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Abstract: Our main results are: (1) The complex and Lagrangian points of a non-complex and non-
Lagrangian 2n-dimensional submanifold F': M — N, immersed with parallel mean curvature and with
equal Kéhler angles into a Kéhler-Einstein manifold (N, J,g) of complex dimension 2n, are zeros of
finite order of sin?@ and cos®#@ respectively, where # is the common J-Kihler angle. (2) If M is a
Cayley submanifold of a Calabi-Yau (CY) manifold N of complex dimension 4, then /\i N M is naturally
isomorphic to /\3_ TM. (3) If N is Ricci-flat (not necessarily CY) and M is a Cayley submanifold, then
pl(/\i NM) = pl(/\i TM) still holds, but py(A>2 NM) — py(A\”> TM) may describe a residue on the
J-complex points, in the sense of Harvey and Lawson. We describe this residue by a PDE on a natural
morphism ® : TM — NM, ®(X) = (JX)=+, with singularities at the complex points. We give an explicit
formula of this residue in a particular case. When (N, I, J, K, g) is a hyper-Kéahler manifold and M is an
I-complex closed 4-submanifold, the first Weyl curvature invariant of M may be described as a residue on
the J-Kéahler angle at the J-Lagrangian points by a Lelong-Poincaré type formula. We study the almost
complex structure J, on M induced by F.

1 Introduction

The role of the complex and anti-complex points on the topology-geometry of closed non-complex
minimal surfaces immersed into complex Kéhler surfaces has been studied in [28], [9], [8], and
[31]. In these papers, it is proved that the set C = C* UC™ of complex and anti-complex points
is a set of isolated points, and each of such points is of finite order. The order of the complex
and anti-complex points is defined as a multiplicity of a zero of (14 cos 8), where 6 is the Kéhler
angle, and adjunction formulas were obtained in [28], [§] and [31]:

- Z order(p) — Z order(p) = X(M) + X(NM) (1.1)
peC— peC+t
Z order(p) — Z order(p) = F*cr(N)[M]. (1.2)
peC— peC+t

MSC 2000: Primary:53C42,53C55,53C25,53C38; Secondary:57R20,57R45.

Key Words: Minimal submanifold, Kahler angles, Cayley submanifolds, K&hler-Einstein manifold, Residue.
* and ** Partially supported by Fundagio Ciéncia e Tecnologia through POCI/MAT/60671/2004.

*Partially supported by Fundagao Ciéncia e Tecnologia through Plurianual of CFIF.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0408206v2

Salavessa—Pereira do Vale 2

The proofs of these formulas come, respectively, from the following PDEs of second order on the
cosine of the Kahler angle, with singularities at complex and anti-complex points:

1Alogsin® 0 = (KM 4+ K1) (1.3)
1+ cosf .
1Alog <m> = —Ricci™ (e, ea), (1.4)

where K™ and K= are respectively the Gaussian curvature of M and the curvature of the
normal bundle NM, and ej, ez is a direct orthonormal frame of M. Therefore, (1.1) and (1.2)
are formulas that describe some polynomials of topological invariants of the immersed surface,
normal bundle and ambient space, as residue formulas of certain functions that have singularities
at those special points.

In higher dimensions, the papers [I7], [29], [B0] show how Pontrjagin classes and Euler classes
of a closed (generic) submanifold M of a complex manifold (V, J) are carried by subsets of CR-
singular points, that is, points with sufficiently many complex directions. The investigation of
complex tangents on a m-dimensional submanifold M embedded into a Kéhler manifold N of
complex dimension m is very much justified, by the well known embedding theorem of Whit-
ney. More generally, if N has a calibration 2 of rank m (see definitions in [12]) and M is not
Q-calibrated we may expect that Q-calibrated points may have a similar role (J2I]). Minimality
of M should guarantee the order of such points to be finite.

In [I3], [I4] a general framework is shown to obtain this sort of geometric residues, inspired
by the above examples. Given two Riemannian vector bundles (E, gg), (F,gr) over M, of the
same rank m, with Riemannian connections VE and VF, and a bundle map ¢ : FF — E,
degenerated at a set of points X, we may compare a m-characteristic classe C'h of E and the
one of F', describing these invariants using the curvature tensors with respect to VT and VE,
via Chern-Weil theory. ® induces on F a singular connection V' = q)_l*VE, Riemannian for
a degenerated metric, and that makes ® a parallel isometric bundle map, but R’ and Ch(R’)
can be smoothly extended to ¥ by the identities R'(X,Y, Z, W) = gp(RE(X,Y)®(Z),d(W)),
Ch(R') = Ch(RF). The difference Ch(R')—Ch(R¥) is of the form dT where T is a transgression
form with singularities along 3. If 3 is sufficiently small and regular, the Stokes theorem reads
f MaVe(S) Tl = — |, V(%) T, where V.(X) is a tubular neighbourhood of ¥ of radius €, and letting
e — 0 may describe Ch(E)—Ch(F) as a residue of T" along ¥ and expressed in terms of the
zeros of ®.

Inspired in this framework, the present paper shows some formulas of the type (1.3)-(1.4)
for 4-dimensional submanifolds of certain Kéhler manifolds. As we will see, to workout such
formulas in dimension > 2 is considerably more difficult then in the surface case.

We study the set C of complex points and the set £ of Lagrangian points of non-holomorphic
and non-Lagrangian immersed submanifolds F' : M — N of real dimension 2n of a Ké&hler-
Einstein (KE) manifold of complex dimension 2n, namely if F' is immersed with equal Kéhler
angles (e.k.a.s). A natural bundle map ® : TM — NM, ®(X) = (JX)*, is defined and was
first used by Webster. ® is degenerated at points with complex directions, and has maximum
norm at Lagrangian points, where it is an isometry. If F' has e.k.a.s, ® is conformal with
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|®(X)|> = sin? 0| X||? where 6 is the common Kzhler angle, and away from £, one can define
smooth almost complex structures J, on M and J+ on the normal bundle NM that are natu-
rally inherited from the ambient space, and they coincide with the induced complex structure at
complex points. These almost complex structures, with the Kahler angle, will be fundamental
for our formulas. In section 3, if n = 2 we study J,,.

If n =2 and (N, J,g) is Ricci-flat KE, M is a Cayley submanifold if it is minimal and with
equal Kéahler angles. If N is Calabi-Yau these Cayley submanifolds are calibrated by one of
the S'-family of Cayley calibrations ([I2],[I6]). The Cayley calibrations € do not specify the
complex or the Lagrangian points, but induce a natural isomorphism QM : /\%r TM — /\%r NM,
(OM(XAY),UAV)=Q(X,Y,U, V) (see Prop.3.2)

In Section 4 we prove that complex and Lagrangian points of a n-submanifold with parallel
mean curvature are zeros of a system of complex-valued functions that satisfy a second-order
partial differential system of inequalities of the Aronszajn type, and so, if the submanifold is
not complex or Lagrangian, they are zeros of finite order. These inequalities are obtained from
some estimates on the Laplacian of the pull-back of the Kéahler form of N by F, and on the
Laplacian of ® : TM — NM. Furthermore, the sets C and £ have Hausdorff codimension at
least 1, and if M is closed and n = 2, L is a set of Hausdorff codimension at least 2.

In Section 5 we prove the following residue-type formula, in the same spirit as formulas (1.3)
and (1.4):

Theorem 1.1. If F : M — N is a non-J-holomorphic Cayley submanifold immersed into a
4-fold Ricci-flat Kdhler manifold (not necessarily Calabi-Yau), the following equalities hold, for
some representatives in the cohomology classes of M :

PAINM) = pi(ALTM) (1.5
PUNENM) = pi(NTM) + (1.6

where n = n(®P) is a 3-form, defined away from the complex points, which is given by
N 1 Mo Lia1 -1
n®) = 4<<1> Vo A (®(RY) + RM + S[07'Ve, e vaol]) ) (1.7)

where ®(RL) : A2TM — N> TM is given by ®(RT)(X,Y)(Z) = ®'RL(X,Y)®(Z). Further-

more:

(A) If F has no complex points TM and NM have the same Pontrjagin and Euler classes.
(B) If d® = 0, or if g(Vx®(Y),®(2)) is skew symmetric on (Y, Z), then 6 is constant and
& :TM — NM is a parallel homothetic diffeomorphism.

(C) If g(Vx®(Y), ®(2)) is symmetric on (Y,Z), or if R(X,Y)® = 0, where R is the curvature
tensor of TM*®@ NM, then pl(/\2_ ™) = pl(/\z_ NM) holds, or equivalently M and NM have
the same Pontrjagin and Euler classes.

We will say that F' has regular homogeneous complex points , if C = J; ¥; is a disjoint finite
union of closed submanifolds ¥; of dimension d; < 3, and for each 4, on a neighbourhood V of
¥; in M, sin@ = f* where r; is the common order of the zeros of ® (and of ||®||) along ¥;,
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and f; is a nonnegative continuous function, smooth on V' ~ C, such that ||V f;|| exists as a
positive C* function on all V, with u > r; + 2 and the flow of X, = % can be extended
to Gy, = {(p,w) € NI; : |lw|| < to} as a C*T! diffeomorphism & : Gy, — V. That is, Xy, is
a multivalued vector field at points p € ¥;, with sublimits spanning all 7,2 and for each u
unit vector of T, it is defined an integral curve Yp,u)(t) = &(p,tu) with v, ,)(0) = p and
7&07“)(0) = %, where ¢(p) = ||V fi||(p). This flow map £ defines for each sufficiently small
¢ > 0 a diffoomorphism from C, = {(p,w) € N¥; : |w|| = ¢} onto f; '(¢). Furthermore, for
each sufficiently small coordinate chart y of ¥ we have a Farmi-type coordinate chart x of V

of class CH*!, extending y and satisfying f; = \/;p?liﬂ + ...+ 23 (see Prop. 5.8). Examples of

such functions f; are the distance function o to a submanifold ¥;. Let 7 : N'¥; := C; — %,
7(p,u) = p, and S(p, 1) the unit sphere of T,¥+ C T,M. For u € S(p,1) and X € T,M, set
Xte = X — g(X,u)u, and define ¢(u)(X) = (V,X)* € T,M where X is any smooth section of
TM with X, = X.

Corollary 1.1. Assume M is compact and F' in Theorem 1.1 has reqular homogeneous complex
points of order r; on ;. Let & = ”%” and set for each (p,u) € N'S; and X vector field on M,

Tl(pvu) = qu%zq)(p)v \Pl(pvu)(Xp) = V5:1—17Xq)(p)7

Cilp, u)(Xy) == VD B() + i (p, ) (s (w)(X,)) (8)

defining smooth sections T; of =Y (TM* @ NM) and V;,G; of m~{(TM* @ (TM* @ NM)).
Then there exist the following limits

lim & (€(p. cu)) = ”!;p)nn(p,u), (1.9)
lim V(e ) = e W) (X (L)
if X LV fi near p, yg(l]vxi(é(p,eu» = WGi(p,u)(Xp)j (1.11)

with WTZ-(]), u) : T,M — NM, an isometry. Furthermore, set

T (p,u)(X) = Tilp,w) o Wilp,w)(X) T (p,u)(X) = Ti(p,u) ™" 0 Gilp, u)(X).
Then

prAZNM)[M] = p1(\2TM)[M] =

- -2 DN .0 A (Tl 0 (B + B (<)) () s (0)
iod; = i iz

3 7‘3 k
+33 S [fem 0.0 A 00, 70 ) s ) s )

k=0 i:d;=k oBy=3—k

In section 6 we prove that if M is a J-complex submanifold and N is Ricci-flat, then (1.5)
still holds. Moreover, if ¢;(M) = 0, then /\3_ TM and /\%r NM are both flat, and A% TM and
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/\2_ NM are both anti-self-dual.

If N=(N,I,J K,g) is hyper-Kéhler (HK) of complex dimension 4, and M is an I-complex
submanifold of complex dimension 2, then, considering on N the complex structure J, M is a
Cayley submanifold with a J-Kahler angle 6 that can assume any value. Furthermore, M has a
hyper-Hermitian structure (M, I, J,,, Ju,9), defined away from totally complex points. More
generally, if M is an ”[-Kéhler” Cayley submanifold of a Ricci-flat Kahler 4-fold (N, J, g), i.e.,
locally on a open dense set of M ~ L, a smooth Kéahler structure I exists and that anti-commutes
with J,,, then we conclude (in subsection 3.2) that the J-Kéahler angle 6 also satisfies the PDE

Alogcos®f = sM (1.12)

M is the scalar curvature of M. If M is closed, this is a residue-type formula for the first

curvature invariant of Weyl of M, ko(M) =1 [}, sMVolyy, in terms of the zero set ¥ of cosf,
which is the set of the the J-Lagrangian points £ of M. We prove in section 7:

where s

Proposition 1.1. If N is HK and M is a non-totally complex closed I-Kdhler submanifold
with I-Kdhler form wy, then there exist a locally finite union of irreducible analytic subvarieties
of complex codimension 1 (i.e analytic surfaces) ¥; and integers a; such that ¥ = |, ¥; where
cos 6 vanish at homogeneous order a; along ¥; and a formula of Lelong-Poincaré type in terms

of characteristic divisors exist: %K}Q(M) =—>a; fEi wy.

If T does not exist globally on M, we still can obtain a residue formula under some conditions,
and a removable high rank singularity theorem (see Proposition 7.1 and Corollary 7.1).

In section 8 we give some examples of complete non-linear Cayley submanifolds of (Rs, Jo, 90),
with no complex Jy-points, with only one complex point, with a 2-plane set of complex points,
or with a 2-plane set of Lagrangian points. They are all holomorphic for some other complex
structure of R®. We also observe that all submanifolds, and in particular coassociative ones,
that are graphs of maps f : R* - R3, do not have .Jp-complex points.

2 The Kahler angles

We recall the notion of Kahler angles introduced in [22], [23] and [26] for an immersed 2m-
submanifold ' : M — N of a Kéahler manifold of complex dimension 2n where m < n. We denote
by J and g the complex and Hermitian structure of NV and w(X,Y) = g(JX,Y") its Kahler form.
Let NM = (dF(TM))* be the normal bundle and denote by ( ) the orthogonal projection of
F~ITN onto NM. The pullback 2-form F*w defines at each point p € M the Kihler angles
01,...,0m of M, 0, € [0,5], such that cosf; > ... > cosb,, > 0 and {£icosbq}a—1,..m are the
eigenvalues of the complex extension F*w to T7M. Polar decomposition of the endomorphism
(F*w)f = |(F*w)*|J, where # is the usual musical isomorphism, defines a partial isometry .J, :
TM — TM with the same kernel K, as F*w. Then M = J;"; L,,— where a point p € M is in
Lp—i iff Rank(F*w), = 2k. At each p € L,,_j, we may take an o.n. basis of T, M of the form
{X1,Y1 =L X1, X, Y = Jo X, Xpa1, Yty -+ Ximy Yo } where {Xpa1, Yir1, ooy Xon, Yin }
is any o.n. basis of K. If O is an open set of M lying in £,,_;, then X,,Y, can be chosen
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smoothly on a neighbourhood of each point of O. The complex frame

a:Zazzﬁ a=Z, a=1,...,m (2.1)
diagonalizes F*w, (F*w)¥(Zy) = i 08042y, and for a < k, Z, € THOM wr.t. J,,. We will use
the greek letters a, 3, u, ... and their conjugates to denote both the integer in {1,2,...,m} it
represents or the corresponding complex vector of T°M above defined in (2.1). If M is orientable
then C* and C~, are the set of points such that cos,(p) = 1 Vo, and respectively, J,, defines
the same or the opposite orientation of M. The eigenvalues cos 8, are only locally Lipschitz on
M, while the product 2¢(p) cos 6 ... cos b, = (F*w™, Voly) is smooth everywhere, where €(p)
is the orientation of J,, for p € Ly. For E subspace of T),M set E/=FENJE.

Let wh = winar be the restriction of the Kahler form w of N to the normal bundle NM, and
(wh)* = |(wh)f|J* be its polar decomposition. We define the following morphisms

d: TM — NM =: NM — TM
X = (Jx)t u — (Ju)'

Note that JX = (F*w)¥(X) 4+ ®(X), and ®(X) = 0 iff {X,JX} is a complex direction of F.
Similarly for wt and Z. @ : (TM7)t — NM,Z: (NM7)t — TM are 1-1. Set 25 = dim(T M),
2t = dim(NM?). The o.n. basis {Ua, Va} = {U1, JUy, ..., U, JU;, (I)(sme )s @(Si)rf—ga)}, where «
are s.t. sinf, # 0, diagonalize w™, and so 2n = 2m+t—8, and for A = a+t—s, o4 = 0, are the
the non-zero Kéhler angles of NM. That is, T'M and N M have the same nonzero Kéhler angles,
and they have the same multiplicity. Only the eigenvalues 4i of (F*w)? and of w' may or not
exist and may appear with different multiplicity, ¢ and s, respectively. Set E, = span{X,, Yy},
Fp = span{Ua,Va}, and Pg,, Pr, the corresponding orthonormal projections of T'M and N M.

We use the Hilbert-Schmidt inner products on tensors and forms. We have

IF*wlf* = 1| (F*w)||* = 32, cos? b = [l ||* + (s = ) = |w' > = 2(n — m)
g(P(X),®(Y)) = (1 —cosbycosbp)g(X,Y) for X € E,,Y € Ej (2.2)
g(EW),E(V)) = (1 —cosbycosbp)g(U,V) forUeF,,V cFp

12]* = 237, sin 6o = ||E]|* — 4(n —m)

who® = —®o (F*w)* (Fru)foE = —Eow?t
Jtod=—-doJ, J,0E=-E0Jt on Ly (2.3)
~Zo0®=Y_sin’0,Pg, ~®oZE=Y_sin’0,Pr,. (2.4)

If X € T,M and U € NM,, then w(U,®(X)) = w(ZU),X), w(U,J,X) = w(JtU, X),
9(U, (X)) = —g(2(V), X).

We denote by V both Levi-Civita connections of M and N or F~IT'N, if no confusion exists,
otherwise we explicit them by VM and V. We take on NM the usual connection V=, given
by ViU = (VxU)L, for X and U smooth sections of TM and NM C F~'TN, respectively.
We denote the corresponding curvature tensors by R™, RN and R*. The sign convention we
choose for the curvature tensors is R(X,Y)Z = —VxVyZ + VyVz + Vixy]Z. The second
fundamental form of F', VxdF(Y) = VdF(X,Y) is a symmetric 2-tensor on M that takes
values on the normal bundle. Its covariant derivative V*VdF is defined considering VdF with
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values on NM. We denote by iyy : NM — F7ITN the inclusion bundle map, and its covariant
derivative Vyiy,, is a morphism from NM into TM. Then VX,Y € T,M, U € NM,, p € M,

9(Vxina(U),Y) = g(Vx U)T,Y) = —g(U, VxdF(Y)) = —g(AY(X),Y) = —g(U,(Vx Y)*)  (2.5)

where A : NM,, — L(T,,M;T,M) is the shape operator. Let H = W
mean curvature of F. F' is minimal (resp. with parallel mean curvature) if H = 0 (resp. V' H =
0). F is J-pluriminimal in Lo if (VdF)MD(X,Y) = L(VAF(X,Y) + VdF(J,X, J,Y)) = 0. In
this case I is minimal on £y. For pe M, X,Y,Z € T,M, U,V € NM,,

traceg,, VAF denote the

VzFrw(X,)Y) = —g(VzdF(X),®(Y)) + g(VzdF(Y), (X)) (2.6)
Vowt (U, V) = —g(Vzinn(U),E(V)) 4+ 9(Vzinu(V), E(U)).

If (E, gg) is a Riemannian vector bundle and 7',S : TM — E are vector bundle maps, we define
a 2-form (T' A S) by

(T'AS)X,Y) = gu(T(X),S(Y)) = gu(T(Y), S(X)).

From the symmetry of VdF, (VzdF A VydF)(X,Y) = (VxdF AN VydF)(Z,W). Recall the
Gauss, Ricci and Coddazzi equations: For X, Y, Z € C*°(TM), and U,V € C*°(NM)

RM(X,Y,Z,W) = RN(X,Y,Z,W)+ (VzdF A VidF)(X,Y) (2.8)
RY(X,Y,U, V) = RN(X,Y,U V)4 (AY AN AV)(X,Y) (2.9)
—RN(X,Y,Z,U) = g(V{VdF(Y,Z) - NiFVdF(X,Z) , U). (2.10)

2.1 A AF*w

Lemma 2.1. Let F : M — N be a 2m-dimensional immersed submanifold. For any X,Y €
T,M, UV € NM,, and any local o.n. frame e; of M,

(i) Vx®(Y) = wH(VxdF(Y)) = VxdF((F*w)*(Y)).

(i3) d®(X,Y) = —VxdF((F*w) (Y)) + VydF ((F*w)}(X)).

(iii) 6® = —2m(JH) .

(iv) A®(X )—Zm(V(F* JH — Viwh (H) - wh(V§ H)) + VxdF(S(F*w)h)+
+3.VAdF(V,, (F*w )ﬁ( )ei) + 3 (RN (e, X, (F*w )(ei))—RN(ei,(F*w)ﬁ(X),ei))L.

(v) AFw(X,Y) = 2m(g(V{H, ®(Y)) - g(% H,®(X))) + 2mg(H,d®(X,Y))

+Traceyy RN (X, Y, dF(-), ®())) + (VxdF, Vy ®) — (VydF, Vx®).
(vi) 9(VXEWU),Y) = g((F*w)(Vxinu(U)) = Vxina (@ (U)),Y) = —g(Vx®(Y), V).

Proof. We take smooth vector fields X,Y of M such that at a given point py, VY (py) =
VX (pg) =0, and assume also that Ve; = 0 at pp. Then at pg

Ved(Y) = V(@) = (Vx(JdFY)H)" = (Vx(JAF(Y) — (Frw) (V)"
= (JVXdF(Y))" = VxdF((F*w)(Y)) = wH(VxdF(Y)) — VxdF((Fw)}(Y))
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and we get (7). (i) follows from d®(X,Y) = Vx®(Y) — Vy®(X), and the symmetry of
VdF. Tt follows that 6@ = — >, V.. ®(e;) = —2m(JH)* + 3, Ve, dF((F*w)*(e;)). Note that
> Ve, dF((F*w)f(e;)) = 0 because VAF(X,Y) is symmetric and (F*w)* is skew symmetric.
Then (i4i) is proved. Now,
d6®(X) = —2md((JH) ) (X) = —2mVi (w (H)) = —2mVgw (H) — 2mw* (Vi H).
3d®(X) 3 Ve, d®(e;, X) = =3, Vih (d®(e;, X))
—S Vi (= Ve dF((F*w)! (X)) + VxdF ((F*w)¥(e;)))
= SV (Vipewye o dF (i) — VxdF((Fw)¥(e))))
= Y Vi VAF((F*w)*(X),e;) + VAF (Ve, (F*w) (X), e;)
C = Vo VAR(X, (F*w)(ed) = VxdF (Ve (F*w)?) (e:)
= Y Voo ViF (i) — (R (e, (F0F (X)) = V(e (Fw)er)
+ (RN (¢4, X)(F*w)(e:)) " + VAF (Ve,(F*w)*(X), &) + VxdF(5((F*w)?))

where we applied Coddazzi’s equation (2.10) in the last equality. Since Vg VdAF is symmetric
and F*w is skew symmetric 3, Vi VdF (e;, (F*w)%(e;)) = 0. Thus,

SdD(X) = Vibeuyix)@mH) + Y, (RN (61, X)(Frw)i(e;) — R (e, (F*w)(X))e:)

. VAR (Ve (F*w) (X)), e;) + VxdF (5((F*w)?)).
From A® = (do + dd)P(X), we get the expression in (iv). Since F*w is closed, then, for Y
vector field with VY (pg) = 0, and using (2.10) and (2.6)
AF*w(X,Y) = (d6 + 6d) F*w(X,Y) = d(6F*w)(X,Y) =
= Vx(0F*w)(Y) = Vy (6F*w)(X) = X,d(— Ve, F*w(es, Y))(X) + d(Ve, F*w(e;, X))(Y)
= 5d(g(VdF(er,e0), ®(Y)) — g(VdF(e;, V), ®(e;)) ) (X)
+52,d( = g(VdF (e, e;), (X)) + g(VdF (e, X), ®(e;)) ) (X)
= d(g(2mH, ®(Y)))(X) — d(g(2mH, ®(X)))(Y) — ¥,9(Vx VdF (e;,Y), ®(e;))
—3.9(VdF (e;,Y), Vx®(e;)) + g(NF VdF (e, X), ®(e;)) + g(VdF (g5, X), Vy ®(e;))
= 2m(g(Vg H,®(Y)) — g(V H,®(X))) + 2m g(H,Vx®(Y)) — 2m g(H, Vy ®(X))
+3, g(=Vg VAF(Y,e;) + Vi VdAF (X, e;) , ®(e;))
+>°, — g(VdF(e;,Y),Vx®(e;)) + g(VdF (e;, X), Vy®(e;))
= 2m(g(Vx H,®(Y)) — g(Vy H, ®(X)) + g(H,d®(X,Y))) + 3, RV (X, Y, e;, ®(e;))
+>°, — g(VdF(e;,Y),Vx®(e;)) + g(VdF (e;, X), Vy®(e;))

obtaining the expression AF*w of (v). Finally we prove (vi). From Z(U) 4 w*(U) = JU, and
assuming at a point py VU (pg) = 0 ( and so V¥ U = Vxiya(U)) we obtain, at pg

VXE(U) + Vxinu(wH(0) = (VEEO) +wt )" = (Vio)"
= (J(VXiNNI(U)))T = (F*w)ﬁ(VXiNM(U))'
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Therefore, using (2.5), and (i),

g(VXE(WU),Y) = —g(Vxinu(U),(F*w)(Y)) + g(w" (U), VxdF(Y))
g(VxdF((F*w)*(Y)),U) — g(w" (VxdF(Y)),U) = —g(Vx®(Y),U). O

3 Cayley submanifolds

We assume m = n and that F : M?" — N2" has equal Kihler angles (e.k.a.s), that is §, = 0
Yo and we denote by £ = L,,. In this case ¢ and Z are conformal bundle maps and
(F*w)* = cos 0.J,, wh = cosJ+ (3.1)
—Eo® =sin?0Idry, — do= =sin?0ldyy. on M.

On M ~ L, J, is gpy-orthogonal. Thus Va, (3,

9(Vzdu(@), B) = 2ig(Vza, B) = —g(, VzJu(B)),  9(VzJu(@),B) = 0. (3-3)
The Ricci tensor of N can be expressed in terms of the frame (2.1) as (see [23])
sin® @ Ricci™ (U, V) = S ARN (U, JV, a, ®(&)) = Tracey RY (U, JV,dF(-), ®(-)) (3.4)
valid at all points p € M, and U,V € Tp(,)N. We have

Proposition 3.1. Assume (N, J,g) is KE with Ricci = Rg, and F : M — N is a 2n-
dimensional immersed submanifold with e.k.a.s. Then

(1) d®(X,Y) =2cosO(VdF) MV (J,X,Y) and Traceq , d® =3, d®(Xq,Ya) = 2ncosf H.
(2) dsin?0(X) - (Y. 2) = g(Vx@(¥), (2)) + g(VxB(Z), (V).

(3) d® = 0 iff d®(X, J,X) = 0 iff F is J,-pluriminimal or Lagrangian. Furthermore: (a) if
R # 0, then d® = 0 iff F is complex or Lagrangian; (b) if R =0, d® = 0 iff F' has constant
Kahler angle and ® : (TM,V, gy ) — (NM, Vl,g) s a parallel homothetic morphism.

(4) 0® = 0 iff H is a Lagrangian direction of NM, iff F' is minimal away from L. Conse-
quently, ® : (TM,V, grr) — (NM,V7*) is closed and co-closed 1-form (and so harmonic) iff
¢ (TM,V,gm) — (NM, Vl) is parallel iff F is Lagrangian or J,,- pluriminimal.

(5) If F has parallel mean curvature then
AB(X) = —2nVgw(H)+ VxdF(6(F*w)*) + S, VAF(V,,(F*w) (X),e;)  (3.5)
+5°, (RN (61, X, (F*w)?(e;)) — RN (e, (F*w)¥(X), ei))J_ (3.6)
AF*w(X,Y) = 2ng( H, =VxdF((F*w)}(Y)) + VydF((F*w)}(X)))
+sin? RF*w(X,Y) + 3,20 (V,,,dF(Y), Ve, dF (X))
+(VydF,VxdF o (F*w)*) — (VxdF, VydF o (F*w)").

Proof. (1) follows from Lemma 2.1, (2) from differentiation of (2.2), (3) and (4) are consequence
of [24] and Lemma 2.1 (i3) and (iii), and (5) follows directly from Lemma 2.1., (3.4) and the
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J-invariance of Ricci®Y. O

Now we assume n = 2. Four dimensional submanifolds of any Kéahler manifold of complex
dimension > 4, immersed with equal Kahler angles, are just the same as submanifolds satisfying

*F*w = +F*w.

Since pointwise F*w is self-dual or anti-self-dual, and is a closed 2-form, then it is co-closed as
well. In particular it is an harmonic 2-form. This is not the case of n # 2, unless if § = constant
(see [24], or next lemma 3.1(2)). In case that N is a KE manifold of zero Ricci tensor and of real
dimension 8, a Cayley submanifold is a minimal 4-dimensional submanifold with equal Kahler
angles 61 = 0y = 0. If N is a Calabi-Yau 4-fold, that is a Kéahler manifold with a complex
volume form p € /\%O)M (this condition implies Ricci-flat, and the converse also holds in case
N is simply connected), these submanifolds are characterised by being calibrated by one of the
Cayley calibrations Q2 = lw Aw + Re(p), where p is one of the S'-family of parallel holomorphic
volumes of N ([I2]). Calabi-Yau 4-folds are Spin(7) manifolds. So, locally on N there is a
section {ey,...,eg} of the principal Spin(7)-bundle of frames of N defined on a open set U of
N, and that at each point p € U, defines a isometry of 7, N onto R® such that € looks like (see

[16])

Q = dxyo34 + drsgrs + (dﬂjlz + d:l?34) VAN (d3356 + d$7g) (3 7)
+(da;13 - d$24) A (da;57 — deS) — (d$14 + dxgg) A (d$58 + d$67). ’
From this equation we see that the subspaces spanned by eq,...,e4 and es,...,eg are Cayley

subspaces. We note that we use the opposite orientation on Cayley subspaces that Harvey and
Lawson do in [I2] , and the calibration they use is given by ' = —1w? + Re(p) that is

Q' = dziass + dzsers + (dwia — dwss) A (dzse — dars)

3.8
+(d:1713 + d3324) A\ (d$57 + dﬂjﬁg) + (d:l?14 — d$23) N (d:l?58 — d$67) ( )

and so — and Q differ on the chosen parallel holomorphic volume, giving opposite fase on
the special Lagrangian calibration. In [I2] it is proved that Spin(7) acts transitively on the
grassmannian G(2) of Cayley 4-planes of R® and the isotropic subgroup of a Cayley subspace
Eis K = SU(2) x SU(2) x SU(2)/Z2 (see in (1.39) of [12] how K is embedded in Spin(7)).
Thus, we can assume that B = {e1,es,e3,e4} and B+ = {es, e, e7, eg} are direct o.n. basis of
T,M and N M, respectively. We identify isometrically in the usual way bivectors with 2-forms.
So JlB =e1 ANeg+ ez ey, J2B =e1 ANeg —eg Aey, and Jf = e1 Aeg+ eg Aeg defines a direct o.n.
basis (of norm /2) of /\3_ T,M. Similar for /\%r NM,,. We define a bilinear map:

04 NT,M x N’NM, — R
QX AY, UAV)=Q(X,Y,U,V)

Proposition 3.2. Q2 defines a natural orientation reversing isometric bundle isomorphism
between /\iTM and /\iNM.

Proof. Identifying isometrically in the canonic way (via musical isomorphisms with respect to
the induced metrics) the bilinear map Q% restricted to /\%r T,M x /\iN M, with a linear map
Q- /\3_ T,M — /\%r NM,, and using the frame e; adapted to M, from (3.7) we see that Q*
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applies J£ to JIBL, JB to JQBL and Jf to —Jfl, and so it gives a global orientation reversing
isometry bundle map between the vector bundles /\%r TM and /\%r NM. O

In particular, p;( /\?|r TM) = pi( /\%r NM). We will see in section 5 that this equality still holds
for the case of M Cayley but N only a Ricci-flat Kdhler manifold. In this case, we cannot
guarantee the existence of a global isomorphism between the two bundles. If M were calibrated
for €' we would obtain a global orientation preserving isometry bundle map between the vector
bundles A2 TM and A2 NM.

For simplicity of notation we denote by
9z XY = g(VdF(Z, X),JAF(Y)) = g(VzdF(X),®(Y)) (3.9)
and define wy(X,Y) = gy (J, X, Y). We have

de(X7Y7Z) = g(vXJw(Y)vz)_g(VYJw(X)vz)+g(VZJw(X)7Y) (310)
= g(dJ,(X,Y),Z)+g(VzJ,(X),Y). (3.11)

Recall the Weitzenbock operator of /\2 T*M applied to F*w is given by
SFru(X,Y) =3, — Rle;, X)F*w(e;,Y) + R(ei, Y ) F*w(e;, X)

where ¢; is an o.n.b. of T, M, and R is the curvature operator on /\2 T*M: VX,Y,u,v € T,M, ¢ €

2 ok o _ M M M _ M
N Ty M, (R(X,Y)9) (u,v) = —p(RY (X,Y)u,v) — d(u, RV (X,Y)v). Let s = trace Ricci™ =
> 4RicciM (u, 1) be the scalar curvature of M.

Lemma 3.1. For an immersion with e.k.a.s, VX € T,M, Vo, B:

(1) [VF*w|]? = n||Vcos8]|? + L cos? 0| V.1,

(2) S((F*w)f) = (n —2)J,(V cosh).

(3) cosf(0J,) = (n—1)J,(Vcosh).

(4) o(Fw)(X) =32, (=2g9xpi — 29xfip) + 2ng(H, JAF (X)).

(5) gxBa = gxaB +cost g(VxJ,(a),B).

(6) gxBa = gxaB+ tdcosf(X).

(7) %dcos 0(X) = —gx BB+ gx BB ( no summation on f3).

(8) Forn=2,6F*w=0, and if H=0 %dcosf(X) = Do TIXHE =0, X -

9) SM =3, 8RM (1, p, i, p) + 8RM (u, p, i, p) = 3=, 16RM (1, p, 1, p) — 8RM (u, i, p, p)
(10) (SF*w, F*w) = 16 COS2GEW RM(u, p, i, p) = cos? sM + ZWESCOS2 ORM (p, i, p, p).
(11) Forn =2, H =0, and N Ricci-flat, Acos®f = (SF*w, F*w) + | VF*w|?.

Proof. All formulas are somewhere proved in [24]. We only need to check (4) and part of (8).
Since 2nH = Zu 2V, dF i + Zu 2VpdFp and VAF is symmetric, by (2.6)

F'w(X) = X, =2V, Fw(i, X) = 2VpF w(p, X) =3 29,0 X — 29, X[+ 295uX — 295 X
— G(2nH, JAF(X)) — ¥, (20, X + 2 X 1),
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For n = 2, from (2), 6w = 0 and so if I is minimal by (4), >_, gxpit = —>_, gx . Finally,
by (7) idcos0(X) =32, — gx it + gxip = 3, — 29X 1l = 3, 29.x FUpL. O

Consequently

Proposition 3.3. If n=2 and F : M — N 1is a submanifold with e.k.a.s, then

(1) dwpr = —dlogcos A wyy,

(2) dcosf(1) = —2icos0g(VzJ,(2),1) =4cos b g(V52,1),
dcosf(2) = —2icos0g(ViJ,(1),2) =4cosbg(Vil,2),

(3) and if F is a Cayley submanifold, then ¢x22= —gx11.

Proof. (1) From 0 = dF*w = d(cosfOwys) = dcosh A wys + cos@dwy; we obtain (1). From
(1), £dcosf(1) = dcosf A wp(1,2,2) = —cosfdwy(1,2,2). Equations (3.3) and (3.10) give
dwpr(1,2,2) = g(V3Jw(1),2) = —g(V5J,(2),1) = —2ig(V52,1) obtaining the first equality in
(2). Similar for dcos@(2). Lemma 3.1(7)(8), and minimality of F imply —2gx11 + 2gx11 =
idcos 0(X) =3, —2gx pit = —29x 11 — 2gx22 and we get (3). O

3.1 The almost complex structure J,

Proposition 3.4. If n =2, and F has e.k.a.s, on M ~ L, we have

(1) dJ, =0 iff VJ, = 0. In this case dwy; = 0.

(2)  cos® =const. iff dwy =0 iff ViJ,(a)=0 iff 6J,=0.
(3) If VJ, =0 then cosf = constant and F*w parallel.

(4)  J, isintegrable iff dJ,(1,2) =0 iff V,J,(a)=0.

(5) If F is J,-pluriminimal then cos = constant.

Consequently we have:

(A) If J, is integrable, then cos @ = constant iff J,, is Kdhler.

(B) If J, is an almost complex structure of the Gray list [1{)] that is, Kdhler, or almost, quasi,
nearly or semi-Kdhler, then cos @ is constant. Therefore, immersions with non-constant e.k.a.s
produces submanifolds with an almost complex structure on M ~ L, that might be integrable but
not one of the Gray list.

Proof. From (3.10) dJ,, = 0 implies

dwp (X, Y, Z) = g(VzJ,(X),Y) (3.12)
with (Z,X) — VzJ,(X) symmetric. But then dwys = 0. By (3.12) we get VJ, = 0, and we
have proved (1). Since V.J,(T1O0M) C T M (see (3.3)), then, dwps(a, B,7) = 9(V5Ju(), B),

and for n = 2, «, 8,7 must have repeated vectors, so, 0 = dwps(c, 3,7) = g(dJ, (a,ﬁ),’y) +
9(VyJy,(a), B). Using Prop.3.3(2) and (3.3)

ldeonrl* =Y 16ldwnr(a, B, = D 16|(Vau( ZSHV Jo(a)|?
%azﬁ v,a<B
- = 1)[2 2)|?) = 2| V1 2 1
C0829(|dcos(9( )|* + |dcos0(2)]7) IV log(cos )] (3.13)
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and we have proved the first 3 equivalences of (2). The last one comes from lemma 3.1(3).
If VJ, = 0 then 6J, = 0. Thus, by (2) cosf is constant, and by Lemma 3.1(1) VF*w =
0 and (3) is proved. The integrability of .J, is equivalently to the vanishing of the tensor:
Ny, (X,Y) = [J,X, J,Y] = [X,Y] — Ju[X, J,Y] — Ju[JuwX,Y]. Using the connection on M we
have N (X,Y) = —J,(dJ,(X,Y)) + (Vi xJ,)(Y) = (Vi,yJu)(X). From J, o J, = —Id we
have VxJ,(J,Y) = —Ju(VxJ,(Y)). Thus, N;, = 0 iff dJ,(X,Y) = dJ,(J,X, J.Y), iff
dJ, (o, B) = 0, iff V,J,(a) = 0. Recall that pluriminimality implies cos @ = constant ([24]).
Now we prove (A). If J, is integrable and cos @ is constant, by (2) and (4) VJ, = 0, i.e. J,
is Kdhler. Now we prove the last remark (B). If J,, is almost-Ké&hler, that is dwys = 0, from
(2) cos® = constant. If J, is nearly-Kahler, that is VxJ,(X) = 0, then §J, = 0, and so
it is semi-Kéhler. The later implies by (2) that 6 is constant. If J, is quasi-K&hler, then
VxJ,(Y) = -V, xJu(J,Y), and so V1J,(1) = VaJ,(2) = 0. By Proposition 3.3 this implies
cos = constant. O

Remark. As an observation, we conclude that if R # 0 and M is compact immersed with
e.k.as and with almost K&hler J, (i.e. dwys = 0), then M is Kahler, confirming the Goldberg
conjecture in this case. In fact, from previous proposition we have 6 constant, and so theorem
1.2 of [20] concludes that J,, is Kéhler.

Let B = {X31,Y1,X>,Ys} be a diagonalising o.n. basis of F*w at the point p € M, and let
e(p) € {—1,+1} be the sign of this basis (well defined for p ¢ £), and if p € M ~ C, we denote
by € (p) the sign of the basis B’ = ®(B) of NM,. Then q;i(r}l/};), q)s(ifé), q;i(r}l%), q;(if;) diagonalizes
wt, and has the same orientation as B’.

Lemma 3.2. Let n = 2 and F : M — N be an immersed oriented submanifold with e.k.a.s.
Then ® : TM — NM 1is, along M ~ L UZC, an orientation preserving bundle morphism,
with respect to the orientations defined by J,, and J* respectively. Moreover, for p € M ~ C,
e(p)é'(p) = +1 always hold.

Proof. From (2.3) ®isa J,—J L_anti-holomorphic morphism, and so it preserves the orientations.
If p € L, for any chosen basis B, €(p)e'(p) = +1 still holds. Now assume p ¢ £ UC. Since
®(X,) = JX, —cos0Y,, ®(Y,) = JY, + cos0X,, then

0# Ap(Tp,M) := Vol (X1,Y1, X2, Y2, &(X;), 2(Y1), (X2), 2(Y2)) = e(p)é'(p) sin* 9
= Voln(X1,Y1,X0,Ys, JX1,JY1, J X5, JY2) = Vol (X1, J X1, Y1, JY1, Xo, J X5, Ya, JY3).

Note that if T),M is a Lagrangian subspace, then Ag = 1 for any o.n.b. X1,Y;, Xy, Y5 of T,M
we choose. Now we prove that Ag > 0 holds for any T,M with ek.a.s with cosf # 1. We

consider the strictly decreasing continuous curve, a : [0, §] — [0, 1], defined by a(t) = I;Jssia()t),

a(0) = 1, and a(5) = 0. We may identify T,N with V' = R* x R*, with complex structure
Jo(X,Y) = (=Y, X). We consider the family of maps, for t € [0,5], T : R* -V, Iy(X) =
(X,a(5 —1)Ju(X)), where J, is a fixed go-orthogonal complex structure on R*. For each ¢, I'; is
an isomorphism of R* onto a subspace E; = Ft(R4) with e.k.a § = (§ —t) and complex structure

Jw (see [20]), giving a continuous curve of subspaces starting from a Lagrangian subspace Ey =

R* of V. Then ¢ € [0, 5= Ae¢,(E) is a continuous curve of nonzero numbers, starting with
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value 1 at t = 0. Thus it remains positive on [0, 5[. Now, all subspaces £ of dimension 4 of
V that have the same Ké&hler angles are the same up to a unitary transformation of V', ( such
transformation maps a diagonalising basis of E and of E+ into the corresponding ones of E’
and E'*, see [20] or [26]). This proves e(p)e’(p) = % > 0. O
Recall that a hyper-Kéhler manifold is a Riemannian manifold (N, g) endowed with two Kéhler
structures I,J that anti-commute, IJ = —JI. Then I,J, K := IJ define a family of K&hler
structures indexed on S2, (J;)peg2, Jo = al +bJ + cK, z = (a,b,¢).

Proposition 3.5. Let n =2, and F : M — N be an immersed connected oriented submanifold
with e.k.as. Then we have:

(1) With respect to the given orientation of M, ® : TM — NM is, away from C, an orientation
preserving morphism. Furthermore, we may assume that the orientation of M is such that F*w
is self-dual on all M, and so J, and J*- define the orientation of M and NM resp..

(2) If (N,(Jz)res2,9) is hyper-Kdhler, and F : M — N is a Jy-complex submanifold, then
Yy € 52, F*w, is selfdual , where wy, is the Kdhler form of (N,Jy,,g). Moreover M is a Cayley
submanifold of (N, J,,g) with k.a cos0,(p) = ||(J,X)"|| where X € T,M is any unit vector.

Proof. (1) follows immediately from Lemma 3.2. Each of the 2-forms ny = F*w + *F*w
is harmonic and so, if not identically to zero, its zero set has empty interior. This implies
that one of the n+ must vanish identically. Thus, we may choose the orientation of M s.t.
F*w is self-dual on all M, and so J, defines the orientation of M. From Lemma 3.2 J+-
defines the orientation of NM. Now we prove (2). First we recall that for any =,y € S?
Jody = Joy = —(x,y)Id + Jyxy. Let B = {e1,e2,e3,ea} = {X,J; X, Z,J,Z} be an o.n.b.
of T,M. We have ¢(J,J,X,X) = —(y,z) = 9(JyJo.Z,2) , 9(JyJ. Z,X) = —g(Jy X, J Z),
9(JyZ, I X) = —9(Jyxa X, Z), and g(JyJzZ, J; X) = g(JyX,Z). A basis for the self-dual 2-
forms on M is given by

JiBzel/\€2+€3/\€4, Jf:el/\eg—eg/\@, Jszel/\64—|—€2/\€3. (3.14)

Then we see that F*w, = cosf,(p)JZ where u = (< y,2 > i+ g(JyX, Z)j + g(Jyxa X, Z)k)
(4,4, k is the usual basis of € ]R?’) and

cos Oy(p) = t =\ /(< y.x >2 +9(J, X, 2 + g(Jyea X. 2)2) = (1, 2)7]],

proving that F*w, is self-dual. In particular M is a Cayley submanifold (see also [21]). O

3.2 A particular case

Let us first assume that N is an hyper-Kéhler (HK) manifold (N, I, J, K, g) of complex dimension
4, where I and J are g-orthogonal Kahler structures on N that anti-commute and K = IJ. If
M is an I-complex submanifold of complex dimension 2, then from Prop.3.5 M is a J-Cayley
submanifold of N. Let w; be the Kéhler form of (N, J,g). Then F*w b = cos 05J.,,. Similar
for K. We are going to describe an o.n. basis that diagonalizes F*w; and w} that we use in [2]
and [25]. Let p € M and X € T,,M be a unit vector and Hx = span{X,IX,JX, KX}. Since
T, N is a vector space of dimension 8 and X € T,,M, there exist U € H )L( N N M, unit vector and
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o.n. basis B of T,M and Bt of N M, of the form

B = {Wy, Wy = IWy, Wy, Wy = IW3} = {X,IX, J(cX + sU), K(cX + sU)}
Bt = {Uy,Uy = IU, U3, Uy = IU3} = {~U, —IU, J(cU — sX), K(cU — sX)}

where ¢ + s? = 1. The basis {W1, J,,, W1, Wa, J,,,Wa} and {W7y, J,,, W1, Wa, J,, W2} diagonal-
ize F*wy and F*wp respectively with cosf; = |c¢| = cosfx. Moreover, I = JiB, Ju, = eJJB,
Jux = €JB, where € = sign ¢ (if ¢ = 0 take ¢ = 1) (see (3.14)). Consequently, the hyper-
Hermitian structure on 7'M defined by the orientation determined by I is given by {1, J,,,, Ju, },
defined on Ly, that is, away from totally complex points, i.e. points with ¢=0, (see next remark).

Remark. A convenient multiple of the m-power of the fundamental 4-form 2 gives a calibration
([Z7]). Then we may define a quaternionic angle for any 4m-dimensional submanifold. The
Q-angle of a complex 4-submanifold (in the sense of quaternionic-Khaler geometry) is given by
8(p) s.t. cosB(p) = Q(X1, X2, X3, X4) where X; is a d.o.n.b. of T,M, and has values between %
and 1. The first extreme value corresponds to a totally complex point, that is a point s.t. T, M
is I-complex and J-Lagrangian, for a local almost hyper-Hermitian structure I, J, K = IJ of N.
The other extreme value corresponds to a quaternionic point, a point s.t. T,,M is a quaternionic
subspace of T),N, or equivalently T),M is I and J -complex.

Now we return to the general case of (N, J, g) being a Ricci-flat KE 4-fold and F : M — N
an immersed 4-submanifold with e.k.a.s. For each non J-Lagrangian point p and local almost
complex structure I on M orthogonal to J,, we can find a local basis Z,1<,<2 defined by (2.1)
satisfying

I1)=2 I2)=-1 I(1)=2 I1(2) = —1. (3.15)

In this subsection we are going to assume that for each py € M ~ £ a Kéahler complex structure
I orthogonal to J,, exists on a open dense set O of a neighbourhood of py, and we will say that
M is I-Kdhler. Then (see e.g. [9], [I8]) we have the following orthogonal decomposition w.r.t.
I on O:

A2TM = Rwr & (T*0 M & 7O 0r) (3.16)

where wy denotes the [-Kéhler form on O. Moreover any real self-dual harmonic 2-form (
orthogonal to wy (for the Hilber-Schmidt inner product) is of the form { = ¢ + @ where ¢ is
a holomorphic (2,0)-form over O. The I-Ricci form pM, pM(X,Y) = Ricci™ (IX,Y) and the
scalar curvature s™ of M is given by
pM = —iddlog || = —iddlog ||¢|? (3.17)
sM = Atloglle|* = At log ¢/ (3.18)

away from the zero set of (. If we take ( = F*w; we conclude:
Theorem 3.1. on a open set O of M where M is I-Kdhler

Ricci™(IX,Y) = —1id(dlogcos®doI)(X,Y) (3.19)
sM = Alogcos?#. (3.20)
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Proposition 3.6. If M is I-Kdhler, then J,, is integrable iff 0 is constant. In the particular case
that N is hyper-Kdhler, and M is I-complex submanifold, then J,, is integrable iff 0 is constant,
iff Jw is Kéhler, iff (M, I, J,,1J,) is hyper-Kdhler.

proof. Since J,, and I anti-commute and T is parallel on M, then (VJ,)ol = V(J,0I) = —V(Io
Jw) = —1 o VJ,. Therefore, g(VZJw(D’é) = g(VZJw(_I(2))’I(1)) = g(IVZJw(2)7I(1)) =
9(VzJ,(2),1). By Prop.3.3(2) and (3.15) dcos0(1) = 2icos0g(Vi)Ju(1),2), dcosf(2) =
2icos 0 g(Vi2)Ju(1),2). Thus, dcos(Z) = 2icos 0g(VizJu(1),2), or equivalently

Vzdu(Y) = —dlogcos0(12)J,I(Y). (3.21)

From Prop.3.4(4) and the above formula (3.21) we conclude that .J, is integrable iff 0 =
g(dJ,(1,2),1) = ldlogcosf(1) and 0 = g(dJ,(1,2),2) = —1dlogcosf(2), that is, iff cos@ is
constant. This condition turns out to be equivalent to J,, to be Kéhler, by Prop.3.4(A). .

4 Complex and Lagrangian points

In this section we will study the nature of the complex and the Lagrangian points of a subman-
ifold F : M?" — N?" immersed with parallel mean curvature and with e.k.as. We introduce
some natural complex vector subbundles F* and F~ of F~!TN, over M ~ L, that generalizes
to higher dimensions the special complex vector subbundles defined for immersed real surfaces
into Ké&hler surfaces given in [§]. Namely, for each point p € M ~ L, we define the J-complex
vector subspaces of Tr,) N

Ff={X-JJ,X:X € T,M}, Fy = (FH*t (4.1)

and the linear morphisms, over M ~ £, U= : TM — F* U¥(X) = (X £ JJ,X), being UT a
complex morphism, while ¥~ is an anti-complex one, both conformal:

UE o J, =+J o0 UF, g(UH(X), UH(Y)) = B520g(X,Y) VXY,

In particular ¥ is an isomorphism over M ~ L, what implies 7 to be smooth of real rank
2n. Thus, the same holds for F~. Denoting the decompositions TM¢ = THOM @ TO'M and
TN¢ =T"N @ TY' N, with respect to J,, and J respectively, we have ¥t : 710N — T1ON,
- TWOM - TOIN. Atp e M ~ L,VX € T,M X = VT (X)+ ¥ (X), JJ,X =
U~ (X) — UH(X). Note that, w.r.t the complex structure J, Ty °N = (F)M0 @ (F,)M0. Then
we may take a local unitary o.n. frame (\/§Wa, \/§Ka)1§a§n of TLO N, along M ~ L s.t.

W, € TVON N (FT)° K, e TYNN(F)- (4.2)

Let p a non Lagrangian point, and X, Y, = J,X, a diagonalising o.n. local frame of F*w, on
a neighbourhood of p and let Z, = a as in (2.1). Note that Z, € TY°M with respect to J,.
Define some local complex maps a3, vog 00 M ~ L by

U () = (Za)LO =2 suapWs, U (o) = (Za)o’l =2 sVapKp. (4.3)

Consider the n x n complex matrices u = [uagli<a,g<n, U = [Vagli<a,p<n-
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Lemma 4.1. v-a' =a'-u=L1(1+cosf)Id, v-v'=0"-v=23(1-cosb)Id. In particular, for

each a, W, |u04u|2 S 1+C2059) |Uau|2 S l_CQOSG'

Proof. We have Y, Yy = 5., 9(tary Wy, @55 W5) = g(U* (), TF(B)) = 3(1 + cos0) %L,
and similar for v. Recall that for matrices, AA* = D, where D is a real diagonal matrix, implies
A'A=D. O

Now we obtain some estimates:
Lemma 4.2. On a neighbourhood of a point p € M ~ L, there exists a constant C > 0 s.t.
VB, and VA, B € C*°(T°N)  |RY (8,1, A,B)| < C||®|| (4.4)
VLI < Cle].
Proof. Since (N, J, g) is Kahler, by (4.3)
RN (8,11, A,B) = Y, jugavupRY (Wa, K5, A, B) + vgauu, RN (Ko, Wy, A, B)

Thus, the estimate of |v,,| in Lemma 4.1 and that ||®|? = 4sin®6 = 4(1 — cos6)(1 + cos )
implies (4.4). By (3.3), to estimate ||V.J,|| we need only to estimate |(VzJ, (1), p)|. We have

V2E w(p, p) = (Vz(F ) (), p) = (dcos §(Z)Ju(p) + cos 8V 2 S, (1), p) = cos §(Vz (1) p)
and from (2.6) we obtain (4.5). O

Proposition 4.1. Assume I’ with parallel mean curvature and e.k.as.

(1) Locally there exist a constant C' > 0 such that ||[A®| < C||®||.
(2) If N is KE, locally there exist a constant C > 0 such that |AF*w|| < C||F*w||.

Proof. Note first that by the expression of VzF*w in (2.6), we have |[VF*w||, || 0F*w|| < C||®]].
The term Viw!(H) of A®(X) in Prop.3.1(5) can be estimate using (2.7): ||[Viw!(H)| <
CIE| < C||@]. Now let L(X) = 3, (RN (i, X, (F*w)t(e;)) — RN (1, (F*w)}(X), ;) ). L vanish
at Lagrangian points. On M ~ £ we take a local unitary complex frame /2U,, v2Us of the
complexified normal bundle. Then

L(p) =Y, —4icosO(RN (o, p, @)t = Do —8icos ORN (v, i, &, U, ) Uy — i cos ORN (v, pu, &, Uz ) U,

Therefore, by Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.1, we conclude that [|[L(u)|| < C||®||, and we have
proved that ||L(X)|| < CJ®|. By Prop.3.1(5), away from L, [|[A®| < C||®|. At a point
p € L, ® is an isometry and is smooth so the inequality also holds. Again by Prop.3.1(5),
|AF*w| < C(|F*w]| + [lw]]) < Clcosb] < C||F*w]|. O

In order to conclude from Proposition 4.1 that complex points and Lagrangian points are zeros
of finite order of ® and F*w respectively, we need to translate some inequalities of Aronszajn-
type for vector bundle maps to similar inequalities for the components. If ¢ is a r-form on M
with values on a Riemannian vector bundle F over M, the Weitzenbock formula reads

Ay = (dd +0d)ip =3, = Ve, (Vet)) + Vg, ba +5(¢)
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where ¢; is any o.n. frame of M and S(v)) is the Weitzenbock operator on A" T*M ® E. Assume
M is a connected Riemannian manifold, and F 4 is a finite family of Riemannian vector bundles
over M, and VA, 4 € C°(N\"* T*M @ E4) is E-valued r4-form on M. We need the following
Aronszajn-type theorem:

Lemma 4.3. Assume M is connected and there is a constant C > 0 s.t. |Apa] < 3 5C([[¢p]l+
HVzpBH) VA. If {tpa} have a common zero of infinite order, then all 4 =0 on all M.

Proof. Let e; and wa o be a local o.n. frames of M and of E4 respectively. For each o = {i; <
e <yt e = LA Nelr ® WA,q, defines an o.n. frame of \"™ T*M ® E4 for the Hilbert-
Schmidt inner product. Let a} o be the local components of 14 w.r.t €% a Pa = Zma a4 €% o
Then Vxipa = ZOW daja(X)eia + aigvxej,a and applying Weitzenbock formula to 14,

AaS , = —(Ata, €% o) — Xi5,2day () (Ve 5.€%0) + 5,00 (A 5,65 4)-

Consequently, there exists constant C',C' > 0 s.t. [Aag | < [[Ava| +Zﬂ)p0’(|aﬁ’p| + ||Vaﬁ’p\|)

< EB7ﬂpC<|agp| + ||Va%p||). A common zero of infinite order of {¢4} is a common zero of
infinite order of the family {af ,}, and the lemma follows from last remark of [3] . .

Proposition 4.2. Let m be the dimension of M and Z be the set of common zeros of V4. If
for each p € Z there exist an A s.t. p is a zero of finite order of V4, then Z is a countably
(m — 1)-rectifiable set, and in particular has Hausdorff codimension at least 1.

Proof. See, for example, a proof in [5]. O

Since the zeros of infinite order of ® (resp. F*w) are zeros of infinite order of sin?# (resp.
cos? f), and that we call by complex points (resp. Lagrangian points) of infinite order, the above
estimates in Prop.4.1, Lemma 4.3 and Prop.4.2 leads to the conclusion (1) and (2) below:

Corollary 4.1. Let F : M*" — N?" be an immersion with parallel mean curvature and e.k.as.
Then:

(1) If H =0, and F is not a complex submanifold, the set C of complex points is a set of M of
Hausdorff codimension at least 1.

(2) If N is KE and F is not a Lagrangian submanifold, the Lagrangian points is a set of M of
Hausdorff codimension at least 1.

(3) If n =2, M is closed, and F is any immersion with e.k.as, the set L of Lagrangian points
is a countably (n — 2)-rectifiable set and so has Hausdorff codimension at least 2.

Proof. (3) If n =2 and F has e.k.as then F*w satisfies DF*w = 0 where D = d + ¢ is the usual
Dirac operator for forms on M, from [5] we obtain the result. .

Remark. In case (3) F*w is an harmonic self-dual 2-form. It is known that the zero set of generic
harmonic self-dual 2-form, is a disjoint union of curves diffeomorphic to S*.
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5 A residue-type formula

5.1 Curvature tensors and characteristic classes

Recall that if (E, g,VE) is a rank k£ Riemannian vector bundle over a Riemannian manifold
M of dimension 4, the first Pontrjagin class p;(FE) can be represented in the cohomology class
H*(M,R) by the 4-form defined by using the curvature tensor RE of V¥

1

pi(E) = pl(RE) = Zi<j A2 RiEj A Rg
where the curvature components Rg € C°(N\?*T*M) are defined w.r.t. a local on. frame

B ={FE;}1<i<k. If k =4 and FE is oriented, the Euler characteristic class X'(E) is given by

X(E) = X(RF) = 4—;(3{% A R, — RS A RY, + RY, A RE).
If we take {1,2,3} = AF, AT, AT the usual corresponding basis of /\i E built from B (see (3.14)
for the selfdual case) we easily verify that ng‘t = 2Rf§t, Rg‘[ = —2Rf§, RQA;'[ = 2Rf%. With
this basis one derives the well known relation:
p1(ALE) = p1(E) £ 2X(E). (5.1)

Set, for direct orthonormal bases e; of T, M and FE; of E,,
zZ1 = %(61 — ieg), zZ9 = %(63 — i€4), wy, = %(El — iEg), Wy = %(Eg — iE4)

Then Volps(z1, 21, 22, 23) = —%, and if RY ; denotes the curvature components w.r.t. this basis,
i.e. with A, B € {wy,wi, w2, w5}, we have

X(B) = —p(RfARE ~ R A RS+ REARE) (5.2)
pi(E) = %(—Rf} AR, — R5; A Rys + 2R{5 A RY; — 2R{5 A Ry;) (5.3)
PNE) = ——5((RE + RE) A (RE + RE) — 4R, A RE) (5.4)
nAZE) = ——((RE - RE) A (R — RE) + 4R A RE) (55)

Herman Weyl introduced some curvature invariants ko.(M), 1 < ¢ < [2], of a manifold M of
dimension n embedded in a Euclidean space, that appear in its formula on the volume of a tube
of radius r about M. These invariants are defined in the same way for any Riemannian manifold
M (see e.g. [I1]). For ¢ =1, and ¢ = 2 they are respectively

1
Ko(M) = %/ sMVolyy, ka(M) = g/ ((SM)2 — 4||Ricci™||? + || RM||?) Vol s
M M
where | RM || is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of RM as a 4-tensor. Thus, for dim(M) = 4, k4 reads
the Gauss-Bonnet formula ﬁm(M) = X(M) (see e.g [0]).
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If £ and F are vector bundles over M and T : TM — E a l-temnsor, | : E x F — Ry, and
R:TM x TM — F 2-tensors, then I(T' A R) € Q> TM* denotes the 3-tensor

(T AR)X,Y,Z) = X%)Z UT(X),R(Y, Z)) = (T(X),R(Y, Z)) + (T(Z), R(X,Y)) + [(T(Y), R(Z, X)).

If R is symmetric (resp. skew symmetric), then so it is [(T' A R). We also recall the Kulkarni-
Nomizu operator, a symmetric product for two 2-tensors ¢, £ € ®2 TM*
pe (XY, Z,W) = ¢(X,Z2)EY, W) + ¢(Y,W)E(X, Z) — d(X,W)E(Y, Z) — (Y, Z2)E(X, W)

Assume (E, gg) is a Riemannian vector bundle with a Riemannian connection VZ. The curva-
ture tensor R of TM* ® E is given by

(R(X,Y)2)(2) = Vi y®(2) + Vi x®(2) = R¥(X,Y)(2(2)) - (RY(X,Y)Z)
where V)%,Y(I) = Vx(Vy®) — VVXYCI), for a smooth section ® of TM* ® E.

Lemma 5.1. Let (E, VE,gE) be a rank-4 Riemannian vector bundle over M and ® : TM — E

a conformal morphism, with gg(®(X),®(Y)) = hg(X,Y), and denote by = = —h®~'. Then:

(1) g(E(U),Y) = —gp(U, 2(Y)), and g(VxEU),Y) = —g(Vx2(Y),U).

) 95(Vx®(Y), ®(2)) + gu(®(Y), Vx®(Z2)) = dh(X)g(Y, Z).

) PO(X, Y, Z) = —(R(X,Y)B)(Z) — (R(Z, X)®)(Y) — (R(Y, Z)B)(X) = —R¥ A B(X,Y, 7).

) 95(R(X,Y)®)(Z),2(W)) = —gu((R(X,Y)®)(W),2(Z)).

) RF(X,Y,®(2),®(W)) = hRM(X,Y, Z, W) + gp((R(X,Y)®)(Z), 2(W)).

Proof. Using ® o = = —hldg, (1) and (5) are obvious. (2) is obtained from differentiation

of gp(®(Y),®(Z)) = hg(Y,Z). Since V¥ is a gp-Riemannian connection, from (5) we derive

(4). (3) follows from the definitions d®(X,Y) = Vx®(Y) — Vy®(X) and d*®(X,Y,Z) =
® (Vxd®)(Y,Z), and that RM satisfies first Bianchi. O

X,Y, Z

(2
3
(4
(®

We consider the degenerated metric on M, §(X,Y) = gp(®(X), ®(Y)), and singular connection
V'= & *V with torsion T that makes ® : (T'M, V" 3) — (E, V¥, gg) parallel, namely ViV =
VxY + S(X,Y), where

S(X,Y)=®"'Vx®(Y) and T(X,Y)=d dd(X,Y).

It is a Riemannian connection w.r.t §g. Since ® is conformal then ¢ = hg. Let V denote the
Levi-Civita connection of (M, §g), ¢ = log h, and set

S(X,Y)=VxY — VxY = loxY + loy X — 1g(X,Y)Vy, S§(X,Y)=V5xY — VY,
where px = dp(X). Then S = $+5', and T(X,Y) = S(X,Y)—-S(Y, X) = S'(X,Y)—S'(Y, X).
The curvature tensor R’ : A2TM — A>TM of V', that is given by ®(RE), i.e
R(X,Y,Z,W) = (R (X,Y)Z,W)= gE(RE(X, Y)®(Z),®(W))
= hg(@7'RE(X.Y)®(Z), W) = §((R")(X,Y)Z, W) (5.6)
may not be a curvature-type tensor. The Bianchi map for R : /\2 ™™ — /\2 TM is defined as
g(b(R)(X,Y,Z),W) = & R(X,Y,Z,W).Note that b(R) € \* TM*QTM (" L(N* TM; N> TM).

X,Y, Z
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Proposition 5.1. In the conditions of previous lemma, b(R') = —®~'d?®. So R’ satisfies the
first Bianchi identity iff (R(X,Y)®)(Z) does so, iff d*® = 0. In that case R' is also symmetric.
Thus, R' = ®(RF) is a curvature operator at a point p € M (i.e R' € B, see notation in [25])
iff d?®(p) = 0.

Proof. Using the fact that RM satisfies the first Bianchi identity and lemma 5.1(3) gives

b(R)(X.Y,ZW) = & RYX,Y,(2),2(W)) = ® gp((R R(X,Y)®)(Z), 2(W))

XY,z X,Y,

= —gp(d®*®(X,Y,Z2),®(W)) = g(cb 1d2<1>(X,Y,Z),W).

Now we have from symmetry of RM,

R(Z,W,X,Y) - R(X,Y,ZW) = g(R(X,Y)®)(Z),2(W)) - g(R(Z,W)®)(X), ®(Y))
= —gp(d*®(X,Y,2),®(W)) + gp(d®®(X,Y, W), ®(2))
—gp(d*®(Y,Z,W),®(X)) + gp(d*®(X,Z,W),®(Y)). O
Proposition 5.2. If (Y, Z) — g(Vx®(Y),®(2)) is symmetric then R(X,Y)® = 0.
Proof. Set ¢ = logh. From lemma 5.1(2) we have Vx®(Y) = 1dp(X)®(Y). It follows that
Viy®(Z) = tHessp(X,Y)®(Z) + Loxpy®(Z). That implies Vx y® = Vy x ®. O
5.2 Proof of (1.5) of Theorem 1.1

If N is KE with Ricci’™ = Rg, (3.4) says that

sin2 9

Yo R (a,@(a)) = Rw =3, R"(a,®(a)) (5.7)

Note that JX = (JX)" + (JX)* = cos0J,(X) + &(X), and so

RN(X,Y,®(Z),®(W)) = RMN(X,Y,Z,W)+cos’0 RN(X,Y,J,Z, J,W)
+cos RN(X,Y, Z,JJ, W) + cos RN (XY, JJ,Z,W)

Since J, () = icr, we have on M ~ L,

RN(®(a), ®(8)) =sin’0 RV (o, 8), RN (®(a),7) = —RN(a, ®(7)),
RN (®(a),7) = —RN(a, (7)) — 2icos @ RN (a, ),
RN (®(a),®(7)) = (14 cos?§)RN (ar, 7) — 2i cos ORN (v, J7) = sin? 0 RN (a,7) — 2icos RN (o, ®(7)).

S RY(®(a), ®(a)) = X, sin? RN (o, @) —2i cos OR™ (ar, ®(@)) = sin® H(ZQRN(O[, d)—% cos 6 Rw).
(5.8)
The Gauss and the Ricci equations (2.8)-(2.9) gives
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Lemma 5.2. On M ~ L
R (®(a),®(8)) = sin20 R (a,B) —sin? 0 (VodF A VgdF) 4 (A% A A20)) (5.9)

R (®(a),®(B)) = sin?0 RM(a, B) — 2icos OR™ (a, ®(3)) (5.10)
—sin? 0 (VodF A VzdF) + (A% A A20)),

We have for A, B € T/M

1
(VadF A VpdF)(X,Y) — —7; (AP A APBIY (X Y) =
2
= 5279 > ((9xAagyBa — gxaAgyaB) + (9x Aa gy Ba — gxaAgy aB)

— (9v Aa gxBa — gyaA gxaB) — (gy Aagx Ba — gyaAgxaB) )

Using lemma 3.1 applied to the above equation we have

Lemma 5.3. For a Cayley submanifold F : M — N, we have on M ~ (L UC),

(AW A A2y = #0260 gF A VidF) + idcosO A (g . 11+ g . 11)
+cosfg . 21 A g(V.J,(1),2) —cosfg . 12 A g(V.J,(1),2)

1
2

(AP A Ay = S0, gF A VadF) + ddcosO A (g . 22+ g . 22)
+cosfg . 12 A g(V.J,(2),1) — cos0g.21 A g(V.J,(2),1)

<A<I>(1) /\A<1>(2)> = %(VldF/\vzdFv

1
2
HAPD A AR = S0 dF A VadF) +idcosf A g . 12

—cosfg . 11 A g(V.J,(1),2) —cosfg . 22 A g(V.J,(1),2)

Proof. This is a long but straightforward proof using lemma 3.1(5)(6)(8) and (3.3). We only
prove one of the equalities, for the other ones are similar.

Sin29 @(1) @(2)
(55— (VadF A VadF) — (AP A AP®))(X,Y) =

= > . (9xlagy2a — gxalgya2) + (gxlagy2a — gxalgya2)
+ > o (—g9vlagx2a + gyalgxa2) + (—gylagx2a + gyalgxa2)
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= >, 9xlagy2a — (gxla+cosbg(VxJu(1),a))(gy2a + £6a2dcosf(Y))
+ gxlagy2a — (gx1a+ £6a1dcos (X)) (gy 2a + cos0g(Vy Ju(2), )
> —9vlagx2a+ (gyla+ cosfg(Vy J,(1),a))(gx 20 + £a2d cos 6(X))
— gvlagx2a+ (gyla+ £6a1dcos8(Y))(gx2a + cos0g(Vx J,(2), o))
= —lgx12dcosf(Y) — cosOg(VxJu(1),2)gy22 — cosOgx11g(Vy J,(2),1) — £dcos (X )gy 21
+2gy12dcos0(X) + cos0g(Vy J,(1),2)gx22 + cos gy 11g(Vx J,(2),1) + sd cos (Y )gx21
—%cosfdcos (Y )g(Vx Ju(1),2) — & cosfd cos 0(X)g(Vy Jo,(2),1)
+4 cosfd cos 0(X)g(Vy Ju,(1),2) + % cosOd cos (Y ) g(Vx Jo,(2),1)
= LtdcosO(X)(—gy2l + gy12) — tdcosO(Y)(—gx21 + gx12)
~ cos0g(Vx T (1), 2)gy 22 — cosOg(Vy Ju(2), 1gx 11
+cos0g(Vy J,(1),2)gx22 + cos 0g(Vx J,(2),1)gy 11
+icosfd cos 0(X)g(Vy J,(1),2) —icosfdcos 0(Y)g(Vx J,(1),2)

= Lcosfdcos0(X)g(VyJ,(2),1) — & cosbdcos(Y))g(VxJu(2),1)
—cos0g(Vx Ju(1),2)(9v22 + gy 11) + cos 0g(Vy Ju (1), 2)(9x22 + gx 11)
+icosfdcos 0(X)g(Vy Ju(1),2) —icosfdcos0(Y)g(Vx J,(1),2)

= —1cosfdcosO(Y)g(VxJu(1),2) + & cosfdcos 0(X)g(Vy J,,(1),2)
+cos09(Vx Ju(1),2)(4dcosO(Y)) 4 cos 0g(Vy Ju(1),2)(—Sd cos (X))

= 0 0.

)
)

The two previous lemmas, (5.7) and (5.8) give us

Proposition 5.3. If F: M — N is a Cayley submanifold of a Ricci-flat N, then on M ~ L

RY(®(1),®(1)) = sin?RM(1,1) + 2idcosd Ag . 11— 2icosORN (1, ®(1))
+2cosfg . 21 A g(V.J,(1),2) —2cosfg . 12 A g(V.J,(1),2)
RY(®(2),®(2)) = sin?ORM(2,2) — 2idcosd Ag . 11 — 2icos RN (2, D(2))

+2cosfg . 12 A g(V . Ju(2),1) —2cosfg . 21 A g(V.J,(2),1)

RY(®(1),®(2)) = sin?0RM(1,2)

RYH(®(1),®(2))) = sin?ORM(1,2) + 2idcosO A g . 12 — 2icosORN (1, ®(2))
—2cosfg . 11 A g(V.J,(1),2) —2cosfg . 22 A g(V.J,(1),2)

Furthermore, Y, RH(®(a), ®(a)) = 3, sin? 0RM (o, &).

Proposition 5.4. If F': M — N is a non-J-holomorphic Cayley submanifold and N is Ricci-
flat, then (1.5) holds, that is pl(/\%r NM) = pl(/\%r TM).
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Proof. If M is a Lagrangian submanifold, then ® : TM — NM is an orientation preserving
isometry, and so characteristic classes of M and N M are the same. Now we assume M is neither
Lagrangian nor complex submanifold. We consider the formulas (5.2)-(5.4) using the curvature
tensors RM of M and R+ of NM w.r.t the connections VY of M and V* of NM, respectively,

and away from complex and Lagrangian points we may take e1,eo,e3,e4 as X1, Y1, Xo, Yo and

D(X1) (Y1) P(X2) P(Y2)
El’E2’E3’E4 a8 5@ ) sind 0 sind 0 sind

see that the equality (1.5) is valid on M ~ LUC, as forms ( and not only as chomology classes).

By the previous Proposition 5.3 and (5.4) we easily

Moreover the expressions in (5.2)-(5.5) do not depend on the o.n. basis used, and are smoothly
defined on all M. Since the set of complex and Lagrangian points have empty interior (corollary
4.1). Then (5.4) and so (1.5) stays valid on all M. .

From (5.1) and the previous proposition we obtain:

Corollary 5.1. In the conditions of the Prop.5.4, X (M) — X(NM) = 3(p1(NM) — p1(M)).

5.3 Proof. of (1.6) of Theorem 1.1

Since V'is a §-Riemannian connection, and V/= V+ §’, by Theorem 1.1 of [25], we have
1 A
PUR) = pi(RM) = —5d ((S' A (B = 148’ = 5(S'));) (5.11)

where 8" : TM — N\>TM, (8')2, RM : N> TM — \> TM are defined by

<S’(X),Y/\Z>g = Q(S’(X,Y),Z)
(VX AY),ZAW); = §(8'(X,2),S'(Y,W)) - §(S"(X,W),S"(Y, Z))
(RM(X AY),Z ANW), WMRM(X,Y,Z,W) + ¢ eg(X,Y,Z,W))

where RM is the curvature tensor of (M, g = hg), and

L I log

1
5 I g+ §dlogh®dlogh—Hess(logh)). (5.12)

¢ =

The inner product (,)s is the usual inner product on /\2 TM, defined w.r.t. §. So we will
compute all the terms in (5.11).

Let ¢ =logh. The letters A, B, ... denote vector fields X, Y, Z, Vi or ey4,..., and we denote by
P4B =07 'Vad(B) ®4BC = g(®d 'Va®(B),C) oA = dp(A).

The gradient Vi is w.r.t. g. From lemma 5.1,

P,BC+P,CB = (pAg(B,C). (5.13)

We easily derive
0zPy XA — oy Pz XA = —pzOvAX + oy P AX (5.14)
Oy AZ — DAY = g(®@'dD(Z,Y), A) + glpy Z — 2V, A) (5.15)

Oy IV — B, YV = —0yVeZ + VoY = g(®'d®(Y,Z),Ve).  (5.16)
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Now we have
S(X,)Y) = &7 'Vxd(Y) - loxY — Loy X + 1g(X,Y)Ve
VxY = VxY +3pxY + 1oy X — 19(X,Y)Ve.
Since V' is a g-Riemannian connection and S'(X,Y) = VY — VxY, then 9(S'"(X,Y),Z) =
—g(S8'(X,Z),Y), and so, the same holds w.r.t. g. Let e; be a g-o.n. basis of T, M. We have
9(5'(X, ), ¢5) = Pxij — $ox0ij — 10i9(X, €5) + 19(X, ei)p;. (5.17)

We consider from now on T'M with the metric g, and from a tensor o € C®°(A*TM @ \>*TM)
we define a 4-tensor on M as o(X,Y, Z, W) = (o(X ANY),Z ANW),, where (X NY,ZANW), =
9(X, Z)g(Y, W) — g(X,W)g(Y, Z) is the Riemannian structure in A>TM defined w.r.t. g. For
each tangent vector X of T,,M we denote by X=h3X.

Lemma 5.4. If o € C’C’O(/\2 ™M ® /\2 TM) and e; is a g-o.n. basis of T,M, X,Y,Z € T,M
@ Zijg(S/(Xvei)7ej)Q(Yv Z7ei7ej) = b(g)(X,Y,Z,ch) - @ ZiQ(Y,Z,@_1VX@(€i),€i)-
X,Y, Z

X,Y, Z

Proof. Since o(Y, Z, e;, e;) is skew symmetric on (e;, e;)

@ Zijg(s/(Xvei)vej)Q(Y7zveivej) = @ ZzQ(Y7zvelvq>_1VXq)(el))+Q(K Z7X7v(10) U

X,Y,Z X,Y,Z

From previous lemma and (5.13) we obtain for any 2-tensor £ € C™®(®* T M*)
O Ewg( (Xvei)vej)g.g(yazveiaej):

X,Y, zZ

= B Y, 07'Vx®(2)+&(Z,2 ' Vx®(Y)) + >, (Y, €:)PxiZ — £(Z,e)PxiY

— B V.0 VA B(2) + £(Z, 0LV D(Y))
b B D) (-0x i+ exg(Z,e0) ~ €7, e (~BxYi+ exolYic)
— B 26(Z,ddB(X,Y)).

Thus
Lemma 5.5.
O Ez]g (X, e),e )RM(Y’Zveivej) =

O Eug( (Xaei)vej)g.g(xzaeivej) =

X,Y,Z

>, —RM(Y, Z, 7 'Vx®(e;),e;)  (5.18)

£(X,d-1dD(Y, Z)). (5.19)

e
P

Lemma 5.6. Let o(Y,Z,A,B) =g(S"(Y,A),S(Z,B))—g(S'(Y,B),S(Z,A)). We have
@ Zijg(S/(X,e,’),ej)g(Y,Z,ei,ej) = (520)

XY,z

= B (S (@xij - 0xji) (@ Vyd(er), 27 Vb(ey)) — 39(~ Vxd(Vp), & da(Y, 7))

XY,z

+ @ (2dep@dp(X,271d(Y,2)) + 2| Ve|?g(X, 27 1dR(Y, 2)) ).
X,Y, Z
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Proof.

9(S'(Y,e:),S8'(Z,e;)) = 9(‘1’_le‘1’(61‘) —sovei — oY + 39(Y,e)Vo
D1V ®(e;) — Spze; — s Z + 9(Z, 63-)V<ﬂ)

Using (5.13) and the fact that g(S’(X,e;),e;) is skew symmetric on (7,7) we have, after inter-
changing ¢ with j in some terms,

@® Zg S'(X,e:),e;)o(Y, Z,eiej) =

X,Y, Z

— @ D 98X e)e) (20(27 Vi @(eq), @ V2 0(e))) — 0z Pyij + oy Pzij  (5.21)

R —0;PyiZ 4+ 0 PziY + g(Z,e;)PyiVe — g(Y,e;)PziVep ) (5.22)
+ ® Zg (X, e, e)((~2dp @ g + L[ Vel2g) » g(Y, Z,eire;)) (5.23)
X, Y, Z

(5.21) + (5.22) =
= ® Z(‘wa—zwx% 10X, e5) + Jo(X, eo)p; ) (20(7 Ty b(er), @71 V0 (c))

X,Y, Z
—pzPyij + oy Pzij — 0;PyiZ + ;7Y +g(Z, e;) Py iVyp—g(Y,e;)®ziVep )

= ® X, +20xijg(@ 7 ' Vy®(e;), @' Vz®(e;)) — pzPxijPyij + py PxijPyij

X,Y, Z
+ O Zz —Q)Xngo (I)yZZ + ‘I)XiV(p (I)ZZY + (I)XZZ‘I)yZVgD - @XZY@ZZVQD

XY,z

+ ® Y —oxg(@ ' Vy®(e;), @V ®(ei)) + oxpz0y — oxey ez
X,Y, Z

—I—X%—)Z—F%@beyV@Z —1oxPzVeY — Lox Py ZVp + LoxPzY Vp (5.24)
+X)§|:5Z —9(27 ' Vy ®(Vy), 27V 0(X)) + Lpz0y VX — Sy @z VpX (5.25)
+X@Z+%wx¢va2 = 3pxP2VeY — 19(X, Z)oy [[Vell® + 19(X, Y)pz|| V| ? (5.26)
+X’§§Z +9(@ ' Vy ®(X), 2 1Vz0(Vy)) — o780y XV + Loy @, X Ve (5.27)
+X’@Z —2IVe|?Py X Z + L[ Vo|?@2 XY + 2020y XV — 2oy Pz X Vo (5.28)

The last two terms of (5.27) cancel with the last two of (5.28). From (5.14), (5.15) and (5.16)
D 3020y VX — 1oy ®zVeX = @ $oxPzVeY — foxPyVeZ = @ Joxg(®1de(Y,Z), Vy)
X,Y, Z X,Y, Z

X,Y, Z
that we replace in (5.25), and LpxPyVepZ — LoxP,VeY = —lox Py ZVep + Lox®,Y Ve =
Loxg(®~1d®(Z,Y), V) that we replace in (5.24) and (5.26). We also have Vij

B ezPxijPyij — y Pxij®zij = 0. (5.29)

XY,z
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Thus,
(5.21) + (5.22) =
= ® > t2Pxijg(® “IVy®(e;), 271V 0(e;)) (5.30)
X, Y, Z
+ @ Y, —OxiVpPyiZ 4+ PxiVePziY + OxiZPyiVe — PxiYP4iVe  (5.31)
X,Y,Z
+ ® Y —exg(@ ! Vy®(e;), @7V 0(e;)) (5.32)
X,Y,Z
+ @ —pxg(@1de(Y,Z), V) (5.33)
X,Y, Z
+ B g0 Ve (T), 07 V20(X)) + g0 Ve R(X), 0 V0(Ve)  (5.34)
Y, Z
X@Z IVl?(@xY Z — By X Z) — 1[IVl (py9(Z, X) — 0z9(Y, X)). (5.35)
Moreover
(530) = & —g(@ ' Vxd(Vy), & dd(Y, 2)).
X, Y, Z
Since @ ®ziVedxiY = @& PyiVedyiX, then
X,Y, Z X,Y, Z
(531) = @ Zz —‘I)XiV(p((I)in - (I)ZZY) + @yiV(p((I)XiZ - (I)Z’LX)
X, Y, Z
= @ Zz —2<I>Xng0(<I>in - (I)ZZY)
X, Y, Z
= ® > —20xiVpg(d1dP(Z,Y),e;) — 20y PxZVp + 2078 xY Vi
X, Y, Z

= @ X, 20xiVpg(@1dP(Z,Y),e;) — 20y g(@1dP(X, Z), V)
X,Y,Z

= ® X, 2(-PxVei+pxpi)g(® 1dP(Z,Y),e;) — 20y g(®~1d®(X, Z), V)

XY, Z

= @ ((I)_ld(l)(Zu Y),(IflVX(I)(ch)) _2(ng((I)_1d(I)(Z7 Y),VQP) _230Y9(q)_1dq)(X7 Z),VQP)
Y,
Y,

X,Y,Z

= B —29(27'Vx®(Vy)), @ 1d2(Y, 2)) + 4px g(®~1d®(Y, Z), Vo).

X,Y,zZ

We have ®xYZ — &y XZ = g(d1d®(X,Y), Z) and & 1|V |2(pxg(Y,Z) — 0z9(Y, X)) = 0, that
X,Y, Z

we will replace in (5.35). Moreover

(5:30)+ (5.32) = @& ¥, (Dxij — xji) g(@ LV d(e;), BV B(e;)). (5.36)
Therefore,
(521) + (522) = é}f/—) Eij (‘I)X’Lj - ‘I)le) g(@71qu>(€i), ‘1)71VZ‘1)(€J‘))
O PTIVx®(V), 271dD(Y, Z)) + 39(px Vi, @7 1dR(Y, Z))

X
+ 3IVellPg(X, 2o (Y, Z)). O
,YZ
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Proposition 5.5.

(8" A (RM — 1dS" = 1(8')")y(X,Y, Z) = (5.37)
= @ H@T'RYY.2)+RM(Y,2), 7 'Vx®) — 1d(g(d1d®(-,),V))(X,Y,Z) (5.38)
+ & H(@'Vxe [0 Vy e, a7V ). (5.39)

Proof. Let e; a g-orthonormal frame of T'M. Then é; is a g-orthonormal frame. We have

(S'A(R—1dS' — 5(8"))3(X,Y,Z) = B (S'(X),(R~1dS'~ 3(S')°)(Y, 2))5 = (5.40)

XY,z

S 3 (X) s 7 é5)5 (ROYV, 2,63, 5) = HAS'(Y N Z), 6 N ég)y — BUSPAY A Z), 6 Ay )

®
X,Y, Z

= ® ¥,
X,Y,Z

(X, 8é),€5) (hRM(Y Z,éi,¢5) +hoeg(Y,Z,é;,é5) — 3(dS' (Y NZ),é; A éj>g)
— 59(S'(X, &), ¢;) (9(S"(Y, &), 5'(Z,¢5)) — 4(S(Y, €;), 5" (Z. &)
= O Zz] 19(S"(X,e),e;) (RM(Y, Z,e5,e5) + p o g(Y, Z,e;,¢5)) (5.41)
— 1g(8"(X,e1),e5) ((WS(2) = ViaS(Y), & A é5)5) (5.42)
— 59(5"(X ei),¢5) (9(S'(Y, ), S'(Z, ¢5)) — 9(S' (Y. ¢5), 5 (Z, e))) - (5.43)
We assume that at a given point py, VX =W =V7= véi =0. Thus, at py, VxY = —S(X,Y)

—loxY — 1oy X + 1g(X,Y)Vy, and similarly for the other vector fields. The following com-
putations are computed at pg.
dg(X,Y)(Z) = —pz9(X.)Y) (5.44)
d(px)(Y) = Hessp(X,Y) = oxpy + 5[ Ve|?g(X.Y) (5.45)
and since R(X,Y)® = —V)Qﬂﬂb + V32/7X<13, we have
d(Dx ZW)(Y) — d(®y ZW)(X) = (5.46)
= 20y ZW 4 20x Dy ZWg(®~H(R(X,Y)D)(Z), W)
—%gng(fbfldfb(X, Y), W)+ L1g(Y,2)2x VoW — 19(X, Z)2y VoW
(O IVxB(2), 87 Vy B(W)) — g(@ 1 Vy &(2), &~V B(I)
—5ew@x ZY + 59(Y, W)X ZV ¢ + 50w Py ZX — 59(X, W)Py ZVp.
Applying eqgs (5.44),(5.45), (5.46) and (5.17) we get

(542) = @ Eij—ig(S'(Xaez‘)aej)(VY«S'(Z)aéi/\éj>.<7)—VZ(<3'(Y)aéMéj>g)>

X,Y,zZ

= B X, -te(5 (X e ) (Vr (905 (Zoes), ) — Valg(S' (Y, e0),e5) )

xX.Y.z
= X%")Z i —%(q’xij — 30i0x — 59ig(X, ej) + $9(X, ei)%"j)' (5.47)
(= 20y ®zij + 202Pyij + g(@ (R(Z,Y)®)(e:), ¢) (5.48)
—30ig(271dD(Z,Y), ¢j) + $9(Y, €)@z Vo) — $9(Z. €)@y Vipj (5.49)
+g(P7 V2 ®(e;), 271 Vy ®(e;)) — g(® 1 Vy ®(e;), 1V, P(e;)) (5.50)

— 1Y + 3g(Y.e))02iVip + L PyiZ — Lg(Z,e;)PyiVy ) (5.51)

— 59(8"(X, ei), e5) - (—H€8590+2d90®d90—%HVSD||29) °g(Y,Z,ei,ej) (5.52)
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(5.47) + ...+ (5.51) =

= ¢Z i (boy ®xijPzij — Loz PxijPyiy) (5.53)
%X’tz H(@TIR(Z,Y)®, 97 Vx®) + £ (2 Vx®(Vyp), @ 1d®(Z,Y)) (5.54)
B o Vxe(r), 0 V;a(Ve) + o~ Vx(2), 0 Vra (V) (5.55)
+X§§Z > —1Pxij g(@ 7V B(e;), @ Vy B(e;)) + §Pxij g(@7 Vy (e;), @' V5 (ey))
+X%Z > 3 PxiVeD Y — 1 PxiY iV — §PxiVePyiZ 4+ OxiZPyiVep (5.56)
+XV@Z—%<PY‘I’ZV<PX + 1028y VX + 1oy @2 X Vo — 1oz Py XV (5.57)
+X7@Z+%g(®’1(R(Z, Y)®)(Ve), X) — 59(71(R(Z,Y)®)(X), Vo)
+X’@Z —15IVelPg(@71d®(2,Y), X) + 15x9(71d®(Z,Y), V)

+ B +iprzVeX - fezly VeX — fig(Y, X)22VeVi + 159(2, X)y ViV (5.58)
& L@ VT, 0 Ve (x) - L@ VeV, 0 V,000) (5.9
b B 1@ V(0,07 Ve a(Ve) + L@ Ty e(0), 01 V,0(Ve)  (560)
+X€§L—)Z 150xP2VQY + gV, X)P2zVoVe + feox Py VoZ — g(Z, X )Py VeV (5.61)
+x9z iGHVgoH?(I)ZXY wgoy@ZXVgD ||V(pH2(I)yXZ+ wgoz@yXch (5.62)

Note that by (5.29), (5.53) = 0, and the second term of (5.54) is equal to (5.55) = (5.59) = (5.60).
We also have using (5.14)(5.16)

(5.56) = X%)Z > 3(—Px Vi + ox ) (PziY — PyiZ)
N —3(=OxYi+ oxg(i,Y))(=Pz Vi + oz0:) + §(—Px Zi + oxg(i, Z))(—=Py Vi + oy ©i)
= @ —59(@'Vx®(Vp),d 1dd(Y, 2)) + 5ox9(®~1d®(Y, Z), V)
o —1g(27IVXQ(Y), 27V 8(Vy)) + 1g(@7Vx®(Z), 2~ Vy &(Vy))
+202(—Px VY + OxY V) + 2oy (PxVoZ — Px ZVp) + 2ox (P2VeY — &y Ve7)
- ®» -1

Y,

X
+

g(@~'Vx®(Ve), @718 (Y, Z)) + 5oxg(®~'d®(Y, Z), V)

Z
O +3202(—Px VY + @xY V@) + 20y (PxVpZ — PxZVp) + 2ox (271dP(Y, Z), V).
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And using again (5.16)

(5.57) + (5.58) + (5.61) + (5.62) =
= @ Sov(-0sVeX + 02X V) + 207(Py VX — Oy X V)
X,Y, Z

+ B Hox(—PzVeY + Py VeZ) + L[|Vl 2g(@1dd(Y, Z), X)

X,Y,zZ

oy (—OxVeZ — g(@1dO(X, Z), V) — glozX —oxZ, V) + g(d71dP®(Z, X), V) + ®x ZVp)

—

20z(PxVeY + g(@71dR(X,Y), Vo) + gloy X —oxY, Vi) — g(@71d®(Y, X), V) — PxY V)

><+q><+ ><||
- =
N

D 15ex(—PzVeY + @y VeZ) + 12| Vel|2g(X, 2 1dO(Y, Z))
Y,

D 5oy (BxVeZ + PxZVp) + Sy g(P71dP(Z, X), Vi) + {502(@x VY — &xY V)
Y,

XY, Z
+ @ 3079(P7HR(X,Y), Vo) + 16ox (PTHP(Z,Y), Vo) + 15[ Vel 2g(X, 2 1dO(Y, Z))
= B Zev(—0xVeZ+xZVp) + 2pz(2xVeY — dxY V)

Z
+ B +ilox(@1dD(Y, Z), Vo) + %[ Vel ?e(X, 8 1dB(Y, Z)).

(547) 4+ ...+ (5.51) =

= ;FZ —H@T'R(Z,Y)®, 07 'Vx®) + 1(® ' Vx®(Vy), o~ 1dP(Z,Y))
+X%)ZZZ %(@Xzy — Dy ji) g(P ' Vy ®(e;), 21V P(e;))
B 1@ Vxa(Ve), 0 an(Y, 2)) + Lexo(@ ey, 2),7¢)
+X7@Z+%@Z(_¢XVQPY +PxY Vo) + 1oy (PxVpZ — Ox ZV ) + soxg(®1dO(Y, Z), Vo)
+X’§?Z+§g(¢‘1(f_€(zv Y)®)(Vy), X) = 59(2~H(R(Z,Y)®)(X), V)
+X§9Z—%HW|I2 g(@71dP(Z,Y), X) + 150x9(271dR(Z,Y), V)
+X jf—z 2oy (—OxVoZ + Px ZV @) + 502(Px VY — OxY V)
B g an(v, 2),Ve) + 3| VelPo(X, o~ aa(y, 2)

“HR(Z,Y)®), 27 Vx®) — 127 Vxd(Vy), &~1d(Y, 7))

>

Il
N
|
=
*9*

g

i 1(Pxij — Oxji) g7 Vy ®(e;), 27 V2 P(e))) + £oxg(@71dD(Y, Z), V)

>
N

HRY, 2)®)X, V) - 5[Vol*g(@71dD(Z,Y), X)

>
N

+ o+ +

oy (—PxVZ + PxZV Q) + =07 (Px VoY — PxY Vo). (5.63)

><
5l

<@ <@ =@
_|_
ESTS,
2,
e

N

Now,
(563) = % ((I)sz<p gﬁxgaz—l—(I)XngD) 16@2(—¢va<p+¢x<py—q)xyv<p)

Loy ®xZVp — Loz 0xY Vo= B —1oxg(®@ 1dO(Y,Z), V).

Z X,Y,zZ
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Finally using Lemma 5.5 with ¢ = %(—Mg +1dp ®dp — Hess p)

(5-52)+X§@Z2ij 199" (X ei) ej)p 0 g(Y, Z,eiej) = @ —3(Hess g+ dp @ dp)(X, 27 1dD(Y, Z)).

o (5.64)
Therefore from (5.41), (5.42), (5.43), and Lemma 5.6
(8" A (R —1dS' — £(8)2))(X,Y, 2) =
= & SR 2,07 Vx(er),€0) + (547) + (543) + (549) + (5.50) + (5.51) + (543) + (5.64)
= @ S —LRM(Y. 2,87 Vx®(e), ei) — (@7 R(Z,Y)®, 27 Vx @)
+X§/)Z_% TIVx®(Ve), @7 HdR(Y, Z)>+Z %((I)XZ] — ®xji) g(® _1VY(I)(€i)7(I)_1VZ(I)(€j))
+ @ +5exg(@71dR(Y, Z), Vi) + 39(@7H(R(Y, 2)0)(X), Vo) — 5[ Ve[?g(®71d0(Z,Y), X)

+ @ —%HGSSQp(X,(I)_ld(I)(Y, Z)) - %@Xg(q)_ldq)(x Z),VQD)

X,Y, 2

+X%)Z > —5(@xij — @xji) g(@7 Vy ®(e:), 2 V2 D(e;)) + 59(7 Vi ®(Vp), 21dD(Y, Z))
+X§V)Z—zs@xg ~1de(Y, Z), V) - 5[IVel?9(X, 271d2(Y, Z))
= X%)Z > 3 RM(Y, Z, 27 Vx®(ei), &) — (@' R(Z,Y)®, @' Vx ) + 19(2(R(Y, Z)®)(X), Vi)
+X@Z — 1 (@' Vx®(Vp), 2~ 1dd(Y, 2)) + 3, 15 (Pxij — @xji) (@~ Vyd(e;), 271V d(e;))
8 hoxg(070(Y, 2), V) — LHess (X, 07140 (Y, 7))
Note that

—(@'R(Z,Y)®, 0 'Vx®) =3, (2 'RH(Y, Z)®(e:), 2 Vx ®(e;)) — g(RM (Y, Z)e;, D Vx ®(es)).

Wehave @ g(®@ '(R(Y,Z2)®)(X),Ve)= & g(®@ " (R-(Y,Z)®(X)), V), for RM satisfies Bianchi

XY,z XY,z

equality, and recall that @& @ Y(R1(Y,2)®(X)) = -0 1d?®(X,Y, Z). Now,

XY,z
X%)Z le(q)xl] - ‘I)le) g(<1>_1Vy<I>(ei), (I)_le‘I)(ej)) =

= @ <‘I)_1VY(I), (‘I)_lVZ(I)) o ((I)_1VX(I))> - <((I)_1Vy‘1)) o ((I)_le(I)), ‘I)_lVZ‘I)>

X,Y, Z
= B (@ 'Vxd, (d 'Vy®)o (@ Vz®) — (2 1V5®) 0 (01 Vyd)).

X,Y, Z

Thus

(S'A (R~ 3dS" — 5(8")%)4(X,Y. Z) =
= @ HeT'RHY.Z)2+ RY(Y,Z), 27 Vx ) + 19(7 (RH(Y, 2)2(X)), V)

X,Y,Z

+ B ~Lg(@  VxB(Vi), LAY, Z)) + £ (@7 Vy @, [0 Vy &, &1V, )

X,Y,zZ

+ @ +3(dp@dp— Hess)(X, 2 1d(Y, 2)).

X,Y,zZ
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Using (5.13)

® g(@'Vx®(Vy), @ 'dO(Y,Z)) = @ —g(@ 'VxP(d~1dD(Y,2)), V) + pxg(®~'d2(Y, Z), V)
X,Y, Z X,Y,Z
with oxg(®~1d®(Y, Z), Vi) = (dp @ dp)(X,®~1d®(Y, Z)). Since Vx@ 1 = —&~1{(Vx®)®~ !, we
have
— O 1P?D(X,Y, Z) = —d(®1dD)(X,Y, Z) + & -0 'Vxd(d 1dd(Y, Z)).

X,Y, Z
Since b(®(R*)) = —®~1d%?® we obtain

® g(@ HRH(Y,Z)2(X)), V) = —g(d(2~1dP)(X,Y, Z), V) — X@Zg(quvX@(qudq)(y, 2)), V) =

XY,z

= —g(d(@71d®)(X,Y,Z),Vy) + & g(q)*lvx@(vw),q’*ld@(Y,’Z))—(d¢®d<ﬂ)(X7‘I’*ld<P(KZ))

X,Y,Z

Thus,
(SN (RY — 3dS' — 3(8)))5(X, Y, Z) = (5.65)
= @ %<(I)_1RL(Y7 Z)+RJW(Y7 Z)uq)_le(I)> - %g(d(@_ldq))(Xaxz)avsp) (566)

+

zZ
D H(@IVx®, [0 'Vy®, & 1V,9]) — LHess o(X, @~ 1d(Y, Z)). (5.67)
Y, Z

Finally d(g(®~'d®(-,-),V))(X,Y,Z) = g(d(@ 'd®)(X,Y, Z), V) + @B Hessp(X,o 'dd(Y, 2))
X,Y, Z
what proves the Proposition. [l

Proposition 5.6. If F': M — N is a non-J-holomorphic Cayley submanifold and N is Ricci-
flat then (1.6) — (1.7) holds.

Proof. To prove (1.6) we note that from (1.5) and (5.1) and Corollary 5.1
PUAZNM) = pi(AZTM) + 4X (M) — X(NM)) = p1(AZTM) +2(pr (NM) — p1(M)).

Since R'(X,Y,Z,W) = R-(X,Y,®(Z),®(W)) and & : (T M, §,V') = (NM,g,V™*) is a parallel
isometry along M ~ C, then on this open set p;(NM) = p1(RY) = p1(R'), as forms defined
by the formulas (5.3). From (5.11), Proposition 5.5, and that d(d(g(tI)_ldtI)(-, -),ch))) =0 we
obtain (1.6)-(1.7). O

Proposition 5.7. If (Y, Z) — g(Vx®(Y),®(Z)) is symmetric then py(N2NM) = p1 (N> TM).

Proof. From Proposition 5.2, R+(X,Y,®(Z), ®(W)) = RM(X,Y, Z, W) and so the characteristic
classes induced by (R*,g) are the same has the ones induced by (RM,g). We could also check
directly from ® 4BC = 1pag9(B,C) that all terms of 1 in (1.6) i.e (5.38)-(5.39) vanish. O,
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5.4 Homogeneous complex points

Let us assume that F' : M — N is a compact Cayley submanifold, and let n be the 3-form
on M ~ C defined as in (1.7). Since C is the zero set of sin?6, that has only zeros of finite
order, this set as some regularity. Indeed, by the Malgrange’s preparation theorem for smooth
functions with zeros of finite order, locally we can find a coordinate chart z = (2/,x4) onto an
open set U of R* such that sin?6@ can be written as h(m)( Y o<a<k_1 Wa(2 )z + azfj), where h
never vanish on U and w, vanish of order k — a at 0. Thus, the zero set of sinf can be locally
parametrised as ¥ = {z = (2/,24) : Y gcpcp_1 Wa(?')2$ + 2§ = 0}. This set represents the
zeros of a polinomial function on the variable x4, with coeficients on the variable 2/, so it is, in
general, still quite complicate to handle. A simpler case is when we have a polinomial function
of the type (azflJrl +...+ xi)k/ =0, as is it is the case with &’ = 1, of z a Farmi coordinate chart
of a submanifold ¥ of dimension d.

Assume now f is a nonnegative continuous function defined on a open set V of M containing
¥ = f~1(0) and smooth on V ~ ¥. For each € > 0 sufficiently small define

Vi(E,e) ={qe M: f(q) < e}, Cy(E,e) ={g e M: f(q) =€}

For a dense set of regular values €, C't(¥,€) is a smooth hypersurface and is the boundary
of cl(V;(Z,€)) and for each ¢ € Cf(Z,¢), T,C¢(S,€) = [Vf(g)]*t. If the decreasing sequence
dp (V§(3, €)) converges to 0 when € — 0, where dys is the Lebesgue measure of M, then

/ d(n(®)) = lim d(n(®)) = —lim n(®). (5.68)
M €0 J M~V (S,€) €=0JC;(2e)

In case of ¥ is a smooth hypersurface of M, f is smooth on V, and Vf does not vanish
on X, then for e sufficiently small, Cf(X,€) is connected, diffeomorphic to ¥, and converges (in
the Lebesgue sense) to 3 and M ~ V¢(3,¢€) to M when € — 0. To see this let p : M — [0,1]
be a smooth map s.t. p values 1 on V;(X,2r) and zero away from V;(X,3r) for r sufficiently
small, and let & : M — M be the one parameter family of diffeomorphisms generated by the
vector field globally defined on M, X; = p%g. Then, there exist €y, > 0 such that V|t| < €

and g € V§(3,0), &(g) € V(2,2r), and so §f(¢(q)) = df (&(0))(F&(a) = 1 ([M]). That is
f(&(q) =t+ f(&o(q)) = t+ f(q). In particular VO <e< €y, p € ¥, and ¢ € C¢(E,€), f(&(p)) =€
and f(§-¢(g)) = 0. This means that &5, : X — C(Z, €) is a diffeomorphism with inverse .. Let
9(€) and J(€) be the coefficients of dilatation of & and & |s. From & (q)=gq, Yq, we easily see that
both 9(¢)(q) =1, I(¢)(p) — 1, when e—0. Moreover if n(®) can be defined as an L'-form along
3, then (5.68) = — [5, n(®). Unfortunately the case ¥ a hypersurface is the least interesting, for,
non J-complex Cayley submanifolds of R® cannot have C as an analytic hypersurface [12].

A key example is of f = o the intrinsic distance function to a smooth submanifold ¥ of
dimension d, o(q) = d(q,%) = infpex d(g,p). In this case, V f is not well defined at each point
p € X, but |Vf|| =1, everywhere. In fact Vf it is multivalued, with sublimits all unit normal
vectors to X in M. Nevertheless the flow can be smoothly extended to X, in all directions of
T, pZL. We explain as follows. Let N3 denote the total space of the normal bundle of ¥ in T'M
and N'Y the spherical subbundle of the unit orthogonal vectors. For each € > 0 let

Ge={(p,w) e N :pe X,w e T,x4 |lu|| <€}, Cc={(p,w) E N :p€ S we 0 ||w| = e}
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For 0 < € < ¢y, with ¢ sufficiently small, the restriction of the exponential map of M, exp :
Ge = M, exp(p,w) = expy(w) defines a diffeomorphism onto V, (X, €) and exp(Ce) = Cy(X, ¢€)
is its boundary. For each w € T,¥+, Y(p,w)(€) = expp(ew) is the geodesic normal to X, start-
ing at p with initial velocity w € T,%+. Thus, s(p,w) := o(exp(p,w)) = |jw|, is just the
Euclidean norm in 7, pEL. Since NX is the total space of a Riemannian vector bundle, then
it has a natural Riemannian structure such that 7 : N¥ — ¥ is a Riemannian submer-
sion. The volume element Volyy, for such metric satisfies Volys(p,w) = Volx(p) A ds(p,w)
and Volc, (p,w) = Volx(p) A Volgg,e)(w), where € = [Jwl|, and S(p,€) is the sphere of 5+
of radius e. For each u € N'¥,, Vpuy(€) = (Volns(p, eu),exp*Voly (p,eu)) is the coeffi-
cient of dilatation that measures the volume distortion by exp in the direction u. It satisfies
Y (p,uy(0) = 1. We recall the following (see [T1]): (1) v(q) = Vo (q) is the unit outward of C(%, €),
(2) v(ypau (€) = ’y(pm)(e), (3) ds A #ds and do A xdo are the volume elements of N and M
respectively. (4) #ds and *do are the volume elements of each hypersurface C. of N3 and
C(3,¢€) of M respectively, and exp®(xdo)(p, w) = 9, »)(€)(xds)(p, w), where e = [lw]|. The set
of sublimits of Vo at a point p € ¥ is the entire sphere S(p, 1) of 7,5+ and by (1) and (2) for
each u € N'X, ’y(pm)(t) is an integral curve of Vo smoothly extended at t = 0 by p and initial
velocity u. The map & : NX — V, {(p,tu) = v(p,u)(t), can be seen as the flow of Vo, a vector
field multivalued at 3.

This example motivates the following. We consider functions f:V — R(J)r satisfying the follow-
ing conditions (E-1) and (E-2), that generalizes the case of f = 0. Let Xy = % and ¥ a
smooth closed submanifold of dimension d.

(E-1) f is a nonnegative continuous function with zero set X, smooth on V. ~ ¥ and with
IVf|l defined Vp € %, giving a positive function of class C* on M, and such that {u €
T,M : w is a sublimit of% atp } = N'S,.

Set for p € 3, ¢(p) = limg,, [V f(g)|| > 0. We are considering the sublimits defined through
orthogonal curves to X, p : [0,1] — M, such that p(]0,1]) C V ~ 3 and p(0) € 3, and exist
u = lim;_4o %(p(t)) € N'3,. The set EX, = {% tu € N13,} is just the set of sublimits of
Xy at p. An integral curve v :]0,b[— V ~ ¥ of X has an end point at 0 converging to ¥ with
initial velocity zzs where u € N, if Flimy_g+ y(t) = p and 3lim,_,+ /() = -

(E-2) Xy has an extensible flow to ¥, i.e V(p,u) € N'Y there exist a C**1 curve 7, (1),
defined V't € [0,t0], smooth fort > 0, that satisfies:

(a) fort >0, ypu)(t) is an integral curve of Xy on V ~%, and (. (0) = p, ’yénu)(O) = %.
(b) The flow at X, £ : NX — V, defined for (p,w) with |w|| < to, by &(p,0) = p, {(p,w) =
Yp,u)(€), where u = ﬁ and € = ||w||, is a diffeomorphism of class C**+1.

So we have for 0 < € < tg, & : Ce — Cf(X,€). The coefficient of dilatation of § at (p,eu),
Vpuy(€) = (Volns(p,eu), (§ Vol )(p, eu)), satisfies 9, ,y(0) = C(p)%, as we will see below.
*df

*d

The volume element of Cf(¥,¢€) is ”v}c”, for ”§§” is the outward unit. Since % ik the
w4 4f (V. (€))
volume element of M and & (ﬁ)(p, euw)(0,u) = ||Vf((lzp,)eu)|| = ||Vf(§(1p,eu))||’ then on T, ) Ce

0,
we have ”vfé’eu)”g*(||*Vd§”)(p, eu) = Vi (€)Volo, = Vi (€) * ds. Therefore, é(p,u)(e) =
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IV £(&(p, eu))||¥p.u)(€) is the coefficient of dilatation of £ restricted to C, and lim, g 5(;,,#)(6) =

c(p)".
From (E-2) we have a coordinate system of class C*T! of Farmi-type. Let O be an open set
of ¥ where a coordinate system exist and a d.o.n. frame FEgj.1,...,FE4 of NX. Then for each

w € NYy, w=735. ;<4 tiEi(p). Define on V' the image by ¢ of the restriction to O,

z: V= NY - R*
g(puw) — (p7 Zd+1§i§4 tZEZ(p)) — (y(p)utd+17 e 7t4)

Thus, for ¢ = &(p,eu) € Cp(X,¢), lu(p)| =1, u(p) = Zl+d§i§4 u;(p)Ei(p)

0, = ) visd 5.69

ay - Eszd-i—l Ffj(Q)us(p) ifi<dorj<d
Hess f(q)(8;,05) = { 1635 — wi(P)wj(p)) — Y ymaps T (@)us(p) if i, >1+d

In fact for s < y, it is defined a tensor 7% € CH=3(x~+ @° T M*), where 7 : N'¥. — O C ¥, and
s.t. im0 e 1V5 a;, f (E(p,eu)) = T3 (p,u)(0 (p),-..,0i,(p)) where Vx f = df (X),

g5

(5.70)

V)Iz'k,...,le = VXk (vXk 1, 1f) - Zkilzizlv)k(;ill7...,vXkXi,...7X1f‘ (571)

Recall that Ty, g NX = Tp¥ x T,5%, and from £(p,0) = Ypuw)(0) = p we get VX € T3,
d€(,0)(X,0) = X. Now, if 0 # h € T,5*, the curve 7(s) = (p, sh) = ’y(p (Hh”s) satisfies

HhH

7'(0) = dg(pp)( h) = ||hH7 L)(O) c(p) Thus, d&;,.0) (X,h) =X + c(p), and so 19(p7u)(0) =

IRl
(e(p))**. So we conclude:

Proposition 5.8. If a continuous function f satisfies (E-1) and (E-2) then for each p € X there
exist a C*MT1 coordinate chart x of M, adapted to ¥, and such that f? = xzﬂ + ...+ 2% and for
i>d+1, Eip) = c(p)a%i(p) is an o.n. basis of T,X~.

From now on we assume sinf = f7, wz’th S=f1'=Candf satz’sfymg conditions (E-1)
and (E-2), with p > r+1. Set & = ”3” = smG Then @ is an isometry and &1 = = := |i|

D(z)

[zl

Using a C#**1 coordinate chart with p > r, ® has a zero of order r at 0 iff E ”(T )1 — 0 and
does not converge to 0 when  — 0, in other words, ® ( or equivalently ||®]|) is an O(||x||"). This
is equivalent to D*®(0) =0 Vs < r—1 and D"®(0) # 0. Thus, at all points p € 3, r is the order
of the zero of ® at p. Fix p € ¥ and y a coordinate system of ¥ with y(p) = 0, and consider x the
corresponding Farmi coordinate system. Let V/ = x(V’) open set of R* and dz=! : R}, — TV”,
and an isomorphism 7 : NV’ — Ri». Then P =70 ®,—1 od(z™") : V" — L(R*;R?*) has at 0 a
zero of order r. Thus, for v sufficiently close to 0

P(v) = %DT’P(O)(U)T + /0 1 %DT“P(tv)(v)”ldt (5.72)
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where D" P(0)(v)" = 7 0 Vigz—1)(0)())r 2(p) © d(x=1)(0). This term does not vanish for some
v. If we take u = Zizdﬂ t;E; € NlEp, e small enough, and v = (0,€tgsq,...,€ty), then
271 (5v) = y(pu)(s€) and so d(z1)(tv)(v) = ev{p ) (te), d(z=1)(0)(v) = ec(p)~*u. Therefore

B(E(p, eu)) = e"(A@(p, ew)) + eQ(&(p, eu)))

5.73
A(S(p7 EU)) = rlc(p) §(; €u) °© Tpvgfq)(p) ° dl’_l(O) © dﬂl‘(f(p, GU)) of class C* ( )

for some @ of class C*~". Let V)]?h___,XlCI)(p) be defined as (5.71).
Lemma 5.7. VX; € T,%, Vi« ®(p) =0.

Proof. If X is a vector of 1,2, we can assume X (p) = +/(0) for some curve (t) on X. Then
Vx®(p) = V%W_lfb(O). But v~ !® is constantly equal to 0. So if X is a vector field of ¥, Vx ®
vanish along . Moreover, Vx_ v ®(p) = 0 for any s <7 —1 and X; € T,M. If r > 2 and
X.,Y € T,%, we extend X to a vector field along ¥, and so, V32/’X<I>(p) = VW (Vx®)(p) = 0,
that is V% x® vanish along ¥. This implies that if » > 3, for X,Y,Z vector fields of %,
ng,xq)(p) = VZ(V%X@)(p) = 0. The same for any r. O

A tensor ¢ in C®°(NX* ® (T*Y @ NY)) is defined by: if u € T,%1, X € T,% then ¢(u)(X) =
(VuX)1, where X is any vector field of M with X, = X.

Proposition 5.9. V(p,u) € N'S, im0 ®(&(p, eu)) = W " ®(p) =: T(p,u), is an isom-
etry. Moreover VX € T,)%, Y; € T,M, Vy | v, x®(») = Vi | v xvor,.n®®) =0, and

o (Vx®) = Vi ®(p) + Vi 0 -

Proof. w = i)(é’(p, eu) is an isometry. By (5.73), making ¢ — 0 we conclude that
Yu € N2, Y(p,u) = T,C(p) =V, -®(p) is an isometry. Extend X to a local section of T3, and
then extend X and Y; to local sections of TM. Recall that V°® vanish along ¥, Vs < r — 1.
Then VX(VY: 11) Y1<I>)(p) =0, and

0 = V(W) 380 = Vx(Vy, (VY2 1))

= Vo (Vx(VY 2 3 @)(p) + R0, X)(VY Dy 2(p)

= Vo (Vx (VY2 1 ®)(p) = Vv, (Vx (Vo (V704 8)) ()

= Vv (Wl VXV“ D 3 ®) + R(Y,—, X)( gj)...,qu’))(p)

— V(W o y;?.,.,ysb)))( )+ R(Ye0, X)(Vy, (VDL 0)(p))
= VY 1(VY 2 y: 3,)...,1/1(1)))(17)

and successively, 0 = VX(V;(/:;l,),,,,yl‘I’)(P) = Viy, ,.n20p) = V)(/:;l,)...,ys,x,nH,...,Ylq)(p) =
Vo (Vx®)(p) = V53, x®(p). Thus, if r = 2 then V2(Vx®)(p) = Vs x®(p) +
2VivuX<I>(p), and VivuXCI)(p) = Vj,(VuX)i(I)(p) = Vig(u)(x)@(p). The proof for r > 3 is
similar, slightly more complicate. O
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Proposition 5.10. VX vector field on M and Y(p,u) € N, set Xt = X, — g(Xp, u)u.
Then 3lim_,0eVxP(&(p, eu)) = err—l’xlué(p) =: \I'(p,u)(XL") If d > 1 and

X, € T,% and for q near p, X(q) LV f(q) then 3lim. o Vx®(E(p, eu)) = (VH'%((P( ) +
Vi1 0 @) =: G(p,u)(X,).

Proof. There exist some Q of class C*~ "1 s.t.

r'c (p)”

Vx®(&(p, eu)) = e B(X, €(p, ew) + Q(E(p, eu)) )

5.74
B(X,ﬁ(p, GU)) = WT&;EU) o TPVZ(T*1)7X(I)(I)) o da:_l(O) o dw(f(p, eu)) ( )
Thus
li_H)El) evxé(f(p, eu)) = 21_% E—r+1VX¢>(£(p, euw)) —rg(Vf(&(p, eu)),X) (&(p, ew))
= 21_% B(X,&(p, ew)) + €Q(E(p, ew)) — rg(V f(E(p, ew)), X)P(£(p, eu))
1 . 1 )
- (r — 1)le(p)—1 w0 x ®(p) — Wg(u,X)Vu@(p)
1

(r— 1)]c(p)(r—1) Vu“‘*l),xlu (p).

If X, € T,% then by Prop. 5.9, B(X,&(p,eu)) = 0, and Vx®(E(p, eu)) = €' Q(£(p, eu)), and
lime_,0 Q(&(p, eu)) = W v (Vx®)(p). Set X = 9; where i < d. By (5.69) those vector

fields span exactly the ones that are orthogonal to Vf at &(p,eu). Note that Xp = 3y 9_(p).
Hence, by Prop.5.9, lim. o Vx®(£(p,eu)) = lime_0 e "Vx®(&(p, eu)) = T,C(p o (Vx®)(p) =
G(p,u)(Xp). O

Therefore if X, Lu,

~ ~ ~ -1
lim e® ' Vx b (E(p, ew) = T(p, u) U (p,0)(X,) = re(p) (Vir@(p)) o (Voo x@(0)) , (5.75)

and if X € T,,% and X (q)LV f(q) for ¢ near p,

lim &' VxB(¢(p, ew) = T(p,uw) ' Glp, u)(X,) = (Vi 0(p)) o o(VLEk @) + Vs i 2(0))
(5.76)

We can write ® = sin ® where ® : TM — NM is an isometry, away from ¥. More generally,

Lemma 5.8. If V is an open set containing ¥, and on' V ~ ¥ & = ("®, where ® is a section
of TM* @ NM defined on V ~YX and (:V ~ ¥ — Ra' some function , then where ¢ and ® are
differentiable and do not vanish, n(®) = n(P)

Proof. ® : TM — NM is a conformal morphism. So (5.13) holds for ® with ¢ = log( ”(i;”2

). and
O IVx® = rdlog ((X)Idry + ®1Vx®

®(R*) = ®(RY), b(®(R1)) = b(®(RY)) = 7 1d?®

d?® = ("d*d, d(®@~1d®) = d(ddd)
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The last two equalities are proved using the symmetry of Hess log (. Now
(Idrar, ®(RM)(Y, Z)) = S, "h 7 g(@(es), RH(Y, Z)(P ( i) =0,

<IdTM7 RM(Y7 Z)> - Zig(elv RM(Y7 Z)( Z)) -
[(rdlog C(-)Idpar + 1V®), (rdlog ((-)Id + ®~'VP)] = [cirlvé, >V

Thus, 7(®) = n(®) — 15 ((dC () Tdrar) A [V, d~1V®]). Moreover
((d¢C()Idpar) A [@TIVE, 71V (X, Y, Z) =
= ® (xId,d'VyDod V8 — D IV,D0 0 IV D)

X,Y, Z

= ® Y, Cxglei, @' Vy (@ VzP(e;))) — Cxgles, @V B(@ 7 Vy D))
= X%“)Z S = Cxg(@T IV ®(e;), V2P (e;))) + CxPygles, V2P (e;))
X%BZ S+ Cxg® IV ®(ey), 8T Vy B(e;))) — CxPzglei, @ Vy @(e;))

= 2xpypz —20xpzpy =0

Thus, n(®) = n(P). .

Proof of Corollary 1.1. For simplicity of notation we assume ¥; = . By (1.6) of Theorem 1.1
and by Lemma 5.8 we have

PN = pu (AT = [ @) =ty [ @)=t [ @)
i€ fle€

Now
: : £ * 71 0 * * w
/Cf(zﬁ)n(@)—/(j@vg) HVfH2<n(<I>)(q),*df(q)>*df(q):/&5 (HWH2<n(<I>), df) * df ) (p, w)

1 -
- /cm“?@)@( w)), %6lf (€(p, )V, ) (€) (xds) (p, w)
- / / s TVTEE o] 1@ D)(€(p. ), #df (§(p, ) ) (), (w) ) s (p)
- T £/ ¢(m N g €u)), * €U €)ed—4 u
N /2 /g(p,1> va(f(p,eu))n<n(q))(§(p’ ). #df (6D, €1))0 0y (€)* s 1 () )i (p)

and m@?(é)(f(p, ew)), xdf (£(p, ew)) = n(®)(&(p, eu))(e2, €3, 1), where e; € Tig(puCr(E, €)
is a d.o.n. frame. We take e; := % the outward unit of Ct(X,€) at {(p,eu), and so

ea Neg ANey = %, giving e; a d.o.n. basis of T¢(, ,)M. Then

- o (V€ e)) Ddg o
/cf@,e)”@)‘/z</s<p,1>”@)(\\Vf<s<p,eu>>u>‘9<pvu>() st )> B G

But ||Vf||2(£(p’ eu)) = 7£p,u)(€) where 7y, ) (€) = &(p,eu). Then % converges to xu
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when e — 0. Recall that ¥(p,u)(0) = C(p)%. Now, from Propositions 5.9 and 5.10,
d=2 lm e V(e ) A (B + BUE, ) =
= (Y(p,w) " ¥(p,u) A (T(p,u)(R l(p)) +RY(p)))
ifd=0 lim (™I VE(¢ (P,GU))A[ TIVO(E(p, eu)), &IV (E(p, eu))]) =

= (Y (p,u) " W(p,u) A Y (p,u) " U(p,u), T (p,u) " ¥(p, u)])

Now if d > 1, % = Xj3 A Xy A X3 with X; LV f(&(p,eu). By (5.69), we may take

X1,...,X4 an o.n. basis of span{d;,i < d}. Note that for i < d, lim¢_,09;(&(p, eu)) = 6%2_(]9) €
T,%. This implies by Prop. 5.9, if d = 3

K (E(p.cu)
e N AT
= () Gpw) A [T 0) ™ Gl w). T (o)~ Glpow)

If d =2 or d =1 we get similar expressions, noting for example that if d = 1, U(p,u)(X;) = 0
(see Prop.5.10), and so

(G(p,w)(X1), [¥(p,u)(X2), U(p, u)(X3)]) = (G(p,u) A¥(p,u), ¥ (p, w)]) (X1, Xa, X3).

Using (5.73) and (5.74) we see that n(®) = n(®) is bounded by an L! form on N'X, and so we
can apply the dominate convergence theorem to interchange [ with lim._,o in (5.80), and the
expression of Corollary 1.1 is proved 1.

Remark. For any symmetric tensor S € C®(TM* @ TM, (SA[®~'V®, d~1V®]) = 0. Thus the
condition of (P~IV® A [@7IVP, d~1VP]) = 0 is a quite weaker condition then ®~'Vx® to be
symmetric, for each vector field X. In this case, if d; # 2 Vi then p;(A> NM) = p1 (A>T M).

lim &~ H(& VB (& (p, cw)) A [0 VB(E(p, cw), 8 V(& (p, cu)])(

e—0

)=

6 J-Kahler submanifolds

Assume M is a Kéhler submanifold of N. If F is a rank-4 Hermitian vector bundle over M
with a complex structure J¥ and a unitary connection VE, the curvature is JP-invariant. Let
B = (E\,Ey = JPEy,E3,Ey = JFE3) be a local o.n. frame of E, and ZF defined as JZ in
(3.14), and = defined in the same way, but replacing E4 by —FEjy. Let ¢ (E) and c2(E) be the
first and the second Chern classes of E. Then

2nc1(E) = RE(Z)) RE(EF) =0 for s =2,3. (6.1)
c(E) = X(E) p1(E) = —co(E®) = —2¢5(E) + ¢1(E)?

If E = TM we denote J¥ by J, E; by e;, and =F by AL. Then 27¢;(M)(X,Y) = Ricci™ (JX,Y) =
RM(AT, X AY) = RM(X AY,AT). The first equation (6.1) implies that ¢1(E) = 0 iff A1 E is
flat. We also recall that (see e.g. [6])

x(B) = S(IRALIP IR~ [RPZIP + [REDZP)Voly (63)
p(E) = a(IEPLP + IRDEP ~ IR - [RDZP)Vol  (64)
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Since M is Kahler , NM is a Hermitian vector bundle and Viisa unitary connection, and

F*Cl(N) = Cl(M) + Cl(NM) F*CQ(N) = CQ(M) + Cl(M) A Cl(NM) + CQ(NM) (65)
pl(M)+2X(M):Cl(M)2 pl(NM)+2X(NM):Cl(NM)2 (66)
pL(M) — 2X (M) = ¢y (M)? — 4co(M) P (NM) —2X(NM) = ¢;(NM)? — 4c,(NM)  (6.7)

We define for U,V € NM,, X,Y € T,M
Riccit(UAV) = RYAT,UAV),  Ricciy(XANY) =R X AY,E]) =21c; (NM)  (6.8)
Lemma 6.1. If M is a Kahler submanifold of N, then

D) (RHTN? = I(RH)FIP) = jRicei™ A Riccit (Ey, By, Es, Ey)

(
ICROZIR ~ I (RMEIP) = tRicei, A Riecis (ex, 2, e4).
(2) 101(/\Jr NM) = 4 5 Riccit A Riccit (Ey, By, E3, Ey) Vol = ﬁRz’ccz’L A Ricet | .
2
3) [RHE] = (RHZ] and [(RVNM)*H| = [[(RMNM)=).
If we replace R+ by RM the same equalities holds.
Proof. (1) Using (6.1)
_ 2 2
A(IRAZIZ = IR I?) = £ (Rer (A7) = (RE-(A)))
= (Ricei*(5))” - 2(Riccit(E7))” - 2(Riccit (25))” — 2( Riceit (25))
= (Ricci™(Ey A JE)) + Ricci™(Ey, JEs))” — (Ricci™(Ey A JEy) — Ricei™(Es A JEy))”

2

2 2
—(Ricei*(Ey A Es) + Riceit(JE, A JEs))” — (Riceit(Ey A Eq) + Riceit(JE A JEy))
= 4(Riccit(Ey A JEy)Riceit(Es A JEs) — (Ricci(Ey A Es))? — (Ricci(Ey A Ey))?)
- 2<RZ.CC’L'L(E1 AN JEl)RiCC’L'L(Eg A JEg) - R’L'CCZ.L (El A E’g)R’L'CCZ.L (E2 A E4)
+Riccit(Ey A Eq)Riccit(Ey A E3)
= 4Riccit A Riccit(Ey, Ey, E3, Ey)
Similar for the second equality. From (6.3),(6.4), (1) and (5.1), pi(AZNM) = 27r2 ([(RYHE? -
[(R+)7][*)Vol = Xz Riccit ARicci*(Ey, Es, E3, E4)Vol. But on the other hand by (6.7) and (6.8)
p1(A} NM) = G(NM) = 2z Ricciy ARicciy . Thus Ricci™ A Riccit(Ey, Ea, B3, Ey) = Ricciy A
Ricciy (e1,e2,€3,€4). So we have obtained (2). (3) Follows immediately from (1), (2) and that

2
A+

2
denotlng by {1,2,3} = {Hl ,:;E,ng} one has (R, )" = 6\/_(RE)_+, (R, = e\/_(RE)_+,

(Ral;)Jr = eﬁ(RE)E;, (R ab )_ = 6\/_(RE) - where {a,b,c} is a permutation of {1,2,3} of
signature e. [l

Proposition 6.1. If M is a complex submanifold of N, and ¢1(N) =0, then:

(1) pr(ALINM) = pi(ALTM).

(2) pr(AZNM) = pi(N2TM) = 4(=F*ca(N) + 2¢2(M) — e1(M)?).

(3) If c1(M) = 0, then both /\%r TM and /\%r NM are flat and both N> TM and N2 NM are

anti-self-dual. Moreover, X (M) > 0 (resp. X(NM) > 0) with equality to zero iff M (resp.
NM) is flat. Furthermore, F*co(N)[M] > 0 with equality to zero iff M and NM are flat.
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Proof. From (6.5), if ¢;(N) = 0 then ¢;(M) = —c1(NM) and so by (6.6) 101(/\%r NM) =
PLUAZ TA). Now py(A2 NM) —py(A2 TM) = —4X(NM) +4X(M) = —d(ex(NM) + den(M).
(6.5) gives the first equality in (2). Now we assume c¢q (M) = 0. Since 0 = F*¢1(N) = (M) +
c1(INM) along M, then ¢;(NM) = 0, and both /\%r TM and /\?|r NM are flat. By Lemma
6.1(3) (RMNMy+ — (RMTMy+ — 0 and so A2 NM and A2 TM are anti-selfdual. From
(6.8) Ricciy = 0, and since (R+)(Ef) = 0 Vs = 1,2,3, then (R+)] = (RY)T = 0. From
Lemma 6.1(3) we get (RY)T = 0 as well. The same holds for R™. The final statement is a
consequence of the previous ones and that by (6.3)(6.4), with £ = TM or NM, —pi(F) =
2X(E) = 5 [ |(R®)-IP. O

Remark. Part of Prop.6.1 (4) is a particular case of some results in [I5] and in [].

7 I[-Kahler submanifolds

In subsection 3.2 we saw that if N is an HK manifold of complex dimension 4 and M is an
I-Kahler submanifold, then the zero set ¥ of F*w; is the zero set of a globally defined I-
holomorphic (2,0)-form ¢ on M. Thus, ¥ is a locally finite union of irreducible I-complex
hypersurfaces ¥;, and ¢ vanish to order a; along %;. Since 2cos?§ = ||[F*w;||? = 2||¢||?, cos®
vanish to homogeneous order a; along ¥;. D = ) . a;%; is a divisor of ¢, and for any closed
2-form ¢ of M

i -
/M—;aalogllwll A= /D . (7.1)

Proof of Proposition 1.1 By Theorem 3.1 we have —iddlog ||| A w; = Ricci(I(-), ) A wy =
1sMVolys. If we take in (7.1) ¢ = wy, we get %HQ(M) = [pwr=>;a fEi wy. O

If I does not exist globally on M, we still can obtain a residue formula under some con-
ditions. In [25] we introduced the notion of controlled zero set for a function on M with
zero set a submanifold ¥. For each (p,u) € N'Y define 1 < k(p,u) < +oo the order of
the zero of @, ,)(r) = cos®O(expy(ru)) at r = 0. We will say that cos®0 has a controlled
zero set if there exist a nonnegative integrable function f : N'¥ — [0,4+00] and ry > 0 s.t.
sup0<r<m|7‘d%log(go(p7u)(r))| < f(p,u) ae. (p,u) € N'S. For each p € ¥, S(p,1) denotes the
unit sphere of T,X+ and oy its volume. The function &#(p) = 0%1/ fS(p,l) K(p, u)dg(p1yu is the
average order of the zero p of cos? 6, in the normal direction. Next proposition has a very similar
proof to the one of Theorem 1.2 of [25], so we omit it.

Proposition 7.1. Assume (N,J,g) is Ricci-flat KE and M is I-Kdhler, closed, and ¥ is a
finite disjoint union of closed submanifolds ¥; with dimension d; < 2 and let U,Y ki be the Tange
set of k on N'¥! and define NIZZ =t Y(kiy). If k is bounded a.e. and cos @ has controlled zero

set, then

ko (M) = — ) w/ Rp)Vols, = =1 > > kiy Volyis, (N'3]).
3

i:d; =2 id; =2 v

As a consequence we have got a removable high rank singularity theorem:
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Corollary 7.1. In the conditions of Prop.7.1, ko(M) < 0, with equality to zero iff ¥; = 0

Now we prove

Proposition 7.2. Let M be closed Cayley submanifold of a Ricci-flat Kdhler-FEinstein 4-fold
(N, J,g), that is not J-complex neither J-Lagrangian but it is I-Kdhler on a open dense set U
of M ~ L. Then
(1) Vp > 1, fM cos?? 0sM Volyy < 0 . Consequently, s™ > 0 iff sM = 0. If that is the case then
cos @ is constant.

(2) If M is immersed without J-Lagrangian points, then 2ko(M) = [,, s™ Volpr = 0.

Proof. From (3.20) A cos? 6 = pcos® 0sM +4p? cos® =2 ||V cos 6]|?. Integration and Stokes gives
the inequalities in (1). If s > 0 and since the set of .J-Lagrangian points has empty interior,
(1) implies s™ = 0, and so Acos? # > 0. Thus, cos@ is constant. Integration of (3.20) under
the assumption of £ = () proves (2). O

Corollary 7.2. If M is a closed I-complex j-submanifold of an HK manifold (N,I,J,K,g) of
real dimension 8, and if s™ > 0, then M is a totally complex submanifold.

Proof. Quaternionic submanifolds are HK, and so Ricci-flat, what is not possible. If we assume
M is not totally complex, by Proposition 7.1 s™ should vanish. O

Proposition 7.3. If M is a closed I-complex 4-submanifold of an HK manifold (N,I,J, K, g)
of real dimension 8, at quaternionic points s™ < 0.

Proof. Quaternionic points are maximum points of cos§. Thus, by (3.20) s < 0. O

Proposition 7.4. Let M be a Cayley submanifold of a Ricci flat KE 8-manifold (N, J,g), that
1s neither J-complex nor J-Lagrangian and it is a I-Kdhler on a open set O of M. If cosf is
constant on O then (M,I,J,,1J,) is HK on O.

Proof. Since cos 8 is constant on O, by Prop.3.6, J,, is Kéhler on O, and so, M is HK on O. O

The following proposition was already announced in [2] and can be also seen as a corollary of
the above propositions:

Theorem 7.1. ([2]) If M is a closed I-complex 4-submanifold of an HK manifold (N,I,J, K, g)
of real dimension 8, and M is neither a quaternionic nor a totally complex submanifold, then
the following assertions are equivalent to each other:

(a) sM =0

(b) cosfy is constant

(¢) (M,1,Jy,,,Ju,9) is HK

(d) the quaternionic angle of M is constant.

Remark. (b) implies (a) and (c) , and (b)<= (c¢)<=-(d) do not need compactness of M. The
proof (d) <= (b) is shown in [2]. In [I] we can find related results.
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8 Cayley submanifolds of R®

8.1 Complex Cayley graphs

We consider R® = R* x R*, with the euclidean metric go ( in R?*, and so in R®). The set of
g-orthogonal complex structures of R® has two connected components. Let us fix Jy given by
Jo(X,Y) = (=Y, X), and denote by wy the Kéhler form . If f : R* = R?* is a smooth map, the
graph of f is the map I'y : R* - R®, I'¢(x) = (z, f(x)). In [7] we compute the Kéahler angles
of I'y with respect to Jy. Let gy be the the graph metric on R4, gm = (I'f)*go. Note that
Diwo(X,Y) = go(—df (X) + df*(X),Y), where go is w.r.t. R*. Using the musical isomorphism
w.r.t. the Euclidean metric gy on R* we have gy = Id + dft o df and Mwo = —df + dft. The
metric gps is complete if f is defined on all R*. The solutions of

det(I;wo — Agm) =0 (8.1)

are pure imaginary, and A\? = — cos? f,, give the Kihler angles. We can compute explicitly (8.1).
Set f(x,y,z,w) = (u,v,s,t). Then

df — or Oy 0dz Ow

Now define

__9 ) _09s _ 0 _ ot _ 9 _0s _ 0 _ 0t _ 9 _ ot _ 9
A=-—fu+lt B=R-f C=f-f D=G-& E=f-f F=f-&
— (9f of — (9f of — (9f of — (9f of — (9f 9f —(9f of
l—<a—y,m> m = (5% 7w/ p—<maa—y> a={35 7z r =5z 5! k—<a—y,§>

0 0 0, 0
h= 1+ o=Q+IZI1) d=Q+IgI*) n=+5517

A = 2hlkm + hodn — h(dI* + om? + nk?) + p*(—dn +m?) + ¢*(I*> — no) + r?(—od + k?)
+2gm(—lp + or) + 2pr(—mk + dl) + 2qk(pn — rl)

B = 2DE(qr — hm)+2BE(—rk + pm) + 2BD(lr — np) + 2CE(—dp + qr)
+2AE(dr — gm) + 2CF(—oq + pk) + 2CB(—om + kl) + 2D F(—rp + hl)
+2AF (—rk + ql) + 2AD(—rm + nq) + 2AC(—dl + mk) + 2AB(ml — nk)
+2CD(—ql +mp) + 2FE(qp — kh) + 2F B(or — pl) + E*(dh — ¢°)
+B2(no — 1) + o(hF? 4+ dC?) + n(hD? + dA%) — *k* — r2D? — m?A? — p* F?

D = (AF —BE+CD)%

The Kihler angles of I'y are the solutions of (8.1) for —A\? = p = cos? § what explicitly reads
p?A — uB+ D = 0. Thus I'y has ek.a. iff A # 0 and B? = 4AD, and in this case cos?§ =

% = \/g ,or A =0 and in this case cos?f = %. We can find a very large family of Cayley

submanifolds M in a hyper-Ké&hler ambient space N by taking two different complex structures
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Jz, Jy, and considering M J,-complex and N J,-complex, where x,y are any elements of S2.
Those submanifolds are automatically minimal, and the expression of the k.a is simplified (see
Prop.3.5). We will restrict ourselves to this case.

If we consider on R? a go-orthogonal complex structure J,,, the complex structure (J,, —J,)
of R®, (Ju,—J,)(X,Y) = (J,X,—J,Y) is go-orthogonal and anti-commutes with Jy. Then
(Jos (Juw, —Jw)s Jo X (Juw,—J,)) defines an Hyper- Kéhler structure on R®. If f: R* 5 RYisa
Jy-anti-holomorphic map, then the graph of f is a (J,, —J,)-complex submanifold of R®. We
consider J, the complex structure ¢ = %(el Nea+es/ey), where eq, ea, €3, e4 is the canonic basis

of R =R*x 0 c R®. Recall that, considering C with the usual complex structure, also denoted
by J07 J0($7y) = (_y7$)7 and if f($7y) ( ) 2 =C— R2 C then f($ y) = (U,’U) is
anti-holomorphic iff df o Jy = —Jy o df, iff gz = % and 8” = ax, that is, iff h(z,y) = (v,u)
is holomorphic. Let f : R* — R*, flx,y,z,w) = (S,t,u,v). Then f is anti-i-holomorphic iff
(z,y) = (u,v), (x,y) = (s,t), (z,w) = (u,v) and (z,w) — (s,t) are anti-holomorphic, iff

Ou _ _ Ov Ju _ Ov u _ v Ou _ Jv
oxr — Oy oy — Ox 0z —  Ow ow ~— 0z (8 2)
9s _ _ 0Ot 9s _ Ot 9s _ _ 0t 9s _ Ot ’
or — Oy dy — Oz 0z =~ Ow ow ~ 0z

This implies

A=F=0; B=-E=%-9% Cc=D=5-% p=(3L.3 =0 m=(§,5)=0;

— Oz 0z oy ow’ 0z dw
__/of of Ou 0 Ou 0 9s 0 ds _ 7 _ (9f of
Q—<%=E>—aZaZJFaZagJFa;aerayai— = (35 o)
T_<ﬂﬁ>__@@_@@_ﬁ&_&@__k_ <ﬂﬂ>
T \Ox dw/ T 0Oy 0z 8y 0z Oy 0z oy 0z — - oy’ 0z
h=0+181H) =+ 1EIP) =0 d=0+ P =0+1551% =

A= (hd—¢*—-k>?>1; B =4BCkq + 2(B% + C?)(dh — k? — ¢?)
D = (B%+ C?)% 00829:%.
Note that, the linear map (ug,vg) : R* 5 C=R?
(uo,v0)(z,y,z,w) = (z+y+z+w,z—y+z—w) (8.3)

is anti-holomorphic, considering C = R? and R* with the complex structures Jy and ¢ = Jy x Jy,
respectively, or equivalently, (ug,vo) satisfies the first eq. of (8.2)

Proposition 8.1. If f is anti-i-holomorphic and at a point p, r = k = 0 that is, at p, g—z% —
%g—g = gz gz + g; gfu, then Ty is a minimal submanifold with e.k.a. 0 at p given by

ds _ 9 9s _ 9
(5 — )+ (5 —5)’

T IR+ 1ZR - L

Proof. We only have to apply the above formulas, and the fact that since f is anti-i-holomorphic
af_(au Oou 0Os 88) af _ (8u ou Os 85) 3f_(8u ou Os 88) af _(8u ou Os 85)

Oz ~ \Ox’ 9y’ 0z’ dy/> Gy ~ \Oy’ 0Oz’0y’ Oz’ 9z ~ \0z’ 0w’ 0z’ dw/’ dw ~ \dw’ 0z’ 0w’ 0z

and so ”af” Haf” 0
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Corollary 8.1. If f : R* = R? satisfies
ou Ov _ Ou _ _ Ov v ou dv _ Ou

9= oy —9:— ow o =0y 0z w (8.4)
9s _ 0t _ 9s _ Ot ot _ 0s _ ot _ Os
oxr — Oy 0z —  Ow or — Oy~ 0z~ Ow

Then f is in the conditions of Proposition 8.1 at every p € RY, with h = 0o =d = n and

g=1=ZIP =117 = (392 + (592 + (52)* + (§2)?, and
b By
cos™ 0 = ou ou\2 0s\2 0s\2
1+2((54)2 +(5y)° + (52) +(a—y))

I'y is a complete Cayley submanifold with no Jo-complex points. Furthermore, (% - %)2 +

(g—; - 2—5)2 is bounded iff cos® 0 is bounded by a constant § < 1.

Proof. SetX——— Y = —a—Z,a—(B—QX)2+(C—2Y) (as—l—gg) +(g§+g—;) , and
¢ = B?2 + C?. Then cos?f = 1+a+< with (,a > 0. This function is an increasing function on (,
what implies the last assertion. O

Remark. For any constants «, 8, the map f = (a(ugp, vo), 5(uo,v0)), where (ug,vg) is given by
(8.3), satisfies the conditions of Corol. 8.1.

The following example of [7] was announced in [20] (we note that in [20] is missing a sequareroot
on the denominator of the expression of cos#). It is an example on the conditions of Cor.8.1.

Proposition 8.2. ([D-S], [S,1]) Let ¢(t) = sin(t), £(t) = sinh(t), and
U(Z’, Y, 2, w) = ¢($ + Z)Sl(y + w)

ooy, 210) = —0/(z + Dy +w) (5
then:
(a) If f = (u,v,u,v), I'y is a complete minimal Lagrangian submanifold.
(b) If f = (u,v,—u, —v), I'y is a complete Cayley submanifold with e.k.a and
cosf = 2\/ cos?(z + z) + sinlf(y +w) (8.6)
1 4 4(cos2(x + 2) + sinh?(y + w))

Thus T'y has no Jo-complex points, but cos @ assume all values of [0,1[. The set of Lagrangian
points is an infinite discrete family of parallel 2-planes L = J,.,R-(1,0,-1,0)®R-(0,1,0, -1)+
(0,0, 5 + km,0).

Proposition 8.3. Let f: R* = R?* be a map.

(1) A point py is a Jo-complex point of I'y iff df (po) : R* = R? is a complex structure of R*.
If that is the case, then it is gpr-orthogonal. It is go-orthogonal iff gyr = 2go.

(2) If J, is a go-orthogonal complex structure of R and at a point pg, df (X) = aJ,(X) where a is

any nonzero real number, then I'y has e.k.a. at a point pg, with cost = ﬂ‘ZJQ and F}wo(X, Y)=

gr(cosbel,(X),Y), where J,, is also a gpr-orthogonal structure on R*, and € = signa.

Proof. (1) At po, I'y is a Jy-complex submanifold iff VX € R* 3y € R* s.t. (Y, df(Y)) =
Jo(X,df (X)) = (—df (X), X). that is —df(df (X)) = X, but this is equivalent to df (po) : R* —
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R* to be a complex structure J,,. Now gar(X,Y) = go(X,Y) + go(Ju(X), Jo(Y)) and so gy is
Jo-Hermitian, or equivalently J,, is gps-orthogonal. Now easily follows that J,, is gg-orthogonal
iff gar = 2go-

(2) the condition e.k.a, I'fwy = cos .J,, (under a gj/-musical isomorphism), means —go(df (X),Y)+
g0(X,df(Y)) = cosOgo(Ju(X),Y )+ cosbgo(df (JuX),df(Y)) for some Jpr-orthogonal structure
J, on R*. Obviously if df (pg) = aJ,, with J, go-orthogonal, then immediately we verify that
I'y has e.k.a. at pg with cos = % and F}wo = cos fe,,. [l
Corollary 8.2. Assume f is anti-i-holomorphic and 'y is at a point py a Jo-complex subman-
ifold of R®, that is df (po) = Jw where J,, is a complex structure of R*, gn-orthogonal. Then i
and J, anti-commute and are both gpr-orthogonal on R*.

Proof. Let X,Y e RY. From df(po)(iX) = —idf(po)(X) we have J, 0i = —io J,. That
is, J,, and i anti-commute. Now, at pg gar(iX,1Y") = go(1X,iY") + go(df (po) (i X), df (po)(iY))
= 90(X,Y) + go(—idf (po)(X), —idf (po) (Y)) = gm (X, Y). So i is also gas-orthogonal. O

Now we are ready to get examples of non-Jyp-holomorphic Cayley submanifolds of (Rg, Jo, 90)
with Jp-complex points, or non-linear Cayley graphs with cosf < § < 1.

Consider the complex structure j of R j = %(el Aes —ea Aeyg). Then ji = —ij, so j can be

seen as a (linear) anti-i-holomorphic map of RY, jlx,y, z,w) = (—z,w,z,—y) (with dj(p) = j
Vp = (z,y,z,0)).

Proposition 8.4. Let f:R* = R* be any anti-i-holomorphic with df(0) = 0. Then f: R* —
R*, f =7+ f is s.t. its graph defines a Cayley submanifold of R® with a Jo-complez point 0.

Proof. Since df (0) = j, by proposition 8.3(1) the tangent space of I'y is at 0 a Jy-complex
subspace of RE. O

Corollary 8.3. (1) f(z,y,z,w) = j(z,y, z,w) + (2? —y%, —2xy, 22 — w?, —22w) defines a non
Jo-holomorphic Cayley submanifold of R® with only one Jy-complex point, namely at 0.

(2) flz,y, z,w) = j(x,y, z,w) + (22 — y%, —22y,0,0) defines a non Jyo-holomorphic Cayley sub-
manifold of R® with set of Jo-complex point C = R? x {(0,0)}.

Proof. (1) From previous proposition 0 is a Jy-complex point. If p = (z,y, z,w) is a Jy-complex
point of 'y, then df (p) = j + &, with (j + £)*> = —Id, where

€ = (2wel — 2ye?, —2yel — 2xe? 22¢3 — 2wel, —2we3 — 2zel)

From —Id = (j+ &) = j2 4+ j€ + £ + €2 = —Id + j&€ + &5 + €2, we should have j€ 4 &5 = —&£2.
But €2 = 4(2? + y?)(el ® e1 + €2 @ e2) + 4(22 + w?)(e2 ® e3 + el ® eq) and (€ + &j)(e1) =
2(z +2)es +2(y —w)es, (JE+E))(e3) = —2(z +2)er +2(y —w)es, and so j& +&j = —£2 is only
possible for p = 0. The case (2) is similar with ¢ = (2zel — 2ye2, —2yel — 22¢2,0,0). O

Proposition 8.5. Let f = f+ (aug,vo), B(ug, vo)) where f = (u,v,u,v) is given by Prop.8.2(a)
and (ug,vg) by (8.3) and a, B any constants. Then f is anti-i-holomorphic satisfying (8.4), and

2(a?+5%)
COSH S m < 1.

Proof. Use proof of Cor. 8.1 to check the upper bound of cos 6. O
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8.2 Coassociative graphs

A coassociative graph is a Cayley graph of a map f : R* — R*cR? (see [12]). In this case at
each point p, df (p) : R* - R®*cR? cannot be an isomorphism. Thus, by Prop. 8.3 (1) we have:

Corollary 8.4. IfI'y is a coassociative graph then it has no Jo-complex points.

An example of a coassociative graph given in [IZ] is the graph of  : R* — R? n(z) = T\/EHEE:E

where the product is the quaternionic product and € is a unit of R3 = ImR*. This is the cone
of the Hopf map from S? to S2.
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