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REAL HYPERSURFACES
WITH CONSTANT PRINCIPAL CURVATURES
IN COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC SPACES

JURGEN BERNDT, JOSE CARLOS DIAZ-RAMOS

ABSTRACT. We present the classification of all real hypersurfaces in complex hyperbolic
space CH™, n > 3, with three distinct constant principal curvatures.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of submanifold geometry is to understand geometric invariants of submanifolds
and to classify submanifolds according to given geometric data. In Riemannian geometry,
the structure of a submanifold is encoded in the second fundamental form and its geometry
is controlled by the equations of Gaufl, Codazzi and Ricci. The situation simplifies for
hypersurfaces, as the Ricci equation is trivial and the second fundamental form can be
written in terms of a self-adjoint tensor field, the shape operator. The eigenvalues of the
shape operator, the so-called principal curvatures, are the simplest geometric invariants of a
hypersurface. Two basic problems in submanifold geometry are to understand the geometry
of hypersurfaces for which the principal curvatures are constant, and to classify them.
Elie Cartan [1 proved that in spaces of constant curvature a hypersurface has constant
principal curvatures if and only if it is isoparametric. The classification of isoparametric
hypersurfaces has a long history and over the years many surprising features have been
discovered, see [I0] for a survey.

Using the GauB-Codazzi equations, Elie Cartan [1 also proved that the number g of
distinct principal curvatures of an isoparametric hypersurface in the real hyperbolic space
RH™ is either 1 or 2. This easily leads to a complete classification: geodesic hyperspheres,
horospheres, totally geodesic hyperplanes and its equidistant hypersurfaces, tubes around
totally geodesic subspaces of dimension > 1. As a consequence, all hypersurfaces in real
hyperbolic spaces with constant principal curvatures are open parts of homogeneous hy-
persurfaces.

In this paper we deal with the classification problem of real hypersurfaces with constant
principal curvatures in complex hyperbolic spaces. We briefly describe the current state
of the problem. Obviously, any homogeneous real hypersurface has constant principal
curvatures. The first author and Tamaru [5] derived recently the complete classification of
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homogeneous real hypersurfaces in CH™. The number g of distinct principal curvatures of
all these homogeneous real hypersurfaces is either 2,3,4 or 5. No examples are known of
real hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in CH™ which are not an open part
of a homogeneous real hypersurface. It is also not known whether for any real hypersurface
with constant principal curvatures in CH™ the number g of distinct principal curvatures
must necessarily be 2,3,4 or 5.

From the Codazzi equation one can easily deduce that g > 1 (see Corollary 23)). It
follows from work by Montiel [§] that every real hypersurface with two distinct constant
principal curvatures in complex hyperbolic space CH™, n > 3, is an open part of a geodesic
hypersphere, of a horosphere, of a tube around a totally geodesic CH"™! ¢ CH™, or of a
tube with radius In(2++/3) around a totally geodesic RH™ C CH™. For n = 2 this problem
appears to be still open. In Corollary EZ4] we present a proof for this classification which
includes this low-dimensional case as well. All these real hypersurfaces are homogeneous
Hopf hypersurfaces. If ¢ is a (local) unit normal field of a real hypersurface M in a
Hermitian manifold M, and J denotes the complex structure of M, then the Hopf vector
field J¢ is tangent to M everywhere. The hypersurface M is said to be a Hopf hypersurface
if the integral curves of J¢ are geodesics in M. If M is a Kihler manifold this is equivalent
to the condition that J¢ is a principal curvature vector of M everywhere.

The first author obtained in [I] the classification of all Hopf hypersurfaces with constant
principal curvatures in CH™. Any such hypersurface is an open part of a horosphere, of a
tube around a totally geodesic CH* ¢ CH™ for some k € {0,...,n—1}, or to a tube around
a totally geodesic RH™ C CH"™. All these tubes and the horospheres are homogeneous
hypersurfaces and satisfy g € {2,3}. But not all homogeneous real hypersurfaces in CH™
are necessarily Hopf hypersurfaces, see [2] for the construction of the following examples.

Let KAN be an Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1,n), the connected component of the
isometry group of CH". The solvable Lie group AN acts simply transitively on CH™. The
Riemannian metric on CH" therefore induces in a natural way an inner product on the Lie
algebra a®n of AN. The nilpotent Lie group N is isomorphic to the (2n — 1)-dimensional
Heisenberg group, and the orbits of the action of N on CH" give a foliation by horospheres.
The Lie algebra n of N is a Heisenberg algebra and has a natural orthogonal decomposition
n = 3 @ v, where 3 is the one-dimensional center of n. Let tv be a linear hyperplane of
v. Then a @ 3 @ w is a subalgebra of a & n of codimension one. The corresponding
connected Lie subgroup of AN therefore induces a foliation on CH"™ by homogeneous
hypersurfaces. None of these homogeneous hypersurfaces is a Hopf hypersurface. Exactly
one of the orbits is minimal and has a simple geometric description. Consider a totally
geodesic RH? ¢ CH? c CH™ and pick a horocycle v in RH?. At each point p € 7
we attach the totally geodesic complex hyperbolic hyperplane which is tangent to the
orthogonal complement of the complex span of the tangent line to + at p. In this way we
obtain a ruled real hypersurface W?2"~! in CH". This hypersurface W2"~! is congruent to
the unique minimal orbit in the above foliation. As can be seen from the construction,
the other homogeneous hypersurfaces in the foliation are geometrically the equidistant
hypersurfaces to W21,
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It was shown in [2] that each of these homogeneous hypersurfaces has three distinct
constant principal curvatures. Saito claims in [9] that every real hypersurface with three
distinct constant principal curvatures in CH" is a Hopf hypersurface, and hence the as-
sumption in [I] on the Hopf hypersurface would be redundant. The above examples show
that this is not true.

The construction of W?2"~! can be generalized in the following way. Consider a totally
geodesic RH**' ¢ CH", 1 < k <n — 1, and fix a horosphere H in RH**!1. At each point
p € H we attach the totally geodesic CH™* which is tangent to the orthogonal complement
of the complex span of the tangent space to H at p. In this way we obtain a (2n — k)-
dimensional ruled minimal submanifold W?2"=* in CH™ with totally real normal bundle of
rank k. In terms of the above Iwasawa decomposition, denote by o € CH™ the fixed point
of the action of the compact group K on CH". Then W?2"~* is holomorphically congruent
to the orbit through o of the closed subgroup of AN with Lie algebra a & 3 & to, where to is
the orthogonal complement in v of a real subspace of v. For £ = 1 we just obtain the above
ruled real hypersurface. For k > 1 the tubes around W?2"~* are homogeneous hypersurfaces
(see [3]) and hence have constant principal curvatures. The number of distinct principal
curvatures is four except for the radius r = In(2 + v/3), where there are just three distinct
principal curvatures.

In this paper we obtain the classification of all real hypersurfaces in CH™ with three
distinct constant principal curvatures .

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a connected real hypersurface in CH™, n > 3, with three distinct
constant principal curvatures. Then M is holomorphically congruent to an open part of
one of the following real hypersurfaces:
(a) the tube of radius r > 0 around the totally geodesic CH* C CH™ for some k €
{1,...,n—2};
(b) the tube of radius r > 0, r # In(2 + \/3), around the totally geodesic RH™ C CH";
(c) the ruled minimal real hypersurface W?"=1 C CH™, or to one of the equidistant
hypersurfaces to W2"=1;
(d) the tube of radius r = In(2 4+ /3) around the ruled minimal submanifold W% C
CH™ for some k € {2,...,n—1}.

For n = 2 the problem remains open. The hypersurfaces in (a) and (b) are Hopf
hypersurfaces, the hypersurfaces in (c¢) and (d) are not Hopf hypersurfaces, and all of them
are homogeneous. For the proof, we first derive some rigidity results of the ruled minimal
submanifolds W?2"~* in terms of certain geometric data. In view of the known classification
of Hopf hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in CH" (see [I]), we may assume
that M is not a Hopf hypersurface. Using the Gaufl-Codazzi equations and Jacobi field
theory we then show that one of the focal sets or equidistant hypersurfaces of M has these
geometric data.

We briefly describe the contents of this paper. In Section B we derive from the Gauf-
Codazzi equations some basic formulae for real hypersurfaces in CH™ with constant prin-
cipal curvatures, and settle the cases ¢ < 2. The above mentioned rigidity results for
the ruled minimal submanifolds are proved in Section In Section Bl we determine the
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principal curvatures and some other geometric data for real hypersurfaces in CH"™ with
three distinct constant principal curvatures. Using Jacobi field theory we then proof the
classification result in Section

The second author has been supported by project BEM 2003-02949 (Spain).

2. PRELIMINARIES

We denote by CH™ the n-dimensional complex hyperbolic space equipped with the Fubini
Study metric (-, ) of constant holomorphic sectional curvature —1. We assume n > 2 and
denote by V and R the Levi Civita covariant derivative and the Riemannian curvature
tensor of CH™, respectively, using the sign convention Ryxy = [? X, ?y] — ?[X,y}. Then

RyyZ = —i ((Y, VX — (X, 2)Y + (JY, Z)JX — (JX, Z)JY — 2(JX, Y>JZ),

where J is the complex structure of CH". We also write Ryyzw = (Rxy Z, W).

Let M be a connected submanifold of CH"™. We denote by V and R the Levi Civita
covariant derivative and the Riemannian curvature tensor of M, respectively. By T'M and
vM we denote the tangent bundle and the normal bundle of M, respectively. By I'(T'M)
and I'(v M) we denote the module of all vector fields tangent and normal to M, respectively.
Let X,Y, Z, W e I'(T'M) and & € T'(vM).

The Levi Civita covariant derivatives of M and CH" are related by the Gauf} formula

VxY =VyxY +II(X,Y),
where II is the second fundamental form of M. The Weingarten formula is
?Xg = =S¢ X + Vj}f,

where S¢ denotes the shape operator of M with respect to & and V+ is the induced
covariant derivative on vM. The second fundamental form and shape operator are related
by (SeX,Y) = (II(X,Y),€). If M is a real hypersurface and £ is a unit normal vector
field on M, we often write S instead of Sg. The fundamental equations of second order of
interest to us are the Gaufl equation

Rxyzw = Rxyzw — (II(Y, Z), I(X,W)) + (II(X, Z), 1 (Y, W))
and the Codazzi equation
Ryxyze = (VxID(Y, Z) = (V¥I)(X, 2),£),
where the covariant derivative of the second fundamental form is given by

(VxIN(Y,2)=VxI(Y,2) - I(VxY,Z)— II(Y,VxZ).
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If M is a connected real hypersurface of CH™ and ¢ is a global unit normal vector field
on M, the equations simplify to

ViV = ViV + (SX,Y)E,

Vx¢ = —-5X,
Rxvow = Ryaw — (SY, Z)(SX, W) + (SX, Z)(SY, W),
Rxyze = ((Vx9)Y — (VyS)X, Z).

We assume from now on that M is a connected real hypersurface of CH™ with constant
principal curvatures. For each principal curvature A of M we denote by T), the distribution
on M formed by the principal curvature spaces of \. By I'(T)) we denote the set of all
sections in T}, that is, all vector fields on M satisfying SX = A X.

The Codazzi equation readily implies

Lemma 2.1. For all X € I'(Ty,), Y € I'(Ty;) and Z € T'(1T),) we have
Rxyze = (N — M)(VxY, Z) — (N — M) (Vv X, Z).

Assume that \; = A\; = Az in the previous lemma. Then nyzg =0forall X,Y,Z €
['(Ty,). Choosing Z = X we get 0 = (JX,Y)(X, J¢) for all X,Y € I'(T),), which implies
0=4(X,JE) Rxyze = (JY, Z) (X, JE)? for all X,Y,Z € T'(T),). Thus we have proved the
following

Lemma 2.2. If the orthogonal projection of J, onto Ty,(p) is nonzero at p € M, then
1>, (p) is a real subspace of T,CH", that is, JTx,(p) C Ty (p), where T5-(p) is the orthogonal
complement of Ty, (p) in T,CH™.

This immediately implies
Corollary 2.3. The number g of distinct principal curvatures of M satisfies g > 1.

Corollary 2.4. (Montiel [§] for n > 3) Let M be a connected real hypersurface in CH™, n >
2, with two distinct constant principal curvatures. Then M is holomorphically congruent
to an open part of a horosphere in CH™, or of a geodesic hypersphere in CH™, or of a tube
around a totally geodesic CH"™' C CH™, or of the tube with radius r = In(2++/3) around
a totally geodesic RH™ C CH™.

Proof. We just need to prove that M is a Hopf hypersurface. The result then follows from
the classification of real Hopf hypersurfaces in CH™ with constant principal curvatures
(see [I]). Let Ay, A2 be the two principal curvatures of M, and assume that there exists
a point p € M such that JE, = (J&,, ur)ur + (JE,, ug)us with some unit vectors u; €
Ty, (p) and 0 # (JE,, u;). According to Lemma 222 both T}, (p) and T),(p) are real, which
implies JT), (p) C Th,(p) ® RE, and JT),(p) C Ty, (p) & RE,. Since n > 2 we can assume
dim Ty, (p) > 2. Then we have J(T)\,(p) © Ruy) C T, (p), which implies dim T}, (p) >
dim Ty, (p) — 1. But us ¢ J(T),(p) © Ruy) because of (uq, JE,) # 0, and thus we have
dim Ty, (p) > dim T}, (p). The previous equality implies dim 7T}, (p) > 2, and an analogous
argument yields dim Ty, (p) > dim T),(p). Therefore, dim T, (p) = dim T, (p). This implies
that dim 7, M = dim T}, (p) + dim T}, (p) is even, which contradicts dimM =2n —1. O
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Putting A; = A\ in Lemma ] and then interchanging Y and Z yields
Lemma 2.5. For all X,Y € I'(Ty;) and Z € T'(T);) with \; # \; we have
AN = MNVxY, Z) = (JY, Z)(X, JE) + (JX, Y )(Z,JE) + 2(J X, Z)(Y, JE).
Corollary 2.6. For all X € I'(Ty,) with (X, JE) =0 we have VxX € I'(T},).

The following equation is a consequence of the Gaufl and Codazzi equations and will be
used later to obtain some relations among the principal curvatures.

Lemma 2.7. For all unit vector fields X € I'(Ty,) and Y € I'(T,;) with \; # \; we have
0 = (N —=A)(1—4MXN +2(JX,Y)?+8(VxY,VyX) — 4(VxX,VyY))

HJX,Y) (XY, JE) + Y (X, JE))

+(X,JE)(BY(JX,Y) 4+ (Vy X, JY) — 2(VxY, JY))

HY, JE (BX(JX,Y) — (VxY, JX) +2(Vy X, JX)).
Proof. The Gaufl equation implies

ARxyyx = (4NN — 1) = 3(JX,Y)%
On the other hand, the definition of R yields
Rxvvx = (VxVyY — Vy ViV — VixyV, X)
= X(VyY, X)— (VxX,VyY) —-Y(VxY, X)
+HVxY, VyX) — (Vix Y, X).
From Lemma we get
10y = MX(TyY, X) = 3(Y, JOX(JX,Y) +3(JX,Y)X(Y, J¢),
4N — )Y (VxY, X) = 3(X,JOY(JX,Y)+3(JX, Y)Y (X, JE).
Next, using the Codazzi equation and the algebraic Bianchi identity, we get
(A = A)(Vix Y, X)
(VixnS) Y, X)
(VyS) [X. Y], X) + Rixyyyxe
(VyS) X, VxY) = ((VyS) X,VyX) + Rixy]yxe
(VyS) X, VxY) = ((VxS)Y,VyX) — Ryxvyxe + Rixyjyxe
Xi — (VY Vy X) + vayyxg + vayxyg
Ai — A)(VxY, VyX)
(0= XY XY (XY, 78) + Y (X, )
+ (X, JE) ((JY, Vy X) — 2(JY,VxY))
= (VO ((IX, VxY) = 2(JX, Vy X)) )

{
{
{
{
(
(
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Altogether this implies the lemma. OJ

3. THE RULED MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS W?2n—k

In this section we present a characterization of the ruled minimal submanifolds W?2"=%,
ke{l,...,n—1}. Let KAN be an Iwasawa decomposition of SU(1,n) and o € CH" the
fixed point of the action of K on CH". Then AN acts simply transitively on CH" and we
can identify CH™ with the solvable Lie group AN equipped with a suitable left-invariant
metric. This induces an inner product on the Lie algebra a & n of AN. There is a natural
decomposition of the Lie algebra n = 3 ® v of N, where 3 is the one-dimensional center of
n and v is the orthogonal complement of 3 in n. The Kahler structure on CH" induces a
complex structure ¢ on the vector space v, so that v becomes isomorphic to the complex
vector space C"~!. Let tv be a linear subspace of v such that the orthogonal complement
' of tv in v is a real subspace of dimension k. Then s = a @ 3 ® t is a subalgebra
of a ® n, and the orbit through o of the closed subgroup S of AN with Lie algebra s is
holomorphically congruent to the ruled minimal submanifold W?2"=*.

Let toc be the maximal complex subspace of tv, that is, the orthogonal complement in to
of ito*. Then we have an orthogonal decomposition tv = toc@itv. The subspace a®3 B¢
is a subalgebra of a @ n, and the corresponding Lie subgroup of AN induces a foliation
of W2k by totally geodesic CH" % ¢ CH™. The subspace a @ ito’ is a subalgebra of
a @ n, and the corresponding Lie subgroup of AN induces a foliation of W?2"~* by totally
geodesic RH**1 ¢ CH™. Moreover, the subspace ito" is a subalgebra of a @ n, and the
corresponding Lie subgroup of AN induces a foliation of W2"~* by Euclidean spaces R*
which are embedded in the real hyperbolic spaces RH**! as horospheres in the usual way
as totally umbilical submanifolds with parallel mean curvature vector.

The procedure for the computation of the Levi Civita connection for a left-invariant
Riemannian metric on a Lie group is well-known and allows us to calculate the second
fundamental form II of W?"~* in an elementary way via the Gau formula. Using for
instance the expression for the Levi Civita connection of AN given in [6], p. 84, shows that
11 is determined by

Véewt 201(Z,i€) =€,
where Z € 3 is a unit vector with a suitable orientation, and Z, &, £ are viewed as left-
invariant vector fields on AN. In other words, let £ € ' be a unit normal vector field
of W2"=%_ Then the principal curvatures of W2"* with respect to & are 0, %, —% with
multiplicities 2n — k — 2,1, 1, respectively, and the principal curvature spaces with respect
to ﬂ:% are spanned by Z 4 i¢. This clearly shows that W?2"~* is a minimal submanifold of
CH™.

We will now show that this second fundamental form characterizes W?2*~* among all
(2n — k)-dimensional submanifolds of CH™ with totally real normal bundle.

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a (2n — k)-dimensional connected submanifold in CH™, n > 3,
with totally real normal bundle vM C TCH"™. Assume that there exists a unit vector field
Z tangent to the maximal holomorphic subbundle of TM C TCH"™ such that the second
fundamental form II of M is given by the trivial bilinear extension of 211(Z, JE) = £ for
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allé € T'(wM). Then M is holomorphically congruent to an open part of the ruled minimal
submanifold W=,

Proof. We will show the following:

(i) The maximal holomorphic subbundle ©® of T'M is integrable and each integral
manifold is an open part of a totally geodesic CH"* c CH™;
(ii) The totally real subbundle RJZ & J(vM) of TM is integrable and each integral
manifold is an open part of a totally geodesic RH**! ¢ CH™;
(iii) The totally real subbundle J(vM) of TM is integrable and each integral manifold
is an open part of a horosphere in a totally geodesic RH**! ¢ CH™.

The rigidity of totally geodesic submanifolds of Riemannian manifolds (see e.g. [H], p.
230), and of horospheres in real hyperbolic spaces (see e.g. [, pp. 24-26), then implies the
assertion.

Ad (i): For U,V € I'(D) and £ € I'(vM) we have
(VuV, JE) = (VuV, J§) = —(IVyV, &) = —(VyJV.&) = —(II(U, JV),&) = 0
and B
This shows that ® is an autoparallel subbundle of T'M and each integral manifold is a
totally geodesic submanifold of CH". As ® is a complex subbundle of complex rank n — k,
each of these integral manifolds must be an open part of a totally geodesic CH"* ¢ CH".
Ad (ii): Let X e I'(® 6 RJZ) and ¢ € I'(vM) be a local unit normal vector field of M.

Using the Gauf} formula, VJ = 0, the Codazzi equation, the assumption on II, and the
explicit expression for R we get

Vg7, X) = (Vs JZ,X) = (NygdX,Z) = (VyyJX,Z)
= 2(II(V;2JX,J(),Q)) = —2((V,zI)(JX, J(), ()
= =2((Vyll)(JZ,JX),¢) = 2Rsz5¢cix¢ = 0.
For all {,n € T'(vM) we get
(VizJE,X) = (VyzJEX) = (VyzJX, &) = (II(JZ,]X),&) = 0,
(VedZ,X) = (VyedZ,X) = (VyedX,Z) = (VyedX,2)
= 20U(VyeJ X, JC), Q) = =2((Vuell)(JX, J(), C)
= —2(VyxI)(JE JC),¢) = 2Ry yx g = 0,
(Viedn. X) = (Vyedn, X) = (VyeJX,n) = (I(JE,JX),n) = 0.
Finally, for all U,V € I'(RJZ & J(vM)) we obviously have
(VuV.¢) = (II(U,V),¢) = 0.

Altogether this shows that RJZ @ J(vM) is integrable and each integral manifold is a
totally geodesic submanifold of CH". As RJZ @ J(vM) is a totally real subbundle of
rank k + 1, each of these totally geodesic submanifolds must be an open part of a totally
geodesic RH¥*! ¢ CH™.
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Ad (iii): For all £&,n € T'(v M) we get
(Vaedn,JZ) = (NVyen,JZ) = (Vyen, Z) = —(VyeZ,n)
= —(H(Z, ) = —5lem) = —5(I6 ).

It follows that ([J¢, Jn], JZ) = 0 for all {,n € I'(vM). Together with (ii) this implies that
J(vM) is integrable and the second fundamental form II of an integral manifold is given
by

I(JE, Jn) = —%(J&, Jn)JZ.

Thus each integral manifold is a totally umbilical submanifold with constant mean cur-
vature 1/2 in a real hyperbolic space RH**! of constant sectional curvature —1/4. If
k > 2, the classification of totally umbilical submanifolds in real hyperbolic spaces shows
that each integral manifold is an open part of a horosphere in RH**1. If k = 1, we have
2V jeJE = 2JV je& = —2JSJE = —JZ and hence 4V ¢V 5 J§ = —2V ;e JZ = —J¢. Thus
the integral curves of J¢ satisfy the differential equation for a horocycle in RH?, which
implies that the integral manifolds of the distribution J(vM) are open parts of horocycles
in RH?. O

For k = 1 we have the following improvement:

Theorem 3.2. Let M be a connected real hypersurface in CH™, n > 3, with three distinct
principal curvatures 0, +1/2 and —1/2 and corresponding multiplicities 2n — 3, 1 and
1, respectively. Then M is holomorphically congruent to an open part of the ruled real
hypersurface W1,

Proof. Let p € M and suppose that the orthogonal projection of J&, onto Ty(p) is nonzero.
Then Ty(p) is a real subspace of T,CH"™ by Lemma Z2 Since dim 7y(p) = 2n — 3, this is
impossible for n > 3 and we must have n = 3. Since &, € T3"(p) it follows that J&, € Ty(p).
Since orthogonal projection onto subbundles is a continuous mapping, this must hold on
an open neighborhood U of p in M. Therefore, U is a Hopf hypersurface in CH? with three
distinct constant principal curvatures 0, +1/2 and —1/2. According to the classification in
[T of Hopf hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in CH™ such a hypersurface
does not exist. We conclude that the orthogonal projection of the Hopf vector field J¢
onto Ty is zero everywhere.

Now define M as the set of all points p € M at which the orthogonal projections of J¢&,
onto T1/2(p) and T_4/2(p) are both nonzero. Clearly, M™* is an open subset of M. Using
again the classification in [I] of Hopf hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in
CH™, we see that M™ is nonempty.

Let X and Y be local unit vector fields on M with X € I'(T}/2) and Y € I'(T_; 3). Then
we can write JE = aX +bY with a,b € R such that a®?+b* = 1. We may assume that X and
Y are chosen such that a,b > 0. As we have seen above, Ty(p) cannot be a real subspace
at any point p € M. Thus there exist vector fields U,V € T'(Tp) with (JU, V) # 0. Since
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VJ =0 we have VyJ¢ = JVyé = —JSU = 0, and thus Lemma T3 implies

0= UGV, J€) = (VuV,J§) = a(VuV, X) + b(TuV,Y) = 5(a = P)JUV)

As (JU, V) # 0 this gives a®> = b? and hence a = b = 1/4/2. This shows that M+ is a closed
subset of M. As M™ is open and nonempty, we see that M* = M. In particular, the length
of the orthogonal projections of the Hopf vector field J§ onto T'/, and T_/; is constant
and equal to 1/v/2. We now define Z = a(X —Y). Then the second fundamental form of
M is of the form as in Theorem B, and the result now follows from that theorem. O

4. PRINCIPAL CURVATURES

Let M be an orientable connected real hypersurface of CH™ and £ a global unit normal
vector field on M. We assume that M has three distinct constant principal curvatures \q,
A2, A3 and denote by m; the multiplicity of ;. If M is a Hopf hypersurface, it was shown
in [T] that M is an open part of a tube around a totally geodesic CH* C CH™ for some
k€ {1,...,n—2}, or of a tube with radius » # In(2 + v/3) around a totally geodesic
RH™ c CH™. We can therefore assume that M is not a Hopf hypersurface. Then there
exists an open subset of M on which at least two of the three orthogonal projections of
the Hopft vector field J¢ onto the principal curvature distributions 7}, are nontrivial.

In the first part of this section we will prove that there cannot be three nontrivial
projections. We then derive some equations relating the principal curvatures and obtain
some geometrical information about the principal curvature distributions.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that there exists a point p € M such that J&, = > byu; with some
unit vectors u; € Ty,(p) and 0 # b; € R, i =1,2,3. Then R{,ERu; BRus®Rug is a complex
subspace of T,CH™ and, by a suitable orientation of uy,us, us, we have b; = (Ju;, ug) for
all cyclic permutations (i, j, k) of (1,2,3).

Proof. According to Lemma Z2, each of the three principal curvature spaces T),(p) is a

real subspace of T, CH". Thus we can write
3 3

Jui = Z(JU“ Uj)Uj + Zwij - bigpv (1)

=1 j=1
with some vectors w;; € Ty, (p) © Ru;, wy; = 0. Then we have
3

0= (ui, &) = (Jui, J&) = > bi(Jui,uj), (2)
j=1
and hence
3 3 3
—& =T = J(J&) =Y biJui =) (Z biwij> — &,
i=1 j=1 \i=1

This implies 37 bwy; = 0 for all j € {1,2,3}. Thus for each j € {1,2,3} the two
vectors w;; with ¢ # j are either both zero, or both nonzero and collinear. From () and
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J& = > biu;, we therefore see that Ru; @ Rugy @ Rus @ Rwis & Rwyg & Rwsy & RE, is a
complex subspace of T,CH". As the real dimension of a complex vector space is even, at
least one of the three vectors wia, wez, w3, must be zero, say w3 = 0, which implies also
w3 = 0. Moreover, for dimension reasons, the vectors wis, ws; are either both zero or
both nonzero. Then, using (), we get

0 = (u,wi2) = (Juy,Jwia) = —(Juy,us)(wss, wia),
0 = (ug,wa) = (Jug,Jwa) = —(Jug,us)(wsy, w).

If wyy, ws; are both nonzero, then wss, wy; are nonzero as well, and we get (Juy,uz) =
0 = (Jus,us) using the collinearity of wia, wse and wsy, wy. From ) we then get
(Juy,uz) = 0 as well. This implies Ju; = wy2 — b1, and hence by JE, = u; + Jwia. As
T, (p) is a real subspace of T,CH", the previous equation shows that JE, € T\, (p) BT\, (p),
which contradicts the assumption on J¢,. Hence wiq, ws; are both zero. Altogether this
shows that Ru; @ Rug @ Ruz @ RE, is a complex subspace of T,CH".

Finally, solving the system of equations (B), we see that the vector (by,bs,bs) is in the
real span of ((Jug,us), (Jus,ur), (Juy, uz)). From b3 + b3 + b2 = 1 and () we get

3 3
3= Z(ui,ui)Q = Z(Jui, Ju)? = 2<(JuQ, uz)? + (Juz, ur)? + (Juy, uz>2) + 1.

i=1 i=1
Thus ((Jug, us), (Jus, ur), (Jui, ug)) is a unit vector in R3, and the lemma now follows. [J

Lemma 4.2. Assume that there exists a point p € M such that the orthogonal projections
of JE, onto Ty, (p), i = 1,2, 3, are nontrivial. Then we have

for all distinct i, € {1,2,3}, w; € Ty, (p) © Ru; and w; € Ty, (p) © Ru;.

Proof. By continuity, the orthogonal projections of J¢ onto T),, ¢ = 1,2, 3, must be non-
trivial on an open neighborhood of p in M. The following calculations hold on this open
neighborhood. It follows from Lemma Bl that there exist unit vector fields U, € I'(T),)
such that J¢ = Y b,U, with b, = (JU,,U,), where (v, p,p) is a cyclic permutation of
(1,2,3). We note that © = TM & (RU; & RU; @ RU3) is a J-invariant subbundle of T'M
by Lemma ET1 s

In the following we denote by W, and W, vector fields with values in T\, "D = T\, &RU,,
v = 1,2,3. Using VJ = 0 and the Weingarten formula we get V. J¢ = JVy.& =
—JSW,; = —=\;JW,. Since T), is real, and using Lemma [Z0 we get

3
0= Wi(W;, JE) = > b, (Vw, Wi, U,) + (Wi, Vi, JE) = b(Vw, Wi, Uy).
v=1
Hence, (VW;V[Z-, Ui) = 0. As T}, is real and © is complex, we can write JW; = WZ + Wk
with k # i, 7. Then, using (Vy,W;,U;) = 0, Lemma Z0, and the fact that T}, is real, we
get N —
(Vw, JU,, W) = —(Vw, Uy, IW;) = (Vw, W, U;) — (Vw,U;, Wy) = 0. (3)
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Next, Lemma implies

0 = Wi<Wj, J§) = Zbu<vWina UI/> + <ijvW1J£>

b}
a muw“ Wi+ %: by (Vi W;, Uy — N (Wi, W)
? J

On the other hand, replacing JU; by > (JU;,U,)U, — b;§ and using (3) we get 0 =
Wi(W;, JU;) = > (JU;, U, )(Vw,W;,U,) and hence

0 =0V, W;, Uj) = b (Vw, Wj, Ug).
The last two equations provide a system of linear equations with unknowns (Vy,W;, U;)
and (Vyw,W;, Uy). This linear system has a unique solution which is given by
2(A — A) (1 = 87)

(Vw,W;,U,) = (JWi, Wy) (v #). (4)
As Ty, is real, we have (JW;, W) = (JW;, J W;) = 0, and using Lemma 7 and equation
@) (with j and k interchanged) we get

(Vw,Wj, JU) = (Vw,Us, JW;) = =(Vw, Wy, Up) = (Vi Wi, Uy) = 0.
Replacing JUy, by > (JUy, U,)U, — bi&, this implies
0= (Vw,W;, JU) = Y (Vw,W;, U )(JU, U,),

from which we easily get
b

(Vw, W;,Uj) = m(

JW;, W)
by using Lemma once again. By comparison of this equation with equation (#) for
v = 7 we eventually get the result. 0

Proposition 4.3. If n > 3, then there exists no point p € M such that the orthogonal
projections of JE, onto Ty,(p), i = 1,2, 3, are nontrivial.

Proof. Asn > 3, the complex vector space ©,, = @, (T}, (p)©Ru;) has dimension > 1. Since
each Ty, (p) ©Ru; is real, there exist i # j such that (Jw;, w;) # 0 for some w; € Ty, (p)SRu;,
w; € Ty, (p) ©Ru;. From Lemma B2 we therefore get 2X;(A;—A;) —1 = 2X;(\;—A;) =1 =0,
and thus A} = A3 = 1/4. This argument shows that Tj, (p) © Ru; must be trivial, that is,
the third eigenvalue A\ has multiplicity one. Since the eigenspaces are real it also implies
that J(Th,(p) © Ru;) = Ty, (p) © Ru;.
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Let W; € T'(T), © RU;) be a unit vector field which is defined in an open neighborhood
of pin M, and define W; = JW; € I'(Ty, © RU;), where U, is as in the previous proof.
Applying Lemma 7 to W; and W;, and using Corollary 28] we obtain

3— 4)\,)\] + 8<VW1VV], VWJVVZ> = 0.

We have Vy,W; € I'(Ty, @ RU; © RUy) and Vi, W; € I'(T), © RU; @ RU},) by Lemma 5]
and therefore (Vy,W;, Vi, Wi) = > (Vw,W;, U, )(Vw,W;,U,). The latter sum can be
calculated easily by using Lemma and equation (). Using the fact that 4\? = 4)\3 =1
this gives 4(Vw, W;, Vi, W;) = 1. Inserting this into the above equation yields 5 —4\\; =
0. From 4\7 = 4)\% = 1 and \; # \; we know that 4\;\; = —1, which gives a contradiction.
Therefore there exists no point p € M such that the orthogonal projections of J&, onto
T\, (p) are nontrivial. O

Lemma 4.4. Assume that there exists a point p € M such that J&, = byuy + baus with
some unit vectors u; € Ty,(p) and 0 # b; € R, i = 1,2. Then there exists a unit vector
a € Th,(p) such that R, & Ruy @ Ruy & Ra is a complex subspace of T,CH™ and, by
a suitable orientation of a, we have by = (Jug,a), by = —(Juy,a), (Juy,us) = 0 and
Ju; = (=1)"bja — b;§ with distinct i,j € {1,2}.

Proof. The eigenspaces T, (p) and T),(p) are real subspaces of T,CH"™ by Lemma
Therefore we can write

Jui = (Juq, ug)us + wiz + w1z — bi§,

Juy = (Jug,ur)uy + wy + waz — b,
with wq; € T)\l (p) O Ruq, wyg € T)\z (p) O Rus, and W13, Wz € T)\3 (p) Hence,

—&=J%, = J(JE,) = by Juy + b Juy
= by (Jug, ur)ur + by (Juy, ug)us + bowsy + bywis + (brwiz + bowas) — &p.

This shows that <JU1,U2> = O, W12 — Wo1 = 0 and b1w13 + b2w23 =0. As bl, bg §£ 0, the
vectors wig, woz are either both zero or both nonzero. If wis = wes = 0, then Ju; = =,
and Jug = —by§,, which is impossible. Hence w;3, wa3 are both nonzero and collinear. Let
a be a unit vector in Rwy3 = Rwyg C Th,(p). Since Jwig = by JE, —uy € Ruy @ Ruy we get
Ja € Ru; @ Ruy, which shows that R, ®Ru; @ Rus @ Ra is a complex subspace of T,CH".
The two vectors Ja, JE, € Ruy @Ruy are orthonormal and J&, = byuy +baug. Therefore, by

a suitable orientation of a, we can write Ja = bou; —bjug. As Ja = (Ja,uy)u; + (Ja, ug)us,
the result now follows. O

In view of Proposition .3 we can assume from now on that there exists an open subset of
M on which the orthogonal projection of J¢ onto Tj, is trivial. The following calculations
are done on this open subset. It follows from Lemma 4] that there exist unit vector fields
U, € F(T)\l), U, € F(T)\Q) and A € F(T)\S) such that

JE=bUp + boUs , JU; = (=1)'b; A — b€ (i # 7)
bl = <JU2aA> ’ b2 = <JA> U1> ) <JU1a U2> = 0.
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Below we will use these relations frequently without referring to them explicitly. Moreover,
D =TMo (RU; ® RU; ® RA) = (T), ©RU;) & (T, © RU:) @ (Th, © RA)

is a J-invariant subbundle.

Lemma 4.5. Fori,j € {1,2} with i # j we have
3b1by

VUi = (—1)im/1, (5)

VA = (_1)j%Ui +(=1) ()\i + 40\%%) Uj (7)
_1V  /b% — 202 2

VU, = )\(Z —1))\3 ( - 42] —0—()\3'—)\3)()\2“'—40\37[)_1&))) Uj (8)

V4A = 0. (9)

Proof. Let W; € I'(Ty, © RU;), W; € I'(Ty, © RU;) and W3 € I'(Th, © RA). Since U; has
constant length, we have (V,U;, U;) = 0. From Lemma we easily get

. 3b;b;
(Vi Ui, Uj) = (Vo U, Wy) = (Vy, U, Wa) =0, (VUi A) = (—1)14 A

(As — i)
As Ty, is real, we have (W;, V. JE) = (W, JVp,€) = —X\i(W;, JU;) = 0, and using Lemma
once again we then get

0 = UWi, JE) = (Vu,Wi, JE) + (Wi, Vi, JE)
= b(Vu,Wi,Up) + b;(Vuy, Wi, Uj) = —bi(Vy, Ui, Wi).
Since b; # 0, this implies (Vy, W, U;) = 0, and equation (B) now follows.

Since U; has constant length, we have (V,U;,U;) = 0, from (@) we get (Vy,U;, U;) = 0,
and Lemma .5 implies (V,U;, W) = —(Vy,W;,U;) = 0. Let v € {j,3}. Using (B) and
(W,, Ny, JE) = (W, IVy.) = =\(W,, JU;) = 0 we get

0= Ui<WI/7 Jf) = <vUin/7 J£> + <Wl/7 vUz'jé-> = bj<vUin/7 U]>7
Whlf?h giVGS <VUZ.U]',W,,2 = 0. Finally, 0= UZ<JUZ,Uj> = (?UZJUZ, U]> -+ <JUZ,vUZUj> =
—(Vu, Ui, JU;) + (JU;, Vi, U;). Replacing now JU; and JU; by the corresponding expres-
sions in terms of A and £ we obtain
0 =0, _ + A + (=1)YVy,U;, A)
BEAVTCTEDY RS GEnE )

Altogether this now implies equation ().

Since A has constant length, we have (Vy, A, A) = 0. For v € {1,2,3} we get 0 =
Uil JU;,W,) = (Vu, JU;, W,) + (JU;, Vi, W,)) = —(Vy, Uy, IW,) + (JU;, Vi, W,). The first
term vanishes because of equation (Bl). For the second term we replace JU; by (—1)'b; A —
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b;£, which leads to 0 = (Vy, A, W,). It follows that Vi, A = (Vy, A, U)U, + (Vy, A, U;)Uj,
which allows to determine equation () from equations ([H) and (@).

Since U; has constant length, we have (VU;,U;) = 0, and from Lemma we get
(VaU;, A) = —(V4A,U;) =0 and (VAU;, W3) = —(V W3, U;) = 0. Using Lemma 1] and
(@) we obtain 0 = Ray,w,e = (A — A;)(VaU;, W;) and hence (V,U;, W;) = 0. Using this
equality (with i and j interchanged) we get 0 = A(W;, J&) = (V AW, JE) + (W;, VaJE) =
bz<VAW17U2>7 which y1€ldS <VAU17W2> = 0. Thus we have VAUZ = <VAUZ',Uj>Uj. The
latter inner product can be calculated by using the explicit expression for R, Lemma P
and (@) from

—1)J _ , 302
%(bf —2b7) = Rav,u,e = (N — A)(VaUs, Uj) — (Mg — Aj) (—1)’ ()\z' + m> :
Altogether this now gives equation ().

Since A has constant length, we have (V4A,A) = 0. Let v € {1,2}. From &) we
get (V4A,U,) = 0, and from Lemma we get (V4A,W,) = 0. Next, we consider
0 = A(JU;, Ws) = (Vo JU;, W3) + (JU;, VaW3) = —(VU;, JIW3) + (JU;, V4 W5). The
first term vanishes because of (§), and in the second term we replace JU; by its expression
in terms of A and & to obtain 0 = (V4 A, W3). This eventually implies equation (@). O

Corollary 4.6. The integral curves of A are geodesics in M and the three vector fields
A, Uy, Uy span an autoparallel distribution ©+, that is, ©+ is integrable and its leaves are
totally geodesic submanifolds of M.

Corollary 4.7. The principal curvatures A\, s, A3 and the functions by, by satisfy the equa-
tion

0=3((As = X2)%b7 + (A3 — M)?B3) + (A3 — A1) (As — A2) (144X (As — A1) + 4Ai (A5 — A2)).

P’I"OOf. From Lemma Tl we get 1= 4RU1U2A§ = 4(>\Q—>\3)<VU1 UQ, A>—4()\1—>\3> <VU2 Ul, A)
The assertion then follows by using equation (). 0

Lemma 4.8. Ifi € {1,2} and m; > 1, then 4 3\; = 1.

Proof. Let W; € I'(Ty, © RU;) be a local unit vector field. Applying Lemma 7 with
X =W; and Y = A, and taking into account (), yields

We thus need to prove (Vy, A, VaW,;) = 0. From (§) and () we see that VW, € I'(D),
and Lemma 23 shows that V 4W; is perpendicular to T), N ®. From Lemma we also
see that Vy, A is perpendicular to Ty, N ®. It thus suffices to prove that (Vy, A, W;) =0
for all W; € I'(Ty, N D), where j € {1,2} with j # 4.

Let v, € {1,2} with v # p. Then 0 = Wi(U,, JW;) = (Vw,U,, JW,;)+ (U, Vi, JW;) =
(Vw,U,, JW,) — (JU,,Vw,W,). As JU, = (—=1)"b,A — b€, this implies

@y, 4) = S w0, 0wy, (10
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As Ty, is real, we can write JW; = W, + W with W, € ['(Ty, QRU) and Wj € [(Ty, ©
RA). We have (Vy, U],W> =0and 0 = W(VVZ,JQ (VWM/Z,JQ (VVZ-,?WiJQ =
bi(VWiVVZ, U;) by Lemma Z3 which implies (Vy,U,, W} = 0 and hence (Vy,U,, JW;) =
(Vw, Uy, W), From 0 = Wi(Ws, JE) = (Viw, W, JE) + (Wy, Vi, JE) = b;(Vw, W3, U) +
bj (Vw, W5, Uj) — N (JW;, W;) we obtain

2
b (Vi Uy, W) = — (ﬁ + Ai) (JW;, W)
by using Lemma From the same lemma it follows that
b;
2(A3 — \)
Taking into account the last two equations, ([[lJ) becomes
(=1)'b;
2b;( A3 — \i)

(Vw, Ui, W) = (JW;, W),

S -

i Wi, A) = : AN )(JWi, W), 11
(Wi Ws) = (FwWi, A) = (ot + AW W), (1)
This readily implies \;(JW;, W3) = (. Since at least one of the two eigenvalues A\, Ay must
be nonzero, it follows that (JW7, W3> =0 or (JWq, W3> = 0. From ([[dl) we thus see that
(Vw,Wj, A> =0 or (Vy,W;, A) = 0. But from Lemma [ZT] we know that

0= RWinAE = ()‘J - )‘3)<sz”/]7 A) - ()‘2 - A3)<ijVVia A>a
which implies that (Vy,W;, A) = 0 in both cases. This finishes the proof. O
From Lemma we immediately get

Corollary 4.9. m; =1 or my = 1.

According to Corollary we may assume that my = 1, that is, T, = RU,. We will
now distinguish the two cases m; > 1 and m; = 1.

Case 1: my > 1. Then we have 4\; A3 = 1 by Lemma L8 and J(T), o RU;) C T\, o RA
because T}, is real. Let Wy € I'(Ty, ©RU;) and W3 € I'(Ty;©RA). Then 0 = Wi (W3, J§) =
(Vi W3, JE) + (W3, Vi, JE) = bi(Vw, W3, Uy) + bo(Viy, W3, Us) — A\ (JWy, W3). Using
Lemma this implies

1 2
<VW1 UQ, Wg) = _E (m + )\1) <JW1, W3> (12)

Next, using JUQ = blA—bgg, we get 0= V[_/1<W1, JUQ) = <?W1W1, JU2>+<W1, ?W1JU2> =
(Vw, Uy, JW1) + by (W1, Vi, A) — bo(W1, Vi, &). We now assume that W, has length one.
Using Corollary this implies

(Vi U, JW7) = —bo\y. (13)

Comparing (&) with W5 = JW; and ([I3), and using b? + b3 = 1, implies 2\;(A\; — \3) = 1.
Together with 4\ A3 = 1 this implies \; = v/3/2 and A3 = v/3/6, where we assume that
the orientation of ¢ is such that A3 > 0.
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We now apply Lemma 7 with X = W) and Y = Us, and use Corollary EZ8 and (), to
obtain

0=(MN—=X)(1 =AM+ 8V, Uz, Vi,W1)) — bo (Vi Ug, JW1) + 205 (V iy, W1, JWH). (14)

Using Lemma we easily get Vy, Uy € I'(T),), and () shows that (V, W5, A) = 0.
From (2) we thus get

(Vo Us, Vi, W1 = (Vi Uz, JW ) (Vi Wi, JW). (15)

From LemmaE:[] and (B) we obtain b2 = 4RU2W1JW1§ = 4()\1 — )\3)<VU2W1, JW1> +4()\2 —
A3)ba A\ and hence

ba

4(A1 — A3)
Inserting ([2), (IH) and () into (I4) yields

0= 12(3b2 — 1)A2 +4v/3(2 — 962) Ay + 3(9b3 — 1).
On the other hand, inserting the above particular values for \; and A3 into the equation
in Corollary BT, and replacing b2 by 1 — b3, yields

0 = 12(90% + 1)A3 — 4v/3(2 + 9b2) g — 3(90% — 1).
Adding up the previous two equations gives Ay(2Xs — v/3) = 0. As Xy # A\ = /3/2 we
therefore get Ay = 0, which implies b3 = 1/9 and b3 = 8/9.

Case 2: m; = 1. In this case we have Ty, = RU;, and T\, © RA = © is a J-
invariant distribution. Let W3 € I'(D) be of unit length. We have 0 = W5(JW3, J§) =
(Vy, JWs3, JE) + (JW3, Vi, JE), and applying Lemma 2 this yields

<VU2W1, JW1> - (1 - 4)\1()\2 - )\3)) - 62)\1(1 - 2)\1)\2) (16)

(As = A2)bT + (A3 = A)b3 +4As(As — M) (A — Ag) = 0. (17)
Together with b7 + b3 = 1 this implies
Az — N\ o S,
b= T A+ — ) Gie{L2 i#)). (18)
J )
Inserting these expressions for 2 and b3 into the equation in Corollary B yields
(A= X)) — (M + A —4X3)2 =1 —4\%. (19)

We now apply Lemma 27 with X = W3 and Y = U;, which gives

0 = ()\Z - )\3) (1 — 4N A3+ 8<VW3UZ, VUiW3> - 4<VW3W3, VU1U2>)

—bi(Vw, Uy, JW3) + 2b;(Vy, W3, JW3).

Let i,j € {1,2} and i # j. Then we have 0 = W3(U;, J§) = (Vw, Ui, JE) + (U, vWSi@ =
b;(Vw, Ui, U;) and hence (Vy,U;, U;) = 0. For W3 € I'(®) we have 4(A3—X\; ) (Vy, U;, Ws) =
4N = A3) (Ve W3, Us) = bi(J W5, W3) and (Vw, Ui, A) = —(V, A, U;) = 0 by Lemma B3
Altogether this gives 4(A3 — \;)Vw,U; = b;JW5, and together with ([H) equation (20) now
becomes

(20)
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Multiplying this equation with A3 — A;, then adding the two equations for ¢ = 1 and ¢ = 2,
and then using (1) yields

A3 (T+ AT+ 23) — (A1 + A2)(1+4X3) = 0. (21)

If A3 = 0, we immediately get A;, Ao € {£1/2} from ([[d) and I). From now on we
assume A3 # 0. If we put = A\ — Ay and y = Ay + Ay — 4)3, equations ([[d) and () are
equivalent to

1—12X2\% 1+ 16M
22 1 _4)\2 2 . 3) _ 3
vy T\ T T 162

Obviously, these are the equations of a hyperbola and a circle. It is straightforward to
calculate their common points, namely

/ 1 1 — 8)\2
(Zlf,y) = <j: 1 _3)‘;2) ) _)\3) and (Z’,y) = (i4—)\3 9 4)\3 3) )

where the first possibility only arises if 3)\2 < 1. Taking into account that A; and Ay are
different from A3, this eventually implies

1 1
)\125(3>\3—\/1—3)\§) 5 >\2:§<3)\3+\/1_3)‘§) (22)

where we assume without loss of generality that A\; < Ay. Obviously, we get a solution
only if 3A\2 < 1. If |As| = 1/2 or |As] = 1/4/3, then the three principal curvatures cannot
be different. Suppose that 1/2 < |A\s] < 1/v/3. From ([7) and £2) we get

bi b3
+ =1
2X3(A3 — /T —3X3)  2A3(\s + /1 — 3A%)

If 1/2 < |\3| < 1//3, elementary calculations show that 0 < 2A3(Az — /1 —3)2) < 1

and 0 < 2XA3(A3 + /1 — 3\%) < 1. Therefore the last equation is the equation of an ellipse
centered at the origin and with axes of length less than 1. Obviously such an ellipse has
no points of intersection with the circle b7 + b3 = 1. This shows that |A\3] < 1/2.

We summarize the discussion in this section in

Theorem 4.10. Let M be a connected real hypersurface in CH™, n > 3, with three distinct
constant principal curvatures Ay, Aa, A3, and suppose that M is not a Hopf hypersurface.
Then, with a suitable labelling of the principal curvatures, we have J§ = byUy + byUs with
some real numbers by, by > 0, where U; denotes the orthogonal projection of J& onto Tj,
normalized to length one. There exists a unit vector field A € TI'(Ty,) such that JA =
boUy — biUs. The subbundle RUy @ RU; is real, and the subbundle RA & RU; & RU; @ RE
is complex. Moreover, ms =1 and one the following two cases holds:

(1) mi > 1, A\y = V3/2, Ao = 0, A3 = V/3/6, by = 2v/2/3, by = 1/3, the subbundle
T>\1 O RU; 1s real, and J(T)\l @RUl) C T)\S.
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(i) mi =1, =1/2 < A3 < 1/2, Ay = 2(BA\3 — /1 = 3A3), Aa = 5(3A3 + /1 — 3)3), and

A3 — N . .,
B = ;_)\'(1+4)\3(>\3—>\j)) (1,7 € {1,2}, i # j).
vl 1

5. PROOF OoF THEOREM [[.1]

In this section we prove Theorem [Tl Let M be a connected real hypersurface in CH"
with three distinct constant principal curvatures. If M is a Hopf hypersurface, it was
shown in [T] that M is an open part of a tube around a totally geodesic CH* ¢ CH™ for
some k € {1,...,n—2}, or of a tube with radius 7 # In(2 + v/3) around a totally geodesic
RH"™ C CH"™. We can therefore assume that M is not a Hopf hypersurface. Then M must
satisfy one of the two possibilities described in Theorem EETO. The result will follow from
a thorough investigation of the possible focal sets and equidistant hypersurfaces of M by
means of Jacobi field theory.

For r € R we define the smooth map ®" : M — CH", p — ®"(p) = exp,(r§,), where
exp,, is the exponential map of CH" at p. Geometrically this means that we assign to
p the point in CH™ which is obtained by travelling for the distance r along the geodesic
cp(t) = exp,(t€,) in direction of the normal vector &, (for r > 0; for r < 0 one sets off in
direction —¢&,; and for r = 0 there is no movement at all). For v € T,M we denote by B,
the parallel vector field along the geodesic ¢, with B,(0) = v, and by ¢, the Jacobi field
along ¢, with (,(0) = v and (}(0) = —S,v. Note that ¢, is the unique solution of the linear
differential equation

4@7 - Cv - 3<Cv; JCP>']CP =0 ) CU(()) =U, C:)(O) = _SPU7

where ¢, denotes the tangent vector field of ¢, and the prime ’ indicates the covariant
derivative of a vector field along c,. For v € T\,(p) we have the explicit expression

with
fi(t) = cosh(t/2) — 2)\;sinh(¢/2),

gi(t) = (cosh(t/2) — 1) (1 + 2cosh(t/2) — 2)\;sinh(t/2)).

Finally, we define a vector field n” along the map ®" by n; = ¢,(r). The relation between
the map ®", the vector field n" and the Jacobi field (, is given by

Go(r) = v, G(r) = Vo',
where @7 denotes the differential of ®". The singularities of ®" are focal points of M and
can be calculated using Jacobi fields from the equation (,(r) = ®Zv. We will see that
in case (i) of Theorem there exists a particular distance r at which the map ®" has
constant rank 2n — m;y, which means that the image of ®" forms locally a submanifold of
codimension m;. In case (ii) of Theorem EZI0 there exists a particular distance r at which
the map ®" has constant rank 2n — 1 and the image is locally a minimal real hypersurface.
We then use the equation ¢/(r) = V,n" to obtain some information about the second
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fundamental form of these submanifolds. We continue using the notation introduced in
Section Ml

Case 1: m; > 1. We define u; = (U;), and r = In(2 + /3). For v € T,M we denote
by v; the orthogonal projection of v onto Ty, (p). Using the equation ®Lv = (,(r) and the
explicit expression for the Jacobi fields, we obtain

90"y = 3V6B,,(r)+ (4v, ur) + (4V2 — 2\/§)<v2,uQ))Bul(r)
+(\/§<U1, U1> + (2 + 4\/6)<U2, U2>)Bu2 (7’)

This shows that ®7v = 0 if and only if v € T),(p) © Ruy. Therefore the rank of ®" is
constant and equal to 2n — my. This means that for every point in M there exists an
open neighborhood V such that W = ®"(V) is an embedded submanifold of CH™ and
®" : YV — W is a submersion. Let p € V and ¢ = ®"(p) € W. The above expression for
the differential of ®" shows that the tangent space T,)V of W at ¢ is obtained by parallel
translation of T}, (p) & Ru; & Ruy along the geodesic ¢, from p = ¢,(0) to ¢ = ¢,(r). Hence,
the normal space v,V of W at ¢ is obtained by parallel translation of R¢, & (1), (p) ©Ruy)
along ¢, from p to ¢. This shows in particular that WV has totally real normal bundle.
Clearly, n; = Be,(r) is a unit normal vector of W at ¢. For the shape operator S™ of W

we have Sp, ®lv = —(V,n")" = —=(¢.(r))", where ()" denotes the component tangent to
W. Using the explicit expression for the Jacobi fields we easily get
Sy B (r) = 0 for all vy € T\,(p). (23)

Moreover, S;; leaves RB,, (1) @ RB,,(r) invariant and has the matrix representation

(w2 T

18\ -7 —4v2 )’
with respect to By, (1), Bu,(r). Since 3JA, = u; — 2v/2uy and 3J€, = 2v/2u; + ug, the
above matrix representation yields

255 Bya,(r) = Juy, , 25, Jn, = Bya,(r). (24)

As J(v,WW ©Ryy) is contained in the parallel translate of Ty,(p) along ¢, from p to ¢, ([Z3)
and the linearity of Sg; show that

285y, J1) = (np, 1) Bya,(r) for all ) € yV. (25)

As a special case we get S;; Jip=0for all p € V and 7 € v,V © Ry,. From the Gauf3
formula and V.J = 0 one easily gets Spdn, = S;L' Jn and hence

Sidn, = 0 for all ) € v,V © Ry, (26)

Now let v be any curve in (®")~'({q}) NV with v(0) = p. Since 7} and My = Mgy Tp) Ty
are perpendicular, (28), the linearity of n +— S} and (23) imply

0= 2Sn;(t)—<n;(t),ng>n; Jn, = 25,7;“) Jn, — (773;@, M) Bya, (r).
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On the other hand, (Z0) with ~(¢) instead of p gives
257

n:(t) Jn; = <n’7;/(t)7 n;)BJAW(t) (T)

The previous two equations show that the map p + Bja,(r) is of constant value z €
T,V on the connected component V, of (®")"'({g}) NV containing p. Note that z has
length one because of z = Bja,(r). For all v; € Ty, (p) © Ru; we have V, 1" = (; (r) =
(=1/+/2)B,,(r), which implies that 1" is a local diffeomorphism from V, into the unit
sphere in v, V. Thus 1"(V,) is an open subset of the unit sphere in v,. Since S, depends

analytically on n € vy, )V, we conclude from (23) and (24)) that
25, In =z, 2872 =Jn, S;uv=0foralln € yW,v e TWOE J(v,VORy) ©Rz.

Therefore the second fundamental form II; of W at ¢ is given by the trivial bilinear
extension of 2117 (z, Jn) = n for all n € v,W. The construction of z shows that it depends
smoothly on the point ¢ € W. Hence there exists a unit vector field Z on W such
that the second fundamental form II" of W is given by the trivial bilinear extension of
21I"(Z,Jn) = n for all n € I'(vW). From Theorem Bl we see that W is holomorphically
congruent to an open part of the ruled minimal submanifold W27~ Thus we have proved
that locally M lies on a tube with radius r = In(2++/3) around a ruled minimal submanifold
holomorphically congruent to W?2"~™_ This finally implies that M is holomorphically
congruent to an open part of the tube with radius 7 = In(2 + v/3) around W?"~™,

Case 2: my = 1. If A3 =0, then \; = —1/2 and Ay = 1/2, and it follows from Theorem
that M is holomorphically congruent to an open part of the ruled minimal hypersurface
W21 If 0 < |A3] < 1/2, we can write 23 = tanh(r/2) with some 0 # r € R.

Let p € M and define u; = (U;),. Using the equation ®7v = (,(r) and the explicit
expression for the Jacobi fields, we obtain

Olvg = sech(r/2) By, (r) for all vz € Ty, (p)

(ai) =20 (5210

D(t) = fi(t) + bigi(t) bibaga (t) ‘
bibaga(t)  falt) + b3g2(t)

As det(D(r)) = sech®(r/2), we can now conclude that ®7 has maximal rank everywhere.
This means that for every point in M there exists an open neighborhood V such that
W = &"(V) is an embedded real hypersurface of CH™ and ®” : V — W is a diffeomorphism.
Let p € V and ¢ = ®"(p) € W. The tangent space T,WW of W at ¢ is obtained by parallel
translation of T,V along the geodesic ¢, from p = ¢,(0) to ¢ = ¢,(r), and 7, is a unit
normal vector of W at q.

For the shape operator S” of W we have S}, ®v = —V.,n" = = (r). Since f5(r) =0 we
immediately get

and

with

Sy Bus (r) =0 for all vz € Ty,(p),
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and for ®7u; and PLu, we get

Sy ®Luy By, (1)
Mp . ul
(%@:w) = o) (Bw <r>)

with C(r) = —D'(r)D(r)~*. A tedious calculation shows that det(D’(r)) = —sech®(r/2)/4
and (det(D))'(r) = 0, which implies

det(C(r)) = % = —i and tr(C(r)) = —% =0.

From this we easily see that the eigenvalues of C'(r) are +1/2. Altogether we now get that
W has three distinct constant principal curvatures 0, +1/2 and —1/2 with corresponding
multiplicities 2n — 3, 1 and 1, respectively. It follows from Theorem that W is holo-
morphically congruent to an open part of the ruled real hypersurface W?2"~1. From this we
eventually conclude that M is holomorphically congruent to an open part of an equidistant
hypersurface to W?2n=1,

This finishes the proof of Theorem [Tl

[1]

[10]
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