arXiv:math/0401125v2 [math.DG] 25 Sep 2006
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1 Introduction

In this paper we study certain calibrated 4-folds in R7 and R®, which are known
as coassociative in R, and are called special Lagrangian (SL) and Cayley in
R& We introduce the notion of 2-ruled 4-folds in R™; that is, submanifolds
M of R™ admitting a fibration 7 : M — ¥ over some 2-fold ¥ such that each
fibre, 7=1(0) for o € ¥, is an affine 2-plane in R™. We say that M is r-framed
if we are given an oriented basis for each fibre in a smooth manner. In such
circumstances there exist orthogonal smooth maps ¢1,¢2 : ¥ — S* ! and a
smooth map ¥ : ¥ — R™ such that

M ={ri¢1(o) + r2¢2(0) +¢(0) 10 €X, r1,72 € R}
Then the asymptotic cone My of M is given by:
Mo ={r1¢1(0) +r2¢2(0) : 0 € X, 11,73 € R}

The motivation for this paper comes from the study of ruled SL 3-folds in
C? in [5] and ruled associative 3-folds in R” in [6]: these are calibrated 3-folds
that are fibred over a 2-fold by (real) affine straight lines.

We begin in § by discussing calibrated geometry in R” and R®. In par-
ticular, we show that coassociative and SL 4-folds can be considered as special
cases of Cayley 4-folds. In §8 we give the definitions required to study 2-ruled
submanifolds.

In @@lwe give our main result, Theorem EEG, which is on non-planar, r-framed,
2-ruled Cayley 4-folds. This result characterizes the Cayley condition in terms
of a coupled system of nonlinear first-order partial differential equations that ¢,
and ¢ satisfy, and another such equation on ¢ which is linear in 1. Therefore,
for a fixed non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled Cayley cone My, the space of r-framed
2-ruled Cayley 4-folds M which have asymptotic cone My has the structure of

a finite-dimensional vector space.
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Theorem EET0 gives a means of constructing 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds M from a
2-ruled Cayley cone My, satisfying a certain condition, involving holomorphic
vector fields. Using Theorem and Theorem EEI0 we deduce corresponding
results for SL and coassociative 4-folds.

Finally, in §8 we give explicit examples of 2-ruled 4-folds. We use Theorem
ECI0 to construct U(1)-invariant 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds from a U(1)3-invariant
2-ruled Cayley cone. Our other examples are based on ruled 3-folds and complex
cones.
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2 Calibrated 4-folds in R” and R8

We begin by defining the basic concepts of calibrated geometry following the ap-
proach in [3]. Manifolds are assumed to be smooth and nonsingular everywhere

unless stated otherwise and submanifolds are considered to be immersed.

Definition 2.1 Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold. An oriented tangent
k-plane V on M is an oriented k-dimensional vector subspace V of T, M, for
some z in M. Given an oriented tangent k-plane V on M, g|y is a Euclidean
metric on V' and hence, using g|y and the given orientation on V', we have a
natural volume form voly on V which is a k-form on V.

Let 1 be a closed k-form on M. Then 7 is a calibration on M if nly < voly
for all oriented tangent k-planes V' on M, where 7|y = a - voly for some a € R,
and so n]y < voly if & < 1. Let N be an oriented k-dimensional submanifold
of M. Then T, N is an oriented tangent k-plane for all x € N. We say that N

is a calibrated submanifold or n-submanifold if n|r, n = voly, y for all z € N.

Calibrated submanifolds are minimal submanifolds [3, Theorem 11.4.2]. We
define calibrations on R” and R® as in [A, Chapter X].

Definition 2.2 Let (1,...,27) be coordinates on R” and write dx;j..1 for the

form dx; Adx; A ... A dxy. Define a 3-form ¢ by:
¢ = dxi123 + dX145 + dX167 + dX246 — dX257 — dX347 — dX356. (1)
The 4-form *xp, where ¢ and *¢ are related by the Hodge star, is given by:

xp = dXy567 + dXa2367 + dXo345 + dX1357 — dX1346 — dX1256 — dX1247- (2)



By [3, Theorem IV.1.16], x¢ is a calibration on R” and submanifolds cali-

brated with respect to x¢ are called coassociative 4-folds.

The subgroup of GL(7,R) preserving ¢ is Go. It is a compact, connected,
simply connected, simple, 14-dimensional Lie group, which also preserves the
Euclidean metric on R”, the orientation on R” and *¢. We note that, by [3, The-
orem IV.1.4], ¢ is a calibration on R” and (p-submanifolds are called associative
3-folds.

Definition 2.3 Let (x1,...,xs) be coordinates on R8. Define a 4-form ® by:

® = dxy234 + dX1256 + dX1278 + dX1357 — dX1368 — dX1458 — dX1467

+ dXs678 + dX3478 + dX3456 + dX2468 — dX2457 — dX2367 — dX2358.  (3)

By [, Theorem 1V.1.24], ® is a calibration on R® and submanifolds cali-
brated with respect to @ are called Cayley 4-folds.

The subgroup of GL(8,R) preserving ® is Spin(7). It is a compact, con-
nected, simply connected, simple, 21-dimensional Lie group, which preserves
the Euclidean metric and the orientation on R8. It is isomorphic to the double
cover of SO(7).

It is worth noting that our formulae ([{)-(Bl) are in agreement with [I] and
H] but differ from those given in [B]. However, they are equivalent up to a
coordinate transformation and a possible change of sign, relating to a reversal
of orientation of the calibrated submanifold, so the results from [B] may be
applied. Certain formulae used later from [3] then need slight modification in
order to be consistent with this choice of representation. These changes shall

be pointed out to the reader.

We may consider R® as C* with complex coordinates z; = 1 + iza, 22 =
X3 + 924, 23 = Ty + ixg, 24 = T7 + ixg, so we define a calibration on C* which

can easily be generalised to C™.

Definition 2.4 Let C* have complex coordinates (21, 22,23, 24) and metric
g = |dz1)? + ...+ |dz4|?. Define a real 2-form w and a complex 4-form 2 on C*
by:

w= %(dzl ANdZ+ ...+ dzg AdZ), Q=dey Adzo Adzs Adzg. (4)

Let L be a real oriented 4-fold in C*. Then L is a special Lagrangian (SL) 4-fold
in C* with phase €' if L is calibrated with respect to cos @ Re 2 4 sin 6 Im Q. If
the phase of L is unspecified it is taken to be one.



Alternative characterizations of these calibrated 4-folds in R” and R® are
given in [3]. The first follows from [3, Proposition IV.4.5 & Theorem IV .4.6].

Proposition 2.5 Let M be a 4-fold in R7. Then M, with an appropriate ori-
entation, is coassociative if and only if p|pr = 0.

The second, for SL 4-folds, is taken from [8, Corollary ITI.1.11].

Proposition 2.6 Let L be a real 4-fold in C*. Then L, with the correct ori-
entation, is an SL 4-fold in C* with phase € if and only if w|p = 0 and
(sinfReQ — cos#Im Q)| = 0.

The final result is taken from [3, Corollary IV.1.29]. It requires the definition
of the fourfold cross product of four vectors in R, for which we identify R® with

the octonions, or Cayley numbers, Q.

Definition 2.7 Let z,y,z,w € O = R8. We define the triple cross product of

I’ y? z by:
1

@ xyxz=—g(2(g2) - 2(y2)). (5)

The fourfold cross product of x,y, z,w is given by:
1,_ _ _ _
xxyxzxw:Z(z(yxzxw)%—y(zxx><w)+z(:1:><y><w)+w(y><a:><z)).

Note that © x y x z X w is an alternating multi-linear form and that these

definitions differ in sign from those given in [3] because of the choice of ® in (B]).

Proposition 2.8 Let V be a 4-plane in R® with basis (z,y, z,w). Then V, with
an appropriate orientation, is Cayley if and only if Im(x X y X 2z x w) = 0.

In § we shall need the following properties of Cayley 4-folds that relate to
real analyticity. The first is a consequence of the minimality of Cayley 4-folds, as
discussed in [3], and the second is taken from [3} Theorem IV.4.3].

Theorem 2.9 Suppose that M is a Cayley 4-fold in R®. Then M is real ana-
lytic.

Theorem 2.10 Let N be a real analytic 3-fold in RS. Then there exists a
unique real analytic Cayley 4-fold in R® containing N.

We end the section by giving the following result, which shows that coas-
sociative and SL 4-folds are special cases of Cayley 4-folds in R®, the proof of
which is immediate from equations (I)- @l).



Proposition 2.11 If we consider R® = R @ R, with x, as the coordinate on
R and coordinates on R labelled as (z2,...,1s), then

O =dzy A+ *p. (6)

Hence, if M C R” C R® is a Cayley 4-fold, then M is a coassociative 4-fold.
Conversely, let N be a coassociative 4-fold and M = {0} x N C R @ R"” = RS.
Then M is a Cayley 4-fold.

Consider R® = C* with (21, 22, 23, 24) = (11 +1i%9, T3 +1ix4, T5 +iT6, T7 +iT3)
as complex coordinates. Then

1

Hence, if M C C* = R® is a Cayley 4-fold such that w|p = 0, then M is an SL
4-fold in C*. Conwersely, if L is an SL 4-fold in C* = R8, then L is a Cayley
4-fold.

3 2-Ruled 4-folds in R” and R®

We begin by defining 2-ruled 4-folds in R™. We take a cone to be a submanifold

of R™ which is invariant under dilations and nonsingular except possibly at 0.

Definition 3.1 Let M be a 4-fold in R™. A 2-ruling of M is a pair (X, 7),
where ¥ is a 2-dimensional manifold and 7 : M — X is a smooth map, such
that m=!(o) is an affine 2-plane in R™ for all ¢ € . The triple (M, 3, 7) is a
2-ruled 4-fold in R™.

An r-framing for a 2-ruling (3, 7) of M is a choice of oriented orthonormal
basis, or frame, for the affine 2-plane 7~!(o) given by the 2-ruling, for each
o € 3, which varies smoothly with o. Then (M,X, r) with an r-framing is
called r-framed.

Let (M,X, ) be an r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold in R™. For each o € X, define
(¢1(0), p2(0)) to be the oriented orthonormal basis for 7=!(o) given by the
r-framing. Then ¢1, ¢2 : & — S~ are smooth maps. Define ¥ : ¥ — R” such
that, for all ¢ € X, 1(o) is the unique vector in 7=1(0) orthogonal to ¢; (o) and
¢2(0). Then 1 is a smooth map and

M = {r1¢1(c) + r2¢2(0) +¢(0) : 0 € 8, 11,72 € R}. (8)

We define the asymptotic cone My of a 2-ruled 4-fold M as the set of points
in planes IT including the origin such that I is parallel to 7 ~!(o) for some o € .
If M is r-framed, then

Mo = {r1¢1(0) +12¢2(0) : 0 € X, 1,72 € R} 9)



and is usually a 4-dimensional cone; that is, whenever the map ¢ : xS — S*~!

given by (o, e?) = cos0¢; () + sin f¢o (o) is an immersion.

Let (M, X, ) be a 2-ruled 4-fold in R™. Let
P={(v,0) €S" ! x X : vis a unit vector parallel to 7 (), 0 € £}

and let 7p : P — X be given by np(v,0) = 0. Clearly, 7p : P — ¥ is an
S! bundle over . Note that (M,Y, ) admits an r-framing if and only if this
bundle is trivializable. Therefore, if M is orientable and ¥ is non-orientable,
e.g. ¥ = K where K is the Klein bottle, then a 2-ruling (X, 7) cannot be 1-
framed. Moreover, if M is r-framed then Mj is not necessarily 4-dimensional.
For example, if we take ¥ = R? and define ¢, ¢2,% by é1(x,y) = (1,0,0,0),
¢2(x,y) = (0,1,0,0) and ¥(x,y) = (0,0,z,y) for z,y € R, then M, as defined
by @), is an r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold since M = R%, but My = R2. We also
note that any r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold is defined by three maps ¢1, ¢2,% as in
@®). We may thus construct 2-ruled calibrated 4-folds by formulating evolution
equations for ¢1, ¢o, 1.

We justify the terminology of asymptotic cone as given in Definition Bl To
do this we define the term asymptotically conical with order O(r®), where r is
the radius function on R™, as in [3, Definition 3.5].

Definition 3.2 Let M be a closed submanifold of R™ and let My be a closed
cone in R™. Then M is asymptotically conical to My with order O(r®), for some
a < 1, if there exist R > 0, a compact subset K of M and a diffeomorphism
U : Mo\ Br — M \ K such that

|VE(U(x) - I(x))| = O@*"%) fork=0,1,2,... asr — oo, (10)

where Bp is the closed ball of radius R in R™ and I : My \ Bp — R" is the
inclusion map. Here |.| is calculated using the cone metric on My \ Bg, and
V is a combination of the Levi-Civita connection derived from the cone metric

and the flat connection on R™, which acts as partial differentiation.

Let M be an r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold with asymptotic cone My. Writing M
and My in the form () and @) respectively, we define, for some R > 0 and
compact K C M, a diffeomorphism ¥ : My \ Bg — M \ K by U(ri¢1(0) +
rago(0)) = r1¢1 (o) +rage(c) + (o) for all o € ¥ and |rq|? 4 |r2]|?> > R2. Then,
if ¥ is compact so that v is bounded, ¥ satisfies () for &« = 0. Therefore M
is asymptotically conical to My with order O(1).



4 The Partial Differential Equations

We wish to construct 2-ruled calibrated 4-folds in R” and R® by solving partial
differential equations for maps ¢1, ¢2, 1. By Proposition ZZT11 it is sufficient to
consider the Cayley case.

Let ¥ be a 2-dimensional, connected, real analytic manifold, let ¢1, o :
¥ — S7 be orthogonal real analytic maps such that ¢ : & x S' — S7 defined
by t(c,e?) = cosO¢1(a) + sinfgs (o) is an immersion and let ¢ : ¥ — R® be a
real analytic map. Clearly, R? x ¥ is an r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold with 2-ruling
(3, 7), where 7(r1,re,0) = 0. Let M be defined by @). Then M is the image
of the map tpr : R? x X — R® given by 13/ (r1,72,0) = r1é1(0) +rada(o) + (o).
Since ¢ is an immersion, ¢js is an immersion almost everywhere. Thus M is an
r-framed 2-ruled 4-fold in R®, possibly with singularities.

Suppose that M is Cayley and let p € M. Then there exist (ry,r2) € R,
o € ¥ such that p = r1¢1(0) + rag2(0) + (o). Choose coordinates (s, t)
near o in ¥. Then T,M = (x,y,z,w)r, where x = ¢1(0), y = ¢2(0), z =
119 (0) + 1292 (0) + F(0), w = 11221 (0) + 12222 (0) + %2 (0). The tangent
space T, M is a Cayley 4-plane. By Proposition Z8 this is true if and only if
Im(x x y X z x w) = 0. This implies that a quadratic in r1, 79 must vanish, but
since this condition is forced to hold for all (r1,72) € R?, each coefficient in the

quadratic is zero. Therefore the following set of equations must hold in X:

(¢1><¢2><8;¢; %)—O (11)

(¢1 X o X a(f a¢2) = (12)

(¢1x¢2xi; %) (mx@xij a“”)— (13)
(¢1 X 2 X —1/} aw) = (14)

<¢1 x gy x 2L %—f) Im <¢1 X ¢ x ?;f ‘%1) —0,  (15)
Im(q&lx@x% %zf)—l—lm(qﬁlxqﬁgxg—fx%)zo. (16)

If we do not suppose M to be Cayley but instead insist that ([Il)-(I&) hold
in ¥ then, following the argument above, each tangent space to M must be
Cayley and hence M is a Cayley 4-fold. Noting that ([[I)-(I3]) are precisely
the conditions for the asymptotic cone My of M to be Cayley, we deduce the
following result.



Proposition 4.1 Let M be a 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold in R® and let My be its
asymptotic cone. Then My is a 2-ruled Cayley cone in R® provided that it is
4-dimensional.

Clearly, My is the image of the map ¢ : R? x ¥ — R8 given by 1o(r1,72,0) =
r1¢1(0) + rage(o). Since we suppose that ¢ is an immersion, ¢( is an immersion
except at (ri,72) = (0,0), so My is nonsingular except at 0 and thus is a cone.

Note that ® is a nowhere vanishing 4-form on M that defines its orientation,
since My is Cayley. Hence, if (s,t) are local coordinates on X, we can define

them to be oriented by imposing

01 Op2 O 02
<¢1,¢2, Mgs treg o i 28t>>0 (17)
for all (r1,72) € R?\ {(0,0)}. It follows that
b1, oy — a¢1 991 20 and @ b1, 2, — a¢2 992 . (18)
ot "ot
O¢; 0¢;

Consequently, {¢1, ¢2, 52, 5 } is a linearly independent set for j = 1,2. More-
over, () is equivalent to the condition that ¢ is an immersion.

We now construct a metric on 3, under suitable conditions, using ¢, ¢2 and
the metric on R®. This enables us to formulate ([I)-(@) as partial differential

equations involving the triple cross product in R®, which we may write as
(x Xy x 2)¢ = Pypeqr®y’ 2™ (19)

using index notation for tensors on R®, where g% is the inverse of the Euclidean
metric on R® and z,y, 2 € R8. It can be easily verified, using @) and a multi-
plication table for the octonions as given in [AJl that this definition coincides
with ([@). We immediately deduce that

P(z,y,z,w) = g(z X y X z,w). (20)
Note that the triple cross product « x y x z is orthogonal to x, ¥, z, and that it
is nonzero if and only if {z,y, z} is a linearly independent set.

For a function f : ¥ — R®, we define f+ : ¥ — R® by choosing f+ (o) to be
the component of f(o) that lies in the orthogonal complement of (¢1 (o), p2(0))r.
Since the fourfold cross product is alternating, ([[l)-(I3)) hold if and only if

<¢1><¢2><<cos988i+ ;2) < 9%4— 8;;2 ))—07

(21)



for all # € R. Let 0 € ¥. From Proposition and () we see that, for
each 6 € R, the four terms in (ZIl), evaluated at o, form a basis for a Cayley
4-plane IIy. By the definition of the triple cross product, we may also take

1
(gbl(a),gbi(a),cos,@%J—(U) —I—sin@% (0),co86p1 X ¢ X 8¢1 (0) + sinf¢y x
P2 X % (0)) as a basis for IIy. Therefore,

L
COSH% (U)+Sln9 ¢2 (o) = Ag <C059 ;1 () +sin6 ;2 (0)>

¢1

+ By (cos 01 X 3 x —— (0) +sinfp1 X ¢ X ;2 (U)> (22)

for constants Ag, By depending on 6. We set § = 0,7 in [£2) and substitute
back in the expressions found for the ¢ derivatives to obtain:

01+

cos 6 ((AO — Ag)— s 01

( ) (BO - BO)(bl X (bg X a— (o’)) —

€L
sin 6 ((Ag — A%)aaiQ (0) + (Byp — Bz )1 X ¢2 % % (a)> (23)

To proceed in defining a metric on ¥ we impose a condition on the dimension
of

1L 1
VU=<% 00,22 (0).61 % 02 x 222 (0), 01 x a x 22 <o>> .
5 R
Let W, = (¢1(0),¢2(0))g C R® and define J : W, — W, by J(v) =
$1(0) x ¢2(0) x v. It is clear, through calculation in coordinates, that J? = —1
on W,. Note that V, C W, is closed under the action of .JJ, which can thus be
considered as a form of complex structure on V. Hence, V, is even dimensional.
Since the case dimV, = 0 is excluded by ([[§), dimV, = 2 or 4. Recall that
¥ is real analytic and connected. Therefore {o € ¥ : dimV, = 2} is a closed
real analytic subset of ¥ and consequently either coincides with ¥ or is of zero
measure in 3.
Suppose that dimV,, = 4. The four vectors in ([Z3) are then linearly inde-

pendent and hence
(Ao — Ag)cost = (By — Bg)cos) = (Ax — Ag)sind = (Bz — By)sinf =0

for all 8. This clearly forces Ag, By to be constant. Let Ay = A and By = B for

all 8, where A, B are real constants. We define a metric gs; on ¥ pointwise by



the following equations:

9 0N (9 N (0 0\ ol (00
gE(gua) _Agz<as7as)ugz(ataat) _(A +B )92(8878:9)' (24)

Using @2) and the fact that J2 = —1 on V,

( ¢1><¢2><8¢J (0) ) :K( %l(g) )
b1 % 62 x % (0) %) )

for j = 1,2, where K is a 2 x 2 matrix given by:

K== ( A ! ) :
B\ —(A2+B?% A
If we change coordinates (s,t) to (3,%), with Jacobian matrix L, then K trans-
forms to a matrix K = LKL™'. We may then calculate the corresponding
A, B defining K and see that they satisfy @) for the coordinates (3,%). There-
fore, gy, is a well-defined metric, up to scale, covariant under transformation of
coordinates.

Having defined the metric gs, we can consider ¥ as a Riemannian 2-fold,
which has a natural orientation derived from the orientation on M and on the
2-planes (¢1(0), p2(0))r. Therefore it has a natural complex structure which
we denote as J. If we choose a local holomorphic coordinate v = s + it on X,
then the corresponding real coordinates must satisfy % =J %. We say that
local real coordinates (s,t) on ¥ satisfying this condition are oriented conformal
coordinates. This forces A = 0, B = 1 in the notation of (Z4), since B > 0 by

).

We now state and prove a theorem in this case.

Theorem 4.2 Let ¥ be a connected real analytic 2-fold, let ¢1,¢2 : & — ST
be orthogonal real analytic maps such that the map ¢ : ¥ x S — S7 defined by
t(o,e) = cos0¢y (o) +sinO¢a () is an immersion, and let 1 : ¥ — R® be a real
analytic map. Define M by @) and suppose that dimV, = 4 almost everywhere
in X. Then M is Cayley if and only if

(%1 _¢1><¢2><i+f¢27 (25)
(%2 = ¢1 X ¢2X%—f¢17 (26)

for some function f: ¥ — R, and v satisfies
%—f = ¢1 X ¢2 X g—f + 9191 + 922 (27)

10



for some functions g1,g2 : ¥ — R, where the triple cross product is defined in
@@ and (s,t) are oriented conformal coordinates on ¥.. Moreover, sufficiency
holds irrespective of the dimension of V.

Proof: Recalling that ([Il)-(I[H) correspond to the condition that M is Cayley, we

show that ([[I)-([I3]) are equivalent to Z8)-H), and that ([[&))-(IH) are equivalent
to 12).

Let o € ¥. Since ¢ maps to S7 it is clear that ¢ () is orthogonal to 8¢1 (o)
and %(U). By [22) and the work above, there exist a1, a2, as € R such that

01 (0) = mir x 62 x 2L(0) + ain(e) + a3 k(o). (29)

‘We then calculate:

91", | 01"
g<ait (o), <a>>—a3

The left-hand side is zero by 4)) since (s, t) are oriented conformal coordinates,

and hence as = 0. We also have that

5| 001"

Op1
s (o)

ot (U)’

Therefore a? = 1 by @)). Further, taking the inner product of ([£8) with the
triple cross product gives:

¢1x¢2x%<>

¢1><¢2><ﬂ()

al_g(a‘“( )t x 62 x 50(a)

_ 1 091
= (61(0).0n(0). 5210). 5 (0)) .
using ([[d). Therefore a; > 0 by ([[{). Hence, a; = 1 and @23) holds at o with

f(U) = as.
If @3) holds at o then, by the definition of the triple cross product, the

4-plane spanned by {¢1(0), ¢2(0), 851551 (o), %(O’)} is Cayley.
Similarly, we deduce that (IZ) holding at ¢ is equivalent to

9¢

2_¢1><¢2><i+f¢ (29)

at o, for some function f’: ¥ — R. However,
0 0
—9(¢1,¢2)=9< ¢1,¢2) (¢1,ﬂ>=0

11



and hence f' = —f.

It follows from [3, Theorem IV.1.38] that Spin(7) acts transitively upon
oriented orthonormal bases of Cayley 4-planes. Therefore, we are always able
to transform coordinates on R® using Spin(7) such that a Cayley 4-plane has
basis (e1, €2, e3,€4). In particular, any orthonormal pair can be mapped to the
pair (e, e2).

By the remarks above, we may transform coordinates on R® using Spin(7)
such that ¢1(0) = e1, ¢2(0) = ea, 86;#;1 (o) = brex + ... + bses, 66‘1’82 (o) = bler +
...+ bges for some real constants b1, ..., bs,b},...,b5. If H) and @Z8) hold, we
may calculate %(0) and %(U). A straightforward calculation in coordinates
then shows that ([[I)-(I3) hold at o. Since the triple cross product is invariant
under Spin(7) by equation (), we conclude that ([[)-(@I3)) are equivalent to
€3) and (24).

Suppose now that ([)-(IG) hold at o € ¥. Using Spin(7), transform coor-
dinates such that ¢1(0) = e1, ¢2(0) = ea, 85;551 (o) = bier + ... + bseq, where
b1,...,bs are real constants, which we are free to do by equation (). In these

coordinates write aa—f(a) = c1e1 + ... + cgeg and %—f(a) = die1 + ... + dges.

Calculating %(U) using (EH), we then evaluate the terms in ([H) as follows:

—by —b3 ds +co | _ 0. (30)
—bg b4 dg — Cp
by b3 dr+ecs | _ 0. (31)
bg —b4 dg — C7

Details of the calculation of the fourfold cross product may be found in[A2 The
determinant of the matrices in ([B0) and @) is —b3 — b3 # 0, since %(U) ¢
(¢1(0), d2(0))r. Therefore ds = —cg, dg = ¢5, d7 = —cs and dg = ¢7.

We may also evaluate ([):

csds + ced7 — crdg — cgds = 0, (32)
csdy — cedg — crds + cgdg = 0, (33)
—c3dg + crdy — cady + cgd3z = 0, (34)
—c3dy + cqdg — cgdy + crd3z = 0, (35)
cade + cads — c5ds — cgdz = 0, (36)
cads — cadg — csds + cgdy = 0. (37)

Again, details may be found in Substituting in the results above, we have
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that (B2)-(B3)) are satisfied trivially and (B4)-(B1) become:
( Cs Cyr ) ( d3 +ca ) _ 0, (38)
cr —cs dy —c3
( —C6 —Cs5 ) < ds +c4 ) _o (39)
—Cs Cg d4 — C3

We deduce that the determinants of the matrices in ([B8) and [BY) are zero, or

the vector appearing in both equations is zero. Therefore,

(1) d3 = —C4 and d4 = C3
or

(ll) 0526626720820.

Condition (i) implies that 7)) holds at o with g1(c) = di, g2(0) = da,
by the definition of the triple cross product and its invariance under Spin(7).
Condition (ii) corresponds to

ov, | o 96, 04,
To(). Grt) € (n(0).nlo). G(0). ) ) (10)

holding for j = 1. Therefore, (Id) and (&) are equivalent to @) or ) for
j = 1 holding at 0. We similarly deduce that [[d) and (@) are equivalent to
&0 or @) for j = 2 holding at o.

We conclude that ([[Il)-([IH) are equivalent to [ZH), @8) and condition ) or
&) for j = 1,2 at each point o € X. Recall that ¥ is connected and ¢q, ¢o, 9
and ¥ are real analytic. Note that X1 = {o € ¥ : dim V,, = 4} is an open subset
of ¥ whose complement is measure zero in ¥ by hypothesis.

Let o € ¥ and suppose that @) for j = 1,2 holds at o. Then, there exist
real constants Cji, for j = 1,2, 1 <k <4, such that
99;~ 00;*

(0) = Cin1(0) + Cjaa(0) + ngg @)+ Cj4ﬁ )

o

ds

Clearly, C1, = Cy, for k = 1,2 by the definition of gl for a function g. Moreover,

since dim V, = 4 ensures the linear independence of the partial derivatives of

¢1 and ¢o, Cj, = 0 for j = 1,2, k = 3,4. Hence, g—f(o) and, similarly, %—f(o)
lie in (¢p1(0), p2(0))r for almost all o € 3. Therefore ¢ satisfies (7).

Consequently, ) holds in ¥;. Moreover, 5 = {o € ¥ : 1) holds at o}

is a closed real analytic subset of ¥ and so must either coincide with ¥ or be
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of zero measure in X. Since X1 C X5, Yo cannot be measure zero and so must

equal . This completes the proof. ([

Note that @) is a linear condition on ¢ given ¢; and ¢3, and that (2
and (28) are equivalent to the fact that the asymptotic cone My of M is Cayley.
Therefore, if we are given an r-framed, 2-ruled Cayley cone M, defined by ¢
and ¢2, then any solution ¢ of (1), together with ¢; and ¢o, defines an r-
framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold with asymptotic cone My. We also note that (21
is unchanged if ¢; and ¢9 are fixed and satisfy ([23) and (24), but 1) is replaced
by ¥ + g1¢1 + go¢p= for real analytic maps g1, go. We can thus locally transform
1 such that g; and go are zero.

If we suppose instead that dimV,, = 2 for all ¢ € ¥ then we are unable, in
general, to define a suitable metric and hence oriented conformal coordinates on
Y. However, we shall show that if we exclude planar r-framed 2-ruled 4-folds,
then (Z8)-ED) of Theorem characterize the Cayley condition on ¢q, ¢2,
and that there is a natural conformal structure on .

4.1 Gauge Transformations

Let ¢1, ¢2 satisfy 2H) and @8) in Theorem for some map f. Taking the
triple cross product of ([£H) and [8) with ¢; and ¢y gives:

0 0 ,
%:—@x@x%—kf@, (41)
0 o ,
O i x 2 f, (42)

for some function f/ X =R

We are allowed to perform a rotation ©(o) to the (¢1(c), ¢2(0))-plane at
each point o € ¥ as long as the function © is smooth. The choice of © will then
alter f and f ". We call such a transformation a gauge transformation.

We now show that under certain conditions there exists a gauge transfor-
mation such that f = f/ =0. Let © : ¥ — R be a smooth function and define

¢Z17 (52 by 5
o1\ cos® sin® b1
éz |\ —sin® cosO do )

Then ¢1, o satisfy @H) and E0) with f repla?ed by f=f+ %—?. Moreover,
they satisfy @Il) and {2) with f’ replaced by f' = f'+ %—?. Therefore, locally,

there exists a smooth function © such that f = f’ = 0 if and only if % = 881:.
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If we differentiate (ZH) with respect to s and differentiate @Il with respect
to t we get:

(92 (25 0 (ZS 8(25 0 2 (25 0 qﬁ

3 ]1; = (251 X —52 —1 + (251 (252 X 5 ! f (252 +f—— 2 (43)
(92(25 8(25 8(25 2(25 af’ 6@

9t9; - ¢1 X t2 ! (bl X ¢2 X t21 f ¢2 } 2 (44)

We must have that E3)) and (@) are equal. In partlcular, the inner products of
@2 with ) and ) must be equal. Note that

2
<¢27 0 (bl) = <¢17¢25% 8¢2) + a_fa

dsot Js s
0% 0p1 O¢a of
<¢27 ItOs ) <¢15¢25 (915 ot > + E
and that
Op1 Oda\ _ (0¢1 02
(¢1,¢2,— 95 > —g(ﬁvg ; (45)
Op1 g2\ I¢1 0o
(I)(gblangaWaW) - = <E7W . (46)
However,
b1, % O¢1\ _ (941 9¢2
PP s 0 as ) T\ as ot )
Hence, since @ is alternating, we deduce that g- = W if and only if all the

terms in ([@H) and EH) are zero.

We say that functions ¢; and ¢o satisfying ZH), @4), EI) and @) with
f=f =0 are in the flat gauge.

We now give a geometric interpretation of the flat gauge. Let (X, 7) be a
2-ruling. Then, there is an S' bundle 7p : P — ¥ as described after Definition
Bl An r-framing, which is equivalent to a choice of ¢1, ¢o, gives a trivialization
of P and we can consider it as a U(1) bundle. Define a connection Vp on P
by a connection 1-form given by df — f'ds — fdt, where 6 corresponds to the
U(1) direction. This connection is independent of the choice of r-framing, by
the work above, and has curvature which may be written as (a—f - —)ds Adt.
Hence, the connection Vp defined by ¢1, ¢ is flat if and only if ¢, 2 can be
put in the flat gauge by some gauge transformation locally.

4.2 Planar 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds

In this subsection we show that maps ¢1, @2, which do not satisfy (23)-(E1)
for any local oriented coordinates (s,t) on X define a planar Cayley 4-fold.
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The next result shows that @8)-(E7) can be considered as evolution equations
for ¢1, ¢2,1. We make the definition here that a function is real analytic on a
compact interval I in R if it extends to a real analytic function on an open set

containing I.

Theorem 4.3 Let I be a compact interval in R, let s be a coordinate on I,
let ¢, ¢4 : I — ST be orthogonal real analytic maps and let ' : I — RS be a
real analytic map. Let N be a neighbourhood of 0 in R and let f : I x N —- R
be a real analytic map. Then there exist € > 0 and unique real analytic maps
G1,02 : I x (—e,€) — ST, with ¢1,¢o orthogonal, and 1 : I x (—e, ) — RS
satisfying ¢1(s,0) = ¢1(s), da(s,0) = ¢h(s), ¥(s,0) ='(s) for all s € I and

%:mx@x%wm (47)
0 0
O b x 22, (48)
0 0
D pix i 2L (49)

where t is a coordinate on (—e, €) and the triple cross product is defined in ([IJ).
Let M be defined by:

M = {r1¢1(s,t) + rada(s,t) + (s, t) : (r1,re) ER% s €I, t € (—¢€)}. (50)

Then M is an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold in R3.

Proof: Since I is compact and ¢, ¢5,1’, f are real analytic, we may apply the
Cauchy-Kowalevsky Theorem [, p. 234] from the theory of partial differential
equations to give unique functions ¢1,d2,v : I x (—¢,€) — R® satisfying the
initial conditions and @7)-(E@3). We must now show that ¢1, g2 map to ST and
are orthogonal.

We first note that

0 0 0
§9(¢17¢2) g (%,@) +g (¢1, %)
= f(g(¢27¢2) - g(¢17¢1))7

0

gg((blagbl) = 2fg(¢15¢2)7
0

Er 9(p2, d2) = —2fg(¢1, P2).

Then g(¢;, ¢x) for j,k = 1,2 are real analytic functions satisfying this system
of partial differential equations, together with the initial conditions g(¢1, ¢1) =
(b2, d2) = 1and g(¢1, Pa) = %g(d)j, ¢r) = 0 at t = 0 given by assumption. The
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functions g(é1, d1) = g(g2,¢2) = 1 and g(¢h1, P2) = 0 also satisfy these equa-

tions and initial conditions. It therefore follows from the Cauchy—Kowalevsky

Theorem that these two solutions must be locally equal and hence, for € > 0
sufficiently small, |¢1]| = |¢p2]| = 1 and ¢1, ¢ are orthogonal.

We conclude from Theorem EE2that M is an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold.

O

Note that the Cayley 4-fold M resulting from Theorem B3 does not depend

on the function f.

Let (X,7) and (2, 7) be 2-rulings of a 4-fold in R". We say that these 2-
rulings are distinct if the families of affine 2-planes, Fy, = {7 ~!(c) : 0 € X} and
Fz = {771(6) : 6 € ¥}, are different. If F™ is the family of all affine 2-planes
in R™ we can consider (X, 7) as a map from ¥ to F" given by o — 7~ (o) with
image Fx.

Our next result is analogous to [2, Theorem 6 part 2], which relates to ruled
SL 3-folds.

Proposition 4.4 A 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold in R® which admits a real analytic
one-parameter family of distinct real analytic 2-rulings is locally isomorphic to
an affine Cayley 4-plane in RS.

Proof Let {(3y,m,) : © € R} be a real analytic family of distinct real analytic
2-rulings for a Cayley 4-fold M. Then there exists p € M such that 11, =
7 Y (mu(p)) is not constant as a 2-plane in R®. Hence we have a one-parameter
family of planes II,, 3 p in M such that Cgl—u“ # 0 for some wu, i.e. such that II,
changes nontrivially. Therefore {II, : u € R} is a real analytic one-dimensional
family of planes in M containing p. The total space of this family is a real
analytic 3-fold N contained in M. Moreover, every plane in M containing p lies
in the affine Cayley 4-plane p+T,M and thus N C p+T,M. By Theorem 210
M and p + T, M must coincide on a connected component of M. The result
follows. O

We now give the result claimed at the start of the subsection, which is

analogous to the result [B, Proposition 5.3] for ruled SL 3-folds.

Proposition 4.5 Any r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold (M,X, ) in R® defined
locally by maps ¢1,¢2,v which do not satisfy @R)-@D) for any local oriented
coordinates (s,t) on ¥ is locally isomorphic to an affine Cayley 4-plane in RS.

Proof: We may take the 2-ruling (3, 7) to be locally real analytic since M is
real analytic by Theorem X0 Let I = [0, 1] and let v : I — X be a real analytic
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curve in 3. 1 we set 61(5) = 91(1(5). (5) = Ga(1(3)), ¥'(5) = V()
then by Theorem we construct ¢1, @2, 1 defining an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley
4-fold M satisfying @8)-(E1) of Theorem EE2 We have that M, M coincide in
the real analytic 3-fold 7=1(vy(I)), and hence, by Theorem EZI0, they must be
locally equal. Therefore, M locally admits a 2-ruling (3, 7) satisfying (£3)- &2
of Theorem EE2] which must be distinct from (%, 7).

Using the notation introduced before Proposition EE4] the families of affine
2-planes Fx and F5, coincide in the family of affine 2-planes defined by points
on v, denoted F,. Using local real analyticity of the families, either Fx is equal
to Fg locally or they only meet in F, locally. The former possibility is excluded
because the 2-rulings (3, 7) and (i, 7) are distinct and hence the latter is true.

Let v; and 2 be distinct real analytic curves near v in ¥ defining 2-rulings
(¥1,m1) and (X2, m2), respectively, as above. Then Fx N Fy, is locally equal to
F,, for j =1,2. Hence, the 2-rulings (31, 71) and (X2, m2) are not distinct (that
is, Fx, = Fx,) if and only if F,,, = F,,, which implies that ~; = 2. Therefore,
distinct curves near v in ¥ produce different 2-rulings of M and hence M has
infinitely many 2-rulings.

Let {7, : u € R} be a one parameter family of distinct real analytic curves
near vy in X with «g = «v. Each curve in the family defines a distinct real analytic

2-ruling (X,,m,). Applying Proposition =4 gives the result. O

Note that in the proof of Theorem the condition 7)) on ¢ was forced
by the linear independence of the derivatives of ¢1, ¢o. However, as we shall see
in 82 non-planar 2-ruled 4-folds can be constructed when the derivatives of
¢1, @2 are linearly dependent.

Proposition tells us that for any non-planar 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold M
defined by maps ¢1, ¢2,1 on X there exist locally oriented coordinates (s, t) on
Y such that ([EH)-@D) are satisfied. We shall see in the next subsection that
there is therefore a natural conformal structure upon ¥, and (s, t) are oriented
conformal coordinates with respect to this structure.

4.3 Main Results

We now present the main results of the paper on 2-ruled calibrated 4-folds in
R and R®. The first follows immediately from Theorem and Proposition
9%

Theorem 4.6 Let (M,%, 1) be a non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled 4-fold in RS
defined by orthogonal real analytic maps ¢1,¢02 : ¥ — S7 and a real analytic
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map ¥ : ¥ — R® as follows:
M = {ri¢1(c) + rag2(0) + ¥(o) : 11,72 € R, 0 € X} (51)

Then M is Cayley if and only if there exist locally oriented coordinates (s,t) on
3 such that

%:@x@x%w@, (52)
B 0

0% g x 6 x 22 g, (53)
(??_Zb =1 X ¢ X g—f + 9101 + G202, (54)

where the triple cross product is defined by equation (@) and f,g1,92 : ¥ = R
are some real analytic functions.

We now prove the result claimed at the end of the last subsection.

Proposition 4.7 Let (M,%,7) be a non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled Cayley
4-fold in R®. Then there exists a unique conformal structure on ¥ with respect
to which (s,t) as given in Theorem [[.g are oriented conformal coordinates.

Proof: Let (s,t) be local oriented coordinates as given by Theorem EEfl Define
a complex structure J on X by requiring that v = s + it is a holomorphic
coordinate on 3, i.e. that % = J%. Note that ¢, ¢2 as given in Theorem L0
satisfy

Op; + ¢+
r ARCEUES (35)
¢, * g+
—(fi] = —¢1 X P2 X —;;] ; (56)

for j = 1,2. Suppose that (3,t) are local oriented coordinates on ¥ such that
@1, 2 also satisfy (B2)-([B3) in these coordinates. Hence, ¢y, ¢o satisfy (&3)-(RH)

for the coordinates (3,t).
We then calculate:
00, _ 0500, 0v0s,*
o ot 9s ot ot
L L
b xdy x (8158@ 9s 0, )

oi 0s ot ot

and

09" _ 0s0¢;~ | 0t 0¢;~
85 95 Os 95 ot
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L L L
Note that, from (&3, % is orthogonal to 851; and, moreover, that % #0

1
if and only if 227 % 0 by the definition of f* for a function f : ¥ — R and the
properties of the triple cross product. Using (B3)-(&8) for (3,%) we deduce that

Os Ot Js ot

— = —= d - = — /==

s ot M 9T o5 (57)
since not both 221 T ooyt are zero.

ds 7 Os
Therefore, using 1),

9 _0s0 90 _ 0o 050 _ (00D D50\ _ 0
of  otds  9tot 050s  dsot ~\9sot 050s) 05
Hence we have the result. O

It is clear that the conformal structure given by Proposition BT coincides
with that given by the metric as described in the preamble to Theorem

We now use Proposition ZT1] in order to prove analogous results for SL
4-folds in C* and coassociative 4-folds in R”.
We begin with the SL case and define the triple cross product of z,y, z in
C* by
(% y x 2)¢ = (Re Q)apeary®zg%, (58)
using index notation for tensors on C*, where g% is the inverse of the Euclidean

metric on C*. By equation (@), this triple cross product agrees with the one
defined in ([[@) when w(z,y) = w(y, 2z) = w(z,z) = 0.

Theorem 4.8 Let (M, %, 1) be a non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled 4-fold in C* =
R® defined by orthogonal real analytic maps ¢1, ¢z : X — ST and a real analytic
map ¢ : ¥ — R® as follows:

M:{T‘1¢1(0)+T2¢2(0’)+¢(U)27‘1,7‘2ER,UEE}. (59)

Then M is special Lagrangian if and only if w(d1, ¢2) = 0 and there exist locally
oriented coordinates (s,t) on ¥ such that:

o (0. 5%) =0 forj k=12, (60)
w(qu,‘;_f) ~0 forj=1,2, (61)
2 i x s x 204 g, (62)
%:@x«éM%—ﬂbl, (63)
%_Qf = 1 X Po X g—f + 9191 + G202, (64)
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where the triple cross product is defined by equation B, and f,g1,92 : X = R
are some real analytic functions.

It is worth making clear that (62)-([62l) are not the same as (B2)-(B2) because
of the different definitions of the triple cross product.

Proof: By Proposition EZTT, M is SL if and ouly if M is Cayley and w|y = 0.
We thus conclude from Theorem EEH that M is SL if and only if ¢1, ¢, 1) satisfy
B2)-EB4) and w|z,ar = 0 for all p € M. Therefore w vanishes on (z,y, z, w)r,
where © = ¢1(0), y = 62(0), = = 11 22 (0) + 1222 (0) + 22(0), w = 11 22 (0) +
To 8512( )+ %—f(a), for all (r1,72) € R2, o € ¥. Hence, the equations that must
be satisfied are w(¢1, ¢2) =0 and

<¢J, ¢”“> = <¢J, 8¢k) =0 for j,k=1,2,  (65)
w(qu, w) (qu, )z for j = 1,2, (66)
w (%‘ZJ aiﬂ) - (‘Zw ‘Z‘f) —0 for j = 1,2, (67)
w<%,%—f>+w<g¢ 85;”) =0 for j =1,2. (69)

However, if the functions ¢1, ¢, satisfy (BH)-Ed) and E2)-E), then they
must satisfy (62)-(@dl). Hence, it is enough to show that the conditions in the

theorem force (E3)-(@3) to hold in order to prove the result.
If 2, y, z, w are vectors in C* such that w vanishes on (x, ¥, z, w)g, then direct

calculation in coordinates shows that
w(z,y x 2z x w) = Im(egpeaz®y’ z°w?), (70)

using index notation for tensors on C*, where €,pcq is the permutation symbol
and the triple cross product is given in (B8). Noting that w(¢1,d2) = 0, that
@) and (BI) hold, and the relationship between the triple cross products on
C* and R®, we see that 2)-(Ed) hold. Hence w(e;, aéitk) = 0 for all j, k using
E2)-E3) and [@). Therefore Q) is satisfied. Moreover, ([64l) and () imply

that (B0 is satisfied. If we use @0)-(@&1), (62)-( ) and [0) again, we have that
ED) is satisfied.
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We now show that (G) and (B9 are satisfied. Calculation using (E0), ([E2)-

E3) and [@) gives:
w <% %> +w <% %>
s’ Ot s’ Ot
:w(a(bl,(blx@x%)—i—w(%iz $1 X P2 X 6¢1>
=1Im <€abcd6¢1 ¢1¢2 aa¢2 ) +Im <€abcd8¢2 ¢1¢2 aa(bl )

=Im ((eabcd + 6dbca) a(bl ¢1¢2 68¢2 ) =0

by the definition of the permutation symbol. Hence (B8] is satisfied. An entirely
similar argument using (E0)-(E2) and [@) gives that (@) is satisfied. O

For the coassociative case we define the triple cross product of z,%, z in R”

by
(& %y % 2)° = (*p)abeazy’2°g™ (71)
using index notation for tensors on R”, where g% is the inverse of the Euclidean
metric on R7. If we embed R” as {0} x R” in R®, then (@) implies that this

triple cross product agrees with [[d) when ¢(z,y, z) = 0.

Theorem 4.9 Let (M,%, 1) be a non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled 4-fold in R”
defined by orthogonal real analytic maps ¢1,¢2 : X — S, and a real analytic
map ¥ : ¥ — R” as follows:

M:{T1¢1(0)+T2¢2(0’)+¢(U)27“1,7“2ER,UEE}. (72)

Then M is coassociative if and only if there exist locally oriented coordinates
(s,t) on X such that

<¢1,¢2, 8¢3> =0 forj=1,2, (73)
0 (¢1,¢2, —‘”) = (74)
2 i xonx 2 g, (75)
8@ = 61 X 6 X % ~fou, (76)
%‘f = 61 X 6 X g—‘” T 9161 + 4263, (77)

where the triple cross product is defined by equation [[l), and f,g1,92 : ¥ = R
are some real analytic functions.
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Proof: By Proposition EZTT, M is coassociative if and only if M C R” C R® is
Cayley. We may deduce from Theorem EEfl that M is Cayley if and only if there
exist locally coordinates (s, t) such that ¢1, @2, 9 satisfy ([B2)-(Ed). We then note
that (Z3)-(@) and the relationship between the triple cross products on R” and
R® ensure that (7A)-(T7) are equivalent to E2)-E). The result follows. O

4.4 Holomorphic Vector Fields

We now finish this section by giving a means of constructing r-framed 2-ruled
calibrated 4-folds starting from r-framed 2-ruled calibrated cones using holo-
morphic vector fields, which is analogous to [B, Theorem 6.1].

Suppose that My is an r-framed, 2-ruled, Cayley cone in R® defined by maps
$1,¢2 : X — R® as in ([@). Then Proposition BEZ7 gives us a conformal structure
on X related to ¢1,¢2 and hence we can consider ¥ as a Riemann surface.
Therefore ¥ has a natural complex structure J and we may define oriented
conformal coordinates (s,t) on ¥. Suppose further that ¢1,¢o are in the flat

gauge. Hence the equations ¢1, ¢o satisfy are:

9¢; _ 9¢; .
ot - ¢1 X ¢2 X s for J = 1725 (78)
9¢; _ 9¢; .
E = —¢1 X ¢2 X E fOI' ] = 1,2 (79)

We note from equations ([[J) and () that there is a correspondence between
“¢1 X 92 x” and the complex structure J on 3.

Theorem 4.10 Let My be an r-framed, 2-ruled, Cayley cone in R® defined
by maps ¢1,¢2 : X — S in the flat gauge, where ¥ is a Riemann surface.
Let w be a holomorphic vector field on ¥ and define a map v : ¥ — R by
VY = Lyd1 + Liwda, where Ly, Liy, denote the Lie derivatives with respect to
w,iw. Let M be defined by ¢1, dpa,v as in @&I). Then M is an r-framed 2-ruled
Cayley 4-fold in RS,

Proof: We need to show that ¢ as defined satisfies (B2)). If w is identically zero,

then 9 trivially satisfies (B4]). Therefore we need only consider the case where w

has isolated zeros. Since the condition for M to be Cayley is a closed condition

on M, it is sufficient to prove that (B4l holds at any point o € ¥ with w(o) # 0.

Let o0 € X be such a point. Then, since w is a holomorphic vector field, there

exists an open set in ¥ containing o with oriented conformal coordinates (s,t)
1o}

such that w = %, so that iw = 4. Hence ¢ = 86‘711 + % in a neighbourhood

of o.
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Let (e1,...,es) be an oriented orthonormal basis for R® and A = |88¢51 (o).
We transform coordinates on R® using Spin(7) such that ¢1(0) = e1, ¢a2(0) = ea,

%(0’) = Aegz and %(0’) = aie;+...+ages, for some real constants aq, .. ., as.
Clearly, by ([[J), %(O’) = Aey and hence a1 = as = a4 = 0 by the orthogonality
conditions imposed on ag? in the flat gauge. Differentiating (&) gives:
R 3¢2 2k} &1
9501 =¢1 X - a—+¢1 P2 X s
P2 Oy [ Op2 0o 0o
e o P as T T X s T s
Therefore,
o _ 0 (90 00
ot ot \ ds | ot
3@52 3¢1 3051 3¢2 ¢ O
=¢1 X ——— 58 X g2 X —— + ¢1 X Bt X s
I 3¢2
+¢1x¢2xa (as T )
Calculation using ([[@) and ([&) shows that
0 0
gf)l X % X %(O’) = A(a7e5 — ageég — as5€7 + ageg),
0 0
(bl X g X ﬂ( ) = A(—aze1 — ares + aseq + aser — ages),
2 3¢2
P1 % ot < E(U) = —(a3 + a3 + ag + a7 + a3)es
We conclude that 1 satisfies (B4 at o with g1(0) = —Aag = g(a“b1 (o), %( )
and go(0) = —|%(O’)|2. By the invariance of the metric and the triple cross

product under Spin(7), and the discussion above, ¢ satisfies ([&4]) for some g1, g2 :
Y — R. Hence, using Theorem EEG the result follows. O

This result does not extend to the SL case in the way we might expect. The
construction starting with a 2-ruled SL cone Mj will generally produce a 2-ruled
Cayley, but not SL, 4-fold M. The fact that M is Cayley follows trivially from
Theorem EETT but if we impose the condition w|y = 0, then ¢q, @2 must satisfy

w 0g1 0¢2\ _ o 091 O¢2 _0o

s Os ot ot ) 7

(901 902\ _ (90 002\ _

ds ' ot ) o’ ds )
wherever w # 0. At such a point, either all the derivatives of ¢1, ¢ are zero or
at least one is non-zero. In the first case both ¢; and ¢- are locally constant.
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Otherwise, suppose without loss of generality that % # 0 at a point ¢ such that
w(o) # 0. Then (9, 201y = €2, and it is orthogonal to (¢1, ¢2)c = C? since

M is SL and ¢1, ¢o are in the flat gauge. Therefore % € <66¢51 , %%@. Note

that g(%, Bg’;) = w(%, 88‘2552) =0 and w(%‘zl, 85552) = 0. Hence there exists
0 € R such that 0059% + sin@% = 0. Using (@), 0059% + sin@% =0.

Therefore, cosf¢, + sinf¢s is constant on a neighbourhood of ¢ and thus on

the component of ¥ containing o. Hence we have the following result.

Theorem 4.11 Let My be an r-framed, 2-ruled, SL cone in C* = R® defined
by ¢1, 09 : X — S in the flat gauge, where ¥ is a Riemann surface. Let w be
a holomorphic vector field on ¥ and define 1 : ¥ — C* by ¢ = Lyd1 + Liwdo,
where L, Liy denote the Lie derivatives with respect to w,tw. Let M be defined
by ¢1, 2,7 as in BH). Then M is an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold in R®,
which is SL if and only if w = 0 or there exists € R for each component K of
> such that cosO¢1 + sinO¢s is constant on K.

We do, however, have a similar result to Theorem BT for coassociative 4-folds.

Theorem 4.12 Let My be an r-framed, 2-ruled, coassociative cone in R”
defined by ¢1,¢0 : X — SO in the flat gauge, where ¥ is a Riemann sur-
face. Let w be a holomorphic vector field on ¥ and define ¢ : ¥ — R by
VY = Lywd1 + Liwda, where Ly, Liy, denote the Lie derivatives with respect to
w,iw. Let M be defined by ¢1,da,v as in [[A). Then M is an r-framed 2-ruled

coassociative 4-fold in R7.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem B0 since M C R7 C R8 is
Cayley and therefore coassociative by Proposition ZT11 O

5 Examples
We shall now exhibit explicit examples of 2-ruled 4-folds.

5.1 U(1)-Invariant 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds

We consider the family of SL 4-folds in C* given in [3, Theorem I11.3.1]. Let
c = (c1,ca,c3,c4) € R* be constant and define M, C C* by:

M = {(21, 22, 23, 22) € C* : Re(z1222324) = c1, |21]* — |25]* = ¢; forj = 2,3, 4}.
(80)
Then M, is an SL 4-fold in C* invariant under U(1)3.
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Taking ¢ = 0, we see that My is an r-framed 2-ruled SL cone in C*, with
three different 2-rulings. For each of the distinct 2-rulings we are then able to
apply the holomorphic vector field result of Theorem EETTl to obtain families of
r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds which are invariant under U(1).

Theorem 5.1 Let w: C — C be a holomorphic function. Then

M, = {%(ieis (re’ +iw(s + it)), e " (Tew— iw(s +it)),

|

M = {% (z‘e“ (re+iw(s +it)) , e (re "+ w(s +it)) ,

e (re™" +w(s + it)), e " (re ™ —w(s + it)) ) i1y 8,t,0 € R}, (81)

(ieis (rew—i— iw(s +it)) e " (re_i‘g —w(s +it)) ,

N~

et (re= 4 w(s + it)) , e~ (re' — (s + it)) ) 17, 8,10 € R}, (82)

= (ref® — (s + it)) , e~ (re™ — w(s + it)) ) i1y 8, 1,0 € R} (83)
are r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-folds in R® = C*.

Proof: We only prove the result for M; as the proof for the other two is similar.
In this example we define My by functions ¢y, ¢s : R2 — 87 C C* given by:
¢1 (S,t) _ (ieis, efis7 eit, efiii)7 (84)

(ie", e, e, 1), (55)

¢2(S, t) =

N = DN -

so that My is 2-ruled by planes of the form:

II, g = {rcos0¢i(s,t) + rsinf¢s(s,t) : s,t € R}
_ {g (iei(0+s),ei(G—S),e—i(9—t)7e—i(9+t)> is,t € R},

We verify through direct calculation that g(é1, ¢2) = w(d1, d2) = 0, @), @)
and (B3) are satisfied for f = 0, and that ¢y, ¢ are in the flat gauge.

Let w(s + it) = u(s,t) + iv(s,t) for functions u,v : R? — R. Then 1) =
Lyd1 + Liwds is given by:

P(s,t) = u(s,t)% + v(s, t)% — v(s,t)% + u(s, t)%

s ot Os ot
(iw(s + it)ie™, —iw(s + it)e ™", w(s + it)e’, —w(s + it)e ™). (86)

N~
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We check that 1 satisfies (54) of Theorem B with g1 = 0 and go = —1,
which agrees with the calculations in the proof of Theorem EETOl Therefore, by
Theorem EETO, M, as defined in [1l) is an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold. O

Note, from the proof above, that 2w(¢q, g—f) = v and 2w(¢1, g—f) = u, SO
that (BIl) of Theorem is satisfied if and only if w = 0. Therefore, if w is
not identically zero, Theorem EETTl shows that M; is an r-framed 2-ruled Cayley
4-fold which is not special Lagrangian. Similarly for My and Ms.

An interesting special case is when w in Theorem [Blis taken to be constant.
Here, calculation shows that, each M; is invariant under a U(1)? subgroup of
U(1)3. Moreover, they are asymptotically conical to My with order O(r~1), in
the sense of Definition

5.2 Ruled Associative and Special Lagrangian 3-folds

We can construct examples of 2-ruled 4-folds from ruled associative 3-folds in R”
and SL 3-folds in C3, as described in [6, §6] and [5]. We first give the definitions,
of which Definition Bl is the analogue for 2-ruled 4-folds.

Definition 5.2 Let M be a 3-dimensional submanifold of R” (or C?). A ruling
of M is a pair (X, 7), where X is a 2-dimensional manifold and 7 : M — X is
a smooth map, such that for all ¢ € ¥ there exist v, € 8¢ (or §°), w, € R
(or C3) such that 7=*(0) = {rv, + w, : 7 € R}. Then the triple (M, 3, 7) is a
ruled 3-fold in R” (or C?).

An r-orientation for a ruling (X, ) is a choice of orientation for the affine
straight line 7=*(c) in R (or C?), for each o € X, which varies continuously
with 0. Then a ruled 3-fold (M, %, 7) with an r-orientation is called an r-oriented
ruled 3-fold.

Let (M, %, ) be an r-oriented ruled 3-fold. For each o € ¥ define ¢(o) to
be the unique unit vector in S¢ (or &) parallel to 7—1(o) and in the positive
direction with respect to the orientation on 7=1(o), given by the r-orientation.
Then ¢ : ¥ — 8% (or 8%) is a smooth map. Define ¢ : ¥ — R” (or C?) such
that, for all ¢ € X, ¢(0) is the unique vector in 7~ !(o) orthogonal to ¢(o).
Then 1 is smooth and

M ={r¢(c) +¢(o):0 € X, r e R}. (87)

In the ruled case, there is a natural way to define a metric on ¥ as the

pullback ¢*(g) of the round metric g on 8¢ (or §%), and hence we may always
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define oriented conformal coordinates in terms of a natural complex structure
on X.

Suppose that (N,X,7) is a ruled 3-fold. Let M = R x N and let 7 :
M — ¥ be given by 7(r,p) = w(p) for all p € N. Clearly, (M, X, 7) is a 2-
ruled 4-fold since 7 1(0) = R x 77 1(o) for all ¢ € . Suppose further that
(N, %, 7) is r-oriented. Using the r-orientation, we have a natural choice of
oriented orthonormal basis for the plane 7~ !(o), which varies smoothly with o.
Therefore, (M, %, 7) is r-framed.

We now state and prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3 (a) Let N C R” be an (r-oriented) ruled associative 3-fold.
Then R x N CR@® R = R8 is an (r-framed) 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold.

(b) Let L C C3 be an (r-oriented) SL 3-fold with phase —i. Then R x L C
R ® C3 = R7 is an (r-framed) 2-ruled coassociative 4-fold.

Proof: Let N be an associative 3-fold in R7. Then, by equation (), since
*xp|rxny =0 and N is a ¢-submanifold, it is clear that R x N is calibrated with
respect to ®. The comments before the theorem then give the result (a).

Let L be an SL 3-fold with phase —i in C3. Therefore, L is calibrated
with respect to —Im €, where  is the holomorphic volume form on C3. Let
(21, 22, 23) be complex coordinates on C*. We identify R@C? and R” by defining
coordinates on R7 as (z1,...,27) where z; is the coordinate on R and we let

21 = Xo +1x3, 29 = X4 + 1T5, 23 = ¢ + ix7. Then,
1
*p = Ew/\w—dm AImQ. (88)

Clearly, w A w|rxr, = 0 as w|r, =0 and hence R x L is coassociative. Again, we

use the results before the theorem to give the result (b). (]

5.3 Complex Cones
We define a complex cone C' in C* by
C = {(z1, 22, 23, 24) € C* : P21, 22, 23, 24) = Q(21, 22, 23, 24) = 0}

where P, are homogeneous complex polynomials. Suppose further that P, Q
are such that C is non-planar and nonsingular except at 0. Define a projection
7 from C'\ 0 to CP? by 7((21, 22, 23, 24)) = [21, 22, 23, 24] and let X be the image
of m. Let My be given by

Moy = {(21, 22, 23, 24,0) € C X X : (21, 29,23,24) € 0}
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and define ¢ : My — C* by 1(21, 22, 23, 24,0) = (21,22,23,24). Then ¢ is an
immersion except at 0 and thus My can be considered as an immersed sub-
manifold of C* which is only singular at 0. Let 7 : My — X be given by
(21, 22, 23, 24,0) = o. Clearly, My is 2-ruled by complex lines 7=1(¢) in C*.
Since any complex surface in C* = R® is Cayley by [, §1V.2.C], (Mo, X, 7) is a
2-ruled Cayley 4-fold.

We can define a local holomorphic coordinate w, and hence oriented confor-
mal coordinates (s,t), in 3 by w +— [21, 22, 23, z4](w) in some open set U in X.
Suppose without loss of generality that z4 # 0 in U. Then, we may rescale so
that z4 = 1 and define maps ¢1, ¢ : U = S by

61(s,1) = (Zl(svt) : ZQ(Svt) 7 z3(s,1) ,1> 7

T T T T
¢2(87t) = i¢l(s7t)7

where 7 = (1 + |21(s, )2 + |22(s, t)|2 + |23(s,t)[2)2. We can then write M,
locally in the form (@), where ¢1, ¢o satisty (B2)-(B3), since C, and hence My, is
non-planar. If we define M by (&Il where v satisfies [&4]) then, from Theorem
Ed, M is a non-planar, r-framed, 2-ruled Cayley 4-fold in R3.

A Appendix

A.1 Cayley Multiplication Table for the Octonions

Let e; = 1 and let {es,. .., es} be a basis for Im Q. Then a Cayley multiplication
table for the octonions is as shown:

€1 €2 €3 €4 €5 €6 er €s
€1 €1 €2 €3 €4 €5 €6 er €8
€2 €2 —€ €4 —€3 €6 —€s €g —er
€3 €3 —€4 —€1 €2 €7 —€g —€5 €6
€4 €4 €3 —€2 —€1 —eg —e€r €6 €5
€5 €5 —€g —e€r €g —€1 €2 €3 —€4
€6 €6 €5 €s €7 —€z —€1 —€4 —€3
er €7 —esg €5 —€g —€3 €4 —€ €2
€s €8 €7 —€g —€p €4 €3 —€2 —e€1

Note that the multiplication is defined above so as to be compatible with the

formula ([Il) for ¢ and hence the table is not the standard one.

29



A.2 Calculating the Fourfold Cross Product

At various stages in the proof of Theorem we are required to make calcu-
lations involving the fourfold cross product on @ =2 R®. We shall give here
details of these calculations and the methods employed in order to compute
these products efficiently.

For our purposes we need only consider fourfold cross products of the form

fjk:elxegxejxek.

It is clear by Definition 7 that fj; is antisymmetric and that f;; = 0 for
1 < j,k < 2 since the fourfold cross product is alternating.

We only want to consider the case when Im f;;, # 0. By Proposition 28 this
occurs if and only if {e1, e2,€;,ex} does not lie in a Cayley 4-plane. Hence we
deduce that Im fj, = 01if {j,k} = {3,4} or {j, k} = {5,6} or {j,k} = {7,8}.

We next make the following observation. By the invariance of the four-
fold cross product under Spin(7), if {e;, ek, e;, em} is an ordered basis for a
Cayley 4-plane, then either f;; = fim or fjx = —fim, depending on whether
{ej, ex, €1, em} is a positively oriented basis or not.

Therefore, the only fourfold cross products we require are:

fss = e3 = for,
fs7 = e4 = fse,
Jra=e5 = fs3,
fis = €6 = fr3,
f36 = €7 = fas,

f35 = €8 = f64-
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