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HYPERSYMPLECTIC STRUCTURES INVARIANT UNDER AN

EFFECTIVE CIRCLE ACTION

JOEL FINE, WEIYONG HE, AND CHENGJIAN YAO

Abstract. A hypersymplectic structure on a 4-manifold is a triple of symplectic forms for
which any non-zero linear combination is again symplectic. In 2006 Donaldson conjectured
that on a compact 4-manifold any hypersymplectic structure can be deformed through co-
homologous hypersymplectic structures to a hyperkähler triple. We prove this under the
assumption that the initial structure is invariant under an effective S

1-action. In particular
we show that the underlying 4-manifold is diffeomorphic to T

4.

1. Introduction

Let X be a 4-manifold. A hypersymplectic structure on X is a triple ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3)
of symplectic forms with the property that every non-zero linear combination aiωi is again
symplectic. (We use the summation convention throughout this article, summing repeated
indices over 1,2,3.) In [3], Donaldson made the following conjecture (cf. [6, Conjecture 1.1]).

Conjecture 1.1. Let ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3) be a hypersymplectic structure on a compact 4-manifold

X with
´

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

structures to the triple of Kähler forms coming from a hyperkähler metric on X. In particular,

X is diffeomorphic to T
4 or a K3 surface.

This conjecture remains largely open. To place this conjecture in a broader context, note
that a hypersymplectic manifold automatically has zero first Chern class (see, for example, the
second page of [6]). The classification of symplectic 4-manifolds with c1 = 0 is an important
problem which, despite much progress, appears to be currently out of reach. Donaldson’s con-
jecture can be seen as a special and hopefully more tractable case of this much more difficult
problem. In [6], the first and the third authors introduced a geometric flow, called the hyper-

symplectic flow, to attack Conjecture 1.1. The strategy is to evolve the given hypersymplectic
structure in a canonical way towards a hyperkähler structure. The main problem is then to
show that the flow exists for all time and converges to a hyperkähler structure. However, it
is challenging to understand the long time existence and convergence of the flow in general,
see [7]. To date, the flow has only been used to confirm the conjecture in very restricted and
symmetric cases, with the main feature of either assuming an explicit T3-symmetry on T

4 [9, 5],
or assuming the hypersymplectic structure is of “Kähler type” [11], as explained in [5, Section
1.3].

The main result of this paper is to prove Conjecture 1.1 in the special case when the hyper-
symplectic structure is invariant under an effective S1-action.

Theorem 1.2. Let X be a compact smooth 4-manifold admitting a smooth hypersymplectic

structure with
´

ωi∧ωj = 2δij . Suppose moreover that ω is invariant under an effective smooth
1
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S1-action. Then X is diffeomorphic to T
4. Moreover, there is a linear isotopy from ω to a

hyperkähler triple through a family of hypersymplectic structures in the same cohomology class.

Our proof does not rely on the sophisticated machinery of the hypersymplectic flow. One
difficult point in the proof of Donaldson’s conjecture is that X must be shown to be diffeo-
morphic to either T

4 or a K3 surface. Assume for the moment that the S1-action preserving
ω is free. Our first observation is the invariant hypersymplectic structure on X induces a flat
Riemannian metric on X/S1, which is subsequently identified as a flat torus T

3. A topological
argument then implies that X → T

3 is a trivial S1-bundle and so X is diffeomorphic to T
4.

Next, by exploiting the S1-symmetry and using the idea of a multi-moment map and the
generalized Gibbons-Hawking construction for hypersymplectic structure introduced by Don-
aldson in [4], we deform the hypersymplectic structure on T

4 to a hyperkähler structure via
linear interpolation. Finally, the assumption of freeness of the action is weakened to effective-

ness by combining the known homological information for symplectic Calabi-Yau surfaces [10]
and the observation that any possible zero of the generating vector field must be isolated.

Despite the fact we have confirmed Conjecture 1.1 in this symmetric case via a direct ap-
proach, we still believe the hypersymplectic flow is the most suitable method to attack the
conjecture in general.

Funding. This work was supported by the “Excellence of Science” [40007524 to J.F.]; the Fund
for Scientific Research [PDR T.0082.21 to J.F.]; and the National Natural Science Foundation
of China [12401071 to C.Y.].
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2. Hypersymplectic structure invariant under a free S1
-action

Lert X be a compact smooth 4-manifold with a hypersymplectic structure ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3).
In this section we assume that ω is invariant under a free S1-action, generated by the nowhere-
vanishing vector field v on X.

For any
(
a1, a2, a3

)
∈ R

3\{0}, the 2-form aiωi is non-degenerate at any point of X (by the

definition of hypersymplectic structure). This implies that the 1-form aiιvωi is nonzero at any
point of X. The condition Lvωi = dιvωi = 0 now implies that the three 1-forms αi := ιvωi

(with i = 1, 2, 3) are closed on X. Following Donaldson [4], we use this triple of closed 1-forms
to describe the triple ω in a canonical way.

Lemma 2.1. There exists a unique tuple (α, σ) =
(
α, (σij)3×3

)
∈ Γ (T ∗X) × Γ

(
Sym2

R
3
)

satisfying α (v) ≡ 1 on X such that

ωi = α ∧ αi +
∑

(pqr)=(123)

σipα
q ∧ αr, i = 1, 2, 3,(2.1)

where Sym2
R

3 denotes the trivial bundle of symmetric 3× 3 matrices on X.

Proof. Firstly, notice that αi(v) = ωi(v,v) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3. Fix any x ∈ X, take any
αx ∈ T ∗

xX such that
{
αx, α

1
x, α

2
x, α

3
x

}
is a basis of T ∗

xX and αx(vx) = 1. The set
{
αx ∧ α1

x, αx ∧ α2
x, αx ∧ α3

x, α
2
x ∧ α3

x, α
3
x ∧ α1

x, α
1
x ∧ α2

x

}
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is then a basis of Λ2T ∗
xX. There exists a 3× 3 matrix A = (Aij) such that

ωi|x = αx ∧ αi
x +

∑

(pqr)=(123)

Aipα
q
x ∧ αr

x.

Let σip =
1
2 (Aip +Api) and Ck = 1

2ǫijkAij, then Aip = σip + ǫipqCq and as a consequence,

ωi|x =
(
αx +Ckα

k
x

)
∧ αi

x +
∑

(pqr)=(123)

σipα
q
x ∧ αr

x

with σij = σji and
(
αx + Ckα

k
x

)
(vx) = 1. This means we can write ωi’s in the form claimed in

the lemma.
Next, we show such decomposition is unique. Suppose α̃x ∈ T ∗

xX and σ̃ = (σ̃ij) satisfying
σ̃ij = σ̃ji and α̃x (vx) = 1 are another choice of data for which

ωi|x = α̃x ∧ αi
x +

∑

(pqr)=(123)

σ̃ipα
q
x ∧ αr

x, i = 1, 2, 3.

Let α̃x = αx + C̃qα
q
x. Since

{
αx ∧ α1

x, αx ∧ α2
x, αx ∧ α3

x, α
2
x ∧ α3

x, α
3
x ∧ α1

x, α
1
x ∧ α2

x

}
is a basis of

Λ2T ∗

xX, we have σ̃ij + ǫijkC̃k = σij which implies C̃k = 0 and consequently α̃ = α, σ̃ = σ. �

We will use the notation αij = αi ∧ αj and α123 = α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3. We recall from [6] that a
hypersymplectic structure ω determines a Riemannian metric gω on X, via the formula

(2.2) gω(u,w)µω =
1

6
ǫijkιuωi ∧ ιwωj ∧ ωk.

We write µω for the volume form of this metric. We also use the notation from [6] that

Qij = 1
2gω(ωi, ωj). The metric is chosen so that the ωi’s are all self-dual, which fixes the

conformal structure. The fact that ω is hypersymplectic implies that Q is positive-definite, and
the volume form is chosen so that detQ = 1.

Remark 2.2. Even though the hypersymplectic structure ω naturally orients X4 and the S1-
action preserves this orientation, it is still possible that α,α1, α2, α3 is a negatively oriented
coframe. In this case, the hypersymplectic structure ω2, ω1, ω3, formed by swapping the first
two symplectic forms, will be a new hypersymplectic structure (defining the same orientation
on X4 as the original one) that is invariant under the given S1-action, for which α,α1, α2, α3

is positively oriented. We assume from now on that ω has the property that α,α1, α2, α3 is
positively oriented.

With this in hand, we now relate gω, µω and Q to the data (α, σ) from Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 2.3. Write V = (detσ)
1

3 . Then

µω = V α ∧ α123, Qij = V −1σij,

gω = V −1α2 + V Q−1
ij αi ⊗ αj ,

(2.3)

where Q−1
ij is the (ij)-th entry of the matrix Q−1. In particular, V > 0 and (σij) > 0 on X.
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Proof. These are direct computations. By Lemma 2.1,

ωi ∧ ωj = 2σijα ∧ α123,(2.4)

which, since ω is hypersymplectic and α,α1, α2, α3 is positively oriented, shows that (σij) > 0.

We now have that Qij = V −1σij with V = (detσ)
1

3 (so that detQ = 1). It also follows that
µω = V α ∧ α123.

The 1-forms α,α1, α2, α3 give a basis of the cotangent space of X at any point. We let
v,v1,v2,v3 be its dual basis on the tangent space. We can directly compute the inner products
between these vectors by the formula (2.2) for gω. This gives the claimed expression for gω. �

At this stage we haven’t checked that the data α, σ is actually smooth. We will do this in
the next Lemma. First, we introduce some notation. Write Y = X/S1. Since the S1-action is
free, Y is a compact 3-manifold and the quotient map X → Y is a principal S1-bundle. We
write V ≤ TX for the vertical tangent bundle. We use the metric gω to take the horizontal
complement H of V. Since H is S1-invariant (because the metric itself is) it defines an S1-
connection in X → Y .

Lemma 2.4. The 1-forms α,α1, α2, α3 and the 3 × 3 matrix-valued function (σij) uniquely

determined by ω and v are smooth.

Proof. Since v is smooth, the 1-forms αi = ιvωi are also smooth for i = 1, 2, 3. Write Aω : TX →
V for the vertical projection map of the connection in X → Y . Then, for w ∈ TX,

Aω (w) = α (w)v.(2.5)

This can be seen as follows: for w ∈ Hω, gω (w,v) = V −1α (w) = 0 by Lemma 2.3 and the

fact that αi (v) = 0; for w = v, Aω (v) = v = α (v)v. Now since v is smooth and nowhere
vanishing, and A is smooth, it follows that α is smooth as well.

The formula µω = V α ∧ α123 shows that V is smooth and now the formula for Q implies
that σ = V Q is also smooth. �

Definition 2.5 (The structural data). The tuple
{
α,αi, (σij)

}
, uniquely associated to ω in

Lemma 2.1, is called the structural data of ω.

Lemma 2.6. We have Lvα = 0 = Lvαi.

Proof. Recall that αi = ιvωi. So ιvα
i = 0. Since Lvωi = 0 we see that dαi = 0 and hence

Lvα
i = 0. Next note that, since α is a connection 1-form in X → Y , dα is pulled back from

Y . It follows that ιvdα = 0. At the same time, ιvα = 1 so d(ιvα) = 0 and hence Lvα = 0. �

Remark 2.7. If P ∈ SL(3,R) is a constant matrix, then ω̃i = Pijωj is a new hypersymplectic
structure on X whose structural data is related to that of ω by

ω̃i = α ∧ α̃i +
∑

(pqr)=(123)

σ̃ipα̃
q ∧ α̃r

with

α̃i = Pijα
j , σ̃ip =

(
PσP T

)
ip
.
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Example 2.8. In [5], a special type of hypersymplectic structure was introduced on T
4, which

is invariant under a T
3-action. Using affine coordinates (x0, x1, x2, x3) 7→ (eix0 , eix1 , eix2 , eix3)

on T
4, such structures have the shape

ωi = dx0 ∧ αipdx
p +

1

2
ǫijkdx

j ∧ dxk,

where (αij) is a symmetric 3× 3 positive definite matrix-valued function of x0. This structure
is T

3-invariant where T
3 acts as

(
eit1 , eit2 , eit3

)
·
(
eix0 , eix1 , eix2 , eix3

)
=

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

)
.

The structure ω is S1-invariant, for three different S1-actions, acting in the obvious way on the
three S1 factors of T4. It fits into the current framework. For instance, if we take the action
generated by v = ∂

∂x3 , then the structural data of ω is

α = dx3 +
α13

α33
dx1 +

α23

α33
dx2,

α1 = −dx2 − α13dx
0,

α2 = dx1 − α23dx
0,

α3 = −α33dx
0,

σij =
αij

α33
.

3. Linear interpolation of hypersymplectic structures

3.1. Uniformizing hypersymplectic structures invariant under a free S1-action. We
begin by showing that, when the circle action is free, the 4-manifold X is diffeomorphic to T

4.

Theorem 3.1. Let X4 be a compact smooth 4-manifold admitting a smooth hypersymplectic

structure which is invariant under a free smooth S1-action, then Y 3 := X4/S1 is diffeomorphic

to T
3 and X4 is S1-equivariantly diffeomorphic to T

4, where S1 acts on T
4 by rotation on the

first circle factor.

Proof. By Lemma 2.6, the forms αi are S1-invariant and so are pulled back to X from Y . This
means that the symmetric (0, 2) tensor

g := α1 ⊗ α1 + α2 ⊗ α2 + α3 ⊗ α3

defines a Riemannian metric on the compact manifold Y . The fact dαi = 0 implies g is a
flat Riemannian metric and {α1, α2, α3} is a global parallel coframe. This means

(
Y 3, g

)
has

trivial holonomy group. By the classical theorems of Bieberbach and Auslander-Kuranish [2]
(which imply π1(Y ) is generated by three linearly independent pure translations of R3), or the
classification of compact flat Riemannian 3-manifolds [12], we conclude that Y is diffeomorphic
to T

3.
We now rule out the possiblity that X → T

3 is a non-trivial S1-bundle. We first show that
b1(X) = 4. For this we use a deep result from 4-dimensional symplectic topology, proved in
[10] which states that for a compact symplectic 4-manifold with c1 = 0,

• b+ ≤ 3
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• b1 ≤ 4
• The signature τ is −16, −8 or 0.

The ωi’s are 3 linearly independent closed self-dual 2-forms and so we see that b+ = 3. Since v

is nowhere vanishing, 0 = χ = 2− 2b1 + b2 and so from b1 ≤ 4 we conclude b2 ≤ 6. This means
that τ = 0 and so b− = 3, hence b2 = 6 and so b1 = 4.

We now complete the proof by showing that the first Chern class of the principal S1-bundle
X → Y vanishes. Applying the Gysin sequence of cohomology groups (with integral coefficients)
to the principal bundle π : X → Y we obtain the following long exact sequence

H1(Y )
π∗

−→ H1(X)
π∗−→ H0(T3)

c1∪ ·
−−−→ H2(T3)

π∗

−→ H2(X) → · · ·(3.1)

where c1 = c1(X → Y ) ∈ H2(Y ). If c1 6= 0, then the map c1∪ · : H0(T3) −→ H2(T3) is injective
which implies the previous map π∗ : H1(X) −→ H0(T3) is zero. This leads to a contradiction
since π∗ : H1(T3) → H1 (X) is surjective and b1(T

3) = 3 but b1(X) = 4. �

Remark 3.2. It is shown by Friedl and Vidussi [8, Theorem 3] that a compact 4-manifold
admitting a free S1-action supports a symplectic structure with trivial canonical class if and
only if it a T

2-bundle over T
2. The above theorem can be seen as a refinement of this in the

special case of an invariant hypersymplectic structure.

3.2. Linear interpolation to a hyperkähler structure. We now explain how to interpolate
between an S1-invariant hypersymplectic structure on T

4 to a hyperkähler structure. We will
show later how to ensure this can be done without changing the cohomology classes of the ωi’s.

Let S1 act on T
4 in the standard way that rotates the first factor, giving a trivial princi-

pal S1-bundle π : T4 → T
3. We use the coordinate θ on the first factor of T

4. Let ω be a
hypersymplectic structure invariant under this S1-action, with canonical decomposition

ωi = α ∧ αi +
∑

(pqr)=(123)

σipα
q ∧ αr, i = 1, 2, 3,(3.2)

and α,α1, α2, α3 being positively oriented. We have α = dθ+ β for some 1-form β pulled back
from T

3.
Consider any constant (3 × 3)-matrix B with positive-definite symmetric part B̂, and with

its skew-symmetric part denoted by B̌. The S1-invariant triple ωB =
(
ωB

1 , ω
B

2 , ω
B

3

)
with

ωB

i := dθ ∧ αi +
∑

(pqr)=(123)

Bipα
q ∧ αr

=
(
dθ + B̌23α

1 + B̌31α
2 + B̌12α

3
)
∧ αi +

∑

(pqr)=(123)

B̂ipα
q ∧ αr,(3.3)

satisfies

ωB

i ∧ ωB

j = 2B̂ijα
B ∧ α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3

where αB = dθ + B̌23α
1 + B̌31α

2 + B̌12α
3, and therefore ωB is a hyperkähler structure on

T
4. This is because the Q-matrix for ωB is B̂/ (detB)

1

3 is a constant matrix on T
4. So after

acting on the ωB

i by a constant matrix P ∈ SL(3,R) we obtain a triple ω̃B

i = Pijω
B

j for

which ω̃B

i ∧ ω̃B

j = 2δijµ for some volume form µ. It is a standard fact that this implies that(
ω̃B

1 , ω̃
B

2 , ω̃B

3

)
is a hyperkähler triple. (See, for example, [6, Propositions 3.7 and 3.9].)
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Proposition 3.3. The linear interpolation

(3.4) ωB(s) := (1− s)ω + sωB, s ∈ [0, 1],

is a path of hypersymplectic structures joining ω to the hyperkähler structure ωB.

Proof. The path ωB(s) is explicitly given by

ωB

i (s) =
(
(1− s)α+ s

(
dθ + B̌23α

1 + B̌31α
2 + B̌12α

3
))

∧ αi

+
∑

(pqr)=(123)

(
(1− s)σip + sB̂ip

)
αq ∧ αr,(3.5)

which is a path of triples of S1-invariant closed 2-forms on T
4. Notice that

ωB

i (s) ∧ ωB

j (s) = 2σB

ij (s)α
B(s) ∧ α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3,

where σB(s) := (1− s)σ + sB̂ > 0 as σ and B̂ are both symmetric and positive-definite
everywhere and αB(s) := (1− s)α+ s

(
dθ + B̌23α

1 + B̌31α
2 + B̌12α

3
)

satisfy

αB(s) ∧ α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3 = dθ ∧ α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3 > 0

with respect to the orientation determined by ω. �

3.3. Prevsering the cohomology classes. In order for ωB(s) to stay inside the cohomology
class of ω, we need to choose B suitably.

Definition 3.4 (Period of hypersymplectic structure). The period of a hypersymplectic struc-
ture ω = (ω1, ω2, ω3) on X4 is defined to be ([ω1], [ω2], [ω3]) ∈ H2

(
X4;R

)
⊗R

3.

In the particular case X4 = T
4, let

g0 = dθ ⊗ dθ + α1 ⊗ α1 + α2 ⊗ α2 + α3 ⊗ α3

be a flat Riemannian metric on X, then

dθ ∧ α1, dθ ∧ α2, dθ ∧ α3, α2 ∧ α3, α3 ∧ α1, α1 ∧ α2

forms a basis for the space of real harmonic 2-forms which can be seen by considering the
matrix of their cup-products. We now compute:

(
[ωi] ∪

[
dθ ∧ αj

]
,
[
T
4
])

=

ˆ

T4

σijdθ ∧ α123 +

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α ∧ αi ∧ αj , i, j = 1, 2, 3,

([
ωB

i

]
∪
[
dθ ∧ αj

]
,
[
T
4
])

= Bij

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α123, i, j = 1, 2, 3,

(
[ωi] ∪ [αq ∧ αr] ,

[
T
4
])

= δip

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α123, i = 1, 2, 3, (pqr) = (123),

([
ωB

i

]
∪ [αq ∧ αr] ,

[
T
4
])

= δip

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α123, i = 1, 2, 3, (pqr) = (123).

These computations (together with the non-degeneracy of the cup product on H2) show that
we can ensure that

([ω1] , [ω2] , [ω3]) =
([
ωB

1

]
,
[
ωB

2

]
,
[
ωB

3

])
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if we simply set

(3.6) Bij =

(
ˆ

T4

σijdθ ∧ α123 +

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α ∧ αi ∧ αj

)
/

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α123.

Moreover, the matrix B̂ is positive definite since

2B̂ij = Bij +Bji = 2

ˆ

T4

σijdθ ∧ α123/

ˆ

T4

dθ ∧ α123

and (σij) > 0 on T
4.

At this point, we have proved Theorem 1.2 in the case when the S1-action is free.

Remark 3.5. One hypersymplectic structure may be invariant under more than one free S1-
actions (as shown in the Example 2.8 of hypersymplectic structures in symmetric normal form).
The construction above will lead to isotopies to possibly different hyperkähler structures (in
the fixed cohomology class) if we are using different actions.

3.4. An effective action must be free. Let X be a smooth compact 4-manifold with an
effective circle action {Φt}t∈T1 , i.e., there exists an injective homomorphism Φ : T1 → Diff (X)
sending t to Φt, and ω is a smooth hypersymplectic structure invariant under this circle action.
Let v be the vector field generating such action.

Lemma 3.6. The zeros of v are isolated, and the index of each zero is 1.

Proof. Let p be a zero of v, then dΦt|p : TpX → TpX is isometry for any t ∈ T
1 when TpX

is equipped with the metric gω|p. Moreover, TpX is naturally oriented by ω and dΦt|p must
preserve the orientation. Since dΦt|p preserves ω|p, it must also preserve the triple

θi|p = Q
−

1

2

ij ωj|p

which is hyperkähler at p. This further implies that {dΦt|p}t∈T1 is a subgroup of SU(2). It

follows that there is an integer n ∈ N and an isomorphism TpX ∼= C
2 of SU(2)-representations,

in which

dΦt|p =

(
tn 0
0 t−n

)
.

To prove the Lemma we must show that n = 1. If n 6= 1 then there is some t 6= id with
dΦt|p = id. So Φt fixes both p and the tangent space at p and so it it fixes all geodesics emanating
from p. This forces Φt = id (by a continuity argument) contradicting the effectiveness of the
action. �

Proposition 3.7. Let X be a smooth compact 4-manifold, with a hypersymplectic structure ω
which is invariant under an effective S1-action. Then in fact the action is free.

Proof. Theorem 7.7 of [10] shows that the compact symplectic 4-manifold with c1 = 0 has the
same rational homology as one of: a T

2-bundle over T
2; an Enriques surfaces or a K3 surface.

The existence of a hypersymplectic structure implies b+ = 3 and thus the Enriques surfaces is
ruled out. Meanwhile, a theorem of Atiyah–Hirzebruch [1] asserts that a spin 4-manifold with
an effective S1-action has vanishing signature. This rules out the case of a K3 surface. So X
must have the same rational homology as a T

2-bundle over T
2 and in particular it must have
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zero Euler characteristic. In view of Lemma 3.6, the Poincaré-Hopf Index Theorem implies
that v has no zeros and so the action is free as claimed. �

This Proposition completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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