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Abstract

We complete the classification of all smooth 4-dimensional Kähler geometries ad-
mitting a twistor (conformal Killing-Yano) 2-form invariant under a 2-torus action. We
establish that there are six geometrically distinct families, and we provide them in a
simple form amenable to calculations and compute their curvature. We also find that
for toric geometries the square norm of the twistor 2-form is quadratic in moment maps,
and we are led to conjecture that this holds when less symmetry is present.

1 Introduction

Kähler geometries are of great interest to mathematical physics. For instance, they naturally
arise in string theory and supergravities as a structural part of gravitational backgrounds that
are supersymmetric in the sense of admitting a real Killing spinor [1–6]. In such settings, their
curvature is typically further additionally constrained by a class of geometric PDEs which are
usually too complicated to be solved both explicitly or numerically. Naturally the subclasses
of Kähler geometries that are amenable to calculations are in great demand, and the primary
candidates are those that carry additional twistor structures because of their intrinsic relation
to integrability and separability of differential equations. In fact, in many cases, the only
progress was achieved precisely with such subclasses. For d = 5 minimal gauged supergravity,
it has been observed [3,7] that 4d Kähler geometries of all known (time-like) supersymmetric
solutions possess hamiltonian 2-forms, which led to a progress in showing uniqueness of certain
classes of gravitational backgrounds [8–10]. More generally, one considers backgrounds of the
form AdSn × Ym where Ym is Kähler or Sasaki depending on dimension m, whose curvature
obeys a PDE expressing the integrability of a Killing spinor equation; these correspond to
brane-like configurations in different supergravities, and the search for such solutions is a
rapidly developing field [11–15]. Another application are various extremisation principles
put forward in mathematical [16–18] and physical literature [19–23]. In the latter setting,
these principles generally1 provide necessary but not sufficient conditions for the existence of
supersymmetric solutions, and geometries with twistor structures naturally provide testable
grounds for the validity and completeness of these principles.

The first type major step in classification of Kähler geometries with twistor structures was
the introduction of hamiltonian 2-forms [24], which are J-invariant closed forms constructed

∗sovchinnikov@itmp.msu.ru
1With the exception of volume extremisation for Sasaki-Einstein manifolds [19].
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on Kähler manifolds by adding a multiple of the Kähler form to a twistor 2-form. These
forms are closely related with Killing vector fields and their properties have been extensively
studied in the literature2 in various dimensions [29–32]. Importantly, in [30] it was shown
that all 4d geometries admitting hamiltonian 2-forms break into three distinct families — the
bikähler, the Calabi type and the orthotoric, each defined up to two arbitrary functions of a
single variable. As it turns out, not all twistor 2-forms allow for hamiltonian 2-forms, and
the necessary conditions in terms of curvature were found in [29]. For toric Kähler surfaces,
we show that the necessary conditions are also sufficient:

Lemma 1. Let (M, g, J) be a 4d toric Kähler geometry with a SD twistor 2-form φtw that is
invariant under the torus symmetry and ιm1

ιm2
φtw = 0.

Then (M, g, J) admits a hamiltonian 2-form φ = φtw + σJ for some σ if and only if the SD
part of the Ricci form is a multiple of the twistor 2-form

φtw ∝ R+ = R− R

4
J .

Kähler surfaces admitting additional twistor 2-forms can be studied in the framework of
ambikähler structures [33, 34]. Recall that a twistor 2-form is equivalent to a locally confor-
mally Kähler structure [35]. Ambikähler structures are then defined as pairs of 4d Kähler
metrics in the same conformal class whose Kähler structures introduce opposite orientations.
If both Kähler geometries in a pair are invariant under a common torus action, the geometry
is known as ambitoric, and in the same paper, they were shown to belong to one of the five
types, each parameterised by two functions of a single variable and a number of real con-
stants. These types are pairs of toric Kähler products and toric Calabi geometries as well
as three regular ambitoric structures: elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic. A priori, however,
it is not clear whether individual Kähler metrics in the pairs are geometrically distinct, in
the sense of being diffeomorphic, perhaps up to a redefinition of free functions and constants.
By providing an alternative construction for ambitoric geometries, we show that in all pairs
except the parabolic type, the geometries can indeed be obtained by such an isomorphism,
while for the parabolic type, the geometries are distinct for any parameters; we then suggest
a convenient chart for each geometry. We further show that that if the conformally Kähler
structure associated with a twistor 2-form does not have a common torus action, then the
geometry cannot not smooth. Our main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Let (M, g, J) be a smooth toric Kähler surface with non-empty axis, and φtw =
eµI an invariant under the toric symmetry SD twistor 2-form on it. Then locally the geometry
is of the form

ds2 =
eµ

F
dξ2 +

eµ

G
dη2 +

F

eµ
(xξdΨ + yξdΦ)

2 +
G

eµ
(xηdΨ + yηdΦ)

2

where F = F (ξ), G = G(η) are two arbitrary functions, and x, y are moment maps wrt
axial Killing fields mΨ = ∂

∂Ψ
, mΦ = ∂

∂Ψ
. The geometric data (µ, x, y) belongs to one of

six independent families: product-toric (54), Calabi-toric (58), orthotoric (64), elliptic (78),
conformally orthotoric (parabolic) (67) and hyperbolic (80).

2Geometries with hamiltonian 2-forms were also widely used for construction of new Kähler and Sasaki
geometries, see, e.g., [25–28].
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Finally, the explicit form of the geometries allows us to make an interesting observation
— we notice that for all families, the square norm of the twistor 2-form is at most quadratic
in moment maps. We therefore put forward a conjecture that this should hold in general,
which would allow for the generalisation of our result to geometries outside of the toric class.

Conjecture 1. Let (M, g, J) be a 4d Kähler geometry with a twistor 2-form φtw = eµI in-
variant under an effective action of a Lie group G.
Then the square norm e2µ of the twistor 2-form is at most quadratic in moment maps corre-
sponding to the maximal torus algebra of G.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 2 we present necessary background material
which includes some basics on toric Kähler surfaces and twistor 2-forms, and show that
for smooth Kähler geometries the twistor 2-form must generate the same torus action. In
Section 3 we first provide an alternative construction for ambitoric geometries and then prove
our classification result with the help of our observation Proposition 4. Section 4 introduces an
important class of geometries that admit a twistor 2-form. A novel result are the necessary
and sufficient conditions on curvature from the existence of hamiltonian 2-forms for toric
Kähler geometries. Finally, in Appendix A we provide the Ricci and scalar curvature for new
geometries and in Appendix B we give detailed solutions of the ODEs from Section 3.

2 Twistor 2-forms and Kähler geometries

2.1 Kähler geometry

A Kähler surface (M, g, J) is an orientable Riemannian four-dimensional manifold together
with an anti-self-dual complex structure J , such that ∇J = 0 where ∇ is the Levi-Civita
connection wrt g. With a certain abuse of notation, we are denoting the almost complex
structures and their respective 2-forms by the same letter.

A toric Kähler surface is a Kähler surface together with an effective Hamiltonian action
of the real torus T 2 ∼= U(1)2; we are interested in smooth Kähler geometries, and for these we
include a non-empty axis as part of the definition. This means that the geometry admits two
Killing vector fields mi, i = 1, 2, normalised to have 2π periodic orbits, and the Kähler form
is invariant under their action Lmi

J = 0 . The Hamiltonian action allows us to introduce
moment maps xi

ιmi
J = −dxi . (1)

The moment maps define a canonical coordinate system (xi, ϕ
i) where mi = ∂ϕi . In this

chart [36],

g = Gijdxidxj + Gijdϕ
i dϕj ,

Gij = ∂i∂jg , (2)

J = d
(
xidϕ

i
)
,

where g = g(x) is the symplectic potential, Gij is the inverse matrix of the Hessian Gij and
the derivatives stand for ∂i := ∂/∂xi. The axes are defined by {p ∈ M |det g(mi, mj)|p = 0} ,
and we assume it to be non-empty. Note from (2), that this Gram determinant is

det g(mi, mj) = detGij =: Ggr . (3)
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Toric geometries naturally admit an involution given by the inversion of angles

iϕ : ϕi 7→ −ϕi , (4)

and it is convenient to introduce a basis of anti-self-dual (ASD) and self-dual (SD) forms with
respect to it. For ASD forms we pick (J1 = J, J2, J3)

J2 = G−1/2
gr dx1 ∧ dx2 −G1/2

gr dϕ1 ∧ dϕ2 , (5)

J3 = −2G1/2
gr Gi[1dxi ∧ dϕ2] , (6)

and for SD

I1 = dx1 ∧ dϕ1 +
2G12

G11
dx2 ∧ dϕ1 − dx2 ∧ dϕ2 , (7)

I2 = G−1/2
gr dx1 ∧ dx2 +G1/2

gr dϕ1 ∧ dϕ2 , (8)

I3 = G1/2
gr (G12dx1 ∧ dϕ1 −G11dx1 ∧ dϕ2 (9)

−
G−1

gr − (G12)
2

G11
dx2 ∧ dϕ1 −G12dx2 ∧ dϕ2) .

Then the positive eigenspace of iϕ is spanned by J2, I2 and the negative eigenspace includes
the Kähler form. One can show that any smooth closed 2-form Ω on M invariant under
the toric symmetry must belong to the negative eigenspace. Indeed, from closure and toric
invariance ιm1

ιm2
Ω is a constant, which, further, must vanish on the axis. Hence ιm1

ιm2
Ω = 0

for any such smooth 2-form.
Finally, let us discuss the behaviour at the axis. In [9] the following lemma was proven.

Lemma 2. Consider a neighbourhood of a component of the axis defined by the vanishing of
v := vimi, where (vi) ∈ Z

2 are coprime integers, and let

ℓv(x) := vixi + cv , (10)

where cv is a constant. Then:

1. The axis component corresponds to a straight line ℓv(x) = 0 in symplectic coordinates
and away from the axis

ℓv(x) > 0 (11)

2. The symplectic potential can be written as

g =
1

2
ℓv(x) log ℓv(x) + g̃ , (12)

where g̃ is smooth at ℓv(x) = 0.

2.2 Twistor forms and Kähler metrics

Twistor 2-forms, also known as conformal Killing-Yano 2-forms, are a generalisation of con-
formal Killing vectors (seen as twistor 1-forms). Namely, on a Riemannian manifold (M, g)
the orthogonal decomposition of a covariant derivative of a general p-form is

∇φ ∈ Λ1M ⊗ ΛpM = Λp+1M ⊕ Λp−1M ⊕ T p,1M (13)
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where the first two terms in the sum are the exterior derivative and the co-differential bundles,
and the last term T p,1M is the Cartan product. For 1-forms, T 1,1M ∼= S2

0M is isomorphic
to the bundle of trace-free symmetric 2-tensors, and the conformal Killing vector equation is
equivalent to stating that the projection on it vanishes. Similarly for general p, the twistor
p-form is the form φ such that

∇φ ∈ Λp+1M ⊕ Λp−1M . (14)

It is convenient for us to reformulate this definition more explicitly.

Definition. Let (M, g) be a 4d Riemannian manifold with a Levi-Civita connection ∇. The
twistor 2-form is a non-trivial solution to the following equation3 ∀X ∈ TM

∇Xφ
tw =

1

3
ιXdφ

tw +
1

3
X ∧ δφtw . (15)

Twistor 2-forms form a linear space which further decomposes under any involution of
Λ2M that commutes with the connection into a direct sum of its eigenspaces. One such
involution is the Hodge duality itself, which allows to consider SD and ASD twistor forms
separately. In the following, we will write twistor forms as φtw = eµI where I is a unit SD
(ASD) form, i.e. I ∧ I = ±2volg, and µ is a continuously differentiable function.

Twistor 2-forms are linked to existence of a locally conformally Kähler structure [35] (see
also [24, Lemma 2]).

Lemma 3. [35] The SD (ASD) form φtw = eµI is a 2-form on (M, g) if and only if the
almost-Hermitian pair (e−2µg , e−2µI) is Kähler.

This gives an alternative form of the twistor 2-form equation.

Corollary 1.1. [24] The SD (ASD) form φtw = eµI on (M, g) is twistor if and only if the
following equation holds

∇I = γ ⊗ I2 − β ⊗ I3 , (16)

β = I2dµ , γ = I3dµ

where (I1 = I, I2, I3) is an orthonormal basis of SD (ASD) forms which satisfies standard
quaternionic relations: I1I2 = I3, etc.

Besides Hodge duality, Kähler geometries have another natural involution. One can define
a J−conjugation iJφ(X, Y ) := φ(JX, JY ) which further decomposes ASD subspace4 into
a direct sum of a one-dimensional space generated by the Kähler form and its orthogonal
complement, anti-J-invariant 2-forms. The Kähler form itself is a twistor form, and if a
geometry admits a twistor form belonging to the latter subspace, then it is hyperkähler.

Proposition 1. Let (M, g, J) a Kähler surface with ASD Kähler form J . Then the geometry
admits an ASD twistor 2-form which is not a multiple of Kähler form if and only if the
geometry is hyperkähler.

3In index notation this read as

∇mφ
tw
np = ∂[mφ

tw
np] +

2

3
gm[n(∇φtw)p] .

4SD subspace does not decompose because all SD forms are J-invariant by construction.
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Proof. Write an anti-J-invariant twistor 2-form as φtw = eµJ tw, J tw ∧ J tw = −2volg, and pick
an orthonormal basis of ASD forms (J1 = J, J2 = J tw, J3 = J1J2). By the property of Kähler
geometry ∇J tw = P ⊗ J3 where P is the Ricci potential, and by Corollary 1.1 it follows that
P = 0, i.e. the geometry is Ricci-flat.

Conversely, since any Kähler form is a twistor form, a hyperkähler geometry admits mul-
tiple twistor forms.

Finally, for toric Kähler geometries, the inversion of angles (4) is the third involution that
commutes with a connection (and other involutions), which for toric invariant twistor forms
allows to consider the case φtw ∝ I2 separately. One can show that the geometries admitting
such a SD twistor form cannot be smooth.

Proposition 2. Let (M, g, J) be a smooth toric Kähler surface. Then it does not admit a
toric invariant SD twistor 2-form that belongs to the positive eigenspace of iϕ .

Proof. Let φtw = eµI2 be a toric invariant twistor form. Firstly, by Lemma 3 e−2µI2 is a
closed form, hence, using (8),

µ =
1

4
logGgr + const. (17)

Furthermore, adapting the Corollary 1.1, it follows that

∇I2 = α⊗ I3 − γ ⊗ I1 , (18)

α = I1dµ , γ = I3dµ .

Notice that this must hold for any choice of local basis forms I1, I3 which are unit and satisfy
the quaternionic relations, and it is convenient for us to check twistor conditions in the basis
(7)-(9).

Secondly, observe that 1-forms α, γ as well as β define a connection on the bundle of SD
forms

∇I1 = γ ⊗ I2 − β ⊗ I3 , (19)

∇I3 = β ⊗ I1 − α⊗ I2

where we have used their orthonormality, and for any toric Kähler geometry in the symplectic
chart, they read as

α̃ := −I1α = ∂1logG1/2
gr G11dx1 + α̃2dx2 , (20)

γ̃ := −I3γ = −∂1logGgr G
11dx1 + γ̃2dx2 (21)

where α̃2, γ̃2 are some functions irrelevant to discussion.
To obtain a contradiction, consider a smooth toric Kähler geometry in the neighbourhood

of the axis given by vanishing of v := vimi. By Lemma 2 the axes correspond to straight lines
in symplectic coordinates, and by a suitable GL(2,Z) transformation we can always arrange
v = m1∂ϕ1 and define new symplectic coordinates so that the axis corresponds to the line
ℓv(x) = x1 = 0. As it was further shown in this lemma, to the leading order the geometry
around the axis is

G11 =
1

2x1

+O(1) , G12, G22 = O(1) , Ggr = 2x1 +O(x2
1) . (22)
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Substituting into the twistor 2-form condition α̃ = γ̃ = dµ and using (20) and (21), we
arrive at the contradiction

α̃ =
1

2x1
+O(1) , γ̃ = O(1) . (23)

The case of twistor forms in the positive eigenspace of iϕ is, therefore, excluded from our
classification, and we consider the case of negative eigenspace in the next section.

3 Toric Kähler geometries with twistor 2-forms

In this section we solve the twistor 2-form equation on toric Kähler geometries by providing
an alternative construction of ambitoric geometries [33] an appropriate chart. We will show
that the geometries fall into separate families each containing two arbitrary functions F,G of
a single variable. We are interested in classifying them up to family automorphisms, that is
up to diffeomorphisms and a change of metric functions F,G → F̃ , G̃.

3.1 Construction of a diagonalised chart

1. Let (M, g, J) be a toric Kähler surface, and x, y are moment maps wrt commuting Killing
vector fields mΨ = ∂

∂Ψ
, mΦ = ∂

∂Φ
whose periods are left arbitrary. The Kähler form is then

J = d (xdΨ + ydΦ) . (24)

Let the geometry admit a twistor 2-form φtw = eµI invariant under the toric symmetry, and
which belongs to the negative eigenspace of iϕ, that is ιmΨ

ιmΦ
φtw = 0, where I is the unit SD

form I ∧ I = 2volg, and µ is an unknown function. We can further write it as

I = −J + ωΨdΨ + ωΦdΦ (25)

for some non-zero 1-forms ωΨ, ωΦ normal to the orbits of mΨ, mΦ. Notice that I + J is
necessarily degenerate

(I + J) ∧ (I + J) = I ∧ I + J ∧ J = 2volg − 2volg = 0 ,

hence
ωΨ ∧ ωΦ = 0 , (26)

and we can write them as ωΨ = kΨdξ , ωΦ = kΦdξ for some functions kΨ, kΦ, ξ defined up to
the reparameterisations of the latter.

2. Next, consider the 2 by 2 block of symplectic coordinates inside the metric. Recall,
that we can5 always diagonalise a two-dimensional Riemannian metric wrt any given function
being one of the coordinates, provided that it has a non-vanishing gradient. Since dξ 6= 0, it
is convenient to pick ξ as one, and denote the second coordinate as η.

3. Let us introduce the frame. We pick the orientation eξ ∧ eη ∧ eΨ ∧ eΦ = volg. Without
loss of generality, we can take eξ ∝ dξ and choose the Kähler form as J = eξ ∧ eΨ + eη ∧ eΦ.

5See, for example, [37, Appendix C].
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This leaves the SO(2) freedom in the choice of eη, eφ which we can use to set ι∂φe
η = 0. Then

the rest of the frame functions are fixed from checking the scalar products and the Kähler
form (24). In total, we can parameterise the geometry by two arbitrary functions F = F (ξ, η),
G = G(ξ, η), and the derivatives of the moment maps wrt new coordinates xξ, xη, yξ, yη :

eξ =
eµ/2√
F
dξ , eΨ =

√
F

eµ/2
(xξdΨ + yξdΦ) ,

eη =
eµ/2√
G
dη , eΦ =

√
G

eµ/2
(xηdΨ + yηdΦ) .

(27)

The metric is then

ds2 =
eµ

F
dξ2 +

eµ

G
dη2 +

F

eµ
(xξdΨ + yξdΦ)

2 +
G

eµ
(xηdΨ + yηdΦ)

2 . (28)

We can choose an orthonormal basis of SD forms

I1 = eξ ∧ eΨ − eη ∧ eΦ ,

I2 = eξ ∧ eη + eΨ ∧ eΦ ,

I3 = eξ ∧ eΦ + eη ∧ eΨ ,

(29)

whose almost complex structures satisfy the standard quaternionic relations: I1 I2 = I3, etc.
4. Next, we must check that I is the unit self-dual 2-form. The (25) is then

I = −eξ ∧ eΨ − eη ∧ eΦ +

√
F

eµ/2
eξ ∧ (kΨdΨ + kΦdΦ) . (30)

Comparing to the basis (29), we immediately have kΨ = 2xξ, kΦ = 2yξ, and

I = I1 = xξdξ ∧ dΨ + yξdξ ∧ dΦ− xηdη ∧ dΨ− yηdη ∧ dΦ . (31)

5. We now turn to the twistor 2-form equation. First of all, by Lemma 3 it follows that
e−2µI is a closed form. This is equivalent to

xξη = µξxη + µηxξ ,

yξη = µξyη + µηyξ .
(32)

The remaining components of the twistor equation can then be written as

xξξ = xξ∂ξlog yξ +
FηG

F 2yξ

√
detg ,

xηη = xη∂ηlog yη −
FGξ

F 2yη

√
detg

(33)

where
√
detg = xξyη − xηyξ is the square root of the determinant of the metric (28).

6. We will now check that (M, g, J) is a Kähler geometry. By construction, J is a closed
unit ASD form. To check that it is an integrable complex structure, it is sufficient to show
that the algebra of holomorphic fields is closed under standard commutator. Let χ0, χ1 be a
basis of (1, 0)-forms, i.e. Jχ0,1 = iχ0,1 . We then require that [χ0, χ1] is also a (1, 0)-form. We
choose

χ0 = eξ − iJeξ = eξ + ieΨ , χ1 = eη − iJeη = eη + ieΦ (34)

8



where eξ, eη, eΨ, eΦ are basis vector fields dual to the frame (27). We find that

[χ0, χ1] = χξeξ + χηeη + χΨeΨ + χΦeΦ (35)

where

χξ =
e−µ/2

√
G

2F
(Fµη − Fη) , χη =

e−µ/2
√
F

2G
(Gξ −Gµξ) , (36)

and the other two components, after substituting the higher derivatives from the twistor
equation (32) and (33),

χΨ = i
e−µ/2

√
G

2F
(Fµη + 3Fη) , χΦ = −i

e−µ/2
√
F

2G
(3Gξ +Gµξ) . (37)

The integrability condition [χ0, χ1] = iJ [χ0, χ1] in terms of components reads as

χΨ = iχξ , χΦ = iχη , (38)

from which immediately follows that the functions F,G are functions of a single variable only

Fη = Gξ = 0 . (39)

7. We now turn back to the twistor equation, which we have so far solved algebraically
for the higher derivatives. Using the solution of the Kähler condition (39), the system (33)
simplifies to

xξξ

xξ
=

yξξ
yξ

,
xηη

xη
=

yηη
yη

, (40)

which is solved by
y = c1(ξ)x+ c2(ξ) = c3(η)x+ c4(η) , (41)

for c1,2,3,4 arbitrary functions. The moment maps x, y are then

x =
c4 − c2
c1 − c3

, y =
c1c4 − c2c3
c1 − c3

. (42)

This section can be summed up in a following lemma.

Lemma 4. Let (M, g, J) be a toric Kähler geometry with axial Killing fields mΨ, mφ, admit-
ting a toric-invariant twistor 2-form φtw, such that ιmΨ

ιmΦ
φtw = 0. Then the metric can be

locally written as

ds2 =
eµ

F
dξ2 +

eµ

G
dη2 +

F

eµ
(xξdΨ + yξdΦ)

2 +
G

eµ
(xηdΨ + yηdΦ)

2 (43)

where F = F (ξ), G = G(η), and x, y are moment maps wrt axial Killing fields mΨ = ∂
∂Ψ

,
mΦ = ∂

∂Ψ
given by

x =
c4(η)− c2(ξ)

c1(ξ)− c3(η)
, y =

c1(ξ)c4(η)− c2(ξ)c3(η)

c1(ξ)− c3(η)
. (44)

The Kähler form is given by
J = d (xdΨ + ydΦ) , (45)
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and the twistor 2-form is (up to a constant factor)

φtw = eµI1 = eµ (xξdξ ∧ dΨ + yξdξ ∧ dΦ− xηdη ∧ dΨ− yηdη ∧ dΦ) . (46)

The pre-factor µ, as well as the functions c1,2,3,4 are constrained by the system

xξη = µξxη + µηxξ ,

yξη = µξyη + µηyξ .
(47)

We will proceed with solution of the final constraints in the next section. To simplify
them we will use the remaining freedom in the definition of the chart. Firstly, notice that
the coordinates ξ, η are defined up to their reparameterisations. Secondly, the Killing fields
mΨ, mΦ are defined up to the action of constant GL(2,R) coupled to an appropriate affine
transformation of the moment maps x, y

Ψi → Λi
jΨ

j , xi → xj

(
Λ−1

)j
i
+ x(0) i (48)

where Ψi, xi collectively stand for Ψ,Φ and x, y, Λ ∈ GL(2,R), and x(0) i is a constant shift
of origin of moment maps. Under these transformations the functions c1,2,3,4 change as

c1 →
a21 + a11c1
a22 + a12c1

, c2 →
(a12x0 − a11y0)c1 + detΛ−1 c2 + a22x0 − a21y0

a22 + a12c1
,

c3 →
a21 + a11c3
a22 + a12c3

, c4 →
(a12x0 − a11y0)c3 + detΛ−1 c4 + a22x0 − a21y0

a22 + a12c3
,

(49)

where Λ−1 =

(
a11 a12
a21 a22

)
and x(0) i = (x0, y0). In particular, a following proposition follows.

Proposition 3. In any local chart of Lemma 4, one can always arrange for c1 (or c3) to have
a zero by an appropriate rotation Λ.

Next, notice that ξ, η enter the construction on an equal basis: indeed, instead of I + J in
the first step, we could have defined the coordinate η wrt I−J , obtaining the same geometry.
Therefore, we have an additional duality

ξ ↔ η , F ↔ G , Ψ ↔ Φ , x ↔ y (50)

which allows for reduction of the number of special cases in the next section.

3.2 Construction of the twistor form. Special cases

The system (47) contains an integrability constraint

µξη = µηξ , µξ =
xξηyξ − xξyξη
xξyη − ξηyξ

, µη =
xξηyη − xηyξη
xξyη − ξηyξ

. (51)

It is useful to fix the freedom in ξ, η by making two of the functions c1,2,3,4 linear. Let us
consider several important cases first.
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3.2.1 Product-toric geometries

These geometries correspond to constant functions c1,3. Let c1,3 = c01,03 = const. Notice that
from (42) the constants are non-equal c01 6= c03, and the functions c2, c4 are non-constant. We
can therefore choose

c2 = ξ , c4 = η . (52)

The system (47) has the solution

µ = const , (x, y) =
1

c01 − c03
(c01η − c03ξ , η − ξ) . (53)

This is in fact the product-toric geometry. The standard form is recovered by an affine
transformation

x = ξ , y = η , µ = const . (54)

The twistor form φtw = I then defines a second Kähler structure on the geometry.

3.2.2 Calabi-toric geometries

This case corresponds to only one of the functions c1,3 being constant. By the duality (50) it
is sufficient to consider the case c1 = c01 = const. From (42) it follows that c2 is non-constant,
and it is then convenient to fix the ξ, η coordinates by

c2 = ξ + c02 , c3 = c01 +
1

η
(55)

where c02 is a constant to be fixed later. The system (47) then dictates

c4 = −c04
η

+ c03 , µ = log ξ + const , (56)

for some constants c03, c04, and we have fixed c02 = c03. The symplectic coordinates are given
by

x = c03 + c01c04 + ξ + c01 ξη , y = c04 + ξη. (57)

The geometry is Calabi-toric, with the standard form recovered by an affine transformation

x = ξ , y = ξη , µ = log ξ + const. (58)

For Calabi geometries (g, J, φtw = eµI), their conformal dual (e−2µg, e−2µI, e−3µJ) is also

Calabi, with ξ̃ = 1/ξ and F̃ (ξ̃) = ξ̃4F (1/ξ̃) .

3.2.3 Orthotoric geometries

This case corresponds to the functions c1,3 are non-constant, but c4 diverges as 1/c3 at a zero
of c3. Let us set c1 = ξ and c3 = η. The integrability constraint (51) is

c′′2 ((ξ − η)c′4 + c4 − c2)
3
+ c′′4 ((ξ − η)c′2 + c4 − c2)

3
= 0 . (59)

It is convenient to decompose c4 into a divergent ĉ and a regular part c̃ ∈ C2(M). Note that
from (49), we can still use the translation of moment maps to make

c̃(0) = c̃′(0) = 0 . (60)
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Let6 ĉ = Θ(1/c3) = Θ(η−1). The equation diverges as Θ(η−6), and the leading order is
the ODE for c2

c′′2ξ
3 + c01 = 0 (61)

for some constant c01 related to the behaviour of ĉ at this order. The solution is

c2 =
c01
ξ

+ c02 + c03ξ (62)

for some constants c02,03. Substituting back into the integrability constraint, we find

c4 =
c01
η

, c02 = c03 = 0 , (63)

since we have used the shift of origin to remove the linear part (60).
The system (47) then gives

x = ξ + η , y = ξη , µ = log |η − ξ| + const (64)

where we have used the remaining affine freedom and coordinate inversion (ξ, η) → (1/ξ, 1/η)
to recover the the standard form of the orthotoric geometry.

The conformal duals of orthotoric geometries are not orthotoric and in fact form a separate
family of solutions, the conformally orthotoric or parabolic geometries.

3.2.4 Conformally orthotoric (parabolic) geometries

This case corresponds to non-constant functions c1,3, and c4 behaving as a a linear function
of c3. We can again fix the coordinates by c1 = ξ, c3 = η. The integrability constraint (51)
then gives

c′′2 = 0 , (65)

i.e. c2 is also a linear function. We then find that the symplectic coordinates are given by

x =
c00 + c01ξ

η − ξ
, y =

(c00 + c01ξ)η

η − ξ
. (66)

For c01 6= 0 the parameters c00,01 can be removed by a coordinate inversion (ξ, η) → (1/ξ +
c02, 1/η + c02) together with another affine transformation. The full solution is then

x =
1

η − ξ
, y =

η

η − ξ
, µ = −log |η − ξ| + const . (67)

For a conformally orthotoric geometry (g, J, φtw = eµI) its conformal dual (e−2µg, e−2µI, e−3µJ)
is orthotoric, and we have chosen the parameterisation to make it manifest.

3.3 Construction of the twistor form. General case

In this section we will solve the remaining constraints (47) in general. It is convenient to set

c1 = ξ , c3 = η , (68)

6We are using the asymptotic notation defined in the (83) in the next section.
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which simplify the integrability constraint (51) to

c′′2 ((ξ − η)c′4 + c4 − c2)
3
+ c′′4 ((ξ − η)c′2 + c4 − c2)

3
= 0 . (69)

By Proposition 3, we can assume that our chart covers at least one zero of c3. The process
of solution splits into two different branches depending on whether c4 is regular at zero up
to its second derivatives or not. If the former is true, then the parameterisation we are using
for the ODE will separate a further case when c4 is a linear function, which is covered by
Section 3.2.4.

3.3.1 c4 is regular at a zero of c3

Now let c4 be regular at zero up to the second derivative. For the moment we fix the origin
of symplectic coordinates so that

c4|0 = c′4|0 = 0 . (70)

The leading order of the constraint (69) at zero is then

c′′2c
3
2 + c04 (c2 − ξ c′2)

3
= 0 (71)

where we have defined c4 = 1
2
c04η

2 + o(η2). If c04 = 0, we have c2 a linear function of ξ,
and substituting it back into (69) gives us c′′2 = c′′4 = 0 , i.e. the case of Section 3.2.4.

Let us then assume that c04 is non-zero, and we can introduce a new function f(ξ) by
c2 := c04f , so that the ODE simplifies to

f ′′f 3 + (f − ξf ′)3 = 0 . (72)

This equation is solved in the Appendix B.1. Its solutions are

c2 = ĉ04

√
ξ2 + c201 + linear terms , (73)

c2 = ĉ04

√
|c01ξ2 + 2c02ξ + c202|+ linear terms (74)

where c01,02 and ĉ04 are constants, and c01 6= 0 by regularity. Shifting and rescaling (ξ, η), and
using the affine transformations again, the two branches can be written collectively as

c1 = ξ c2 =
√
|ξ2 + α| , c3 = η , α = {0,±1} . (75)

Substituting back into (69), we then find that the solution has two branches

c1 = ξ , c2 =
√
|ξ2 + α| , c3 = η , (c4)± = ±

√
|η2 + α| . (76)

In the full solution the two branches persist

(x, y)± =
1

η − ξ
(|R(ξ)|1/2 ± |R(η)|1/2, η |R(ξ)|1/2 ± ξ |R(η)|1/2) , (77)

µ± = log

∣∣∣∣
|R(ξ)|1/2|R(η)|1/2 ±R(ξ, η)

η − ξ

∣∣∣∣ + const ,

where R(ξ, η) = ξη + α is a polarisation of a quadratic polynomial R(z) = z2 + α. The
geometries break into hyperbolic, parabolic and elliptic classes depending if R(z) has two,
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one or zero real roots. For parabolic family α = 0 the two branches are isomorphic to the
conformally orthotoric family (67). In the elliptic case α = 1, the two branches are locally
isomorphic and can be collectively written as

x =
η + ξ

η − ξ
, y =

ηξ − 1

η − ξ
, µ = log

∣∣∣∣
ηξ + 1

η − ξ

∣∣∣∣ + const (78)

where the transformation to (ξ, η)± coordinates of two branches of (77) can be found from

(ξ ξ± + 1)2 = ξ2
±
+ 1 , (η η± + 1)2 = η2

±
+ 1 . (79)

The conformal dual of elliptic geometries is also elliptic with (ξ̃, η̃) = (−ξ, 1/η) and reparam-
eterisation F̃ (ξ̃) = F (−ξ̃) and G̃(η̃) = η̃4G(1/η̃).

The hyperbolic branches α = −1 are also locally isomorphic and can be conveniently
expressed as

x =
1

η − ξ
, y =

ξη

η − ξ
, µ = log

∣∣∣∣
η + ξ

η − ξ

∣∣∣∣ + const . (80)

where where the transformation to (ξ, η)± coordinates of two branches of (77) can be found
from

ξ2(ξ± + 1)2 = |ξ2
±
− 1| , η2(η± + 1)2 = |η2

±
− 1| . (81)

The conformal dual of hyperbolic geometries is also hyperbolic with the transformation given
by inversion of sign of ξ.

This completes the list of independent 4d toric Kähler geometries with a twistor 2-form.
In the following subsection we will recover the known families again.

3.3.2 c4 is irregular at a zero of c3

We can decompose c4 = ĉ + c̃ where ĉ is divergent and c̃ is C2 at a zero of c3. Again from
(49), we use the shift of origin of symplectic coordinates x, y to set

c̃(0) = c̃′(0) = 0 . (82)

Let us study the asymptotic behaviour of the equation (69) at zero. For convenience, we
introduce a standard asymptotic notation

f = o(g) if lim
η→0

f/g = 0 , f = ω(g) if lim
η→0

g/f = 0 , (83)

f = Θ(g) if 0 <

∣∣∣∣limη→0
f/g

∣∣∣∣ < ∞ .

• Let ĉ = ω(η−1). Then the leading divergent order of equation is

ĉ′′ ĉ3 = 0 (84)

which implies that such divergences vanish.

• For ĉ = Θ(η−1), we have the orthotoric case, see Section 3.2.3.
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• For ĉ = o(η−1), ĉ = ω(η1/2), the leading divergence is

c′′2 ξ
3ĉ′3 = 0 . (85)

The c2 is therefore a linear function, and we recover the parabolic case.

• Let ĉ = o(η1/2). Then the only divergent term is

c′′4 (ξc
′

2 − c2)
3
= 0 (86)

which again implies that c2 is a linear function as in the previous case.

• Finally, let ĉ = Θ(η1/2). We can parameterise it as ĉ = 1
c01

η1/2 + ĉo where c01 is a

non-zero constant and ĉo = o(η1/2). The equation diverges as Θ(η−3/2), and the leading
order is the ODE for c2

c′′2ξ
3 − 2c201 (ξc

′

2 − c2)
3 = 0 . (87)

This equation is solved in Appendix B.2, and its relevant solutions are

c2 = ±
√
ξ

c01

[
1 +

(
c−1
03 +

1

4
c202c03

)
ξ + c02

√
ξ(ξ + c03)

]1/2
, c03 6= 0 , (88)

c2 = ±
√
ξ

c01

[
1−

(
c−1
03 − 1

4
c202c03

)
ξ + c02

√
ξ(c03 − ξ)

]1/2
, c03 > 0 , (89)

c2 = ± 1

c01

√
ξ(1 + c02ξ) . (90)

The function c4 can now be obtained by substituting these solutions into (69) and
expanding it in the powers of ξ at zero. We find that these solutions are isomorphic to
the above. First of all using our choice of origin (82), solutions (88) and (89) reduce to
the last one (90)

c2 = ± 1

c01

√
ξ(1 + c−1

03 ξ) , c4 = ± 1

c01

√
η(1 + c−1

03 η) , c02 = 0 , c03 6= 0 . (91)

For the last branch (90) we find c4 = 1
c01

√
η(1 + c02η), i.e. for c02 6= 0 the solution is

isomorphic to the cases of the previous section. The case c02 = 0 corresponds to the
hyperbolic branch, and after a coordinate transformation (ξ, η) → (ξ2, η2) it takes the
form (80).

3.4 Non-isomorphism of the families

In the previous subsection we have completed the list of families of toric Kähler geometries
with a SD twistor 2-form in the negative eigenspace of iϕ; the positive eigenspace is incom-
patible with smooth axis by Proposition 2, and to finish the proof of Theorem 1 we only
need to prove that the families are independent up to family isomorphisms, that is up to
diffeomorphisms and a change of metric functions (F,G) → (F̃ , G̃).

Firstly, three of these families, the product-toric, the Calabi-toric and the orthotoric, are
well-known to the literature and together comprise a class of all toric Kähler geometries with
a hamiltonian 2-form; their non-isomorphism follows from the construction [24]. In Lemma 1
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of the next section, we show that the existence of a hamiltonian 2-form is equivalent to a
constraint on the Ricci form whose SD part must be a multiple of a twistor 2-form. We can
check this condition for each geometry in the given basis of SD forms (29). Firstly, for any
toric geometry, the contraction of R on I2 is zero by the symmetry. For new geometries we
then find

1

4
I3 mnRmn =

2
√
FG

η − ξ
6≡ 0 (92)

for hyperbolic, elliptic and parabolic (conformally orthotoric) geometries in the parameterisa-
tion (77) . Notice in particular, that the orthotoric geometry is not isomorphic to its conformal
dual, which happens for all other families.

To show that the new geometries are mutually distinct, we consider how a twistor 2-form
relates to symmetries. In a similar setting, a hamiltonian 2-form generates two hamiltonian
potentials for the Killing vector fields (which can happen to be linearly dependent, or, in a
product-toric case, zero). For twistor 2-forms we make a following observation.

Proposition 4. For 4d toric Kähler geometries, the square norm e2µ of the twistor 2-form
is at most quadratic in moment maps.

Proof. This can be checked directly. Using explicit expressions (54), (58), (64), (67), (78)
and (80) for our geometries we find

Family e2µ Family e2µ

Product-toric const Elliptic |x2 + y2 − 1|
Calabi-toric x2 Parabolic x2

Orthotoric |x2 − 4y| Hyperbolic |4xy + 1|

Since there is no such an affine transformation of moment maps x, y that can bring the
square norm of, e.g., elliptic family to parabolic or hyperbolic form, we deduce that the
families are indeed independent. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.

Some comments are in order. Firstly, we have observed the Proposition 4 rather than
derived it. At the same time, the simple algebraic form of the square norm in terms of
moment maps suggests that this result can be more naturally derived using the tools of
algebraic geometry. Secondly, since toric geometries form a sufficiently broad class, one can
expect that this form holds generally for all Kähler geometries with a twistor 2-form. We
therefore formulate Conjecture 1. It is interesting to put this conjecture to test for SU(2)-
symmetric geometries.

4 Hamiltonian 2-forms on toric geometries

Hamiltonian 2-forms have been introduced in [24] as a special construction based on twistor
2-forms.

Definition. A hamiltonian 2-form on a Kähler surface (M, g, J) is a closed J-invariant 2-
form φham whose self-dual part φ+ 6≡ 0 is a twistor 2-form.
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We added the assumption of non-vanishing SD part to exclude the Kähler form itself
and its multiples. This definition can be equivalently rewritten as a differential equation7

∀X ∈ TM

∇Xφ
ham =

2

3
X(σ)− 1

3
dσ ∧ JX − 1

3
X ∧ Jdσ (94)

where σ = 1
4
φham
mn Jmn, (JX)m = JmnX

n. Not all twistor forms give rise to hamiltonian
2-forms, and we study necessary and sufficient conditions in Section 4.1.

To justify the name, hamiltonian 2-forms generate hamiltonian potentials for commuting
Killing vector fields. This can be summarised in the following proposition [24].

Proposition 5. Let (M, g, J) be a Kähler surface and let φham = φtw + σJ be a hamiltonian
2-form.
Then the trace σ and the pfaffian8 π of the normalised hamiltonian 2-form φnorm = 1

2
φtw+ 1

6
σJ

are either constants or hamiltonian potentials for commuting Killing vector fields K1 = Jdσ
and K2 = Jdπ.

This means that geometries with a hamiltonian 2-form fall into three distinct families:

1. Bikähler: K1 = K2 = 0 ,

2. Calabi: K1 is non-vanishing identically, but K1 ∧K2 = 0 ,

3. Orthotoric: K1 ∧K2 6= 0 on a dense open set.

For toric geometries one can further show that bikähler geometries necessarily take the form
of a Cartesian product of two axisymmetric Riemannian surfaces (hence the “product-toric”
name).

Finally, in the physics literature, the search for geometric ansatzes led to an introduction
of “separable geometries” [10], which were defined metrics of the form (28) together with an
assumption that moment maps x, y are at most quadratic in the coordinates (ξ, η).

4.1 Curvature constraints on existence of the Hamiltonian 2-forms

Hamiltonian 2-forms pose the following constraint on the curvature

Proposition 6. If (M, g, J) admits a hamiltonian 2-form then the SD part of the Ricci tensor
is proportional to twistor 2-form.

This proposition follows as a simple corollary from Proposition 4 in [29]. We discover that
there is a partial converse at least for toric geometries.

Lemma 1. Let (M, g, J) be a 4d toric Kähler geometry with a SD twistor 2-form φtw that is
invariant under the torus symmetry and ιm1

ιm2
φtw = 0.

Then (M, g, J) admits a hamiltonian 2-form φ = φtw + σJ for some σ if and only if the SD
part of the Ricci form is a multiple of the twistor 2-form

φtw ∝ R+ = R− R

4
J . (95)

7In coordinates

∇mφ
ham
np =

2

3
σmJnp −

2

3
Jm[nσp] −

2

3
gm[nJp]qσ

q (93)

where σm = ∂mσ.
8Recall that the pfaffian pf(ψ) of a 2-form ψ is defined by pf(ψ) = 2 ⋆ (ψ ∧ ψ).

17



Proof. We only need to prove the “if” direction. As usual, write the twistor form as φtw = eµI
where I is a unit SD form and eµ its norm. Notice that from Corollary 1.1 for any orthonormal
basis (I1 = I, I2, I3) one deduces the connection on the bundle of SD forms

∇I2 = α⊗ I3 − I3dµ⊗ I1 , (96)

∇I3 = I2dµ⊗ I1 − α⊗ I2 (97)

for some 1-form α which depends on a Levi-Civita connection.
The closure condition for the Hamiltonian 2-form

d(φtw + σJ) = 0 (98)

can be always solved for σ
dσ = −3(IJ)deµ (99)

provided that the RHS is closed, which is the integrability condition

d (ιdeµIJ) = 0 (100)

To simplify it further we will assume the symplectic chart (xi, ϕ
i) where xi are moment maps

wrt mi = ∂ϕi Killing fields. By our assumption Lmi
φtw = 0.

Introduce an orthonormal basis on Λ2M as {J1 = J, J2, J3, I1 = I, I2, I3 = II2} where
the former are anti-self-dual and the latter are self-dual 2-forms, and the positive eigenspace
of iϕ is spanned by J2, I2.

From the toric invariance of a twistor form, the integrability constraint is then a 2-form
with a single component proportional to dx1 ∧ dx2 ∝ (I2 + J2), and, consequently, it is
sufficient to show that contraction of (100) on I2 vanishes. We find that

1

2
tr
(
I2 → d (ιdeµIJ)

)
= I2 mnJ p

m ∇n (Ipq∇qeµ) =
(
JI3
)mn ∇m∇ne

µ. (101)

Now consider the twistor form equation (16). Acting with a second covariant derivative
it follows that

2JmnI2 pq∇m∇nIpq = 4RpqI
3 pq = 0. (102)

where last equality follows from our assumption. On the other hand, using (16), (96) and (97)

2JmnI2 pq∇m∇nIpq = 8(JI3)mn (∇m∇nµ+∇mµ∇nµ) = 8e−µ(JI3)mn∇m∇ne
µ (103)

which is exactly (101).

This proposition can be also seen as a generalisation of [24, Lemma 4], which was proven
for weakly self-dual surfaces, a class of geometries whose Ricci form is the hamiltonian 2-form.
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A Ricci curvature for geometries with twistor 2-form

For toric geometries the Ricci curvature is most conveniently found from the determinant of
Gram matrix of Killing fields of toric symmetry.

Proposition 7. Let (M, g, J) be a toric Kähler geometry. Then the Ricci form and the
scalar curvature are expressed through the Gram determinant of the toric Killing vector fields
Ggram := det g(mi, mj) as

R = dP , P =
1

2
Jd(logGgr) , R = −∆(logGgr) . (104)

Proof. This is most clearly seen in the complex chart [36]:

g = Fijdu
iduj + Fijdϕ

i dϕj ,

Fij(u) =
∂

∂ui

∂

∂ui
f , (105)

J(dϕi,
∂

∂uj
) = −J(dui,

∂

∂ϕj
) = δij

where f is the Kähler potential and mi = ∂
∂ϕi are toric Killing fields. In this chart the

determinant of the metric is the square of the determinant of the Gram matrix

detg = (detFij)
2 ,

Using standard definitions R = −i∂∂̄log g and R = RmnJ
mn, we deduce the result.

We now provide the values of Gram determinant for all geometries

Family G
1/2
gr Family G

1/2
gr

Product-toric (FG)1/2 Elliptic 2
(FG)1/2

(η − ξ)2

Calabi-toric (FG)1/2 Parabolic
(FG)1/2

(η − ξ)2

Orthotoric (FG)1/2 Hyperbolic
(FG)1/2

(η − ξ)2

The scalar curvature can be found by taking the laplacian, and the determinant of the
metric in (28) chart can be found from the above table by

(det g)1/2 = eµ(FG)−1/2G1/2
gr . (106)

For three hamiltonian 2-form families (product-toric, Calabi-toric and orthotoric) the scalar
curvature can be collectively written as

R = −e−µ(F ′′ +G′′) , (107)

while for the elliptic, parabolic and hyperbolic geometries the collective formula stands as

R = −e−µ(F ′′ +G′′)− 6e−µ

η − ξ
(F ′ −G′)− 12e−µ

(η − ξ)2
(F +G) . (108)
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B Solutions of the ODEs

B.1 Solution of the ODE (72)

The equation f ′′f 3 + (f − ξf ′)3 = 0 is generalised homogeneous of degree 2, that is, it is
invariant under a symmetry

ξ → tξ , f → t2f , f (n) → t2−nf (n) . (109)

Such a symmetry allows the reduction of order by a following procedure. Introduce a substi-
tution

f = z(t)e2t where ξ = et (ξ > 0) or ξ = −et (ξ < 0) . (110)

The derivatives then transform as

f ′(ξ) = (z′ + 2z)et , f ′′(ξ) = (z′′ + 3z′ + 2z) . (111)

Under this substitution the ODE becomes autonomous

z3 (z′′ + 3z′ − 1)− z′3 − 3z′2z − 3z′z2 + 2z4 = 0 , (112)

and can be further reduced by the substitution p(z) := z′ to a first order ODE

(p′p+ 3p+ 2z) z3 − (p+ z)3 = 0 . (113)

This equation can be solved explicitly

p =
z(2z − 1)

1 + z

(
ǫ√

1 + (2z − 1)ĉ01
− 1

) (114)

where ĉ01 is an integration constant and ǫ = {0,±1} . The function z is then found from
solving p(z) = z′. We find that ǫ = ±1 branches merge, and

f = z e2t = ĉ02

(
ξ + ĉ01ĉ02 ±

√
(1− ĉ01)ξ2 + 2ĉ01ĉ02 ξ + ĉ201ĉ

2
02

)
. (115)

The case ĉ01 = 0 would correspond to f , hence, c2 being a linear function, which is the linear
solution of Section 3.2.4. We therefore assume otherwise, and introduce

c01 = 1− ĉ01 , c02 = ĉ01ĉ02 , ĉ04 = c04 ĉ02 (116)

to match the notation of (74). Finally, for the branch ǫ = 0 we find

f = z e2t = −α2
(
1±

√
ξ2 + α2

)
(117)

where α := eĉ01 . To match the notation of (73), define ĉ04 = −c04α
2 .
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B.2 Solution of the ODE (87)

For brevity denote f := c2. The ODE is then recast as

f ′′ξ3 − 2c201(ξf
′ − f)3 = 0 . (118)

It is invariant under a generalised homogeneous symmetry of degree 1/2

ξ → tξ , f → t1/2f , f (n) → t1/2−nf (n) . (119)

Introduce a substitution

f = z(t)et/2 where ξ = et (ξ > 0) or ξ = −et (ξ < 0) . (120)

The derivatives then transform as

f ′(ξ) =
1

2
(z + 2z′)e−t/2 , f ′′(ξ) = −1

4
(z − 4z′′)e−3t/2 . (121)

Under this substitution the ODE becomes autonomous

4z′′ − z + c201 (z − 2z′)
3
= 0 , (122)

and its order can be reduced via a substitution p(z) := z′

4pp′ − z + c201(z − 2p)3 = 0 . (123)

The solutions to this ODE are

p =
z

2
+

1

2c01

−ĉ02 c01z ±
√

ĉ02(c
2
01z

2 − 1) + 1

1 + ĉ02 c201z
2

(124)

for some constant ĉ01. The special cases that correspond to ĉ02 = 1 are

p =
z

2
, p =

z

2

c201z
2 − 1

c201z
2 + 1

. (125)

The function z is found from solving the ODE p(z) := z′. Assuming ĉ02 6= 1, one has two
branches

f = zet/2 = ±
√
ξ

c01

[
1 +

(
c−1
03 +

1

4
c202c03

)
ξ + c02

√
ξ(ξ + c03)

]1/2
, c03 6= 0 (126)

f = zet/2 = ±
√
ξ

c01

[
1−

(
c−1
03 − 1

4
c202c03

)
ξ + c02

√
ξ(c03 − ξ)

]1/2
, c03 > 0 (127)

where we introduce new parameters c02, c03 which satisfy

c02 c03 = −2|ĉ02|−1/2 , (128)

to match the notation of (88) and (89). For ĉ02 = 1, the first solution gives f a linear function
of ξ, i.e. the case of Section 3.2.4. The second solution gives

f = ± 1

c01

√
ξ(1 + c02ξ) (129)

where c02 is a constant of integration.
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