ZE
22 —71 Pl + 2F3 PO — ZFQ + iOéQ Zz

Let I" denote the matrix in the right hand side of (2-9). The formula (2-9) confirms that the almost
complex structure defined by the basis {¢°, Z1, Z2} on Z of the space of (1, 0)-forms is integrable,
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since the right hand side contains no (0, 2)-forms. Moreover, the matrix in (2-13") becomes skew-
Hermitian if and only if the metric of M is scaled so that S/ S = 1. This means that the Hermitian
metric of Z with the property that the basis {¢°, Z1, Z2} of (1,0)-forms is unitary, is a Kihler
metric of Z if and only if the metric of M is scaled so that S/ S = 1. Now let the metric M is
scaled so that S/ S = 1. The second structure equation dI' + I' AT = Q computes the curvature (2
of the Kihler metric (9 A ZO +tZL A Z +tZ2 A Z’. The direct computation shows the following :

2ONC +tZ AT CONTZ CONTZ
Yy
A /\ZO Qf + Q3 ) —%{Q(l)-l-Q%—Z(Q%—l—Q%)}
ZONtZ2 L (ONT Y7t
N 32+ 0 +1(2 + ) griey
+7 NPZ? —Z NZV4(ONC

which is certainly skew-Hermitian. The Ricci form of the Kihler metric ¢° /\ZO +tZt AT +t 72 NZ°
(identified with g{?") is given by

Ric(Q) = tr(Q) = 2(n + 1){g0 ANC +tZINT 172 A72} .

This implies that the Kihler metric ¢° A ZO FIZINT 4122 N (this is ¢g$?") is Kahler-Einstein.
This complete the proof of Theorem 2.2 [J

We are now ready to compute the Levi-Civita connection of the canonical deformation metrics.
We have, at z € Z modulo terms vanishing to order (> 2), the following matrix expression :

Ay 0 —2ap  —APXTOATXO AEX3 O —AtX? Ao 0
Aas 200 0 —AX3 ONX2Z O NXD O \XO a3 0
X0 AXT X3 ro -ry -ry -Iy X0 0
@) dl [ Fl x0 axz o o1, -1y o1, M x| 7o
X2 —AX3 AXT s ry Ty T X2 0
X3 PO CEEEDY. GRS P Dl Lo X3 0

where I'F =T+ (A2 —1)ay, TF =T34+ (A2 —1)az and ' = 'y + (A2 —1)ay. The skew symmetric
matrix in (2-14) is the the connection form of the Levi-Civita connection which we denote as I'y.
(2-14) is the first structure equation for the canonical deformation metric g§*" on Z and the matrix
part should be understood as 1-form germs at z € Z modulo terms vanishing at z to the order

> 2. Putting (* = oy +ia3, Z! = X0 +iX? and Z2? = X! +iX3, (2-14) is rewritten as

ACO 2icrn , 7 A ACO 0
(2-14") d| Z* |+ | A=A+ 2"HZ" To+il2+iaz —T'y +il3 ZV =10
A —A+A=ADZ' Ty 4+il3 Ty—ils +ias) \ 22 0

The matrix in (2-14) is skew Hermitian if and only if A> = 1, i.e., the metric g§*® is the basic

canonical deformation metric g{*" (this reproves Theorem 2.2).
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The second structure equation dI'y +I'y AI'y = Q) computes the curvature form Q$*". Put

—2 —2 -2 —2 -2 —2

N T

Then we have

O"5=0, 2°;=0,
T =2day — N IXPAXT - N IXPAXO+ NIXTA XD+ A2 IX0 A X
=dazANa;+ (4 -2 XPAX 4+ (4-2203) X2 A X0

In the rest of the curvature computation we use (2-2) and the first structure equation dX +T'A X =
0. A typical computation is

Q%5 = NdXT +AXP A (202) +To A AXY) + (T1 4 (1 = A)ar) A (AX?)
+ (Tg + ag) A(AX?) — (T3 + (1 - 2)az) A (WX}
=M-T1+a)AX? —ToAXT + (T3 —az) A X2 — (T'y — az) A X3}
— 2 AX3FATOA X+ T AX 01 = Aoy A XO
+ Ao A X3 4 dag A X3 = AT3 A X2 — A1 — A)as A X2
=MBX%Na+ 22 - X)X% Aas .

By similar computations as above, we have the following expression of a part of the curvature :

A= M)X2Aas, DY =XX"Na3 - 2N = X)X2Aay,
2A-M)X3Nas, DL =X Aas -
XNasz, 02, =XX%2Aas+
D, =NX3Aa — 22X =M X Aas, D3, =XX3Aas +

In the computation of Q)5 (u,v > 0), we use (2-4) and compare Q,! and Q. We have the
following results, which should be understood modulo hyper-Kéhler contribution, i.e., 2,2 should
be understood modulo '/ :

Do = M3 = Q) — M (X'ATX = XPAPXP)
:XO/\tXO-l-Xl/\tXl+X2/\tX2+X3/\tX3—/\2(X1/\tXl-i-X?’/\tX?’),

D1 =3 = Q) — M (XOA'X0 - XA PX?)
:XO/\tXO-l-Xl/\tXl+X2/\tX2+X3/\tX3—/\2(X0/\tX0+X2/\tX2)
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and
Qg = d(T1 +wi) — Mdag + N2(XOATXT + X2 ATX3)
+ T4+ a1 —Na)) ATg+To A + a1 — Nay)
+ (T3 4+ a3 — Nag) A (T2 + az) + (T2 — a2) A (T3 + as — Aas)
= Qf — N (dag — 209 A ag) F A2(XOATXE 4+ X2 AEXP)
= X'APXO - XONIXT 4 X3 ATX2 - XZPAEX3 12X ATXO 41 X2 A X3
FAXONIXT X2 AIX3 20X A X0 — 28X A X3
D2 =dTy +az) + M(X3AIXT - XTALX3)
+ (To 4+ a) ATg+ (T3 — az + Maz) A (T + a1 — N2oy)
+To ATy + ) + (=T + a1 — MNag) ATz + ag — AN2as)
=R FN(XCAX - XPATX3) +2) %03 A g
=XIAIXO - XONIX2 - X2PAIXS - XPAEX 20 X2 A X0 5 X3 A X
FAX3AXT - XEAIX) 440 a3 A a .
Similarly, modulo Q'%, we have :
e = 0 — N (daz — 200 A o) + A2 (X2 ATXE 4+ XONTX3)
= XPAIXO - XONIX3 - X2PAEXE - XPAEXZ 4208 X2 A X0 1 X A X2
FXN(X2AIXTE XONEXS 28X A XD 2T X T A X2
7 = Q% + X2(das — 201 Aas) + N2 (= X3 ATX0 + X ATX?)
= XPAIX0 - XONIX3 - X2PAEXE - XPAEXZ 4208 X0 A X3+ 1X2 A X
N EXPAIX XA 2T XA XY 20X A XY
Qd =03 + N(XZATX - XONTXD) + 4N a3 A oy
= XIAIXO 4 XONIX2 - XPAIXB X3 AX 420 X2 A X0+ EX3 A XY
+FA(X2PATXY - XONIXD) + 40203 AN ay
Qs = 03 + N2 (dag — 200 Aag) + A2(X2ATX3 + XOATXT
= X'AXO - XOANTX - XBAIX2 - X2AEX3 4 2(XON XY 1 X3 A X2
FXNXPAIXS F XONIXT 420X A X0 428 X2 A X3
Here, we recall that
Qf = Qb +Qf
= XHAPXD - XONIXH 4+ XY NTXT = XTATXY
+2(P XA XY HIXTA XYY+ QY
Q1 =Ql + Q)
= —XPAIX 4 XONTXH — XU NTXT 4+ XX
+2(P XA XY HIEXTA XYY+ QT
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(u,7m,v) being any cyclic permutation of (1,2,3), where the “hyper-Kéhler part” ' has no con-
tribution to the Ricci tensor. Therefore we can ignore the Q'%-part in the computation of the Ricci
tensor.

We are now ready to compute the Ricci tensor of the metric g§*" on Z. Note that the dependency
on the point under consideration is completely hidden in the “hyper-Kéahler part” ' and Q' has
no contribution to the Ricci tensor. Therefore, although we do not assume the homogeneity of
M, we are able to compute the Ricci tensor purely Lie theoretically as if we were working on the
Riemannian homogeneous space. Let £ o, 1,&0, &1, &2, &3 be the frame of Z dual to the coframe
ap, o0, X0, X1, X2, X3, Then

)\_15—27 )\_15—17 607 517 527 63

$") dual to the coframe

is the frame (orthonormal w.r.to the metric g
Aa, Aag, X0, X1 X2 XP

We compute the components of the Ricci tensor using the following formula. Let {e;}?; and
(Q;) ij=1,..,n be an orthonormal frame and the associated curvature form of an n- dlmensmnal
Riemannian manifold. Then we have

n

Ric(e;, e;) Zg (€, ex)ex, ej) = Zg(Qi(ei,ek)ej,ej) .
k=1

Using this formula, the components of the Ricci tensor Ric§*" are computed as follows. If the

expression ka (A5, )N T1E 5 in the following computation means to take the summation
over all combination of a fixed vector in £_5 and any vector in & (0 < k < 3), we have

Rlcca% T, AT ) = g RmGT (AT 2, AT AT, AT )
+Zg‘m m§$* (AT g, )Ry AT 2)

—gia“(ﬂx_l(A oo, AT AT g, AT )
3

) g AT SN AT )

k=0
4 2
=32 + 4nA
o _ _ _ 4
Indeed, Q3 "F (A€ 2, A1) =day Aas(AT ¢, A1) = 5 and

ZQA (AL 0, &0) = M XF Ay (&, AELg) = 4n)2. Similarly, we have

4
Ric§™ (A 7te_, A7) = vl AnX? .
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Next, under the similar convention in the expression such as Qle()\_lﬁ_g, E)A1E_ 1, we have
RGN, X7160) = g (6, 6 s A e
+ cha“ (Rm§™ (A1 €2, E0)6r, A1)
= gian(Q TAT g, AR T AT )

+cha“ PTG AT AT E)

:O.

ndee e 2, &k ANag — (2X— Nai(&o, A€ 9) + Nog — (22X —
Indeed, ZQ (A~ S &) = A3 X0 (2A )\2)X2 (& )\15 ) A3 xt (2A

A X3 A al(gl, g_ YHNXZAaz+ A= ADXOA a1 (&, V7 )+ A3 X Aas — (20 = A2 XA
051(537 AT £ )

Next, under the smnlar convention in the expression such as Rm§*(A™1¢_y, & )&k, we have

Ric§™ (A ¢ o, &) —gf\an(R PO, AT )AL, &)

+ chan Rmcan 15—2,§k>§k,§0> _ O

Indeed, 232 (A" 2, A71¢1)60,&0) = (X% Aag — (2A = A)X? Aar) (A1, AT n)6 =
and Q0 (A 7Y€, &)& = 0. Similarly, we have

Ri can( 15 2, §1> Rlccan( —15_2’ 52) Rlccan( —15_2’ 53)
= Ric$ (A1, &) = Ric™ (A 1¢_1, &) = Ric (A1, &)
= Rics (A1 1,63)=0.
We use (2-6) and (2-10) to compute the remaining components of the Ricci tensor (under the similar

convention in the expression such as Rm§*" (&, £;)&, and RmS$*" (&o, &x)&r which is explained more
precisely below) :

Ric§™ (€0, §0) = g5 (RmS™ (S0, A 1E- )A—ls_z €0) + g5 (Rm§™ (S0, A" €-1)A €01, &)
+ g5 (RmS*™ (€0, £)€0, o) +Zg‘m m§*™ (€0, &)ér, o)

—4n +8 —4)\% .

Indeed, [Rm§* (€5, A1 2) A1 ole, = 0 2o(0, ATH2)&0 = N3XO A (€, AT1E12)&0 = A2,
[Rm§™ (€0, AL )N 1]e, = D021 (Eo, AT1E1)&0 = M3XO A az(éo, ATH21)& = A2&. In the
following computation, as in the above computation, we fix a vector in &, and sum over all vectors
in & (the same as £ but the fixed vector in &, removed) or those in &. In other wards, the
pair (&, &,) which appears in the following expression, e.g., Rm§*" (o, £y)&(, (resp Rm§** (o, &k)Ex)
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means to take the sum over all combination of the fixed vector in &y and vectors in &, except the
fixed one (resp. vectors in £). We then have

[RmS§™ (&0, £6)€0)e0 = 2o/ (60, €0)60 = (n— 1)&o

and furthermore we have

ZRmcan €0+ &) €kl e ZQAk €0, $k )80

:{X1 tx0 _ x0 A tX1+X3 tx2 _ X2 A tX3+2<X1/\tXO+tX2/\X3)
FAXOAIXTH XEAIXE 20X A X0 — 28 X2 A X3)}(E, &0)éo
F{XEAXY - XONEX2 4 X2PATXS - XA 1 2(P X2 A X0+ EX3 A X
FAXPAEXT - X AEX3) 4020 A ag }(€a, €0)éo
F{XAIXO - XONEX3 4 X2ATXY - XUPAIX2 1 2(P X3 A X0 X A X2
FA(=X2AIXTE XONEX3 2P X3 A X0 — 20X A X2)H(E3,€0)

={(n+3-3\)+(n+3)+(n+3-3)\)}

= (3n+9—6X?)&

where [- - -]¢, in the above expression means to take the component of the fixed vector in & of - - -
Therefore we have

Ric§™(&0,&0) =2A2 + (n— 1) +3n+9 — 607 = 4n + 8 — 4)\* .
Furthermore, we have

Rlccan(go,fl)—gf\a“( m§™ (S0, A HE2)ATHE o, 1) + g (RmS (€0, ATHEL)ATIE L, €0)
+ chan m§™ (£o, &k )Ek, &1) =

Indeed, [Rm§*™ (&9, A1 _2)¢ ale, = Lo (0, A1 0)Er = (A3 X A +(2A-A2) X3 Aaz) (€0, AHE0)& =

0, [RmS$* (£0, A1 2)€0]e, = N1 (€0, A1 1)E = (B X Az —(2A-A2) X3Aaq) (o, AL )é =
0 and Rm§* (&, &)&k = Qg (€0, k)& = 0.

Similarly we have

Ric§™ (&1, &) = Rlccan(gz, &) = Ric§™ (&3, &3) = 4n + 8 — 407 |
Ric§™ (&0, §2) = Ric§™ (£o, &3) = Ric§™" (€1.62) = Ric§™ (€1, &3) = Ric§™" (€2,&3) =0

To sum up, we have

Proposition 2.4. The Ricci tensor of the metric

3
an __ )\2(06%+Oé§) +ZtXZ Xz
1=0
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on the twistor space Z is given by the formula

(2-15) Ric§™™ = (AN 2+4n )N\ (ad +a3) +(4n+8—4X?) (X0 X O+t x . X1 41X 2. X240 X3 X3)

In particular, the canonical deformation metric g5 is Einstein if and only if A2 =1 or \? = n%rl

If N2 =1 then ¢g$* is Kdhler-Einstein and if \* = %H then g5 is Einstein, Hermitian but not
Kdhler.

63. Z-metrics.

In the following discussion, we introduce new metrics (called Z-metrics denoted by ¢g%) on the
twistor space of positive quaternion Kéahler manifolds and compute the curvature form. We use
the moving frame computation. The scalings of the various standard metrics are hidden in the
computation. To avoid confusion, we fix our scaling convention in the following way :

e We fix the scale of the invariant metric of HIP" so that the sectional curvatures range in the
interval [1,4], i.e., Ric(gupn) = 4(n + 2)ggp~ and so Scal(gmpr) = 16n(n + 2). Namely we set

S =16n(n+ 2)

from here on.

e We fix the scale of the Fubini-Study metric of the P!-fiber of the twistor fibration and other cases
so that the Gaussian curvature is identically 4.

e We fix the scale of the invariant metric of the Sp(1)-fiber of the extended twistor fibration Z5M
so that the sectional curvature is identically 1.

We will consider the following partial scaling similar to the case of canonical deformation metrics
in §2.

e We normalize the base quaternion Kéhler metric g so that S = S holds and scale the (g —

a1 (6) X — a1(63)X3)? + (a3 — a3(&1) XY — a3(€3)X3)%-part (ignoring “invisible” part) by the

parameter A\? (so that the “curvature becomes A\~2-times the original one in this direction”). It
1

turns out that the Z-metric g% is Einstein (but not Kihler) on Z if and only if A = el

Next we proceed to a construction of a new family of Riemannian metrics

Ry - F% ={pg5¥}rs0,p>0

(the family of Z-metrics) on the twistor space Z. Our strategy is to modify the construction of
the canonical deformation metrics so that kill the —\-term in before the Z?:o tX?. X'term in
the formula of Ric§*" in Proposition 2.4. Indeed, the —A2-term in question constitutes the basic
reason why the family of canonical deformation metrics is not a Ricci flow unstable cell. The
simplest example of a Ricci flow unstable cell arises in the Ricci flow solutions on the product
space S™ x S™ where initial metric an independently scaled constant curvature metrics (if the
initial metric has slightly different curvature, then the S”-factor with larger curvature will extinct
earlier and before its extinction the metric of the total product space is “far” from being Einstein
). Therefore we try to modify the construction of the canonical deformation metric so that the
resulting metric becomes “closer” to the “product” metric (of (M, g) and (P!, grg), in a “weak”
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sense). The construction should be “canonically” based on the definition of the twistor space
in a way somewhat different from the family of canonical deformation metrics. So we begin the
construction of FZ with a useful interpretation of the twistor space. We identify H with C? by
writing xo + iz + jxe + kxs = xo + jro + i(x1 + jxs). Let x + jy € H and u + jv € H. The
manipulation

(@ + ju)(u + jv) = (zu — o) + j(yu + Tv) = (93 —_?) (u)

y oz v

implies that the right action of the unit quaternions is identified with the standard holomorphic
action of SU(2) to C? and the left action of the unit quaternions is not holomorphic. The right
action of the unit quaternion w + jv is holomorphic if and only if v = 0, i.e., u + jv is the unit
complex number. The local decomposition SO(4) = Sp(1);xSp(1), implies that the standard action
of SO(4) on R* decomposes into the left and right actions of Sp(1) (denoted by Sp(1); and Sp(1),).
Therefore the space of the orthogonal complex structures of H is identified with SO(4)/U(2) =
Sp(1),/U(1) = P!. On the other hand, the standard action of Sp(1); = SU(2) on C? implies that
the space of all complex lines in C? is identified with Sp(1);/U(1) = SU(2)/S(U(1) x U(1)) = P..
The identification of P! is with the space of all orthogonal complex structures on H is given by

orthogonal complex structure J on H

<+ U(1)-subgroup of Sp(1), which acts on C% holomorphically
and the identification of P! is with the space of all complex lines in C? is given by

complex line L in C?
<+ U(1)-subgroup of Sp(1); which fixes [L] € P' .

Identifying Sp(1); and Sp(1),, we can transfer a U(1)-subgroup in Sp(1); to a U(1)-subgroup in
Sp(1),-. A U(1)-subgroup in Sp(1), determines an axis of rotation of P!(C) and therefore two lines
in C? fixed by the U(1)-action. As the twistor line P!(C) is simply connected, we can choose one
of them globally and therefore we have the following canonical correspondence

orthogonal complex structure J on H

<+ a complex line Ly of C% .
Similarly, Sp(n)Sp(1)/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) = P! is identified with the space of all orthogonal
complex structures of H” and also to the space of all (simultaneous choice of) complex lines in
each H-line in H". Therefore, applying the above correspondence to each H-lines in H", we have
the following canonical correspondence

orthogonal complex structure J on H"

<+ a real (4n — 2)-dimensional complex subspace D, of C3"

which cuts out a complex line from each H-line in H"

¢ a complex line Ly = (D’;)* of C3 .
Consider the standard twistor fibration

m: (P(C), PP H(C)) — (P"(HD), P (H)) -
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Pick a point m € P*(H) — P*~1(H). Then the fiber P! = 7~1(m) is identified with the moduli
space of the orthogonal complex structures of T, P"(H) = H". Pick a point z € P! and let J(2)
be the corresponding orthogonal complex structure. The hyperplane D, of P?"*1(C) generated
by P2n=1(C) = #=1(P"~}(H)) (inverse image of the hyperplane at infinity) and z € P! gives an
identification of the affine part H" = P"(H) — P"~1(H) with CQJ’(LZ), i.e., H" with the orthogonal
complex structure J(z). Assume that the point m under consideration is the origin of H". Then the
tangent space of D” coincides with the horizontal subspace H, at z € P} . At each point 2z € P}
we have a 2-dimensional subspace L (. := (Df](z))L of D, = H, which is a complex line w.r.to the

orthogonal complex structure J(z). If we consider H-lines L = P!(H) in P (H) passing through the
origin m € H" = P"(H) — P*~!(H) and the sub twistor fibrations P3(C) = n~}(L) — L = P (H)
over these H-lines, the collection of J(z)-complex lines from each H-line in H™ constitutes a real
(4n — 2)-dimensional subspace D’, which is a complex subspace of CQJT(‘Z). From this consideration,
we see that there exists a column n vector {, € D! uniquely modulo SO(2)-rotation so that
{€0, J(2)&0}span is a real (2n)-dimensional complex subspace in D’,. We observe that there is a
“canonical” way constructing a real (4n)-dimensional non-horizontal subspace D, of T,P?"1(C)
which is complex w.r.to J(z) by using the orthogonal complement L ;) = (Df,(z))L In fact,

D, is constructed as a direct sum of D’ and a complex line Lf](z) in the linear subspace (= C?)
of T.P?"*1(C) spanned by T.P}, and L;(,). We would like to “canonically” construct LY. by
choosing unit vectors u € T,P! and v € Lj(.) and putting Lf,(z) := C- (u+v). Here, u and
v are chosen from the tangent bundle O(2) of P!. Therefore defining such Lf,(z) is equivalent
to defining a non-trivial embedding O(2) — O(2) & O(2), i.e., defining a graph of a non-zero
section of Hom(O(2), 0(2) = O(-2) ® O(2) = O. Therefore LY, is defined modulo unit complex

numbers, i.e., a choice of a unit non-zero section of 0. So, we choose 1 € HY(P!, O) to define
Sp(n+1)/Zs

Sp(n)Sp(1)NSU(2n)

point z € Z of a twistor line equip L . (also L’J(z)) with additional information, i.e., an oriented

orthonormal frame. Indeed, the S'-bundle Z - Sp(iliég—(i_ll))r(één) induces the Hopf fibration S —

S? over each twistor line in Z and therefore the S!'-fiber over z corresponds to the rotation by
unit complex numbers of an oriented orthonormal frame of L) (also L’J(z)). Therefore we have

a well-defined

Lf,(z) canonically. The S'-fiber in the extended twistor space Z =

sitting over a

{](z) =C-(u+v)

which is “canonical” from Riemannian view point (indeed, this is also “canonical” from the con-
struction of Z-metrics which is explained in the following). We get a “canonical” non-horizontal
subspace D, as an orthogonal direct sum

R /
D, =D, ® L., .

We proceed to a general case. Let (M", g) (n > 2) be a positive quaternion Kihler manifold.
Let H be the horizontal distribution of the twistor fibration, i.e., the (4n)-dimensional distribu-
tion consisting of the horizontal subspaces H, at z € Z. We consider the G(4n — 2,4n)-bundle
(G(p, q) being the Grassmannian of p-dimensional subspaces in RY) associated to the holonomy
reduction P — M of the oriented orthonormal frame bundle. As the structure group of the ori-
ented orthonormal frame bundle reduces from SO(4n) to Sp(n)Sp(1), the associated G(4n —2,4n)-
bundle also reduces to a smaller bundle with fiber Sp(n)Sp(1)/Sp(n)Sp(1)NS(O(2) x O(4n—2)) =
Sp(n)Sp(1)/Sp(n)Sp(1) N U(2n) = P! which turns out to be isomorphic to the twistor fibration
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Z—- M. Lee m € M and z € P, = 771(m), 7 : Z — M being the twistor fibration. The
holonomy reduction of the associated G(4n — 2, 4n)-bundle corresponds to the association

P!, 32+ D.cGn—2 H,)

where D, is the same as in the model case P2"*1(C) — P"*(H), i.e., D’ is a real (4n—2)-dimensional
subspace of H, = CQJT(LZ) which is complex w.r.to J(z) and specifies the complex line from each H-

lines in H, (J(2) is the orthogonal complex structure of T,,, M determined by z € P},)). Let L (.
be the orthogonal complement in H. of D, C H.. Then L) is a complex line in C?]? ) (H.

equipped with the orthogonal complex structure J(z)). We consider the subspace (&2 C?) of T, Z
spanned by T.P;, = C and L, (= C) C H.. If we choose unit vectors u € T.P;, and v € L,
in a suitable way, then

‘C{](z) =C- (U + ’U)

is well-defined as before. Indeed, we define the extended twistor space by
Z :=P/Sp(n)Sp(1) N SU(n) .

Then the ambiguity by multiplication by unit complex numbers in the choice of u and v is inter-
preted as the rotation along the S*-fiber of Z — Z. Therefore we can work on Z without ambiguity
and the resulting vector v 4+ v on Z is defined modulo multiplication by unit complex numbers.
This means that the complex line C - (u + v) is well-defined. The (4n)-dimensional non-horizontal
distribution D := {D.}.cz on Z is now defined by

/

We choose a column n vector &, of D’ (representing an n-dimensional subspace of T;, M). Then
{€0, J(2)&0 }span 1s a J(z)-invariant (2n)-dimensional subspace of D7. In this situation, J(z) is the
unique orthogonal complex structure of T,, M with the above property (i.e., any (2n)-dimensional
subspace of T,,, M spanned by { X1, ¢X;} where X; € D’ and ¢ is any orthogonal complex structure
of T, M not equal to £J(z) is not contained in D, ). The correspondence z — D’, defines a (4n—2)-
dimensional horizontal distribution D’ on the twistor space Z. Each point z € Z represents an
orthogonal complex structure J(z) (J(z) = J, say) and a (4n—2)-dimensional subspace D, C T,,, M
(z lies over m € M) which contains the (2n)-dimensional J-complex subspace spanned by {&q, J&o}-
Let S C End***V(TM) be the 3-dimensional sub-bundle over M which defines the quaternion
Kahler structure of (M, g). Let {I,J, K} (J = J(z) under consideration) be an orthonormal basis
of S;,. Then {&o, I&y, J&o, K&y} is an orthonormal basis of T, M. We extend &y to a vector field
germ at m € M so that the contribution from the Levi-Civita connection to V&, satisfies certain
condition to be specified later. If we further extend the triple {I, J, K} as orthonormal frame germ
of the bundle S — M, we get an orthonormal frame germ {&g, &g, J&o, K& }. First we extend
J to a unit section germ of the bundle S — M so that V.J vanishes in £- and J&y-directions
at m (this is the condition on the sp(1)-part of the Levi-Civita connection). Then we use the
distribution D which we have just constructed above to extend I and K. Namely we extend I and
K in the following way. The section germ {&, I&o, J&o, K&o} of the holonomy reduction P — M
of the oriented orthonormal frame bundle composed with the projection P — Z defines a section
germ o of the twistor fibration 7 : Z — M at m passing through 2 € P! . Since o is a map
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germ (M, m) — (Z, z) which is linearly non degenerate at m, we can define the (4n)-dimensional
subspace (do ), (T, M) C T, Z. We choose the extension of I and K so that the relation

(3-1) (do)m (T M) = D,

holds. Since local orthonormal frame fields of M one to one correspond to local sections of the
bundle P — M, the requirement (3-1) is realized by certain extensions of I and K such that
the triple {I,J, K} constitutes an orthonormal frame germ of S — M at m. Now we describe
the procedure precisely. Given a section germ J satisfying J2 = —1 of the bundle S — M, the
extension of I and K so that the triple {I, J, K} constitutes an oriented orthonormal frame germ
of § (which necessarily satisfies the quaternion relations) is unique modulo (non constant) SO(2)-
rotation. This way we get an orthonormal frame germ {&o, I€o, J&o, K&p}. This triple defines a
section germ of the holonomy reduction P — M of the oriented orthonormal frame bundle at m.
The composition with the projection P — Z defines a section germ o of the twistor bundle Z — M.
The section germ o defines a section germ (denoted by the same symbol o) from (the image of o in)
Z to P and defines the pull-back of differential forms on P to those on the twistor space Z (taking
values only on tangent vectors of the image of o in Z). The requirement that the section germ o
satisfies the condition (3-1) is equivalent to requiring the following conditions: (i) the section germ
&o at m satisfies the condition that the contribution to V&p at m from the components I'g, I's, ay
and a3 of the Levi-Civita connection of g vanish (are “invisible”) in &- and J&o-directions®, (ii)
the unit section germ J of the bundle & — M at m satisfies the condition that the contribution
to V.J at m vanishes in &y- and J&y-directions, (iii) the sp(1)-part of the Levi-Civita connection in
VI and VK at m vanishes in &- and J&p-directions, (iv) the original sp(1)-part of the connection
form defined on Z should be replaced by the pull-back of the sp(1)-part of the connection form
defined on P via the map germ Z — P constructed from the section germ (composed with the
projection P — Z) o : (M, m) — (Z, z) satisfying (3-1). However, what we get by this procedure
coincides with the original one.

As we will work on the twistor space Z, we must define §;’s as tangent vectors at z of Z and
extend them as a vector field germs on Z (rather than vector fields germs on M ). We recall that ;’s,
as tangent vectors at z € Z, are defined as the image under the differential do of the orthonormal
section germ o determined by {&g, Iy, J&o, K&o}. Therefore if we extend £ as a section of the
distribution {D’}.cp1 in the P, -fiber direction, the extended object defines a desired vector field
germ & on Z. It follows from the expression (2-2) that the derivation formula satisfied by the
extended &g is expressed as

(3-2) Vi =To@& G+ T14+0) @6+ T+ az) @& + (I's +a3) @&

where V is the connection of the distribution D on Z obtained by pulling back the Levi-Civita
connection of g on M via the local map o from Z to P (in the P!-fiber direction the formula (3-2)
describes the rotation by the sp(1)-part a; and ag of the Levi-Civita connection of g). Moreover, all
1-forms appearing as coefficients in the above formula are obtained by pulling back the connection
form of the Levi-Civita connection of g. The connection form is originally defined on P and pulled
back via the section germ o to Z, where o is regarded as a map from Z to P by identifying T'M
and do(TM) and the extension of & in the fiber P1 direction. Once we extend &; to a vector field

8 Although performing the projection P — Z significantly decreases the information on the I-part, the vanishing
of T'g and T’ at m in the £y- and J&p-directions is still a very important information on the choice of &y, because
this reflects the geometry behind the construction of the distribution D’.
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germ on Z at z, we automatically get the quadruple {&q, &g, J&o, K&} which defines a map germ
from Z to P at z. We note the followings : (i) the components I'y and I'y from the I'-part (the
Sp(n)-component of the Levi-Civita connection of g) are “invisible” in £p- and J&p-directions (but
“visible” in the &;- and £3- directions) at m and no condition is imposed on the I'-part, (ii) the
components a1 and ag from the sp(1)-part of the Levi-Civita connection of g are “invisible” in &p-
and J-directions (but “visible” in the ;- and £3- directions). In addition to these conditions, we
note that (iii) the component as is “invisible” at m in every direction (this is a consequence of the
definitions of the twistor space and the triple {a, ag, as}).

The reason why no condition is imposed on the I'-part at this stage is that the information on
the I'-part of the Levi-Civita connection form of g is lost after performing the projection P — Z.
This means that, although the equations a; = a3 = 0 defines the horizontal subspace in the twistor
space Z, the I'-part of the connection form which appears in V&, depends on the original local
section of the orthonormal frame bundle P — M by which the I'-part is pulled back to Z from P
and therefore I';’s do not necessarily vanish at horizontal vectors in the twistor fibration Z — M.
Later, we need to impose a certain condition on the I'-part in question, in order to construct
an Einstein metric together with Ricci flow unstable cell in §4 and effectively apply Bando-Shi’s
gradient estimate in §5. The condition we need is the following :

(3-2) I’y and I's in (3-2) vanish at m.

This is the condition on the I'-part of V&, where & is the extension to a vector field germ on M
at m, which can be certainly realized.

To sum up,
(a) We extend a horizontal vector &, chosen at z € Z to a vector field germ at z € Z in the
following way :
(al) We first extend &y to a vector field germ on M at m so that the sp(1)-part of the connection
form vanishes at m in the - and J¢p-directions (i.e., a1(&) = as(&) = 0 (i = 0,2). Here, we
automatically as = 0 at m and we impose no condition on the sp(n)-part.
(a2) Then we extend &, as a section of the bundle {D}},cp: in the fiber P, -direction.
(b) We extend J (the orthogonal complex structure of 7,,, M at z € P},,) to a section End***"(D)|p1.
in the following way :
(b1) We first extend J to a section germ of S — M so that V.J = 0 holds at m.
(b2) Then we extend J along the P! fiber tautologically, i.e., so that V.J = 2a3 ® I — 207 ® K
holds.
(b3) Then we extend I and K along all directions of Z so that VI = —2a3 ® J + 2a2 ® K and
VK = —2a;® I 4+ 201 ® J hold, where a; and ag are the sp(1)-part of the connection form, which
is identified with the pulled back to Z via the map germ Z — P constructed from the section germ
(composed with the projection P — Z) o : (M, m) — (Z, z) satisfying (3-1).
(b4) In §5, we will use the condition (3-2).

We would like to use the above constructed (4n)-dimensional non-horizontal distribution D on
Z to construct the family .7-:Z of Z-metrics on Z. This attempt works most symmetric way on the
canonical SO(2)-extension Z of Z. Define the extended twistor space Z by

Z =P/Sp(n)Sp(1) N SU(2n) .

The meaning of the SO(2)-bundle Z — Z is the following. This SO(2)-bundle structure defines a
Hermitian holomorphic negative line bundle on the complex manifold Z with its curvature form
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proportional to the Kéhler-Einstein form on Z (see a statement just after the formula (2-8) in old
version)).

We construct a family FZ of metrics on Z and the family F% of Z-metrics on Z is defined
uniquely so that the projection Z — Z is a Riemannian submersion.

We start the construction of F2 by finding a basis of the 3-dimensional space spanned by «;’s
(i = 1,2,3) modified by X%’s (j = 0,1,2,3) which annihilate the natural lift (defined later) to Z
of D,.

The sp(1)-component

{(l/ 1, 2, (l/3}

of the connection form of the Levi-Civita connection of the original quaternion Kéahler metric ¢
fits into the formula

0 2(1/3 —2(1/2
V(I J K):<I J K)® —2043 0 2041
2042 —20&1 0

This formula makes sense as the derivation formula of the oriented orthonormal section germ of
the bundle S(D) of End***¥ (D) w.r.to the connection induced from the connection just as in (3-1),
where the sub-bundle S(D) C End®*®¥ is induced from S C Endk®" just in the same sense as (3-1).
From here on, the connection V which will appear in all derivation formulae should be understood
in the same way. Moreover, as £&; = [£; and so on, the above derivation formula implies

0 2043 —2042
(3-3) V(& & &G)=(&4 & &) —2a3 0 201

2(1/2 —2(1/1 0
+(IVE& JVE KV&)

and V&, etc. should be understood as

Vo =Toéo + (I + 1)1 + (I'2 + a2)ée + (I's + a3)é3
IVE =T — (T +a1)éo + (T2 + a2)é3 — (I's + a3)é2
JVE =T — (I'1 + a1)§3 — (P2 + a2)éo + (I's + a3)é1
KVE =To&3 + (I'1 +a1)ée — (P2 + a2)é1 — (I's + az)éo -

(3-4)

Although these derivation formulae involve terms which are “invisible” at z € Z, we must take these

terms into account, because their derivatives become significant in the curvature computation.
We introduce the system of 1-forms {X° X1, X2 X3} on Z which should be understood as a

column n vector (i.e., each X* represents an n-dimensional subspace in the cotangent space of M) by

requiring that the System {X° X1, X2 X3} forms a basis dual to {€o0, &1 = 10, &2 = J&0, &3 = K&o}

+ w.r.to the basic canonical

in D at each point of Z and annihilates the orthogonal complement (D )
deformation metric g¢*® on Z. Of course the system of 1-forms {X°, X1, X2, X3} is obtained from
the map germ o and the extension of {I,J, K} in the fiber P! direction by the pull-back of the
canonical 1-forms on the holonomy reduction P of the oriented orthonormal frames of (M, g). Note
that we can define the basic canonical deformation metric on Z just in the same way as on Z. To

do this we just replace the Fubini-Study metric on P! with curvature 4 by the bi-invariant metric
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on SU(2) with sectional curvature identically 1. The dual version of the above formulae can be
described in terms of the covariant derivative (or exterior derivative) of X"’s

Xl 0 2043 —2042 Xl IVXO 0
VI X2+ —2a3 0 200 || X2+ JVXY | =10
X3 200 —23 0 X3 KVvX0 0

VX = To@ X+ (T +a1) @ X+ Ty +a2) @ X2+ (T3 4 a3) @ X3
or equivalently

dX' — 205 A X3+ 203 A X%+ 1dXY =0,

dX? —2a3 AN X'+ 200 AX2+JdX =0,

dX3 =200 AN X2+ 200 N X+ KdX0 =0,
dX? = -ToAX"+(T1+a)) A X + (To+a2) A X2+ (T3 +a3) A X3

(3-5)

(all coefficients are “invisible” at z € Z). These formulae hold on P before the projection onto
the (extended) twistor space. Therefore we can speak of the Sasakian structure on Z and its

transversal Kahler structure. The merit of considering Z is that we have a canonical choice of the
triple {1, J, K} (J = J(2), z € Z) along the SO(2)-fiber over z, while in the above construction
on Z the choice of {I, K} is determined only modulo SO(2)-rotation. Once &y is chosen as in the
above discussion, we get an orthonormal frame germ {&g, 1&g, J&o, K&} at m. By this procedure

we have defined a (germ of) section of the extended twistor bundle Z — M which is horizontal in
the {&o, J&o }span-direction but not horizontal in the {I&y, K& }span-direction. We have thus defined

a (4n)-dimensional distribution D on Z which inherits the same property as D originally defined
on Z. B

We are now ready to define the Z-metric on the extended twistor space Z. We note that the
system of 1-form germs

ar — o1 () X% — o1 (&)X — o1 (&) X7 — a1 (&) X7
az — a2 (€0)X° — 2(61) X — 2(£2) X? — a(&3) X?
ag — a3(60)X° — a3(&) X' — as(£2)X? — as(és) X?

at 7€ Z (respectively

{ a1 — a1 ()XY — o1 (61) X' — 1 (£2)X? — a1 (&) X
as — ag(0)X° — a3(£) X" — a3(&) X — as(&3)X°

at z € Z) annihilates the (4n)-dimensional distribution D on Z (resp. D on Z). However, these 1-
form germs are not mutually orthogonal at z € Z (resp. at z € Z) w.r.to the canonical deformation
metrics. Indeed, although we have a1(&;) = az(&) = a3(&) =0 (i = 0,2) at 2 € Z and agy = 0
for every direction at z € Z, we have «;(§;) # 0 for ¢,5 = 1,3 (resp. for i =1,2,3 and j = 1, 3)
at z € Z (resp. z € ZN) which make these 1-forms mutually non orthogonal w.r.to g5*". Here we
should write tay,(€;)X? instead of ay(&;)X* because ay(&;) should be interpreted as a row vector
which makes “inner product” with a column vector X*. However, for the brevity, we have omit
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the transposition sign. We define the family of Z-metrics FZ on Z in the following way. For the
definition, we use the basic canonical deformation metric.g7*". Before writing down the explicit
form of the Z-metrics, we must check the effect that the vectors & and &3 are not horizontal.
We recall that both & and &3 decompose into the orthogonal sum of column (n — 1)-vector in
D!, (interpreted as an (n — 1)-dimensional subspace) and a unit vector in Lf](z). The length of

these components w.r.to the basic canonical deformation metric g{*" are n—1 and v/2 respectively.

Therefore the quadruple
n n
{50 ; n—-l-lgl ; &2, n—-l—l&)’}

is an orthonormal basis of D, w.r.to the basic canonical deformation metric. We introduce nor-
malized version of &; (i = 1,3) and X* (i = 1,3) by putting

/ n ! n 1 n+1 1 3 n+1 3
=TT = X = X, X2 = —X".
51 n+1§17 53 n+1§37 n n y n n

Then {&o, &}, &2,&5} is an orthonormal basis of D, w.r.to the basic canonical deformation metric
g5 and the quadruple {X° X! X2 X2} is the dual basis of (D))*. We extend these 1-forms so
that these vanish on vectors in (D, )+ where the orthogonal complement L is taken w.r.to the basic
canonical deformation metric g{*"'. We thus have a frame germ

3 3 3

{>‘<O‘1 - Zal(gl)Xl) ’ )‘(OQ - ZQQ(&)XZ) ) >‘<O‘3 - ZO@(&)XZ) ) XO ’ X71L ’ X2 ) XSZ} .

1=0 =0 1=0

One would like to define a family of metrics on Z by declaring that the above frame germ (after
applying some orthogonalization procedure to the first three 1-forms w.r.to the basic canonical
deformation metric) being orthonormal coframe (modulo total scaling parameter). However, this
attempt of defining new metrics does not fit with our strategy of constructing new metrics on Z
(or 2) which is “closer” to the independently scaled product metrics of S™ x S™. Instead, we define
the family of Z-metrics by declaring that the frame germ

3 3 3

{Mar =D 0a1(6) XY, Maz =Y (€)X, Mas— Y _as(&)XY), X°, X', X*, X%}

1=0 =0 1=0

(without normalization on X! and X?) being orthonormal (modulo total scaling parameter p) :

pax =p [)\2 { (al —a1(é0) X" — a1 (&)X — aq (&) X2 — Oél(fS)XS)
2
+ (Oéz — (£0)X° — a2(£) X! — (&) X* — 042(§3)X3)

+ (043 — a3(60) X — a3(€1) X' — a3(€2) X? — 043(53))(3)2}

+tXO'X0+tX1'X1+tX2‘X2+tX3'X3:| )
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The family F? of Z-metrics on the twistor space Z is defined by declaring that the SO(2)-bundle
Z — Z is a Riemannan submersion w.r.to Z-metrics on Z and Z :

pgi=p {AQ { (041 — (&)XY — a1(&) X' — o (&) X? - 041(§3)X3)2

2
+ <O<3 — a3(§0)X° — a3(&) X" — as(62) X7 — 043(53)X3) }
+ tXO'X0+tX1'X1+tX2'X2+tX3'X3:| )

Here A is a positive partial scaling parameter. This expression should be understood as an expres-
sion in terms of 1-form germs at z € Z under consideration. These expressions define Z-metrics by
specifying the oriented orthonormal coframe at one point z € Z and z € Z. Moreover, we regard
these as metric germs at z € Z or z € Z and compute their curvature form (we included “invisible”
terms in the definition of the Z-metrics because these terms are significant in the computation of
the Levi-Civita connection and the curvature form by differentiation). Even if the above expression
is in the nice form only at one point (z and z) under consideration, the curvature computation
regarding these metrics as germs is justified (we show this later). In these expressions, we note
that the meaning of X%’s (i = 0,1, 2, 3) in the definition of the Z-metrics is not the same as that in
the definition of the canonical deformation metrics. In the definition of the canonical deformation
metrics, the corresponding orthonormal basis consists of vertical and horizontal vectors, while in
the definition of Z-metrics the corresponding orthonormal basis does not consist of vertical / hor-
izontal vectors. Indeed, a; — ay(&1) X1 — a1(&3) X3 and a3 — az(£1) X! — a3(€3) X2 (resp. & and
£3) are not vertical (resp. not horizontal)?, where we ignored “invisible” parts at the point under
consideration.

We set o ) ) .
dy =0 — a1(§o) X7 — (&)X — a1 (§2) X7 — (€)X,
bs; = az — a3(§0) X" — a3(6) X" — a3(62) X7 — as(é) X
These are regarded as 1-form germs at a point z € Z under consideration. We have from (2-
12) the formulae of covariant derivatives w.r.to the Levi-Civita connection of the basic canonical
deformation metric g7*"
VOél =2a2®0z3—tX0®X1 +tX1®X0+tX2®X3_tX3®X2 ,
(3-6) t 0 3, ty3 0 tyl 2 _ty2 o vl
Vas=-200a0; —" X" X +'X° X" +'X @0X"-"X"®X",
where V is the Levi-Civita connection of g and the convention is that the Levi-Civita connection
form appears like (connection form ® section) in the above formulae (we just replace ® by A to get
(2-12) from the above covariant derivative formula in this convention).

We prepare some useful formulae. Applying K and I to the moving frame formula for dX°
(note that IX° = — X1, JX0 = - X2 KX°= —X3 and so on), we have

dX%= -ToAX"+ (T +a)) AX  + (To+ao) A X2+ (T3 +az) A X?
IdX° = (T +a)) AXP+To A X+ (T3 +az) A X2 — (T2 +az) A X3

(3-7) 0 0 1 2 3
JdX (F2+042)/\X (F3+O!3)/\X +TgANX +(F1+(l/1>/\X ,
KdX° =T34+ a3) A X+ To+a) AX — (D1 +a1) AX2+To A X3,
9 However, X%s (i = 0,1,2,3 have the same meaning in the sense that in either cases they stem from the

canonical 1-forms defined on P.
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From (3-4), we have (i = 1, 3):

o

i(V&o) = ai(&o)To + ai(§1)(T1 + 1) + i (&2)(Fa + az) + i (&3)(F3 + as)
i(IVE&) = a;(&1)To — i (&) (T + a1) + @ (&3) (e + a2) — o (&2)(T's + as)
i(JVE) = ai(&2)To — (&) (I + a1) — i (&o) (T2 + a2) + (&) (I's + as)
(KVE) = a;(&3)T0 + (&) (T + a1) — i (&1) (Te + ) — (&) (T's + ag) -

Q

Q

Q

We recall that I’y and I'ys are not “invisible” in the &;- and £3- directions and moreover I';y is
invisible in the &;- and &»-directions but not invisible in the £; and &»-directions. From (3-7) and
(3-8), we have, modulo terms vanishing to order > 2 at z € Z, the following formulae:

(3-9) as(€)1dX° + az(&)KdX°

= a3(V&) A XY+ az(IVEy) A X+ asz(JVE) A X2+ az(KVéy) A X3
+ {az(€0)(T1 + 1) + as(&)(Ts + az)} A X!
+ {—a3(&) (T + a1) + a3(&) (T3 + az)} A XP
—a3(&)To A X — a3(&)T2 A X° — a3(&)To A X2 — az(é0)T2 A X2,

a1(&3)KdX° + ay (1) 1dX"

= a1 (V&) A XY+ (IVE) A X 4+ a1 (JVE) A X2 + ay (KVE) A X?
+{a1(€0)(T1 + 1) + a1(&)(Ts + az)} A X!
+{—a1(&)(T1 + 1) + a1(&) (T3 + az)} A X°
— o1 (&) To A X% — a1 (£)T2 A X% — a1 (£)To A X2 — a1 (§)T2 A X2

Moreover we have

(3-10) dX? = (T +a) A X 4+ (D5 +a3) A X3,
IdX° = (D1 +a)) A X4+ (T3 + a3) A X2,
JdX? = —(Ts+az) AX 4+ (T +ag) A X?
KdX°% = (T3 +a3) A X% — (T1 4+ a1) A X2

at z € Z modulo “invisible” terms. Now we compute the derivation formulae for &; and &3 modulo
terms vanishing to order > 2 at z € Z. We have

3
ddl = d(al — Z (l/l(fz)Xl)
32:9 . . .
= doy — Z{(v@l)(@-) AX' 4+ a1 (VE)ANX + ozl(gi)dX’}

=0

where V is the Levi-Civita connection of the basic canonical deformation metric g{*"*. Applying
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(2-12), (3-6), (3-3) and (3-5) to day, Vai, V& and dX*, we compute the right hand side as

200 A +2(P XA X0+ EX2 A X3
— (202003 - X'@ X'+ X @ X0+t X2 0 X — X% @ X?)(&) A X°
— a1 (V&) A X°
— ay(&)d X"
ez ®a3 X' X'+ IX e X0+ X2 0 X° —1X% 0 X2) (&) A X!
—a1(200 ® &3 — 203 @ o + IVE) A X!
— a1 (6)(2a2 A X? —2a3 A X2 — 1dX")
22 @az — X' @ X'+ X @ X0 +1X2 0 X° — X% @ X?)(&) A X2
— a1(2a5 ® & — 201 @ & + JVE) A X2
—o1(&)(2a3 A X — 20y A X3 — JdXY)
—(2®a;— X' X'+ X' X'+ X2 @ X° - 'X3 ® X?)(&) A X°
— a1 (201 ® & — 20 ® & + KVE) A X3
—o1(&3)(201 A X% — 209 A X — KdX©) .

Executing the cancellation and applying (18), we can reduce this, modulo terms vanishing at z € Z
to order > 2, to the following :

200 A az — 2a3(€p) g A XO — 2a3(1)ag A X1 — 2a3(€2)ag A X2 — ag(€3)an A X3
— a1 (Eo){(T1 + 1) A X' + (T3 4+ a3) A X7}
+ o1 (&){-Ts+as) AX' + (1 +a1) A X?)
—a1(VE) AN X — a1 (IVE&) A X' — a1 (JVE) A X2 — a1 (KVE) A X3
+ a1 (E3)KdX® + oy (&)1dX° .

Using the definition of &3 and applying (17), this becomes

200 A éiz — o (E){(T1 + a1) A X+ (T's + a3) A X3}
+a1(E){—(T3+a3) A X+ (T +a1) A X3}

+ {a1(€0)(T1 + a1) + a1(&)(Ts + az)} A X!

+ {—01 (&) (T + 1) + a1 (&) (Ts + as)} A X°

—a1(&)To A X% — a1 (&)T2 A X — ap (£2)To A X2 — aq (60)T2 A X2

and finally we get the derivation formula for &; (modulo terms vanishing at z to order > 2):

(3-11)
déél = 2062 A 643

— al(fo)ro A\ XO — 041(52>F2 N XO — (J,/l(fg)FO A X2 — al(fo)rg A\ X2 .
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Next we compute daz. Computing just as in the same way, we have

3
das zd(a3 —Zo@(&)X")
3120
= daz — Z{(wg)(gi)xi +a3(VE) X + ozg(fi)dXi}
=0
= 2as ANag +2(P X3 A XY XA X?)
— (20200 =X @ X+ X0 X0+ X' @ X2 — X2 @ X1) (&) A X°
— a3(VE&) A XY
— a3(&)dX°
— (20 @0 ' XX} +IXP @ X0+ X @ X2 —'X2 @ X1) (&) A X
— a3(202 ® & — 203 ® & + IVE) A X!
— a3(&1) (20 A X3 — 203 A X2 — IdX )
—2(2m®a — X' X+ X X0+ X 0 X% —1X2 @ X1) (&) A X2
—a3(2a3 ® & — 200 ® & + JVE) A X?
—a3(&)(2a3 A X — 200 A X3 — JdX0)
— (2000 =X X+ X0 X0+ X @ X2 —1X2 @ X1)(&) A X°
—a3(201 ® & — 20 ® &1 + KVE)
—a3(&3)(—2a1 A X2 + 200 A X1 — KdX©) .

Executing cancellation and using (18), the right hand side reduces to

— 200 A ag + 207 (£g)ag A XY + 209 (€1)ag A X+ 201 (£2)ag A X2 + oy (€3)an A X3
—ag(){(T1+ 1) A X'+ (Ts + as) A X7}
+ag(E){(=(Ts+az) A X'+ (T1 + 1) A X7}
—a3(VE) A XY —as(IVE) A X — as(JVE) A X2 — as(KVE) A X3
+ a3(6)1dXY + as(&3) KdXP .

We compute just in the same way as above using the definition of &; and applying (3-9), (3-10) to
get the derivation formula of &3 (modulo terms vanishing at z to order > 2):

(3-12)
dés = —2ag A éy — az(&){(T1 +a1) A X'+ (Ts 4+ as) A X3}
+ a3(&){—Ts+as) AX' + (1 +o1) A X7}
+ {az(€0)(T1 + 1) + as(&)(Ts + az)} A X!
+ {—a3(&) (1 + a1) + a3(&) (T3 + az)} A XP
— a3(£0)To A X — a3(&)la A X0 — a3(&)lo A X2 — as(&o)la A X2
= 209 A Gy
—a3(&)To A X — a3(&)To A X — az(&)To A X2 — az(é)T2 A X2 .
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Let us compare the derivation formulae (3-11) and (3-12) of &; (i = 1.3) with those (2-12) of
a; (i = 1,3). The remarkable difference is the following. In (2-12), the term such as X* A X¥
appears (geometrically this means that the curvature form of the canonical Hermitian metric of
the S'-bundle Z — Z is proportional to the Kéhler-Einstein metric g5*™ on Z). On the other
hand, although there are similar terms (such as —a3(&y)To A X°) in (3-11) and (3-12), these terms
appear with coefficients “invisible” at zZ (such as a3(§p)). We are thus tempted to think that the
distribution D on the twistor space Z defined by the equation &; = &3 = 0 is much “closer to
being integrable” than is the horizontal distribution H of the twistor fibration Z — M (w.r.to the
Levi-Civita connection of the quaternion Kéahler metric g on M). In other words, we are tempted
to think that the distribution D = {&; = &3 = 0} on the twistor space Z equipped with the
Z-metrics g% constructed from the distribution D would be much “closer” to the product structure
on, e.g., S™ x 8™ equipped with the independently scaled product constant curvature metrics than
is the horizontal distribution H equipped with the canonical deformation metrics.

We are now ready to compute the Levi-Civita connection of the Z-metrics. We recall that the
I'-part of the Levi-Civita connection of g satisfies the condition that I'y and I'y; are “invisible” in
&o- and J&p-directions (this stems from the construction of the distribution D on Z). This implies
that we can write

F():le‘i‘qXS,
Io=rX'4+sX3.

Here, these expressions should be understood in the column n vector notation under the identi-
fication R*" = H". We write down the first structure equation of the metric g§¥ on Z w.r.to the
moving frame

{Naq, Aas, X0, XU X?E ) XP)

at z € Z. We recall that Z-metric g% is defined by declaring that the above moving frame is an
oriented orthonormal frame. We write this as a column vector as in the first structure equation in
§2, i.e., the connection matrix I'# is defined by

Ady Adp 0
)\dg, )\dg, 0
X X 0
X? X2 0
X3 X3 0

a; = %{Ofi(fo)l?-l‘ a;(&2)r} ,
by = %{Ofi(fo)q-l‘ a;(€2)s}
ci = %{Ofi(fz)l?-l‘ a;(&o)r}

d; := %{Oéi(§2>q + a;i(&o)s} -
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Note that these are all “invisible” at z € Z. It follows from the derivation formulae (3-11) and
(3-12) that the connection matrix I'4 under question is written as

3-13
( ) 0 —2042 )\(CLle + le?’) —>\<CL1X0 + ClXZ) )\(Cle + le?’) —>\<le0 + d1X2)
20&2 0 )\((a3X1 + b3X3) —)\(ag,XO + 03X2) )\(CgXl + d3X3> —)\(ngO + d3X2>
It - —I's —as
—)\2(a10z1 + asas —)\Q(bl(l/l + bsas
—)\(ale —>\<CL3X1 PO —alal(fl)Xl —PQ —+ Q9 —bqu(fl)Xl
+h1 X% +bXP) +0 —a1o(€3) X° +0 —bray(&3)X°
—azas(§1) X! —bzaz(1) X!
—azaz(€3)X7) —b3ar3(§3) X?)
I+ —I's + a3
+>\2(6L1041 —|— aszos —|—)\2<61061 —+ C3(3
/\(alXO )\(agXO —alal(ﬁl)Xl F() —Cl(l/l(fl)Xl Fg — Qg
+61X2) +03X2> —al(l/l(fg)XS +0 —clal(fg)X3 +0
—azaz(&) X! —czaz(6)X?
—aza3(&3)X°) —c3az(€3) X°)
I's —ag I+
—)\2(61011 + c3a3 —/\Q(dl(l/l + d3as
—)\(Cle —)\(CgXl Ty + as —Cl(l/l(fl)Xl Ty —dlal(ﬁl)Xl
+d1 X?)  +dzXP +0 —cran(€3) X3 +0 —dion (&3)X°
—czaz(§1) X! —dzaz (&) X!
—czaz(€3)X7) —dzaz(63) X?)
Fg + a3 Fl — Q1
+)\2(b1041 + bzas +)\2(d10z1 + d3as
)\(leo )\(ngO —b1a1<£1)X1 —PQ —+ Q9 —dlal(fl)Xl PO
+d1X?)  +d3X?) —bras(£3)X° +0 —dyon (&3)X° +0
—bgaz (1) X? —dzaz (&) X!
—bza3(€3)X?) —dzaz(63)X°)

The skew-symmetric matrix I'4 in (3-13) is the connection matrix of the Levi-Civita connection of
the Z-metric g%.

It follows from (3-13) and the first structure equation that dX* (i = 0, 1,2, 3) is expressed as the
sum of terms of the form XA (something) (i = 0, 1,2, 3). Therefore the 2-dimensional distribution
on Z defined by the system of equations X* = 0 (i = 0,1,2,3) is integrable. Moreover this
distribution is holomorphic w.r.to the canonical complex structure of Z. The expression (3-13),
the first structure equation and the formula d(2az) = 4azAa; +4(PX2A X0+ X3 A X1 imply that
every integral submanifold of this distribution has constant curvature 4. Therefore any integral
submanifold of the distribution X* = 0 (i = 0, 1,2, 3) is a holomorphic curve in Z isomorphic to
P! and more precisely a deformation of the twistor line'?.

The curvature form Q% is computed from the second structure equation Q% = dI'? + I'4 AT%.
As (ai, bi,ci,d;) (i = 1,3) are all “invisible” at z € Z, we conclude that the ' A T'4-part of the

10 In the definition of Lf](z) we have chosen 1 € H?(P!, O). However, we can start with any element from

HO(P',©) and develop a similar theory and if we start with a constant from H?(P!, ©) which is very small in
absolute value, then the distribution D, should be very close to the horizontal distribution and therefore the resulting
analogue of a Z-metric with A = 1 should be very close to the basic canonical deformation metric. Therefore the
integral manifold under consideration must be a deformation of a twistor line.
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curvature form Q% is the same as the corresponding part of the curvature form of the original
quaternion Kihler manifold (M,g). On the other hand, we can compute the dl'4-part in the
following way. We first observe that if we impose the condition (3-2') on V&g, we conclude that
the differentiation of the “invisible” terms gives rise to 1-forms such exactly like X*, modulo oy
and as :

061(50) differ'iti)ation Xl : 061(52) differ'iti)ation _X3 :
differentiation differentiation
ag(§o) T XT | ag(&) TR X
For instance, we have

d(a1(§o)) = (Vai) (&) + a1 (VEo)
= (200a3 - 'X°@ X' +'X' @ X+ ) (&)
+a1To @&+ T +a1) @& + (T2 +a2) @& + (I + a3) @ &3)
='X' modulo «; and aj .
ignoring “invisible” terms. We have used the condition (3-2") on the I'-part in V&;. We can check
other cases similarly. Secondly, we combine the above observation with the general formula

dim

Ric(e;, e;) E g(2 ez,ek )ej.ej) -

We see that all terms in the connection matrix I'{ whose origin stem from the a;(&;)I'y A X'-part
(i=1,3and j, k,l = 0,2) in the derivation formulae (3-11) and (3-12), i.e., all terms which appears
with one of (a;,b;,¢;,d;)’s (i = 1,3), do not contribute to the Ricci tensor. This means that the
Ricci form of the Z-metric g¥ has the form of the sum of 43 + a3 and 37 *X? - X* with some
coefficients. For the explicit computation, we introduce {A\"1&_o, X711, &, &1, €2, &3} which is
the orthonormal frame dual to the orthonormal coframe {\dy, Aas, X°, X1, X2 X3}, As the first
example, the non-trivial contribution to the Ricci tensor in the &_s-direction comes from das.
Recall that das is given by the formula

dog =203 Aoy +2(" X2 A X0+ EX3 A XY

We have X7(§;) = 0 for i < 0 and j > 0 and moreover from the definition of &; we have &; = «;
modulo X7 (i = 1,3 and j > 0). Therefore we have

RicX(A™1€2,A71€0) = gX ()T €0, A )N 0, AT )
= G ((on Aag) (A€ A THE DN 2 AN ) =

As the second example, the non-trivial contribution to the Ricci tensor in the X-direction comes
from the curvature form of the original metric g :

3
Ric% (&0, &) = 958 D (%)% (60, A &) + > ()R (&0ék) o €o)
k=1

i=3,1

3
ZQ (0, &k)€05 &0) = Ric(§o,&0) = 4n + 8.
k=1
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Similarly, we have

. _ _ . _ . 4
Rick(A €2, A7 €2) = RicFA M1, A7 M60) = 55

Rlc§ (507 50) = RIC§ (517 51) - R1C§ (527 52) - RIC% (537 53) =4n +8

all other components of Ric¥ =0 .

Summing up the computations in §3, we have the following Proposition.

Proposition 3.1. The Ricci tensor of the Z-metric

on the twistor space Z is given by the formula

(3-14) Ricy = A% (4] +a3) + (4n+8) ) 'X'- X7,
=0

1

In particular, the Z-metric gf is Einstein if and only if \> = e

Proposition 2.4 implies that the family of canonical deformation metrics g§*" contains two

Einstein metrics, i.e., those for A> = 1 and \? = n%rl From Proposition 3.1, the Z-metric g% for
A2 = n+r2 turns out to be the third Einstein metric. This turns out to be non-isometric to any
Einstein metric in the family of canonical deformation metrics.

Remark 3.2. The Einstein metric g§ with \? = n%—z in the family of Z-metrics on Z is not iso-
metric to the Einstein metrics g5 with A2 = 1 or A\? = n%rl in the family of canonical deformation
metrics.

Proof. 1t is clear from the construction that, if (M, g) is a Wolf space, then both canonical
deformation metrics ¢g§*" and Z-metrics g¥ are homogeneous w.r.to the action of the isometry
group of (M, g) on the twistor space Z. The assertion is then easy to check in the model case
P3(C) — P(H). Indeed, the difference of these three Einstein metrics are visible in the relationship
between the orthonormal basis of T, Z, the fixed complex line L.y (cf. discussion before (3-1))
in the horizontal subspace (of the twistor fibration P3(C) — P(H)) and the tangent space of the

twistor line P! (the Sp(1)-orbit). O
Remark 3.3. (1) Homogeneous Einstein metrics on P?"*2(C) were classified by Ziller [Z]. The

canonical deformation metrics g{®® and g4 are the only homogeneous Einstein metrics on P27 1

nr1

up to homothety. Therefore the Z-metric gZ_J1r2 on the twistor space of M = P"(H) is not a
Sp(n+1)

Sp(n) x SO(2)
The reason why g% on P?"T!(C) is not Sp(n + 1)-homogeneous can be seen from the Sp(n + 1)-
orbit decomposition of the Grassmannian Grass(C?, C*"*2) of all PVs (lines’s) in P?"*! which
is the complexfication of P"(H). Indeed, there exists only one (4n)-dimensional Sp(n + 1)-orbit,
which is P"(H) corresponding to the twistor fibration. It would be interesting to determine the

group of isometries of g%, . Is g%, of cohomogeneity one ?
n+2 n+2

= P*"*1(C).

Sp(n + 1)-homogeneous Einstein metric on the twistor space Z =
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(2) The fiber of the Sp(1)-principal bundle Z — M is the parameter space of all “framed” Lf,(z)’s

(z lying on a fixed twistor line) and therefore the extended twistor space Z itself is identified with
the space of all “framed” Lf,(z) (z € Z). Since the distribution defined by Lf](z) is integrable!!,

we can introduce an equivalent relation on Z where two points of Z are equivalent if and only if
these lie on the same integral submanifold (extended by the S!-fiber of the fibration Z - Z) of
the distribution D+. The same argument works if we start with the distribution D+ instead of
the distribution defined by Lf,(z) and therefore we can identify Z with the space of “framed” D+.

The quotient space obtained from Z (moduli space of “framed” D) and the above equivalence
relation (defined by the integral submanifold of D1) turns out to be a realization of M. The
resulting quotient map induces a P!-fibration Z — M different from the twistor fibration. This is
a Riemannian submersion w.r.to any Z-metric on Z and the original quaternion Kéhler metric on
M. However the fibers are not totally geodesic (see Remark 3.4).

Remark 3.4. In the case of the canonical deformation metrics, the formula das = 2a3 A a1 +
2(P X2 A X0+t X3 A X1) implies that the vertical distribution is integrable and the twistor lines are
totally geodesic. In the case of the Z-metrics, the formula das = 2as3Aa; +2(FX2AXOHEX3AX1L) =
2(a3+as (&) XHN) a1 +a1 () X))+ (P XAPAXOHIX3AXTY) = 243 A a1 +as Aaq (§) X7 +as (&) XA
a1+ a3(E) XA a1 () X7 +2(P X2 A XY +1X3 A X1) implies that the distribution defined by the
equations X* =0 (i = 0,1,2,3) is integrable. This formula involves non-trivial mixed terms like
a3(£) X% Ady and so on. Therefore the distribution defined by the equations X* =0 (i = 0, 1,2, 3)
is not totally geodesic.

Remark 3.5 (Comparison with the orbifold case). We can construct locally irreducible
positive quaternion Kahler orbifolds which are uniformized by one of the Wolf spaces. On the
other hand, many examples of non locally symmetric positive quaternion Kahler orbifolds are
constructed in [G-L]|. Here we remark that the moving frame construction of Z-metrics in §3 does
not necessarily generalize to positive quaternion Kahler orbifold case. Here we explain the reason.
If we take a local uniformization of the orbifold along the locus of orbifold singularities, we locally
get a non-singular irreducible quaternion Kahler manifold with a finite group G acting isometrically
preserving the local quaternion Kahler structure and therefore GG operates on the local holonomy
reduction P, of the oriented orthonormal frame bundle. We can construct the orbifold version of
the twistor space. To see what happens to the construction of the orbifold version of the Z-metrics,
we work on the local uniformization level. The essential step in the construction is to determine
the complex line in each H-linear subspace explained in the beginning of §3. We recall this step.
Let J be the orthogonal complex structure of H represented by z € P. . Then this defines a
Sl-subgroup in Sp(1) = Sp(1), acting from the right on T, M. Identifying Sp(1), with Sp(1); we
get a St subgroup of Sp(1);. This S'-subgroup determines a complex line L; in H (corresponding
to the axis of the rotation of the action induced on P! = P(C?)). Suppose that 2z € Z is fixed
by a non-trivial subgroup of G. Then the linear isotropy representation defines a finite subgroup
of Sp(1) acting on the H-line. The orbifold version of Z-metrics is well-defined if and only if the
association P, 3 z — Ly € P1(C?) is preserved by the action of G. In other words, the complex
line L ; is not necessarily fixed by this action and if not fixed, the very beginning of the construction
of Z-metrics do not work. Therefore we cannot define Z-metric in the equivariant way and this

11 We have shown that the distribution D+ defined by X* = 0 (i = 0, 1,2,3) is integrable (see the arguments
after (3.13)). The statement follows because D= is of the same type as the distribution defined by Li](z) and
therefore the same reasoning works in the proof of the integrability.
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implies that the orbifold Z-metric is not defined in general (the case where the orbifold version of
the Z-metric is defined corresponds to orbifolds uniformized by the Wolf spaces).

§4. Ricci Flow on the Twistor Space of a Positive Quatermion Kéahler Manifold.

In §4, we study the behavior of the canonical deformation metrics 7" and the Z-metrics FZ
on the twistor space Z of a positive quaternion Kihler manifold (M,g). Let (M", g) (n > 2)
be a compact quaternion Kéhler manifold with positive scalar curvature. Then (M, g) is positive
Einstein satisfying Ric(g) = (4n + 8)g. Then the solution of the Ricci flow equation 9,9 = —2Ric
with the initial condition g(—1) = (8n + 16)g at time ¢t = —1 is given by the homothety g(t) =
—(8n 4+ 16)tg (—oo < t < 0). Indeed, putting g(t) = A(t)g, the above initial value problem of the
Ricci flow equation becomes X' (t) = —(8n+16), A(—1) = 8n+16. Its solution is A\(t) = —(8n+16)t.
Therefore the metric g is just the fixed point modulo homothety of the Ricci flow and is not so
interesting as itself. However, we have more freedom in the twistor space Z. Indeed, as in §2 and
§3, we can construct, from the original quarternion Kahler metric, two Einstein metrics gi*" and

gf/T on Z and two families of metrics F" = {g$*"} and FZ = {g%} on Z containing one of
nt2

these Einstein metrics.

can

Proposition 4.1. The homothetically extended family {pg$*"}, >0 of the canonical deformation
metrics on the twistor space Z consists of orbits of the Ricci flow, i.e., the Ricci flow equation
preserves the family {p g} pa>0 on Z.

Proof. The conclusion of Theorem 4.1 is a consequence from the following two facts. Firstly, the
family {pg5*"}, 1>0 is closed under the convex sum. Secondly, although the Ricci tensor Ric§*™ of
g is not necessarily positive definite, it is of the same type as the canonical deformation metrics
on Z. Indeed, we have from (2-15) in Proposition 2.4 the formula

3
Ric§™ = 4(1 4+ nA*)(of +03) +4(n+2 - X)) X" X'

1=0
_ _\2) ,can
=4(n+2-A )g\/m
n+2—x2

Here we must assume that \> < n + 2. Combining these two facts, we infer that the Ricci flow
equation ;g = —2Ric, preserves the family {pg$*}, 50 if A2 <n—+2. O

Proposition 4.2 implies that the Ricci flow with initial metric chosen from the family of canonical
deformation metrics reduces to a system of ODE’s :

Proposition 4.2. The Ricci flow equation 0:g = —2Ricy on the twistor space Z with initial
metric in the homothetically extended family of the canonical deformation metrics reduces to the
system of ordinary differential equations

%(P(t>)\2(t)) = —8(1+nA(®)") ,
(4-1) d 2
%p(t) =-8(n+2-A1)7) .

We examine the behavior of the solutions using the equation

d\?

(4-2) Pg

= 4{(n+ DN -1}(N\*—-1).
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A solution to the system of ODE s (4-1) corresponds to a curve in (A, p)-plane (where A, p > 0).
The curve A2 = 1 and \2 = ? correspond to two Einstein metrics. The solution with initial
metric g§*" A? slightly larger than 1 corresponds to a curve (A(t),p(t)) with the property that
both A(t) and p(t) decrease as t increases. The right hand side of (4-2) is strictly negative if
A? > 1. This observation implies that the solution converges to the Kihler-Einstein metric g$®
(modulo scaling). Similarly, the solution with initial metric ¢g§** with A\? slightly smaller than 1

corresponds to a curve (A(t), p(t)) with the property that A(¢) increases and p( ) decreases as t

increases. Moreover (4-2) implies that pd>‘ > 0 which implies that p > 0 if == < A* < 1. This
implies that the solution converges to the Kéahler-Einstein metric g7*" (modulo scaling). Next
we look at the solution with initial metric g§*" A\? being slightly larger than —-. In this case A

increases as t increases. Therefore the solution approaches to the Einstein metrlc g° \/— (modulo
n+1

scaling) as t — oo, i.e., the solution is an ancient solution. However, as t increases, the solutlon

becomes extinct in ﬁnlte time and after scaling approaches to the Kahler-Einstein metric g°¢ \/—

nt1
Similarly, the solution with initial metric g§*" A? being slightly smaller than n—+1 is also an ancient
solution. To examine the behavior when ¢ increases, we need the deﬁning equation of the trajectory.
Eliminating ¢ from (4-1) we have logp —c = (1+ % ) log [A2 — 1| — n+1 (n+1+3)log|(n+1)A%—1]
for 3¢ € R. It follows from this that the solution becomes totally singular in ﬁmte time and realizes
the collapse corresponding to the limit A — 0 and p — e¢ > 0, i.e., Z collapses to M. Because of
these properties when t increases, the analysis in §5 does not apply in this situation.

We next look at the homothetically extended family of Z-metrics.

Proposition 4.3. The homothetically extended family {pg%}p7>\>0 of the Z-metrics on the twistor
space Z consists of orbits of the Ricci flow, i.e., the Ricci flow equation preserves the family

{p9%})as0 on Z.

Proof. The conclusion of Proposition 4.3 is a consequence from the following two facts. Firstly,
the family {pgxz}, >0 is closed under the convex sum. Secondly, the Ricci tensor Ric of gy is
positive definite and is of the same type as Z-metrics s on Z. Indeed, we have from (3-14) in
Proposition 3.1 the formula

3
Ric{ = 4(a? 4 o2) + (4n+8)ZtXi-Xi = (4n + 8) g*
i=0

n+2

Combining these two facts, we infer that the Ricci flow equation d;g = —2 Ric, preserves the family
{pg%}ors0. O

Theorem 4.4. (1) The Ricci flow equation 0,9 = —2Ric, on the twistor space Z with initial
metric in the homothetically extended family of the Z-metrics reduces to the system of ordinary
differential equations

d 2
(o3 (0) = -8,

d
dt

(2) For any initial metric with \? = %H at time t = 0 in the homothetically extended family of
Z-metrics on Z, the system of ODE’s (4-2) has a solution

1
n+2°

(4-3)
p(t) = —8(n+2) .

A2 =
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This corresponds to the Einstein metric g% .
)

(8) For any initial metric pog/%o with \3 # % at time t = 0 in the homothetically extended

n—+

family of Z-metrics on Z, the system of ODE’s (4-3) has a solution
p(t) = po —8(n+2)t,
pA2(t) = poA2 — 8t .

This implies that the Ricci flow solution g(t) is given by

3
9(t) = (poX — 81)(63 +a3) + (po —8(n +2)t) 31X X7 .
=0

The solution is an ancient solution. Moreover its asymptotic soliton is the Finstein metric g%

with \? = n%rz, i.e., modulo scaling, the solution g(t) converges to the FEinstein metric g%/T as
n+2
t— —0o0.
If A3 > n%—z att = 0, then the solution becomes extinct in finite time and after scaling approaches

to a Carnot-Carathéodory metric corresponding to g% with A — oo.

If \2 < n+r2 at t = 0, then the solution becomes totally singular in finite time and after scaling
realizes the “collapse” of Z corresponding to X — 0 and p — po{1 — (n + 2)A3} > 0.
Proof. The assertions (1), (2) and (3) follow from Proposition 4.3. On the other hand, the solution

to (4-3) described in (3) implies

pO)\(Q) — 8t
po — 8(n+ 2)t

(4-4) X2 (1) =

from which the rest of the assertion (3) follows. [

The remarkable difference from Proposition 4.3 is the following, which explains the meaning
of Theorem 4.4 (3). A solution of (4-3) with A2 slightly larger than %H is an ancient solution
having the Einstein metric gi;nT as its asymptotic soliton when ¢ — —oo and it approximates

n+1
the Kéhler-Einstein metric ¢g{** just before the extinction (after scaling). A solution of (4-3) with
1 z

A2 slightly larger than 45 1s also an ancient solution having the Einstein metric g V== as its

asymptotic soliton. However, the behavior of the solution just before the extinction is essentially
different. Namely we can scale the solution so that the D-direction survives in the limit toward
the extinction time. We will exploit this difference in §5.

Eliminating ¢ from (4-3) we have

(45) m(%_#b).

pP= 1

This is the equation of the trajectory of the Ricci flow solution with initial metric corresponding
to (Ao, po)-

The 2-dimensional family F = {pgx},>0,a>0 constitutes a Ricci flow unstable cell in the sense
that the family F is foliated by the trajectories of the Ricci flow solutions and each Ricci flow
trajectory is an ancient solution whose asymptotic soliton (in the sense of [P,§11]) corresponds to
a Kahler-Einstein metric.



46 RYOICHI KOBAYASHI
Example 4.5. Pick a trajectory defined by the equation

£o (A(Q) - n+r2)

2 1
A n+2

10:

where pg > 0 and A} > —15 in the (), p)-plane identified with the family Ry - 4. Along this

2
trajectory we have Ric{ = 4(a? + o3) + (4n + 8) Z?:o EX?. X' = (4n + 8) g%/T. Therefore the
==

scalar curvature along the trajectory is

8, 16(n+2)n
pA? p '

Scal(pg¥) =

If we set u = constant determined by [, udV =1, i.e., u = 1/Vol(g;;(t)), gi;(t) being the solution,
we get a solution wu(t,z) (t-dependent constant function on M) to the conjugate heat equation

2n—+1
(38 - )
dyu = —Au + Ru. Since Vol(pg%) = A2Vol(M, g), we have

2n+1
2 _ 1

8(n +2) 22— s
We observe that
A2 = +0e=T 00>t — —00.

n 4+ 2

The function W(gi;, f,7) (W being Perelman’s W-functional) is monotone increasing along the
Ricci flow trajectory passing through a metric pogfo with A3 > %H’ which is determined by the
triple (pgy, f, 7) where p, \, T are given as above, \? € (n%rz’ o0) increases to from n%ﬂ to oo when
7 decreases from oo to 0), and f is determined by setting u = (477)~?"+tVe~f with v and 7 given

as above.

§5. Uniformization of Positive Quaternion Kahler Manifolds.

Let M*" be a compact quaternion Kiahler manifold with positive scalar curvature and Z its
twistor space. Let Ry - FZ = {pg%}, x>0 be the homothetically extended family of Z-metrics on
the twistor space Z. Consider the “Ricci map” from the space of Riemannian metrics on Z to the
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space of symmetric (0, 2)-tensors on Z defined by g — Ric,. Then we have shown in Section 3 and
4 (see Theorem 4.4) that

1) the space of homothetically extended family of Z-metrics Ry - F% contains the half-line

consisting the scalings of the Einstein metric gf/T on Z.
n+2

2) The space of homothetically extended family of Z-metrics Ry - FZ on Z consists of orbits of
the Ricci flow, more precisely, the family R - 72 is invariant under the "Ricci map” and the Ricci
flow.

It is natural to regard the existence of a special family of ancient solutions whose asymptotic
soliton is a homothetical family of a fixed Einstein metric as an extension of the notion of a single
Einstein metric. The following Theorem 5.1 is an evidence for the usefulness of such an extended
notion. Indeed, we obtain strong information on the Einstein metric from the analysis of the
ancient solutions. Our strategy is to apply Bando-Shi’s gradient estimate ([B], [Sh1,2]) for the
Ricci flow to the ancient solution in Theorem 4.4 (3) for A2 > n+_2 To do so, we need to know
the behavior of the full curvature tensor along the solution. Using the expression (3-13) of the
Levi-Civita connection I'4 of g# and the second structure equation, we can estimate the norm of
the curvature tensor of g7. The second structure equation says that the curvature form is defined
by Q% := dI'% + T AT%. As a;,...,d;’s (i = 1,3) are all “invisible” at z € Z, we have only
to examine dI'4. We now estimate the norm of the curvature tensor by directly estimating all
entries of the d['4-part of the curvature form. The reason we must do so is the following. Although
estimating all sectional curvatures is equivalent to estimating the norm of the curvature tensor,
estimating all sectional curvatures of the form K(e;, e;) where {e;} is the orthonormal basis under
consideration is not enough to estimate the norm of the curvature tensor. Now we look at (3-13).
The trouble would be that the uncontrollable quantities of size A\ or A? appear in the curvature
form as A becomes large. So we estimate the norm of the curvature form modulo O(1) when A
becomes large. The only trouble from this view point which may occur when A becomes large
stems from the exterior differential of the term like A\?(—aja; —azas+ajaq (&)X +ayaq(€3) X3+
azaz(§1) X! + azas(€3)X3) and so on. The definition of &; (i = 1,3) implies that the above
quantity is equal to A\?(—ajdy —azds — a1y (§0) X0 — a1 (£2) X2 — azaz(£9) X0 — az(£2) X?). Here
the terms like ajaq(&p) are a product of terms “invisible” at z and so on. Therefore, we have only
to estimate the exterior differential of the quantity ai1d; and agég to estimate the norm of the
exterior differential of the original quantity. As a; and ag are “invisible” at z, or, as d&; (i = 1, 3)
are “invisible” at z, we have only to consider da; A «; (i = 1,3). The condition (3-2") implies that
the exterior differential da; consists of X* modulo oy and as. Therefore the exterior differential
of ajdy and aszdy consists of &1 A &3 and X A &; (i,j = 1,3). Note that the norm w.r.to the
metric g¢ of A24;1 A dg (resp. A2X* A d;) is 1 (resp. A). The same is true for those quantity like
A2 (=bray —bzaz +bran (&) X'+ b1 (€3) X +-bza(€1) X' +-b3az(€3) X?) and so on. By gathering
all these terms with norm A arising this way, we can specify a special part of the curvature tensor.
The sum of the norms of this special part is A times some constant (depending only on n).

Theorem 5.1. Let (M*", g) be a compact quaternion Kdhler manifold with positive scalar curva-
ture. Then the family {g%} =1 of Z-metrics on the twistor space of M satisfies the limit formula

. Z Z
lim [VORmA |z =0 .
A—00 A

Proof. We follow the proof of Bando-Shi’s derivative estimate for the curvature tensor under the
Ricci flow ([B], [Sh1,2], see also [C-K, Chapt.7]). We consider a sequence {Ag,pi}3e, of pairs
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of positive numbers satisfying Vpr = 1, 1 < VA and Ay — oo as k — oo. This represents a
sequence {g%k}zozl of the Z-metrics on the twistor space Z. Pick one g%k and write it as g;. We
consider the trajectory of the Ricci flow passing through gy (with the maximal time interval in
the past and future) and we write g (¢) for the Ricci flow solution where the initial metric gx(0)
is taken from the trajectory as pkgf(o) (pr being large) such that A(0) is slightly larger than 1,

say, A2(0) = n+r2 + 6, and T}, is the time when the Ricci flow trajectory passes through the given
g%k =gk : 9x(Tx) = gx. Let V and Rm the Levi-Civita connection and the Riemann curvature
tensor of the Ricci flow solution gx(t). Let A x B denote any quadratic quantity obtained from
A ® B whose meaning is explained in [C-K, p. 227]. In the following computation, the norm at

time ¢ should be understood to be computed with respect to the metric gx(t). We have

(5-1) %|Rm|2 = A|Rm|? — 2|VRm|? + (Rm)**
and
(5-2) %NRmF = AIVRm|? — 2|V?Rm/|? + Rm * (VRm)*? .

The strategy of Bando-Shi derivative estimate is to make the best use of the good term —2|VRm|?
in (5-1) to kill the bad term Rm * (VRm)*? in (5.2). We also use (5-1) and (5-2) but in somewhat
different way because in our case we can use the special properties of the curvature tensor of g%.
We have specified the special part of the curvature tensor of g%. This was characterized by R
where only one index is negative (i.e., —1 or —2) and satisfies |R,,,,...| = A. Here, we are considering
components of the curvature tensor w.r.to the orthonormal coframe (néi, Aas, X0 X1, X2 X3).
Let Rm denote the part of the curvature tensor obtained by subtracting the special part specified
above, i.e., if Ry, is a component contained in Rm then the indices contain no negative number or
more than two indices are negative (in fact the components with at least three indices are negative
are 0). The advantage of introducing Rm is the following. If we replace Rm by Rm in (5-1), the
first two terms in the RHS of (5-1) do not change, i.e., A|Rm|? = A|f{}/n|2 and [VRm|? = |V1:/{\r/n|2
hold. Indeed, |[Rm|? and |Rm|? differ only by a constant and A[Rm|? = A|Rm|? follows. On
the other hand, the portion of VRm stemming from the above specified part of the curvature
tensor vanish and therefore VRm = VRm follows. The third term (Rm)*3 contains all terms in
the direct computation of 6/8t|1:/{\r/n|2 obtained by differentiating the metric tensor w.r.to ¢t. It
therefore follows from the Ricci flow equation and Proposition 4.3 that the term corresponding to
the third term in the RHS of (5-1) in the computation of @/8t|Rm|? is not larger than ¢, |Rm|?

where ¢, is a positive constant depending only on n. Therefore we have
0
ot
Moreover, if we replace Rm by Rm in (5-2), the first two terms in the RHS of (5-1) do not change

because VRm = VRm. The third term Rm * (VRm)*? contains all terms in the direct computation

of 9/ 6t|V1:/{\I/n|2 obtained by differentiating the metric tensor w.r.to t. Therefore, It follows from
the same reason as above that the term corresponding to the third term in the RHS of (5-2) in the

(5-1') (e=°"*|Rm[?) < A(e~*"*|Rm|?) — 2¢~°"*|VRm|? .

computation of 9/ 8t\V1/%Tn\2 is not larger than cn\VI/%Tn\Q where ¢, is the same positive constant
as above. Therefore we have

9 __ __ __
(5-2") g(e_c"t|VRm|2) < A(e~“"'|'VRm/|?) — 2¢~“"!|V?Rm|? .
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To prove Theorem 5.1, suppose the contrary, i.e., the maximum over Z of |Vf{\r1/1|2 = |VRm|?
at time T}, is uniformly (w.r.to k) bounded below by a positive constant D. Note that [Rm|? is
uniformly bounded below by a positive constant for all T),. This is because g is a positive Einstein
metric on M and it follows from the second structure equation and (3-13) that the curvature tensor
of M directly contributes to the norm of Q%. Thus we can conclude that there exists a positive
constant C such that

(5-3) 2¢|VRm|? > ¢C (|[VRm|? + £ |Rm/|?)

holds at the point where |VRm| takes its maximum. If ¢ << 1 then C = 2. Take a small positive
constant € to be determined later. From (5-1’), (5-2') and (5-3) we have

%{e—%tqvﬁ?nﬁ +e|Rmf?)} < —Ce ' (|VRm|? + ¢ |Rm[?) — 2 e |[V2Rm|?

+ (error term depending on A and )

at the point where |Vf{\rr/1| takes its maximum. Here, the error term stems from the quantity
which bound the Laplacian term A{(e=*(|VRm|? 4¢ |Rm|?)} from above. We note that A|Rm|?2
involves the curvature tensor of tb\e/metric Gk, We should take £ small compared to A\ = Ay so that
the Laplacian term A{(e~¢(|[VRm|? + ¢ |[Rm|?)} is uniformly of order, say, /. For this purpose
we should take e comparable to or smaller than 1/ )\i. So, there exists a positive constant K, which
is taken to be uniform for all £ > 0 sufficiently small in the sense that € ~ O(1/A?) holds, which

satisfies the estimate
(5-4)

% e~ *(|[VRm|*+¢ |Rm|>)—Kvet} < —eCe " ([VRm|?+¢ |Rm|>— KvEt)—2e " |[V?Rm|?

at the point where |Vf{\r?1\2 takes its maximum. The parabolic maximum principle implies that we
have

(5-5)
{e=""(|VRm[* + & [Rm|* = Kv/zt)}|i=r < {e~**'([VRm|* + £ [Rm[? — Kv/zt)}}i—o exp(—£ CT)
< Congst. exp(—s C’T)
Po

for 0 < VT < Ty. From (5-5) we have

— — t.
(5-6) IVRm|2(T) + ¢ |Rm[*(T) — K\ET < CO;; exp{(cy, — )T} .
0
Now we take € > 0 so that )
K\/eT < §D

holds (D being the assumed uniform lower bound of max,cz |VRm|? when k — o0). Once we
choose £ > 0 this way, (5-6) implies that, in the above discussion, we can replace ¢, by ¢, —eC
and repeat the same argument. Thus we can repeat the same argument with ¢, replaced by
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cn —eC,c, —2eC,.... There exists a positive integer N such that ¢, — Ne C < 0. Therefore we
have
— — const.
(5-7) IVRm|*(T) + ¢ | Rm|*(T) — KT < exp{(c, — NeC)T} .
p% ﬁ,—) }
<0

D? 8c, K2T?

For instance, we choose ¢ < ——— and N > —————. Then from (5-7) we have
4K2T? D2

— _ const.

(5-8) IVRm|*(Tx) + O(T}, %) < —5— exp(—T}) .

£o

As we have assumed that max, ¢z |[VRm|?(T}) is uniformly (w.r.to k) bounded below by a positive
constant D, (5-8) implies
const.

D < |[VRm|*(T}) + O(T; %) < i exp(—Tj)
0

as k — oo (Ty — o0), which is clearly a contradiction. Therefore

Jim max [V Rm(g5, )|gz (2, Tk) = 0

must be the case and the assertion of Theorem 5.1 follows. O

Remark 5.2. (1) Although the proof of Theorem 5.1 is based on the local computation in §3 and
84, Theorem 5.1 is a global result. Indeed, the parabolic maximum principle, which does not make
sense (and not correct) in local situation, played an essential role in its proof.

(2) The 2-parameter family {pg%}, >0 of homothetically extended Z-metrics on the twistor
space Z is foliated by the trajectories of the Ricci flow solution. We have two facts (i) each Ricci
flow solution in this family is an ancient solution (in the sense of [H,§19]) and (ii) it realizes the
“collapse” where the base ({£;}3_,-) direction shrinks faster when ¢ becomes large. These two
facts are essential in the proof of Theorem 5.1. Indeed, because each trajectory corresponds to an
ancient solution, for any sequence g such that limy_,., A\ = 0o, we can find a Ricci flow solution
defined on [0, Ty] with initial metric with A*> = 1 + § and ¢(Tx) = gx, where g = gx,. This
argument does not work for the ancient solution in Proposition 4.2 having the Einstein metric

can

as its asymptotic soliton.
Wik T

Theorem 5.3. Any locally irreducible positive quaternion Kdhler manifold (M*", g) is isometric
to one of the Wolf spaces.

Proof. The goal is to prove VIRm(g) =0, i.e., . (M, g) is a Riemannian symmetric space. In order
to do so we compute the covariant derivative V9 Rm(g%) (we will write this simply as VRm% for
brevity) using (3-13) and compare the result with the limit formula in Theorem 5.1 (note that the
curvature form of g is contained in the curvature form of g%). The covariant derivative VRm% is
computed from dQ% and the product of I'4 and Q%. From the second structure equation (or the
second Bianchi identity) dQ% is equal to

(%) := dT¥ ATE —T% A dT% .
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On the other hand T'% is “invisible” at the point z € Z where the computation in §3 is performed,
except for the Levi-Civita connection form of g. We use the matrix (3-13) of T'4 to list the parts
of dI'4 which do not come from the Levi-Civita connection form of g :

(i) dag = 2a3 Aag +2(X2 A X%+ X3 A X1, In the product (*) this is coupled with the invisible
term (i.e., ag) and therefore it does not survive in (x).

(i) the 2-forms obtained by taking the exterior differential of A(a; X' +b;X?3) and so on in the first
two raws of (3-13). These consist of the linear combination of Aa; A X7 and AX* A X7 (i, =1, 3)
at z.

(iii) the 2-forms obtained by taking the exterior differential of A\?(—aja; — azas + ajaq (1) X! +
G1Oé1(f3)X3 + a3a3(§1)X1 + a3a3(§3)X3) = )\2(_a1dl — azlz — G1Oé1(§0)X0 - G1Oé1(§2)X2 -
azaz(€0) XY —az(€2)X?) and so on in (3-13). These consist of the linear combination of A2X* A &
and MNa; A &; (4,7 =1,3) at 2.

In the computation of VRm%, the 3-forms appearing from different entries of the matrix repre-
sentation of () are coupled with the tensor product of the members of the orthonormal coframe
(41, a3, X0 X1 X2 X3) which are mutually orthogonal. Therefore, (i) and (iii) from the above
listed 2-forms contribute with coefficients A and A\? (if they survive after computing (*)). Therefore,
ignoring the “invisible” terms, we have the expansion

|VRH1§|2 = AO + /\Al + )\2A2 .

The limit formula in Theorem 5.1 implies A; = Ay = 0. The Ap-part consists only of the curvature
form of the Levi-Civita connection of g. Therefore 49 = |[VIRm(g)|, = 0 which completes the
proof of Theorem 5.3. [
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