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MAXIMAL SYMPLECTIC TORUS ACTIONS

REI HENIGMAN

Abstract. There are several different notions of maximal torus actions on

smooth manifolds, in various contexts: symplectic, Riemannian, complex. In

the symplectic context, for the so-called isotropy-maximal actions, as well as

for the weaker notion of almost isotropy-maximal actions, we give classifica-

tions up to equivariant symplectomorphism. These classification results give

symplectic analogues of recent classifications in the complex and Riemannian

contexts. Moreover, we deduce that every almost isotropy-maximal symplectic

torus action is equivariantly diffeomorphic to a product of a symplectic toric

manifold and a torus, answering a question of Ishida. The proof of the classi-

fication theorem involves tools from Duistermaat and Pelayo’s classification of

symplectic torus actions with coisotropic orbits.

1. Introduction

Let a torus T act on a closed connected smooth manifold M . We assume that
all actions in this paper are smooth and effective, and that all manifolds are closed
and connected. When M is a symplectic manifold, the action is symplectic if
it preserves the symplectic form. A symplectic torus action is Hamiltonian if it
is generated by a momentum map, that is, a T -invariant map µ : M → t

∗ which
satisfies

−d〈µ, ξ〉 = ιXξ
ω

for every ξ in the Lie algebra t of the torus T , where Xξ is the corresponding
vector field on M .

The celebrated convexity theorem of Atiyah [Ati82] and Guillemin-Sternberg
[GS82] states that the image of a momentum map is a convex polytope in t

∗.
Building on this, Delzant [Del88] gave a full classification of symplectic 2n-
manifolds with Hamiltonian T n actions, which are known as symplectic toric

manifolds, up to equivariant symplectomorphism. His theorem inspired many
equivariant classification results in the field. Delzant’s classification was gener-
alized by Lerman and Tolman [LT97] to orbifolds, and by Karshon and Lerman
[KL15] to non-compact manifolds. Furthermore, Karshon and Tolman ([KT01;
KT03; KT14]) classified symplectic 2n-manifolds with Hamiltonian T n−1 actions,
up to equivariant symplectomorphism, under the assumption that all of the re-
duced spaces are of dimension two (see also [Kar99; AH91; Aud90; GMS24]).
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Additionally, several equivariant classification theorems were proved for symplec-
tic non-Hamiltonian torus actions, see, e.g., [DP07; Ben02; Pel10; Hen24].

A main theme in these classification results is that the higher the dimension
of the torus (the number of symmetries) with respect to the dimension of the
manifold, the easier it becomes to characterize the space. In this paper, we are
interested in maximal symplectic torus actions. There are several existing notions
of maximality, and we explore them in the context of symplectic geometry.

Restricting to some class of torus actions on manifolds of a fixed dimension,
one can refer to an action as dimension-maximal if the dimension of the torus
is the largest out of all such actions. For example, one may restrict to actions that
preserve some geometric structure (e.g., symplectic, Riemannian, complex), and
one may put some restriction on the manifolds (e.g., simply-connected, positively-
curved).

Grove and Searle [GS94] classified dimension-maximal isometric torus actions
on positively-curved Riemannian manifolds. Subsequently, Galaz-Garćıa and
Searle [GS11] formalized the Maximal Symmetry Rank Conjecture, which de-
scribes the expected classification of dimension-maximal isometric torus actions
on simply-connected non-negatively curved Riemannian manifolds.

In symplectic geometry, dimension-maximal actions are relatively straight-
forward to understand. When considering symplectic torus actions, the only
dimension-maximal action is the natural action of a torus on itself. If one re-
stricts to Hamiltonian actions, then the highest dimension of a Hamiltonian
T action on a symplectic manifold (M,ω) is dimT = dimM/2. Therefore,
dimension-maximal Hamiltonian torus actions are precisely symplectic toric man-
ifolds, which were classified by Delzant [Del88]. If we consider dimension-maximal
symplectic torus actions on simply-connected symplectic manifolds, we again get
that these are exactly symplectic toric manifolds.

Recently, interesting relations were established between dimension-maximal
actions and isotropy-maximal actions, introduced by Ishida [Ish19] (also called
slice-maximal in [Gal+18; GKR21]). A torus action is called isotropy-maximal

if there exists a point x ∈ M which satisfies

dim T + dim Tx = dimM, (1.1)

where Tx is the stabilizer of x in T . The name isotropy-maximal comes from the
fact that the dimension of an isotropy group Tx is always bounded from above
by dimM − dim T (see Remark 3.6). For more information, see [Ish19, Section
2] and [ES21, Section 2.2]. More generally, following [ES21], an action is called
almost isotropy-maximal if there exists a point x ∈ M which satisfies

dimT + dimTx ≥ dimM − 1, (1.2)
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where Tx is the stabilizer of x in T . In particular, every isotropy-maximal action
is also almost isotropy-maximal. An almost isotropy-maximal action that is not
isotropy-maximal is called strictly almost isotropy-maximal (see [DES24]).

Grove and Searle’s classification [GS94], mentioned above, implies that an iso-
metric action on a positively-curved Riemannian manifold is isotropy-maximal
if and only if it is dimension-maximal. Inspired by this, Escher and Searle
[ES21] classified isotropy-maximal isometric torus actions on simply-connected
non-negatively curved Riemannian manifolds, and proved that the maximal sym-
metry rank conjecture is equivalent to the assertion that every dimension-maximal
action is isotropy-maximal (in their context). Their classification generalizes ear-
lier results, see [Wie15; Gal+18]. Recently, Dong, Escher, and Searle [DES24]
generalized this classification from isotropy-maximal actions to almost isotropy-
maximal actions.

In the complex category, Ishida [Ish19] gave a full classification of isotropy-
maximal complex torus actions on complex manifolds, up to equivariant biholo-
morphism (see also [IK12]). These torus actions generalize LVM manifolds [LV97;
Mee00], or more generally LVMB manifolds [Bos01]. Ishida also showed that if
a Kähler manifold admits an isotropy-maximal complex torus action, then it is
equivariantly diffeomorphic to a product of a projective nonsingular toric variety
and a torus. This lead him to ask whether every symplectic manifold, equipped
with an isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action, is diffeomorphic to a product
of a projective nonsingular toric variety and a torus. See Problem 12.4 in [Ish19].

The main result of this paper, is a full classification of almost isotropy-maximal
symplectic torus actions, up to equivariant symplectomorphism (see Theorems
2.10 and 2.11). This includes the special case of isotropy-maximal actions, for
which we provide a simplified version of the classification (see Theorems 2.13
and 2.14). These classifications give symplectic analogues of the classifications of
isotropy-maximal and almost isotropy-maximal actions in [Ish19; ES21; DES24].
Furthermore, we deduce that every almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus
action is equivariantly diffeomorphic to a product of a symplectic toric manifold
and a torus (see Corollary 2.15). This gives a positive answer to Ishida’s question,
and to its generalization to almost isotropy-maximal actions.

The proof of the classification theorem is based on the following key proposi-
tion which we prove in Section 4: every almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus
action has a coisotropic orbit (see Proposition 2.5). Our classification theorem
then follows from Duistermaat and Pelayo’s [DP07] classification of symplectic
torus actions with coisotropic orbits. In Lemma 2.9, we give simple conditions
on which symplectic torus actions with coisotropic orbits are isotropy-maximal
or almost isotropy-maximal.
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Lastly, we strengthen the relation between isotropy-maximal actions and the
problem of extending a torus action to a higher dimensional torus action. While
isotropy-maximal actions can never be extended to higher dimensional torus ac-
tions (this follows from Equation (3.5)), the other direction is not true in general.
A trivial example is the trivial action of a zero-dimensional torus on a surface
Σg of genus g ≥ 2, which is not isotropy-maximal, but cannot be extended since
Σg does not admit any circle action. For non-trivial examples, see Section 3. If
one restricts to Hamiltonian actions, Karshon [Kar99] constructed Hamiltonian
S1 actions in dimension four, which do not extend to Hamiltonian T 2 actions.
These are also not isotropy-maximal. Similarly, see [LPT; Liu] for extensions of
Hamiltonian T n−1 actions in dimension 2n, to Hamiltonian T n actions.

On the contrary, for almost isotropy-maximal actions, we show that the other
direction is always true. More precisely, using the classification, we show that
every almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action can be extended to an
isotropy-maximal action (see Corollary 2.17). This is analogous to a recent result
of Dong-Escher-Searle in the context of simply-connected non-negatively curved
Riemannian manifolds, see [DES24, Theorem A].

Acknowledgements. I thank my advisor Yael Karshon for suggesting me this prob-
lem, and for very useful discussions, as always. Furthermore, I thank my advisor
Leonid Polterovich for crucial comments and suggestions. Finally, I thank Mark
Berezovik and Joé Brendel for useful feedback on this manuscript.

This research is partially supported by an NSF-BSF Grant 2021730, and by
an ISF-NSFC Joint Research Program Grant/Award Number 3231/23.

2. Main results

Before stating the main results, we recall some definitions. By the Atiyah-
Guillemin-Sternberg convexity theorem ([Ati82], [GS82]), the image of a mo-
mentum map is a convex polytope. A symplectic toric manifold is a 2n-
dimensional symplectic manifold, equipped with a Hamiltonian T n action. By
[Del88], symplectic toric manifolds are classified up to equivariant symplectomor-
phism, by their momentum polytopes, which are called Delzant polytopes.

The following are examples of isotropy-maximal and almost isotropy-maximal
symplectic torus actions.

Example 2.1. Let (M,ω, µ) be a symplectic toric manifold. By the Atiyah-
Guillemin-Sternberg convexity theorem ([Ati82], [GS82]), the action has a fixed
point x ∈ M , and therefore by Equation (1.1), the action is isotropy-maximal. As
Ishida notes in his paper, every isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action that
have at least one fixed point is a symplectic toric manifold (this follows from
[Gia05, Theorem 3.13] or [IK12, Remark 2 (4)]).
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Remark 2.2. In contrast to the case of symplectic toric manifolds, where the
torus has maximal dimension dimT = dimM/2, a Hamiltonian T action on a
2n-dimensional symplectic manifold with dimT < dimM/2 is not even almost
isotropy-maximal. This follows since dimT + dimTx is always bounded from
above by dimM − 2, and so Equation (1.2) can never be satisfied.

Example 2.3. Let T 2n be a torus, given with a translation-invariant symplectic
form ω. Then the natural action of T 2n on itself preserves ω. Because the
action is free, by Equation (1.1), the action is isotropy-maximal. Furthermore, if
H ⊂ T 2n is a subtorus of dimension 2n− 1, then its action on T 2n is an almost
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action.

Example 2.4. Let (M,ω) and (M ′, ω′) be symplectic manifolds, equipped with
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus actions of T and T ′. Then (M ×M ′, ω + ω′)
is a symplectic manifold, equipped with an isotropy-maximal symplectic torus
action of T × T ′ that acts by (t, t′) · (x, y) = (t · x, t′ · y).

The orbits of a smooth torus action on a connected manifold M , which have
the smallest stabilizer, are called principal orbits, and their union form an open
and dense subset of M . Since our action is effective, an orbit is principal if and
only if it is free. See [GGK02, Appendix B, Section 3.5] for more information.

An orbit O of a symplectic torus action on a symplectic manifold (M,ω) is
called coisotropic if for every point x ∈ O, the tangent space TxO of the orbit
O is a coisotropic subspace of TxM . We make the observation that all of the
above examples of almost isotropy-maximal actions have coisotropic principal
orbits. We prove that this is in fact always the case for almost isotropy-maximal
symplectic torus actions.

Proposition 2.5. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, equipped with an almost
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action. Then the principal orbits of the torus
action are coisotropic.

Remark 2.6. Proposition 2.5 is tight in the following sense. There exist symplectic
torus actions with no coisotropic orbits, satisfying the equality

dimT + dimTx = dimM − 2

at some point x ∈ M . For example, every Hamiltonian T n−1 action on a 2n-
dimensional symplectic manifold satisfies this equality at every fixed point, and
has no coisotropic orbits. Another example is the free action of T 2 on (T 4, dp1 ∧
dq1 + dp2 ∧ dq2), which rotates the p1 and q1 coordinates. See also [Pel10] for the
list of all symplectic T 2 actions on 4-manifolds, that have symplectic orbits (and
therefore no coisotropic orbits).

Remark 2.7. By [Ben02, Proposition 5.1], a symplectic torus action has at least
one coisotropic principal orbit if and only if every principal orbit is coisotropic.
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We prove Proposition 2.5 in Section 4. The main ingredient in the proof is the
unique antisymmetric bilinear form σ defined on the Lie algebra t of the acting
torus T , introduced in [Ben02; DP07], see the definition below (Equation (2.8)).

In light of Proposition 2.5, we can apply tools from Duistermaat and Pelayo’s
work [DP07] on the classification of symplectic torus actions with coisotropic
principal orbits (see also [Ben02]). In their work, they define six invariants for
symplectic torus actions with coisotropic principal orbits, and show that two
spaces are equivariantly symplectomorphic if and only if their invariants agree.
Moreover, they construct a space for every valid choice of these six invariants. In
the following paragraph, we describe three of these invariants, which are relevant
for the statements of Lemma 2.9 and Theorems 2.13 and 2.14. For the complete
list of invariants see [DP07, Section 9], or the short overview in Section 6.

Let T act symplectically on a symplectic manifold (M,ω), with coisotropic
principal orbits. The first invariant is the antisymmetric bilinear form σ on the
Lie algebra t of the torus T , defined by

σ(X, Y ) = ωp(XM , YM), (2.8)

for any arbitrary point p ∈ M , and every X, Y ∈ t, where XM , YM ∈ X(M) are
the corresponding vector fields on M . The bilinear form σ is well defined by
[DP07, Lemma 2.1] (see also [Ben02, Lemme 2.1] and [Gin92, Section 3]).

The second invariant is the (unique) maximal subtorus Th of T which acts in a
Hamiltonian fashion (see [DP07, Lemma 3.6]). Its Lie subalgebra th is contained
in the kernel of the form σ, defined by

ker(σ) := {X ∈ t | ∀ Y ∈ t : σ(X, Y ) = 0}.

The third invariant is the image ∆ of a momentum map µ : M → t
∗
h that

generates the Hamiltonian action of Th on M , where we choose µ such that the
center of mass of its image is the origin. By [DP07, Corollary 3.11], the image ∆
is a Delzant polytope.

By Proposition 2.5, and [DP07], every almost isotropy-maximal symplectic
torus action has a well-defined bilinear form σ, a well-defined subtorus Th (and
Lie subalgebra th), and a well-defined Delzant polytope ∆.

To deduce a classification theorem for almost isotropy-maximal symplectic
torus actions from Duistermaat and Pelayo’s classification, we need to deter-
mine which symplectic torus actions with coisotropic principal orbits are almost
isotropy-maximal. This is the content of the following lemma:
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Lemma 2.9. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, equipped with a symplectic
torus action with coisotropic principal orbits. Then the action is almost isotropy-
maximal if and only if dim th ≥ dimker(σ)− 1. Moreover, it is isotropy-maximal
if and only if th = ker(σ).

We prove Lemma 2.9 in Section 5.

The classification of almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus actions is given
by the following two theorems, which follow directly from Proposition 2.5, Lemma
2.9, and the classification theorem of symplectic torus actions with coisotropic
principal orbits ([DP07, Theorems 9.4 and 9.6]).

Theorem 2.10. Let (M,ω) and (M ′, ω′) be symplectic manifolds, equipped with
almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus actions. Then they are equivariantly
symplectomorphic if and only if their six invariants agree.

Theorem 2.11. For every choice of values for the six invariants, such that
dim th ≥ dimker(σ) − 1, there exists a symplectic manifold equipped with an
almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action, having these values of invari-
ants.

Together, Theorems 2.10 and 2.11 give a full classification of almost isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus actions up to equivariant symplectomorphism.

Remark 2.12. In fact, we only need five of the invariants. The fifth invariant is
always trivial for almost isotropy-maximal actions, as can be seen by the proofs
of Theorem 2.13 and Corollary 2.15. See [DP07] or Section 6 for the definition
of the fifth invariant c : N ×N → ker(σ).

For the special case of isotropy-maximal actions, we describe the classification
in a simpler form. We show that only the bilinear form σ and the Delzant
polytope ∆ are needed for determining whether two isotropy-maximal symplectic
torus actions are equivariantly symplectomorphic.

Theorem 2.13. Let (M,ω) and (M ′, ω′) be symplectic manifolds, equipped with
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus actions. Then they are equivariantly symplec-
tomorphic if and only if their bilinear forms σ and σ′ and their Delzant polytopes
∆ and ∆′ are the same.

Furthermore, we give a simple construction for isotropy-maximal symplectic
torus actions as products of symplectic toric manifolds and tori.

Theorem 2.14. Let T be a torus with Lie algebra t, let Th be a subtorus with
Lie subalgebra th, and let σ be an antisymmetric bilinear form on t that satisfies
ker(σ) = th. Moreover, let ∆ be a Delzant polytope with center of mass at the
origin.

Then there exists a symplectic toric manifold (Mh, ωh, Th) with corresponding
Delzant polytope ∆, a complementary torus Tf to Th in T , and a Tf -invariant
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symplectic form ωf on Tf , such that the action of T ∼= Th × Tf on the product
(Mh × Tf , ωh + ωf) is an isotropy-maximal symplectic action with bilinear form
σ and Delzant polytope ∆.

Together, Theorems 2.13 and 2.14 give a full classification of isotropy-maximal
symplectic torus actions up to equivariant symplectomorphism (which is simpler
than the general classification of Theorems 2.10 and 2.11). See Section 6 for the
proofs of Theorems 2.13 and 2.14.

From Theorems 2.13 and 2.14, we immediately deduce that every isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus action is equivariantly symplectomorphic to a product
of a symplectic toric manifold and a torus, giving a positive answer to Ishida’s
question (Problem 12.3 in [Ish19]). In fact, using also Theorems 2.10 and 2.11, we
prove more generally, that every almost isotropy-maximal action is equivariantly
symplectomorphic to a product of a symplectic toric manifold and a torus.

Corollary 2.15. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, equipped with an almost
isotropy-maximal symplectic T action. Let Th and ∆ ⊂ t

∗
h be its corresponding

maximal Hamiltonian subtorus and Delzant polytope.
Then there exist a symplectic toric manifold (Mh, ωh, Th) with corresponding

Delzant polytope ∆, a torus T with a T-invariant symplectic form ωT, a subtorus
K ⊂ T acting on T by the natural inclusion, and an isomorphism T ∼= Th ×K,
such that the action of T ∼= Th×K on the product (Mh×T, ωh+ωT) is equivariantly
symplectomorphic to the action of T on (M,ω).

In particular, if the T action on M is isotropy-maximal, then K = T, and
otherwise, dimK = dimT− 1.

We prove Corollary 2.15 in Section 7.

Remark 2.16. Corollary 2.15 is tight in the following sense. There exist non-trivial
symplectic torus actions satisfying the equality

dimT + dimTx = dimM − 2

at some point x ∈ M , that are not diffeomorphic to a product of a symplectic
toric manifold and a torus. In particular, these actions cannot be extended to
higher dimensional symplectic torus actions (because then they would be almost
isotropy-maximal and by Corollary 2.15 diffeomorphic to such a product). See
Section 3 for several such examples.

Lastly, from Corollary 2.15, we immediately deduce that a strictly almost
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action always extends to an higher dimen-
sional symplectic torus action. Note that an extension of a strictly almost
isotropy-maximal action must be isotropy-maximal.

Corollary 2.17. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, equipped with a strictly
almost isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action. Then the action extends to an
isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action.
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3. Actions that cannot be extended

In this section, we present examples of non-trivial symplectic torus actions,
that cannot be extended to higher dimensional symplectic torus actions, but are
not isotropy-maximal. These are based on results from [Hen24; Tol98; Pel10;
Kar99]. Moreover, we explain why isotropy-maximal torus actions cannot be
extended to higher dimensional torus actions.

Example 3.1. In the end of Section 2 of [Hen24], we gave an example of a sym-
plectic non-Hamiltonian S1 action on a four-dimensional manifold (M,ω), which
does not extend to a symplectic T 2 action. Since dimM = 4 and dimT = 1,
Equation (1.2) cannot be satisfied, so the action is not almost isotropy-maximal.

Example 3.2. Tolman [Tol98] constructed a Hamiltonian T 2 action on a six-
dimensional symplectic manifold which does not admit an equivariant Kähler
structure. Since her manifold is simply-connected, every symplectic torus ac-
tion on it is Hamiltonian. However, symplectic toric manifolds always admit
equivariant Kähler structures, and therefore her action cannot be extended to
a Hamiltonian T 3 action, or more generally to a symplectic T 3 action. On the
other hand, since dimT 2 < dimM/2, Equation (1.2) cannot be satisfied, so the
action is not almost isotropy-maximal.

Example 3.3. Let S1 act on (S2 × Σg, dh ∧ dθ + ωΣ) by rotating the sphere at
speed 1, where Σg is some surface of genus g > 1, and ωΣ is any symplectic form
on Σg. This is a Hamiltonian action, generated by the height function H = h
on the sphere. As before, the action is not almost isotropy-maximal. By [Pel10,
Theorem 1.1 or Theorem 5.4], the only four-manifolds that support a symplectic
T 2 action, with a Hamiltonian subcircle action, are S2 ×T

2 and symplectic toric
manifolds. Since symplectic toric manifolds are simply-connected, S2 × Σg can-
not be diffeomorphic to a symplectic toric manifold. Since S2 × Σg is also not
diffeomorphic to S2 ×T

2, it follows that the Hamiltonian action described above
does not extend to a symplectic T 2 action.

Example 3.4. Let S1 act on (S2 × S2, dh1 ∧ dθ1 + dh2 ∧ dθ2) by rotating the left
sphere at speed 1. This is a Hamiltonian action, generated by the height function
H = h1 on the left sphere. Performing three equivariant blow ups of the same
size, at points in the bottom fixed sphere, we obtain a Hamiltonian S1 action on
a simply-connected 4-manifold. This action does not extend to a Hamiltonian T 2

action by [Kar99, Proposition 5.22] since its corresponding Karshon graph has
three fixed points with the same momentum value (see the related [Kar99, Figure
16] and [Kar99, Example 7.4]). Because the manifold is simply-connected, every
symplectic torus action is Hamiltonian, and thus the action does not extend to
any symplectic T 2 action. As before, the action is not almost isotropy-maximal.

As mentioned in the introduction, a torus action satisfies

dimTx ≤ dimM − dim T (3.5)
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at every point x ∈ M , and it follows that an isotropy-maximal action cannot
be extended to a higher dimensional torus action. In the following remark, we
briefly explain why Equation (3.5) is always satisfied.

Remark 3.6. Let T act on a manifold M , and let x ∈ M be a point. By the slice
theorem, a neighborhood of the orbit T · x is equivariantly diffeomorphic to a
fibered product T ×Tx

R
k, where

k = dimM − dimT + dimTx. (3.7)

By the assumption that the action is effective, [GGK02, Corollary B.44] implies
that the linear representation of Tx on R

k is effective, and therefore the dimension
of Tx is bounded from above by k/2. Then, Equation (3.5) follows from this bound
together with Equation (3.7).

4. Almost isotropy-maximal actions has coisotropic orbits

In this section, we prove Proposition 2.5, which states that almost isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus actions have coisotropic principal orbits.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. By assumption, the action is almost isotropy-maximal,
hence there exists some point x ∈ M that satisfies

dimM ≤ dimT + dimTx + 1, (4.1)

where Tx is the stabilizer of x.
We denote the rank of σ by d. By the definition of σ, the restriction of ω to

the tangent space Tx(T ·x) of the orbit T ·x at the point x has rank d. Therefore,
d is bounded by the dimension of the orbit T · x, and we have

d ≤ dim(T · x) = dimT − dimTx. (4.2)

Assume by contradiction that some principal orbit O, passing through some
point y ∈ M , is not coisotropic. Since the orbit is principal, its dimension is
dimT . Again, by the definition of σ, the rank of ω|TyO is d. By the assumption
that O is not coisotropic, we have

dimT = dim(O) ≤
dimM + d

2
− 1,

which together with Equation (4.1) gives

dimT ≤ dimTx + d− 1.

Combining it with Equation (4.2), we deduce that

dimTx + d ≤ dimTx + d− 1,

and this is a contradiction. It follows that the principal orbits of the action are
coisotropic. �
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5. Coisotropic actions that are almost isotropy-maximal

In this section, we prove Lemma 2.9, which gives simple conditions on when
a symplectic torus action with coisotropic principal orbits is almost isotropy-
maximal or isotropy-maximal.

Proof of Lemma 2.9. By [DP07, Lemma 2.3], we have the following equality

dimM = dimT + dimker(σ).

Substituting in Equation (1.1), we see that the action is almost isotropy-maximal
if and only if there exists a point x ∈ M such that

dimTx ≥ dimker(σ)− 1, (5.1)

and it is isotropy-maximal if and only if there exists a point x ∈ M such that

dimTx = dimker(σ). (5.2)

By [DP07, Lemma 2.2], for every point x ∈ M , the Lie algebra tx of the stabilizer
Tx is contained in ker(σ), so we have

dimTx ≤ dimker(σ). (5.3)

Let Th be the unique maximal subtorus of T which acts in a Hamiltonian fashion
(see [DP07, Lemma 3.6]). Since the action has coisotropic principal orbits, we
can choose a complementary subtorus Tf which acts freely (see [DP07, Section
5.2]). Because Tf acts freely, and since it is complementary to Th in T , we have

dimTx ≤ dimT − dimTf = dimTh, (5.4)

for every point x ∈ M . On the other hand, by the Atiyah-Guillemin-Sternberg’s
convexity theorem ([Ati82], [GS82]), there exists some point y ∈ M which is fixed
by the action of Th, so we have

dimTy ≥ dimTh. (5.5)

It follows by Equations (5.4) and (5.5) that dim Ty = dim Th, and that this is the
maximal dimension of a stabilizer of the action. Thus, using also Equation (5.1),
the action is almost isotropy-maximal if and only if we have

dim th = dimTh ≥ dim ker(σ)− 1,

where th is the Lie algebra of Th. Furthermore, by Equation (5.2) and Equation
(5.3), it is isotropy-maximal if and only if we have

dim th = dim Th = dimker(σ),

if and only if th = ker(σ). �
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6. Classification of isotropy-maximal actions

In this section, we prove Theorems 2.13 and 2.14, giving a simple description of
the classification of isotropy-maximal symplectic torus actions. First, we roughly
describe the six invariants introduced in [DP07, Section 9] for symplectic torus
actions with coisotropic principal orbits.

Let T be a torus. The following is the list of invariants for symplectic T actions
with coisotropic principal orbits, introduced in [DP07, Definition 9.1].

(1) An antisymmetric bilinear two-form σ on the Lie algebra t of T .
(2) A subtorus Th of T , whose Lie algebra th is contained in ker(σ).
(3) A Delzant polytope ∆ ⊂ t

∗
h, with center of mass at the origin.

(4) A discrete subgroup P of the additive subgroup N := (ker(σ)/th)
∗ of

(ker(σ))∗, such that N/P is compact.
(5) An antisymmetric bilinear map c : N ×N → ker(σ) ∩ TZ that satisfies

ξ(c(ξ′, ξ′′)) + ξ′(c(ξ′′, ξ)) + ξ′′(c(ξ, ξ′)) = 0,

for every ξ, ξ′, ξ′′ ∈ P . Here, the integral lattice TZ ⊂ t is the kernel of
the exponential map.

(6) An element τ̄ of the space T := Homc(P, T )/ exp(A), where Homc(P, T )
is the set of mappings τ : P → T that satisfy

τ(ξ)τ(ξ′) = τ(ξ + ξ′)ec(ξ,ξ
′)/2 (6.1)

for every ξ, ξ′ ∈ P , and exp(A) is a subgroup of the group Hom(P, T ) of
homomorphisms from P to T , which acts on Homc(P, T ), and is given by
[DP07, Equation 7.19].

By [DP07, Definition 9.3], every symplectic T action on a symplectic manifold,
with coisotropic principal orbits, has well defined values for these six invariants.
Moreover, by [DP07, Theorem 9.4], every two such actions are equivariantly sym-
plectomorphic if and only if their invariants agree, and by [DP07, Theorem 9.6],
there exists a space for every (consistent) choice of the six invariants.

We are now ready to prove Theorems 2.13 and 2.14.

Proof of Theorem 2.13. Let (M,ω) a symplectic manifold, equipped with an isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus action. By Lemma 2.9, we have that th = ker(σ).
Therefore, the second invariant Th can be read from the first invariant σ. More-
over, it follows that the groupN := (ker(σ)/th)

∗ is trivial, and therefore the fourth
invariant P and the fifth invariant c are also trivial by definition (cf. Remark
2.12). Since P is trivial, then the sixth invariant τ̄ is also trivial by definition.

Now, let (M ′, ω′) be another symplectic manifold, equipped with an isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus action. By Theorem 2.10, the two spaces are equiv-
ariantly symplectomorphic if and only if the six invariants agree. By the above
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discussion, it follows that (M,ω) and (M ′, ω′) are equivariantly symplectomorphic
if and only if their invariants σ and ∆ agree. �

Proof of Theorem 2.14. Let T , t, Th, th, σ, and ∆ ⊂ t
∗
h be as in the statement of

the theorem.
By [Del88], there exists a symplectic toric manifold (Mh, ωh, µh) with Delzant

polytope ∆ ⊂ t
∗
h, where the acting torus is Th. As mentioned in Example 2.1,

this is an isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action.
Let Tf be a complementary subtorus to Th in T . The bilinear form σ on t

defines a closed two-form on T . We denote its restriction to Tf by ωf . Because
Tf is complementary to Th, and ker(σ) = th, the two-form ωf is of the same
rank as the two-form σ. Since the dimension of Tf is equal to the rank of σ, the
two-form ωf is non-degenerate and thus symplectic. Therefore, the free action
of Tf on itself is an isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action (see also Example
2.3).

Thus, as in Example 2.4, the action of T ∼= Th × Tf on the product space
(Mh × Tf , ωh + ωf), given by

(t, t′) · (x, y) = (t · x, t′ · y)

is an isotropy-maximal symplectic torus action.
Since Th is the maximal subtorus that acts in a Hamiltonian fashion, the

Delzant polytope of the product space is the image of µh, which is ∆ by the
definition of (Mh, ωh, µh). Finally, by the construction of the symplectic form ωf ,
the unique antisymmetric bilinear form on t defined by Equation (2.8) is equal
to σ. �

7. Proof of Corollary 2.15

In this section, we prove Corollary 2.15, which states that every almost isotropy-
maximal symplectic torus action is equivariantly symplectomorphic to a product
of a symplectic toric manifold and a torus.

Proof of Corollary 2.15. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, with an almost
isotropy-maximal symplectic T action. If the action is isotropy-maximal, then
the corollary follows immediately from Theorems 2.13 and 2.14. Therefore, we
assume that the action is strictly almost isotropy-maximal.

By Proposition 2.5, the action has coisotropic principal orbits, and therefore
it has well defined invariants. By Lemma 2.9, we have dim th = dimker(σ) − 1.
Therefore, by definition, the subgroup N := (ker(σ)/th)

∗ is one-dimensional. The
fifth invariant c : N ×N → ker(σ) is by definition antisymmetric, and therefore
it must be the zero map since dimN = 1 (cf. Remark 2.12).

Let Th be the unique maximal subtorus of T acting in a Hamiltonian fashion,
and let Tf be a complementary subtorus to Th in T . Since c is trivial, it follows by
[DP07, Lemma 7.5] that (M,ω) is equivariantly symplectomorphic to a product of
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a symplectic toric manifold (Mh, ωh, Th) and a symplectic manifold (Mf , ωf , Tf)
equipped with a free Tf action.

Since the action is strictly almost isotropy-maximal, we have a point x ∈ M
which satisfies

dim T + dim Tx = dimM − 1. (7.1)

Because Tf acts freely, and Th is a Hamiltonian action, the left-hand side of
the equation is equal to 2 dimTh + dimTf at fixed points of Th, and this is the
maximum value possible. Moreover, because 2 dimTh = dimMh and dimMh +
dimMf = dimM , we deduce that dimTf = dimMf − 1.

We are left with showing that there exists a torus T with a T-invariant sym-
plectic form ωT, and a codimension one subtorus K ⊂ T, such that the action of
Tf on (Mf , ωf) is equivariantly symplectomorphic to the natural action of K on
(T, ωT). This follows from Lemma 7.2 below. �

Lemma 7.2. Let a torus T 2n−1 act freely and symplectically on a symplectic
manifold (M2n, ω). Then there exists a torus T

2n, a subtorus K2n−1 ⊂ T
2n, and

a T
2n-invariant symplectic form ωT on T

2n, such that the action of T on (M,ω)
is equivariantly symplectomorphic to the natural action of K2n−1 on (T2n, ωT).

Proof. First, since dim T = dimM − 1, then M → M/T defines a principal torus
bundle over a circle. Let t be the Lie algebra of T . Then the Chern class of
M → M/T is a cohomology class in H2(S1, t) = 0, and therefore the bundle is
trivial. It follows that M is diffeomorphic to a torus T

2n, and we can choose
coordinates on M ∼= T

2n and T 2n−1, such that the action is given by

(t1, ..., t2n−1) · (x1, ..., x2n) = (x1 + t1, ..., x2n−1 + t2n−1, x2n),

where the coordinates x1, ..., x2n on the torus T2n and the coordinates t1, ..., t2n−1

on the acting torus T 2n−1 are all given as values in R/Z. In particular, from these
coordinates we can identify T 2n−1 with a subgroup K2n−1 of T2n.

The symplectic form ω on T
2n ∼= M can then be written as

ω(x) =
∑

1≤i<j≤2n

fi,j(x)dxi ∧ dxj .

By the T 2n−1-invariance of ω, the functions fi,j only depend on the x2n coordinate,
and we will write fi,j(x2n) from now on. For every point y ∈ T

2n, and integers
1 ≤ i < j ≤ 2n, let Σi,j(y) be the 2-dimensional submanifold of T2n given by

Σi,j(y) := {(x1, ..., x2n) ∈ T
2n| ∀k /∈ {i, j} : xk = yk}.

Since ω is closed, its integral over the submanifold Σi,j(y) is independent of the
choice of y, by Stokes theorem. We define the constants ai,j by

ai,j =

∫
Σi,j(y)

ω =

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

fi,j(x2n)dxidxj ,
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and note that if 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 2n − 1, then ai,j = fi,j(x2n) for every x2n, so fi,j
is a constant function. The cohomology class [ω] of the symplectic form can be
written as

[ω] =
∑

1≤i<j≤2n

ai,j [dxi ∧ dxj].

We define a T
2n-invariant symplectic form on T

2n by

ωT(x) =
∑

1≤i<j≤2n

ai,jdxi ∧ dxj,

and obviously we have [ω] = [ωT]. The difference between the symplectic forms
ωT and ω is given by

ωT − ω =
∑

1≤i≤2n−1

(ai,2n − fi,2n(x2n))dxi ∧ dx2n.

In particular, because ai,2n =
∫ 1

0
fi,2n(x2n)dx2n, then the functions

bi(s) :=

∫ s

0

(fi,2n(x2n)− ai,2n)dx2n

are well defined for s ∈ R/Z. Moreover, they satisfy ∂bi
∂x2n

(x2n) = fi,2n(x2n)−ai,2n.
Therefore, the one-form β defined by

β :=
∑

1≤i≤2n−1

bi(x2n)dxi

satisfies dβ = ωT − ω. For every t ∈ [0, 1] we define ωt = (1− t)ω + tωT. We will
show below that ωt is non-degenerate for every t. It then follows, by applying
Moser’s trick, that the flow Ψt given by integrating the unique vector field Zt

which solves the equation

ιZt
ωt = −dβ,

satisfies Ψ∗
1ωT = ω, i.e., Ψ1 is a symplectomorphism between (T2n, ω) and (T2n, ωT).

Furthermore, β and ωt are T
2n−1-invariant, and therefore the symplectomorphism

Ψ1 is T 2n−1-equivariant, and this finishes the proof.
Therefore, we are left with showing that ωt is indeed non-degenerate for every

t ∈ [0, 1]. For every x ∈ T
2n, let Vx be the 2n− 1 dimensional subspace of TxT

2n

generated by the tangent vectors ∂
∂x1

, ..., ∂
∂x2n−1

. We identify all of these subspaces

with R
2n−1 and call them all V . Restricting ωx and (ωT)x to Vx, we get the same

antisymmetric bilinear form ωx|V = (ωT)x|V on V , and it has rank 2n − 2. The
restriction ωx|V is independent of x ∈ M , hence there exists a vector field

u :=
∑

1≤i≤2n−1

ui
∂

∂xi
,

which satisfies ωy(u, v) = (ωT)y(u, v) = 0, for every v ∈ V and y ∈ M .
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Since ω and ωT are non-degenerate, we have ωy(u,
∂

∂x2n
) 6= 0 and (ωT)y(u,

∂
∂x2n

) 6=

0 at every point y ∈ M . It follows that ωy(u,
∂

∂x2n
) does not change sign when we

change the x2n-coordinate of y. In coordinates, we have

ωy(u,
∂

∂x2n
) =

∑
1≤i≤2n−1

uifi,2n(x2n)

(ωT)y(u,
∂

∂x2n

) =
∑

1≤i≤2n−1

uiai,2n

and because ai,2n =
∫ 1

0
fi,2n(x2n)dx2n, then both ωy(u,

∂
∂x2n

) and (ωT)y(u,
∂

∂x2n
)

have the same sign. It follows that for every t ∈ [0, 1] we have

((1− t)ω + tωT)y(u,
∂

∂x2n

) 6= 0,

and therefore (1− t)ω+ tωT is non-degenerate for every t ∈ [0, 1] and y ∈ M . �
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