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Abstract. This work is dedicated to the study of the Mobius invariant class of
constrained Willmore surfaces and its symmetries. We define a spectral deformation by
the action of a loop of flat metric connections; Bdcklund transformations, by applying
a dressing action; and, in 4-space, Darboux transformations, based on the solution of
a Riccati equation. We establish a permutability between spectral deformation and
Backlund transformation and prove that non-trivial Darboux transformation of con-
strained Willmore surfaces in 4-space can be obtained as a particular case of Backlund
transformation. All these transformations corresponding to the zero multiplier preserve
the class of Willmore surfaces. We verify that, for special choices of parameters, both
spectral deformation and Béacklund transformation preserve the class of constrained
Willmore surfaces admitting a conserved quantity, and, in particular, the class of CMC

surfaces in 3-dimensional space-form.
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Introduction

Among the classes of Riemannian submanifolds, there is that of Willmore surfaces,
named after T. Willmore [60] (1965), although the topic was mentioned by W. Blaschke
[4] (1929) and by G. Thomsen [55] (1923). Early in the nineteenth century, S. Germain
[28], [29] studied elastic surfaces. On her pioneering analysis, she claimed that the
elastic force of a thin plate is proportional to its mean curvature. Since then, the
mean curvature remains a key concept in theory of elasticity. In modern literature
on the elasticity of membranes (see, for example, [37] and [40]), a weighted sum of
the total mean curvature, the total squared mean curvature and the total Gaussian
curvature is considered the elastic energy of a membrane. By neglecting the total
mean curvature (by physical considerations) and having in consideration that the total
Gaussian curvature of compact orientable Riemannian surfaces without boundary is a
topological invariant, T. Willmore defined the Willmore energy of a compact oriented

Riemannian surface, without boundary, isometrically immersed in R3, to be
W = / H?dA.

The Willmore functional “extends” to isometric immersions of compact oriented Rie-
mannian surfaces in Riemannian manifolds by means of half of the total squared norm
of the trace-free part of the second fundamental form, which, in fact, amongst surfaces
in R3, differs from W by the total Gaussian curvature, but still shares then the critical
points with W. Willmore surfaces are the extremals of the Willmore functional - just
like harmonic maps are the extremals of the energy functional.

Conformal invariance motivates us to move from Riemannian to Mobius geometry.
Our study is a study of geometrical aspects that are invariant under Mobius trans-
formations, with the exception of the study of constant mean curvature surfaces, in
Sections [(.2.1] and This work restricts to the study of surfaces conformally im-
mersed in n-dimensional space-forms with n > 3. It starts with a Mdbius description
of space-forms in the projectivized light-cone, following [10]. Such description is based
on the model of the conformal n-sphere on the projective space P(L) of the light-cone
L of R*tL1

"= P(L),

xiii
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due to Darboux [21], which, in particular, yields a conformal description of Euclidean
n-spaces and hyperbolic n-spaces as submanifolds of P(£). We approach then a surface
conformally immersed in n-space as a null line subbundle A of R**1! = M x R*+LL
defining an immersion
A:M—PL)

of an oriented surface M, which we provide with the conformal structure induced by
A, into the projectivized light-cone. The realization of all space-forms as submanifolds
of the projectivized light-cone arises from the realization, cf. [10], of all n-dimensional
space-forms as connected components of conic sections

S, i={veEL:(v,v0) =—1}

of the light-cone, with v, € R™*1! non-zero. S, inherits a positive definite metric of
constant sectional curvature —(voo, Vo) from R™F 11 and is either a copy of a sphere,
a copy of Euclidean space or two copies of hyperbolic space, according to the sign of
(Voo Voo )- For each v, the canonical projection 7 : £ — P(L) defines a diffeomorphism

(0.1) T80t Sv = PLNP(L N (vo0)T).

We provide P(£) with the conformal structure of the metric induced by 7|g,_, fixing
Voo time-like, independently of the choice of veo, and, in this way, identify P(£) with
the conformal n-sphere and make each diffeomorphism (0.I]) - for a general vy, not
necessarily time-like - into a conformal diffeomorphism.

In this work, we restrict to surfaces A in S™ which are not contained in any sub-
sphere of S™. Such a surface A defines a surface in any given space-form, by means
of a lift, whose study is Mobius equivalent to the study of A and which will often be
considered. Namely, given vy, € R"! non-zero, we have, locally, (0, vs) # 0, and A
defines then a local immersion
-1

(0,v50)

oo 1= (7T|SUOO)_1OA: o:M—S,_,

of M into the space-form S, .

Having presented our setup, in Chapter [2, we introduce, following [14], the central
sphere congruence, a fundamental construction of Mébius invariant surface geometry
which will be basic to our study of surfaces. The concept has its origins in the nineteenth
century with the introduction of the mean curvature sphere of a surface at a point, by S.
Germain [30]. By the turn of the century, the family of the mean curvature spheres of
a surface was known as the central sphere congruence, cf. W. Blaschke [4]. Nowadays,
after R. Bryant’s paper [9], it goes as well by the name conformal Gauss map. The
central sphere congruence of a surface in n-space,

S:M— G?"(371)(Rn+1’1),
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defines a decomposition
(0.2) d=D+N,

of the trivial flat connection on R"™! into the sum of a connection D, with respect to
which S and S+ are parallel, and a 1-form A with values in S A S*. Explicitly,

D=V +VS, N:=d-D,

for V5 and V5" the connections induced by d on S and S+, respectively. Under the
standard identification

S*TGrz 1) (R"1) = Hom(S, S+) = S A ST,
of bundles provided with a metric and a connection, we have
(0.3) ds =N,
which establishes a characterization of the harmonicity of S by

dP « N =0.

Chapter 4 is dedicated to the class of Willmore surfaces in space-forms and its
link to the class of harmonic maps into Grassmannian manifolds via the central sphere
congruence. W. Blaschke [4] established the Mobius invariance of the Willmore energy
of a surface in spherical 3-space. B.-Y. Chen [18] generalized it to surfaces in constant
curvature Riemnannian manifolds. We present a manifestly conformally invariant for-
mulation of the Willmore energy of a surface A in n-dimensional space-form,

1

W) =5 [ Wam),

following the definition of energy of the mean curvature sphere congruence of a surface
in spherical 4-space, presented in [12]. The class of Willmore surfaces in n-space is
then established as invariant under the group of Md&bius transformations of S™. As
immediately established by (0.3]), and already known to Blaschke [4] for the particular
case of spherical 3-space, the Willmore energy of a surface in a space-form coincides
with the energy of its central sphere congruence. Furthermore, a result by Blaschke [4]
(for n = 3) and N. Ejiri [27] (for general n) characterizes Willmore surfaces in spherical
n-space by the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence. Via this characterization,
the class of Willmore surfaces in space-forms is associated to a class of harmonic maps
into Grassmannians. This will enable us to apply to this class of surfaces the well-
developed integrable systems theory of harmonic maps into Grassmannian manifolds,
with a spectral deformation and Bécklund transformations, cf. [54] and [56].

In many occasions throughout this work, we use an interpretation of loop group

theory by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11] and produce transformations of surfaces
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by the action of loops of flat metric connections. Specifically, by replacing the trivial
flat connection by another flat metric connection d on R"*™!| we transform (in certain
cases) a surface A C R""5! into a d-surface A, or, equivalently, into another surface
QNSA, defined, up to a Md&bius transformation, for

(Z; . (KTL—H’I,CZ) N (Kn—l—l’l,d)

an isomorphism of bundles provided with a metric and a connection. Many will be
the examples in this work of such transformations preserving the geometrical aspects
of a class, i.e., establishing symmetries of integrable systems. Symmetries of integrable
systems will arise from other constructions, as well. Throughout this work, by trans-
formation/deformation of a class of surfaces shall be understood a symmetry of the
system, i.e., a transformation/deformation of the surfaces in the class into new ones
(possibly isomorphic) still in the class.

Chapter 3 is introductory of the idea of a surface under change of flat metric
connection. A first example, due to F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11], of a symmetry
of an integrable system arising from the action of a loop of flat metric connections
establishes the class of Willmore surfaces in space-forms as an integrable system with
a spectral deformation, a fact that was already known to F. Burstall et al. [14].
According to K. Uhlenbeck [56], the harmonicity of S is characterized by the flatness
of the real metric connection d* := D+ AN+ AN on (R*H1C for each X € S.
The action of this loop of curvature-free connections defines a S'-deformation of S
into harmonic maps, which, as we verify, is the family of central sphere congruences
corresponding to the S'-deformation of A defined by the action of the loop. The
characterization of Willmore surfaces in space-forms in terms of the harmonicity of the
central sphere congruence gives rise, in this way, to a spectral deformation of Willmore
surfaces. This deformation coincides, up to reparametrization, with the one presented
in [14].

Béacklund transformations of Willmore surfaces will arise from a more complex
construction, following the work of C.-L. Terng and K. Uhlenbeck [54].

In Chapter Bl we introduce constrained Willmore surfaces, the generalization of
Willmore surfaces that arises when we consider extremals of the Willmore functional
with respect to infinitesimally conformal Variationsﬂ rather than with respect to all
variations. A variation (A;); of a surface A through null line subbundles of R"*1?
defining immersions of M into P(£) is said to be infinitesimally conformal if, fixing
Z € T(TYOM) (respectively, Z € T'(T%!'M)), locally never-zero, and, for each ¢, g; in
the conformal class of metrics induced in M by A;, we have

d

L 2,2) =
dt|tzogt( ) ) 07

1T which references as conformal variations can be found in the literature.
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Conformal variations, characterized by the g;-isotropy of TV0M (respectively, 701 M),
for all ¢, are, in particular, infinitesimally conformal variations. Constrained Willmore
surfaces form a Mobius invariant class of surfaces with strong links to the theory of
integrable systems, as we shall explore in this work.

F. Burstall et al. [14] established a manifestly conformally invariant characteriza-
tion of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, which, in particular, extended the
concept of constrained Willmore to surfaces that are not necessarily compact. Chap-
ter 5 is dedicated to deriving from the variational problem the reformulation of this
characterization, by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11], presented below. The argu-
ment consists of a generalization to n-space of the argument presented in [7] for the

particular case of n = 3. Set
A =A@ do(T"°M) and A% := A @ do(T™' M),
independently of o € T'(A) never-zero, and then
AL . ALO 4 A0

Cf. [11], A is a constrained Willmore surface if and only if there exists a real form
q € QYA AAD) with

(0.4) dPq =0,
such that
(0.5) dP « N' = 2[qg A *N].

In this case, we may refer to A as, specifically, a g-constrained Willmore surface and
to ¢ as a [Lagrange| multiplier to A. Willmore surfaces are the 0-constrained Will-
more surfaces. The zero multiplier is not necessarily the only multiplier to a con-
strained Willmore surface with no constraint on the conformal structure. In fact, in
Chapter Bl we characterize isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms by
the non-uniqueness of multiplier. On the other hand, a classical result by Thomsen
[65] characterizes isothermic Willmore surfaces in 3-space as minimal surfaces in some
space-form.

A multiplier to a surface A in the projectivized light-cone is, in particular, a real
form ¢ € Q'(A A AM). For such a ¢, equations (4] and (0.5), together, encode the
flatness of the metric connection

dy =D+ AN N 4 (A2 = 1) M0+ (A = 1) ¢,

on (R"™1C for all A € C\{0}, or, equivalently, for all A € S*. Constrained Willmore

surfaces in space-forms, admitting ¢ as a multiplier, are characterized by the flatness

Rn-ﬁ-l,l

of the S'-family of metric connections df]‘ on , in an integrable systems interpre-

tation due to F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11]. This characterization will enable
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us, in Chapter [0 to define a spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces
in space-forms, by the action of the loop of flat metric connections dé, as well as a
Bdcklund transformation, by applying a dressing action.

Our transformations of constrained Willmore surfaces will be based on the con-

strained harmonicity of the central sphere congruence. Given d a flat metric connec-

(Cn+2 Cn+2

tion on and V a non-degenerate subbundle of , we generalize naturally the

decomposition ([0.2]) to a decomposition
d =Dy + Ny
and, given ¢ € QY(A2V @ A2V 1), define then, for each A € C\{0}, a connection
dy? =Dy + AN+ NP + (A2 = )"0 + (A2 = )¢,

on C"*2, generalizing d()]‘ = dg’q. We define the bundle V' to be (g, az)—constmined har-
monic if cZ?‘,’q is flat, for all A\ € C\{0}, or, equivalently, for all A € S'. A simple,
yet crucial, observation is that, given d another flat metric connection on C"*? and
¢ : (C"*2,d) — (C"*2,d) an isomorphism of bundles provided with a metric and a
connection, V is (¢, d)-constrained harmonic if and only if ¢V is (Adyg, d)-constrained
harmonic. The constrained harmonicity of a bundle applies to the central sphere con-
gruence, providing a characterization of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms.

The transformations of a constrained Willmore surface A in the projectivized light-
cone we present are, in particular, pairs ((A19)*, (A%1)*) of transformations (A'9)* and
(A%1)* of ALY and A% respectively. The fact that AL and A%! intersect in a rank
1 bundle will ensure that (A"9)* and (A%!)* have the same property. The isotropy of
ALY and A%! will ensure that of (A1)* and (A%!)* and, therefore, of their intersection.
The reality of the bundle A% N A%! and the fact that it defines an immersion of M
into P(L) are preserved by the spectral deformation, but it is not clear that the same is
necessarily true for Backlund transformations. This motivates us to define complexified
surface and, thereafter, complezified constrained Willmore surface.

The spectral deformation defined by the action of the loop of flat metric connec-
tions d;‘ coincides, up to reparametrization, with the one presented in [14]. More
interestingly, we define a Bécklund transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces
in space-forms. We use a version of the dressing action theory of C.-L. Terng and K.
Uhlenbeck [54]. We start by defining a local action of a group of rational maps on the
set of flat metric connections of the type c%’q, with d flat metric connection on C"*2
and ¢ € QY(A2S @ A2S1). Namely, given r = r(\) € T'(O(C™2)) holomorphic at A = 0
and A = oo and twisted in the sense that pr(A)p = r(=2\), for p reflection across S, we
define a 1-form ¢ with values in A%2S (note that the fact that r()\) is twisted establishes
that both r(0) and r(oc0) preserve S) by

(jLO = Adr(O)qLOv qAO’l = Adr(oo)qu)
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and a new family of metric connections from dg’q by dg"f =r(\)o dg’q or(A)~t. Ob-
viously, for each A, the flatness of cig"f is equivalent to that of dg’q. Crucially, if azg’é
admits a holomorphic extension to A € C\{0} through metric connections on C"*2
then the notation cZg"f proves to be not merely formal, for d = a%’é. In that case, it
follows that, if A is g-constrained Willmore, then S is (g, ci)—constrained harmonic and,

therefore, in the case 1 € dom(r), S* := r(1)~1S is ¢*-constrained harmonic, for
q* = Adr(1)71qﬂ

The transformation of S into S*, preserving constrained harmonicity, leads, further-
more, to a transformation of A into a new constrained Willmore surface, provided
that

(0.6) det r(0)|s = detr(c0)|s-

Set
(A0 = (1)t (00) A0, (AF)1 = r(1)7Lr(0)A™!
and
A* = (A*)10 A (A0,

Condition (0.6 establishes A* as a line bundle (the argument is based on the two
families of lines on the Klein quadric). The isotropy of A"Y and A%! ensures that
of A*. It is not clear, though, that A* is a real bundle. If A* is a real surface, one
proves that S* is the central sphere congruence of A* and that the bundles (A*)!0
and (A*)%! defined above are not merely formal. The fact that ¢ is a multiplier to A
establishes, furthermore, ¢*° € QM0(A2A%1) and, therefore, (¢*)'° € QLO(A2(A*)01) ¢
QLO(A* A (A*)(l)). We conclude that, if, furthermore, ¢* is real, then A* is a ¢*-
constrained Willmore surface.

We then construct rational maps r(\) satisfying the hypothesis of the dressing
action, together with reality preserving conditions. As the philosophy underlying the
work of C.-L. Terng and K. Uhlenbeck [54] suggests, we consider linear fractional
transformations. We define two different types of such transformations, type p and
type q, each one of them satisfying the hypothesis of the dressing action with the
exception of condition (0.6]). Iterating the procedure, in a 2-step process composing
the two different types of transformations, will produce a desired r(\). A Bianchi
permutability of type p and type ¢ transformations of constrained harmonic bundles is
established. For special choices of parameters, the reality of A as a bundle proves to
establish that of A*, whilst the reality of ¢ establishes that of ¢*. For such a choice
of parameters, A* is said to be a Bdcklund transform of A, provided that it immerses.
For future reference, it is useful to know that Béacklund transformation parameters are
pairs a, L* with, in particular, & € C and L* ¢ C"*2, and that parameters o, L% and

—a, pL® give rise to the same transform. Note that both Bécklund transformation and
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spectral deformation corresponding to the zero multiplier preserve the class of Willmore
surfaces.

In Chapter [ we define, more generally, a spectral deformation and a Béacklund
transformation of constrained harmonic bundles and of complexified constrained Will-
more surfaces. We complete the chapter by establishing a permutability between spec-
tral deformation and Béacklund transformation.

In Chapter[7, we introduce the concept of conserved quantity of a constrained Will-
more surface in a space-form, an idea by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank. A conserved
quantity of A consists of a Laurent polynomial

p(N) =Xt g+ AT

with vg € T'(S) real, v € T'(St) and p(1) = vg + v + 7 € T(R""H1) non-zero, which
is dg’q—parallel, for all A € C\{0} and some multiplier ¢ to A. Constrained Willmore
surfaces in space-forms admitting a conserved quantity form a subclass of constrained
Willmore surfaces preserved by both spectral deformation and Bécklund transforma-
tion, for special choices of parameters.

The existence of a conserved quantity p(\) of A establishes, in particular, the
constancy of p(1). In the particular case of n = 3, we verify that A has constant mean
curvature in the space-form S (1), that is, the surface defined by A in the space-form
Sp(1) has constant mean curvature. In fact, in codimension 1, the class of constrained
Willmore surfaces in space-forms admitting a conserved quantity consists of the class
of constant mean curvature surfaces in space-forms. Another example of constrained
Willmore surfaces admitting a conserved quantity is that of surfaces with holomorphic
mean curvature vector in some space-form in codimension 2. In codimension 2, the
complexification of S+ admits a unique decomposition into the direct sum of two null
complex lines, complex conjugate of each other: given v € T'(S*+) null, S+ = (v) @ ().

Such a v defines an almost-complex structure

7 ::I{ i on(v)

—i on (7)

on St. F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [II] proved that a codimension 2 surface in
a space-form, with holomorphic mean curvature vector with respect to the complex
structure induced by V% L, is constrained Willmore. We prove it in our setting, prov-
ing, furthermore, that, in 4-dimensional space-form, the constrained Willmore surfaces
admitting a conserved quantity p(A) = A~!v + vy + A0 with v null are the surfaces
with holomorphic mean curvature vector in the space-form S(1), with respect to the
complex structure on (S+,.J,, VSL) determined by Koszul-Malgrange Theorem.
Chapter 8 is dedicated to relating the class of constrained Willmore surfaces to the

isothermic condition. The class of isothermic surfaces is a Mobius invariant class of
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surfaces. A manifestly conformally invariant formulation of the isothermic condition,
by F. Burstall and U. Pinkall [13], characterizes isothermic surfaces by the existence
of a non-zero real closed 1-form 7 with values in a certain subbundle of the skew-
symmetric endomorphisms of R"*5!. We establish the set of multipliers to an isother-
mic g-constrained Willmore surface (A, 7n) as the 1-dimensional affine space ¢ + (xn)R.
The constrained Willmore spectral deformation is known to preserve the isothermic
condition, cf. [14]. We derive it in our setting. As for Backlund transformation of con-
strained Willmore surfaces, we believe it does not necessarily preserve the isothermic
condition. This shall be the subject of further work.

Following the work of F. Burstall, D. Calderbank and U. Pinkall [11], [13], we
characterize isothermic surfaces by the flatness of a certain R-family of metric connec-

R"1L1 and define, in terms of this family of connections, both the isothermic

tions on
spectral deformation, discovered in the classical setting by Calapso and, independently,
by Bianchi; and the isothermic Darboux transformation.

We dedicate a section to the special class of constant mean curvature (CMC) sur-
faces in 3-dimensional space-forms. CMC surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms are
examples of isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces, as proven by J. Richter [51],
with constrained Willmore Béacklund transformations; both constrained Willmore and
isothermic spectral deformations; as well as a spectral deformation of their own and, in
the Euclidean case, isothermic Darboux transformations and Bianchi-Backlund trans-
formations. The isothermic spectral deformation is known to preserve the constancy
of the mean curvature of a surface in some space-form, cf. [I4]. Characterized as the
class of constrained Willmore surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms admitting a con-
served quantity, the class of CMC surfaces in 3-space is known to be preserved by both
constrained Willmore spectral deformation and Béacklund transformation, for special
choices of parameters. We verify that both the space-form and the mean curvature are
preserved by constrained Willmore Backlund transformation and investigate how these
change under constrained Willmore and isothermic spectral deformation. We present
the classical CMC spectral deformation by means of the action of a loop of flat metric
connections on the class of CMC surfaces in 3-space (preserving the space-form and
the mean curvature) and observe that the classical CMC spectral deformation can be
obtained as composition of isothermic and constrained Willmore spectral deformation.
These spectral deformations of CMC surfaces in 3-space are, in this way, all closely re-
lated and, therefore, closely related to constrained Willmore Backlund transformation.
S. Kobayashi and J.-I. Inoguchi [35] proved that isothermic Darboux transformation of
CMC surfaces in Euclidean 3-space is equivalent to Bianchi-Backlund transformation.
We believe isothermic Darboux transformation of a CMC surface in Euclidean 3-space
can be obtained as a particular case of constrained Willmore Backlund transformation.
This shall be the subject of further work.
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We present a 1-form 7, derived by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank from a surface
which establishes (A, 7o)
as an isothermic surface and for which scaling by H., provides a multiplier,

A with constant mean curvature H., in a space-form S,

oo )

Goo = HooMNoos
to A; and, for each t € R and

Gho = Qoo + % Moo,

we establish a ¢! -conserved quantity to A.

Lastly, we dedicate Chapter [9 to the special case of surfaces in 4-space. Our ap-
proach is quaternionic, based on the model of the conformal 4-sphere on the quater-
nionic projective space, and follows the work of F. Burstall et al. [12]. We consider
the natural identification of H with R* and then the natural identification of H? with
(1,i)* = C*. We provide A2C* with the real structure A%j and define a metric on A2C*
by (v1 A vg,v3 Avyg) := —det(vy,v2,v3,v4), for vi,ve, v3,v4 € C with det(vy,va,v3,v4)
denoting the determinant of the matrix whose columns are the components of vy, v9, v3
and vy, respectively, on the canonical basis of C*. This metric induces a metric with

signature (5,1) on the space of real vectors of A2C*,
Fix(A2j) = R,

Via the Pliicker embedding, we identify a j-stable 2-plane L in C* with the real null
line A2L in (Fix(A2§))C, presenting, in this way, the quaternionic projective space HP"

as a model for the conformal 4-sphere,
HP = $.
Surfaces in S* are described in this model as the immersed bundles
L=NL: M — S

of j-stable 2-planes in C*. As we are in codimension 2, the complexification of S+
admits a unique decomposition S+ = Si @ S+ into the direct sum of two null complex
lines, complex conjugate of each other. Via the Pliicker embedding, we identify Si
with some bundle S of 2-planes in C*, and write then

S - S+ /\jS+

We define a j-commuting complex structure on C* which we still denote by S, by
the condition of admitting S, as the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue i (and,
therefore, 7S as the eigenspace associated to —i), together with a certain condition
on the sign.

Following the characterization of the harmonicity of S presented in [12], we es-

tablish, more generally, a characterization of constrained Willmore surfaces in S* in
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terms of the closeness of a certain form, as follows. Under the standard identifica-
tion sl(C*) = o(A%C*), 1-forms with values in A A A correspond to S-commuting
1-forms with values in E]ndj(g4 /L,L). For such a form ¢, condition dPq = 0 estab-
lishes Sq = *q. A surface L in S* is a g-constrained Willmore surface, for some 1-form
q with values in End;(C*/L, L) such that Sq = *q = ¢S, if and only if

d*(Q+q) =0,

for the Hopf field Q € Q' (End;(C?*)). The closeness of the 1-form *(Q + q) ensures the
existence of G' € T'(End;(C*)) with dG = 2 (Q + q), as well as the integrability of the
Riccati equation

dT = pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT,
for each p € R\{0}, fixing such a G and setting F' := G — S. For a local solution
T € T(Gl;(C") of the p-Ricatti equation, we define the Darbouz transform of L of
parameters p, T by setting

L= T'L,

extending, in this way, the Darboux transformation of Willmore surfaces in S* pre-
sented in [12] to a transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space.

We apply, yet again, the dressing action presented in Chapter [(] to define another
transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space, the untwisted Bdcklund
transformation, referring then to the original one as the twisted Bdcklund transforma-
tion. We verify that, when both are defined, twisted and untwisted Béacklund trans-
formations coincide. We establish a correspondence between Darboux transformation
parameters p, T’ with p > 1 and pairs «, LY; —a, py L® of untwisted Béacklund trans-
formation parameters with o? real, and show that the corresponding transformations
coincide. Darboux transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces with respect to
parameters p, T with p < 1 is trivial. Non-trivial Darboux transformation of con-
strained Willmore surfaces in 4-space is, in this way, established as a particular case of
constrained Wilmore Béacklund transformation.

The main new or, at least, unpublishedH (to my knowledge) notions and results
presented in this work can be listed as follows:

e Section (we define constrained harmonicity of a bundle, which will apply
to the central sphere congruence to provide a characterization of constrained
Willmore surfaces in space-forms);

e Sections and (we define complexified surface, in generalization of sur-
face in a space-form, defining, thereafter, complexified constrained Willmore
surface);

2With the trivial exception of the PhD Thesis on which this work is based.
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Section [6.4] (we define a C\{0}-spectral deformation of complexified constrained
Willmore surfaces by the action of a family of flat metric connections; for unit
parameter, this deformation preserves reality conditions and, when restricted
to real surfaces, it coincides, up to reparametrization, with the one presented
in [14));

Sections[6.5 and [6.6] (we define a Bdicklund transformation of complexified con-
strained Willmore surfaces, by applying a dressing action; for special choices
of parameters, this transformation preserves reality conditions);

Section (we establish a permutability between Bécklund transformation
and spectral deformation of complexified constrained Willmore surfaces);
Proposition (we prove that the quadratic differential is preserved under
the corresponding Bécklund transformation);

Section [T1] (we introduce the concept of conserved quantity of a constrained
Willmore surface in a space-form, an idea by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank);
Theorems[7.6land [7.7] (we prove that the class of constrained Willmore surfaces
in 3-dimensional space-forms admitting a conserved quantity is preserved by
both spectral deformation and Backlund transformation, for special choices of
parameters);

Section [[.2.2] (we prove that, in codimension 2, surfaces with holomorphic
mean curvature vector in some space-form (already known to be constrained
Willmore, cf. [11]) are examples of constrained Willmore surfaces admitting
a conserved quantity);

Proposition and Theorem (we establish the class of CMC surfaces
in 3-dimensional space-forms as the class of constrained Willmore surfaces in
3-space admitting a conserved quantity);

Sections R.2.3] and R.2.4] (we verify that both the space-form and the mean
curvature are preserved by constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation of

CMC surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms and investigate how these change
under constrained Willmore spectral deformation; we verify that the classical
CMC spectral deformation of a CMC surface in 3-space can be obtained as
composition of isothermic and constrained Willmore spectral deformation);
Section [B.I1.4] (we characterize isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces in
space-forms by the non-uniqueness of multiplier and establish the set of mul-
tipliers to an isothermic g-constrained Willmore surface (A,7) as the affine
space g + (41));

Theorems and (we provide two (equivalent) characterizations of con-

strained Willmore surfaces in 4-space in the quaternionic setting);
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e Section (we extend the Darboux transformation of Willmore surfaces in
S* presented in [12] to a transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in
4-space);
e Section (we prove that Darboux transformation of parameters p, T" with
p > 1 is equivalent to Bicklund transformation of parameters o, L* with o?
real; Darboux transformation of parameters p,T" with p <1 is trivial).
Our theory is local and, throughout the text, with no need for further reference,
restriction to a suitable non-empty open set shall be underlying.
Foundations of Differential Geometry, Vol.s 1,2, by S. Kobayashi and K. Nomizu
[36], Riemannian Geometry, by T. Willmore [59], and Selected topics in Harmonic
maps, by J. Eells and L. Lemaire [23], are good references to the basic background.






CHAPTER 1

A bundle approach to conformal surfaces in space-forms

Our study is a study of geometrical aspects that are invariant under Mobius trans-
formations!] We present a Mobius description of space-forms in the projectivized
light-cone, following [10]. Such description is based on the model of the conformal
n-sphere on the projective space P(L) of the light-cone £ of R**11 due to Darboux
[21], which, in particular, yields a conformal description of Euclidean n-spaces and
hyperbolic n-spaces as submanifolds of P(£). With this, we approach a surface confor-
mally immersed in n-space as a null line subbundle A of R"*5! = M x R** L1 defining
an immersion A : M — P(L) of an oriented surface M, which we provide with the
conformal structure induced by A, into the projectivized light-cone. The realization of
all space-forms as submanifolds of the projectivized light-cone considered in this text
arises from the realization, cf. [10], of all n-dimensional space-forms as conic sections
Sp = {v € L: (v,v5) = —1} of the light-cone, with vy, € R*™b! non-zero. S, in-
herits a positive definite metric of constant sectional curvature —(vso, Vo) from R?H1:1
and is either a copy of a sphere, a copy of Euclidean space or two copies of hyper-
bolic space, according to the sign of (vs, Vo). For each vo,, the canonical projection
7 L — P(L) defines a diffeomorphism 7|g, _ : Sy, — P(L£)\P(LN (vso)®). We provide
P(£) with the conformal structure of the (positive definite) metric induced by 7|s,__,
fixing voo time-like, independently of the choice of v, and, in this way, identify P(L)
with the conformal n-sphere and make each diffeomorphism 7|g, - for a general v,

not necessarily time-like - into a conformal diffeomorphism.

By metric on a K-vector bundle P, with K € {R,C}, we mean a non-degenerate
section of S?(P,K). With no need for further reference, given a vector bundle P,
provided with a metric, the metric considered on the complexification P of P shall be

the complex bilinear extension of the metric on P. In particular,

(a1 +if1, a2 +iB2) = (a1 +iP1, 0 +if2 ),

for «;, B; € T'(P), for i = 1,2. More generally, throughout this text, when appropriated
and unless indication to the contrary is provided, we will move from real tensors to
complex tensors by complex multilinear extension, preserving, therefore, reality con-

ditions and, in general, notation. With no need for further reference, given V' and W

LWith the exception of the study of constant mean curvature surfaces, in Sections [722.1] and below.
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vector bundles provided with a metric, we shall consider Hom(V, W) provided with the

canonical metric induced by V and W, the metric given by
(o, B) == tr (B'a),
for o, B € T'(Hom(V,W)), with 3! denoting the transpose of 3.

As usual, by metric on a manifold M we mean a metric on the tangent bundle 7'M,
as a R-bundle. Two positive definite metrics g and ¢’ on a manifold M are said to be
conformally equivalent if ¢ = e'g, for some u € C®(M;R). A class of conformally
equivalent Riemannian metrics on M is said to be a conformal structure on M. When
provided with a conformal structure, M is said to be a conformal manifold. A mapping
¢ of M into a manifold N provided with a metric (, )y defines a section g4 of S?(TM,R),
given by

9o(X,Y) == (dx¢,dy ¢)n,
for X,Y € I'(TM), which we refer to as the metric induced in M by ¢. If the metric
(,)n is positive definite and ¢ is an immersion, then the metric g4 is positive definite.
In the case M is provided with a Riemannian metric g, ¢ : (M, g) — (N, (,)n) is said
to be conformal if g4 is a positive definite metric conformally equivalent to g.

Our study is a study of geometrical aspects that are invariant under conformal
diffeomorphisms or Mébius transformations. It is, in particular, a study of angle-
preserving transformations, dedicated to submanifolds of an ambient space equipped
with a conformal class of metrics but not carrying a distinguished metric. Our point
of view is that of Mdbius geometry, where there is an angle measurement, but, in
contrast to Euclidean geometry, there is no measurement of distances. This lack of
length measurement has interesting consequences. For example, from the point of view
of Mobius geometry, S™\{z} and R™ are no longer distinguished, as the stereographic
projection of pole z € S, of S"\{z} onto R™, is a conformal diffeomorphism. We
refer to invariance under Mobius transformations as Mabius invariance or conformal
mvariance.

For m € N, let R™! be the (m + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space with signature
(m, 1), i.e., a real (m + 1)-dimensional vector space equipped with a metric (, ) with

respect to which there exists an orthogonal basis ey, ..., ;11 With

( ) 1 1<m-+1
€i,€i) = .
v -1 2=m+1

As usual, we refer to a vector v € R™! such that (v,v) = 0 (respectively, (v,v) < 0,
(v,v) > 0) as a light-like (respectively, time-like, space-like) vector. Let L be the
light-cone in R™!,

L= {veR™\{0}: (v,v) =0},
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an m-dimensional submanifold of R”!, and, in the case m > 1, let £ and £~ be the
connected components of ﬁE Let P(£) be the projectivized light-cone,

P(L) = {{v) v € L},

an (m — 1)-dimensional submanifold of P(R™1).
Recall the sectional curvature K (p) of a 2-plane p in the tangent space T, M to a
Riemannian manifold M at a point x € M,

K(p) = —(R(X1, X2) X1, Xo),

for R the curvature tensor of M (provided with the Levi-Civita connection), indepen-
dently of the choice of an orthonormal basis X7, Xy of T, M. It is opportune to establish
some (usual) notation: given XY, Z, W in I'(T'M),

R(X,Y,Z,W) = —(R(X,Y)Z,W).

If K(p) is constant for all planes g in T, M and for all points x € M, then M is said
to be a space of constant curvature. If K(p) is constant for all planes g in T, M but
possibly depends on x € M, we say that M has constant sectional curvature K = K (z),
with x € M. That is always the case when M is 2-dimensional, in which case K is
famously said to be the Gaussian curvature of the surface M.

By space-form we mean a connected and simply connected complete Riemannian
manifold of constant sectional curvature. For simplicity, we may use n-space to refer
to n-dimensional space-form. Two space-forms with the same curvature are isometric
to each other. Fix n € N. Our model of flat n-space is the Euclidean space R™. Given

r € R*, our model of n-space of curvature 1/r2 is the n-sphere
Sn(r) = {z ¢ R" ™ : (x,2) = 1%},

whereas that of n-space of curvature —1/r? is the hyperbolic n-space consisting of

either of the two connected components of

H"(r) := {z e R™ : (z,2) = —r?}.

1.1. Space-forms in the conformal projectivized light-cone

Following [10], we present a M&bius description of spheres, Euclidean spaces and hy-
perbolic spaces in the projectivized light-cone. We start by realizing all n-dimensional

space-forms as connected components of conic sections of £ C R*th1,

Let £ be the light-cone in R, Fix vy € R*TL! non-zero. Set

Svee ={v €L (v,05) =—1},

2Non-collinear elements V0, Voo € L are in the same component if and only if (vo,ves) < 0.
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the conic section of the light-cone given by the intersection of £ with the hyperplane
{fv € RVBL 1 (v,0y) = —1} of R*1) which is an n-dimensional submanifold of
R*tL1 Given v € L,

and, for v € S,__,

TySo.. = (v,050) T
The fact that (v,v.) # 0 establishes the non-degeneracy of the subspace (v, vs) of
R™tL1 or, equivalently, a decomposition

(1.1) R = (0, 040) @ T}y Sy -

The nullity of v establishes then (v,v4) as a 2-dimensional space with a metric with
signature (1,1), establishing, therefore, T,S,_ as isometric to R™. S, inherits a

positive definite metric from R**+11.

PROPOSITION 1.1. S, is either a copy of an n-sphere, a copy of Euclidean n-space

or two copies of hyperbolic n-space, according to the sign of (Voo, Voo )-

In the proof of the proposition, we will show, in particular, that S,  has constant
sectional curvature —(veo,vs0), and that, if vy, is space-like, then S, N LT is a copy
of hyperbolic n-space, as well as S, N L.

PROOF. If vy is light-like, then, choosing vy € S,__, the map v — v—vy+ (v, o) Vo
defines an isometry
Spoo = (U0, Vo)t = R"
whose inverse is given by  — = 4+ vg + %(az, %) Voo -
Now contemplate the case v is not light-like. In that case, (voo) is non-degenerate,
so we have a decomposition R" ™11 = (v, ) D (veo) L. Set 77 := (Voo, Vo) L. For v € S,
write v = —1'vs + v with ¥4 L vy, and note that 0 = (v,v) = ' + (v, v*). In the

particular case voo is time-like, the projection v — v defines a diffeomorphism
Spoe — S™(r) C (vgo)t =R

onto the sphere of radius 7 := /=77 in (vy )+ = R+, which we easily check to be an
isometry. In the case v is space-like, the projection v — v defines an isometry

Sve, — H™(r) C <voo>L ~ R

for r:= /1. O

Now contemplate the canonical projection 7 : £ — P(£), which we may, alterna-
tively, denote by m,. Note that, given v € L,

(1.2) Ker dm, = (v),
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so we have an isomorphism dm, : (v)*/{v) = dr,(T,L), given by u + (v) > dm,(u),
for u € (v)*. As dmy(T,L) is an n-dimensional subspace of T,,P(£), we conclude that
T<U>P(ﬁ) = dﬂ'v(Tvﬁ),

(1.3) dmy = (v)*/(v) = Ty P(L)

and, therefore, that 7 is a submersion.

The map 7 defines a diffeomorphism

(1.4) TSuee  Svee = PL)\P(L N (Vo))
whose inverse is given by
-1
(v) = S, N ) = (0 00) v.

LEMMA 1.2. If vs is time-like, then £ N (voo)™ = 0. If v is light-like, then
LN (Vs0)" = (Uso).

PROOF. If vy is time-like, then (vs.)® is space-like and, therefore, contains no
light-like vectors.

On the other hand, recalling that there are no null subspaces of R**h! with di-
mension higher than 1, we conclude that, if vy, is light-like, then (v, vy,) # 0, for all v

in £\(veo), completing the proof. O
Hence:

PROPOSITION 1.3. Once restricted to S, , the canonical projection w : L — P(L)
defines a diffeomorphism onto P(L), P(L)\{{vso)} or P(L)\P(L N (vse)t), according as
Voo 18 time-like, light-like or space-like, respectively.

This will lead us to a conformal description of spheres, Euclidean spaces and hyper-
bolic spaces in the projectivized light-cone. Our next step is to provide the projectivized
light-cone with a conformal structure.

We provide P(£) with the conformal structure Cp(;) defined by the metric g,
fixing o a never-zero section of the tautological bundle P(L)pz) = (I);ep(z). This
is well-defined and, furthermore, makes each diffeomorphism (L4]) into a conformal
diffeomorphism. Indeed, given o,0’ : P(£) — R"*1! never-zero sections of P(L)p(c)s
we have o’ = fo, for some never-zero f € C*(P(L)p(z), R), and then

90/ (X,Y) = (fdxo + (dx f)o, fdyo + (dy f)o) = f?g,(X,Y),
as (o0,0) vanishes and, therefore, so does (o,do). On the other hand, for non-zero
Voo € R"11 ] the diffeomorphism (7]g, )~! : P(L)\P(£ N (vee)t) — Sy is a never-
zero section of P(L)p(s) inducing in P(L) a positive definite metric from the one in

S

Voo *
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We refer to the unit sphere S™ in R"*!, when provided by the conformal class of
the round metric, as the conformal n-sphere. By providing P(£) with the conformal
structure Cp(z), we make the map 7|s, :S™ =S, — P(L), defined by

T = (Voo + ),

for ve, unit time-like, into a conformal diffeomorphism, identifying the conformal n-

sphere with the conformal projectivized light-cone,
S" =2 P(L),

in a model due to Darboux [21]. In this model of the conformal n-sphere, the k-spheres
S* in S™ (intersections of S™ with (k + 1)-dimensional affine spaces), for 0 < k < n,
are described as the submanifolds P(£LNV') with V' non-degenerate (k + 2)-dimensional
subspace of R"*11 with signature (k 4 1,1) (see, for example, [53], Appendix A);
hyperbolic n-spaces are described as the submanifolds consisting of either of the two
connected components of

S™S" 2 P(L)\P(L N (veo) ™)
with vy space-like; and Fuclidean n-spaces are described as those consisting of

S"\{z} = P(L)\{{veo)}

with z € S™ and vy, light-like.

1.2. Conformal surfaces in space-forms

Throughout this text, let n > 3, £ be the light-cone of R**51 M be an oriented
surface and R™1! denote the trivial bundle M x R7t11

1.2.1. Oriented conformal surfaces: generalities. Suppose M is provided
with a conformal structure C.

REMARK 1.4. The Levi-Civita connection is not a conformal invariant. In fact,
(see, for example, [59], §3.12), given g, ¢’ := e*'g € C, for some u € C®°(M,R), the
Levi-Civita connections V and V', on (M, g) and (M,q"), respectively, are related by

(1.5) VY = VxY + (Xu)Y + (Yu)X — g(X,Y)(du)*,

for all XY € T'(TM), with (du)* denoting the contravariant form of du with respect to
g, (du)* € T(TM) defined by g(X, (du)*) = dxu, for all X € T'(TM). The conformal
variance of the Levi-Civita connection will, however, as we shall see, constitute, no

limitation to the development of our theory of conformal submanifold geometry.

As an oriented conformal surface, M is canonically provided with a complex struc-

ture and the corresponding (1,0)- and (0, 1)-decomposition. Unless indicated otherwise,
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these shall be the underlying structures on (M, C). In this section we recall these basic

concepts and a few basic facts on Riemann surfaces.

The canonical complex structure. The fact that M is an oriented Riemannian
surface enables us to refer to 90° rotations in the tangent spaces to M, a notion that
is obviously invariant under conformal changes of the metric. We define then what
we will refer to as the canonical complex structure on (M,C), J € T'(End(TM)), by
90° rotation in the positive direction. This terminology is not casual: J is an almost-
complex structure, compatible with the conformal structure and, as it is well-known in
the ambit of Riemannian geometry, parallel with respect to the connection induced in
End(TM) by the Levi-Civita connection of (M, g), for each g € C; making (M, J) into

a complex manifold, according to Newlander-Nirenberg Theorem.

The (1,0)- and (0,1)-decomposition. The almost-complex structure J gives

rise to a decomposition
(1.6) TM® =TM @ 7% M,

for TYOM and TO'M the eigenspaces associated to ¢ and —i, respectively, of the com-
plex linear extension of J to TMC,

' 1,0

T i | onT01M ;

—i onT""M

that is,
TYM = (X —iJX), TO'M = (X +iJX),

fixing X € I'(T'M) locally never-zero. We refer to a section of T19M as a (1,0)-vector
field and to a section of T M as a (0,1)-vector field. The bundles THYM and T M

are maximal (with respect to the inclusion relation) isotropic subbundles of TMC. Tt

is immediate and useful to observe that, in view of the parallelness of J,
(L.7) VI(TOM) C QUTYM) |, VI(TY'M) C Q4T M),

for V the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g), fixing g € C.

N.B.: The decomposition (L.G) is a particular case of a canonical decomposition,
which is worth recalling: given V' a non-degenerate complex 2-plane, V' admits a unique
decomposition V' = V, & V_ into the direct sum of two null complex lines. Namely,
fixing an orthonormal basis v, vy of V, the set of lines {V,,V_} coincides with the set

of lines {<U1 + Z"U2>, (’Ul — Z"U2>},

V = <’U1 + iU2> D <7)1 — iv2>.
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The non-degeneracy of V establishes V, N (V_)* = {0}. In the particular case V is
real, we can choose the vectors v; and vy to be real, in which case the spaces V, and
V_ are complex conjugate of each other.

Conformality. Given X € I'(T'M) never-zero, (X, JJX) constitutes a direct or-
thogonal frame of TM with (X, X) = (JX,JX), for all (,) € C. Hence a positive
definite metric (, ) on M is in the conformal class C if and only if, fixing X € I'(T' M)
locally never-zero,

(X, X)=(JX,JX), (X,JX)=0;
or, equivalently,

(Z,Z)=0

(respectively, (Z,Z) = 0), fixing Z € I'(T'OM) (respectively,Z € T'(T%'M)), locally
never-zero. The conformality of a metric on M is equivalent to the isotropy of T1YM or,
equivalently, of T%1 M, with respect to that metric. In particular, given an immersion
¢ of M into a Riemannian manifold and i # j € {0,1}, the conformality of ¢ [with
respect to any metric in C|, g4 € C, can be characterized by

(d"7¢,d" ¢) =0,

fixing i # j € {0,1}, where we use (d“/¢,d"/ ¢) to denote gg|pijprx7ispr- In the para-
graph below, a characterization of the conformality of ¢ in the light of a holomorphic

chart of M is presented.

Holomorphicity. Let z = x+iy : M — C be a chart of M. Throughout this text,
let g, denote the (positive definite) metric induced in M by z : M — (C,Re(, )c),
g, = dz? + dy*.
We set, as usual,
6y = dz" (1), 8, :=dz"1(3),
defining an orthonormal frame d,,d, of T'M with respect to g, ((dx,dy) is the frame

of (TM)* dual to (04,6,)). The coordinates x,y are said to be conformal coordinates

if the metric g, is in the conformal class C, or, equivalently,
JOy = £y,

the chart z : (M,J) — C is either holomorphic or anti-holomorphic, respectively,
depending on the orientation on M.

Suppose z is a holomorphic chart of (M, J). In that case, Jd, = d,, and, therefore,

1 , 1 .
62 = 5 (650 — Z(Sy), (55 = 5 (650 + Z(Sy)
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defines a never-zero (1, 0)-vector field and, respectively, a never-zero (0, 1)-vector field.
Hence
M = (5,), T™'M = (5;),

and, therefore,
TMC = (6,,65).

It is, perhaps, worth remarking that, as (1,0)- and (0, 1)-vector fields, respectively, ¢,

and &z verify

The fact that d,, 5 constitutes a frame of T'M C with
(1.9) [0.,05] =0

will be useful on many occasions.

Given a mapping 7 of M, we shall, alternatively, write 7., 7y, 7. and n; for,
respectively, dn(dz), dn(dy), dn(d,) and dn(dz). In view of the holomorphicity of z, the
conformality of a mapping n of M into a Riemannian manifold can be characterized by

(12,m2) = 0,
or, equivalently,
(nz,mz) = 0;
whereas the holomorphicity of a map n € C*°(M, C) can be characterized by
nz = 0.

We complete this section with a basic remark on change of holomorphic coordinates.
Let w be another holomorphic chart of (M, J). The fact that (dz, dz) is the frame of
(TM)®)* dual to (0., 6) makes clear that

dw = w, dz

and, in particular, that the metric induced in M by w relates to the one induced by z
by

(1'10) Jw :| Wy |2 gz-

The Hodge *-operator. Let P be a vector bundle over M, provided with a
metric, and p € {0,1,2}. Given u € QP(P) and n € Q?>7P(P), we define a 2-form
(u An) € Q*(C) by, in the case p = 1,

(LA xyy = (kx,ny) — (py,nx)
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and, in the case p = 2,

(LA xyy = (Hx,y)s M)
for X,Y € I'(TM); and, in the case p = 0, (u An) := (n A ). Note that, in the
case p =1, (uAn) = —(n A ). Fix a metric g € C and provide L(TM, P) with the
metric canonically induced by (T'M, g) and P. Given k € {0, 1,2}, define a metric on
AF(TM, P) by setting

(1A e Ay A v Ag) = det((&5,75)),

for &,vi € T(L(TM,P)). Recall the Hodge *-operator on p-forms over M, when
provided with the metric g, transforming a form p € QP(P) into the form *u € Q?~P(P)
defined by the relation

(wAm) = (xp,m) dA,

for all n € Q*7P(P), with dA denoting the area element of (M, g). Recall that
s g = (= 1P

)

for s the number of negative eigenvalues of the metric tensor of P. It is useful to observe
that, in the particular case P is the trivial bundle End(R"™11) := M x End(R™*11),
s=2(n+1).

LEMMA 1.5. The Hodge *x-operator on 1-forms over a surface is invariant under

conformal changes of the metric on the surface.

Before proceeding to the proof of the lemma, it is opportune and useful to observe
how the volume element changes under conformal changes of the metric.

LEMMA 1.6. Let N be an n-dimensional oriented manifold and g and g’ := e%g, for

some u € C*°(N,R), be conformally equivalent positive definite metrics in N. Then:
dvol(y g = (€*)2 dvol(y g,

PROOF. Let (X;); be a direct orthonormal frame of (TN, g) and (;); be the frame
of (TN)* dual to (X;);. Then

dVOl(N7g) =& A A&n.

On the other hand, clearly, (—= X;); is a direct orthonormal frame of (T'N,g') with

Vew
dual frame (v/e¥&;);, and, therefore, dvol(y gy = (Ver) &1 A ... A&p. O

Now we proceed to the proof of Lemma

PROOF. Let g1 and g9 := e"gy, for some u € C*°(M,R), be conformally equivalent
positive definite metrics in M. For ¢ = 1,2, let x; and dA; denote, respectively, the
Hodge #-operator and the area element of (M, g;), and (, ); denote the Hilbert-Schmidt
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metric in L((TM, g;), P). Fix u,n € Q*(P). The proof will consist of showing that

(1.11) (AM) = (k2 )1 dAs.

By definition of 9, and according to Lemma [LG (u A7) = (x2 p,n)2e*dA;. On
the other hand, given an orthonormal frame X7, Xy of (T'M, ¢1), \/% Xy, % Xy is an
orthonormal frame of (7'M, g2) and, therefore, (%9 u,n)2 = elu (%2 p,m)1, completing the
proof. O

The Hodge x-operator on 1-forms over (M,C) is closely related to the canonical
complex structure in (M,C) in a well-known result in the ambit of Riemannian geom-
etry: * acts on forms w € Q'(P) by

(1.12) *w = —wl.

(1,0)-,(0,1)- and (1,1)-forms. The decomposition (.6l provides the (standard)
decomposition of a 1-form into its (1,0) and (0, 1) parts, as well as that of a 2-form into
its (2,0), (1,1) and (0, 2) parts. Recall that there are no non-zero (2,0)- or (0, 2)-forms
on a surface.

Let P be a vector bundle over M, provided with a metric, and £ be a 1-form with
values in P. Since &9 and ¢%! are the complexifications of, respectively, a complex

linear and a complex anti-linear sections of Hom(7T' M, P), we have, by equation (L.12]),
" 51,0 - —q 51,0, " 5071 — 2'60’1,

so that & = —i(¢10 — ¢%1) and, therefore,

(€ —ix* Q)

DO =

0= (e +ing), =

having in consideration that *£ = x£. Note that 1.0 = €01 In particular, £ is real
(€ =€) if and only if %! = €10,

1.2.2. Conformal immersions of surfaces in the projectivized light-cone.
Having modeled the conformal n-sphere on the projectivized light-cone of R**11, and,
in this way, all n-dimensional space-forms on submanifolds of P(£), we approach a
surface conformally immersed in a space-form as a null line bundle A defining an im-
mersion of an oriented surface, which we provide with the conformal structure in-
duced by A, into the projectivized light-cone. In this work, we restrict to surfaces
in S™ which are not contained in any subsphere of S™. Such a surface defines a
surface in any given space-form, by means of a lift, whose study is Mobius equiva-
lent to the study of the surface and which will be often considered. Namely, given

Voo € R non-zero, we have, locally, (0,v4,) # 0, and A defines then a local immer-
-1
(vaoo)

sion 0o 1= (mlg, )10 A= o: M — S,_, of M into the space-form S,__.
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Let A be a null line subbundle of R**!. In particular, A defines a smooth map
A M — P(L), by assigning to each p in M the corresponding fibre, A,. If A is an
immersion, then A induces naturally, from the conformal structure on P(£), a conformal

structure in M, which we denote by Cy, making
A:(M,Cp) = P(L)
into a conformal immersion of M into the projectivized light-cone.

PROPOSITION 1.7. If A : M — P(L) is an immersion, then, given a never-zero
section o of A, the metric g, induced in M by o : M — R s in the conformal
class Cp of metrics,

go € Ca.

PrRoOOF. For tg unit time-like vector, (t0>L is an Euclidean space and, therefore,
(0,tp) is never-zero. Furthermore, (7T£|St0)_1A = —(0,t9) "' 0, and, therefore,
_ do t()) 1
d 1y = Woto)
((WL’StO) ) (O’,to)2 o (O’,to)
As (0,0) = 0= (0,do), we conclude that, for X, Y € I'(T' M),
1

(dx ((mclsy,) " A), dy ((mcls,, )™M A)) = o 10 (dxo,dyo)

do.

or, equivalently,
gO'(X7 Y) = (07 t0)2(dXA7 dyA)t() = (07 t0)2g§\0 (X7 Y)7

for (, )¢, the (positive definite) metric induced in P(L) by (7| Sto)_l and g the (pos-
itive definite) metric induced in M by A from (, );,. We conclude that g, is a positive
definite metric conformally equivalent to gf\o € Chp. g

Given o a never-zero section of A, A = 7 o and, therefore, dA = d(nz), do. Hence,
if A is an immersion, then so is o, and, conversely, if ¢ is an immersion, then, in view
of (L2), A is an immersion if and only if A is in direct sum with do(TM). Set

AW = (0, do(ey),do(es)) = A + do(T M),

independently of the choices of a never-zero section o of A and of a frame ey, es of TM.
This is, indeed, well-defined: given a never-zero A € I'(R),

dx(Ao) = Adxo + (dx\)o = Adxo mod(o).
PROPOSITION 1.8. A : M — P(L) is an immersion if and only if rank A1) = 3,

PROOF. Fix o a never-zero section of A. If rank AV = 3, then rank do(TM) = 2,
or, equivalently, o is an immersion, and do(T'M) is in direct sum with A. Hence A is

an immersion.
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Conversely, if A is an immersion, then so is o, in which case do(T'M) is a bundle
of Euclidean 2-planes and, therefore, rank A1) = 3. O

In the case A : M — P(L) is an immersion, A(M) consists of a surface [conformally
immersed] in ]P’(/J)E which we refer to, alternatively, as the surface A. We restrict

ourselves to surfaces A in S™ for which
(1.13) A(M) ¢ S*,

for all k¥ < n, and, in particular, to surfaces which do not lie in any 2-sphere. This
ensures, in particular, that, for a general non-zero vy, € R*"™11 given o € T'(A) never-
zero, we have, locally, (0,vs) # 0. In fact, if (0p,v0) = 0 for all p € M, then
A(M) C P(LN (voo)?), which, in the case vo is time-light or light-like, is impossible,
according to Lemma [[L2] and, in the case v, is space-like, contradicts (IL.I3)) (in the
case U is space-like, P(L£ N (vs)T) is an hypersphere in S™).

A surface A defines a local immersion of M into P(L£)\P(£ N (vs)™) and then, via
the diffeomorphism 7z|g,  : Su.. — P(L)\P(L N (vs)?), a local immersion

Ooo = (7rl;|5%o)_1 oA = (O'_T)O- M — S,
s YOO

of M into the space-form S,,_, which we refer to as the surface defined by A in S,__ .
The surfaces 0o, with voo € R?T5! non-zero, defined by A, form a family of Mébius

equivalent surfaces, whose study is Mobius equivalent to the study of the surface A.

SIEA: M — P(L) is an immersion, then A defines a surface in spherical n-space. Since n > 3, we can
choose Voo € L such that Ap # (vso),

Ap € P(L)\{{veo)} = 5™ \{zo},
for all p € M, showing that A defines, furthermore, a surface in Euclidean n-space. In the case M is
compact, A(M) C S™ is a compact 2-dimensional manifold and, therefore, S"\A(M) is a non-empty
open subset. This shows that A(M) avoids some hypersphere in S™, or, equivalently, that we can
choose a space-like vector ve for which A, ¢ (voo)l,Vp € M. For such a v, A defines a surface in
P(L)\P(£ N (veo)?) and, locally (on a connected component of M), in hyperbolic n-space.






CHAPTER 2

The central sphere congruence

Following [14], we introduce the central sphere congruence, a fundamental con-
struction of Mobius invariant surface geometry, which will be basic to our study of
surfaces. The concept has its origins in the nineteenth century with the introduction of
the mean curvature sphere of a surface at a point, by S. Germain [30]. The terminology
reflects the central role played by the mean curvature of a surface. By the turn of the
century, the family of the mean curvature spheres of a surface was known as the central
sphere congruence, cf. W. Blaschke [4]. Nowadays, after R. Bryant’s paper [9], it goes
as well by the name conformal Gauss map.

We start by recalling some basic concepts in Riemannian geometry. Given a Rie-
mannian manifold M and an immersion f : M — M, the pull-back bundle f*TM
splits into the direct sum T @& Ny, where Ty and Ny denote, respectively, the tangent
bundle, df (T'M), and the normal bundle, (df (TM))*, to f. Let 71, and 7y, denote
the orthogonal projections of f*I'M onto Ty and Ny, respectively. The normal bundle
is provided with the connection

VN =7y, o VJMTJ‘7[|1“(J\/f),

where V/"TM denotes the pull-back connection by f of the Levi-Civita connection on
TM. Recall the second fundamental form of f, Il € I'(L*(TM, N t)), defined by

(X,Y) = mn, (V5 ™ dy f),

and the mean curvature vector of f (or of f(M) C M, the surface M immersed in M
by f),

1
H= §trgf1'[ e I'(IVy),
with trgf indicating trace computed with respect to g¢. Recall that
“TM *T M
Vi ™ady f -V ™Mdx f = dixy1/fs

for all X,Y € I'(TM), establishing, in particular, the symmetry of II. Recall the
fundamental equation in Riemannian Geometry:

(2.1) wr, (VT aF (V) = df(VEMY),

15
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for VI'M the Levi-Civita connection of M when provided with the metric induced by f
from the one on M; for all X,Y € I'(T'M). Fix a unit £ € I'(Ny) and recall the shape
operator A¢ € T'(End (T M, Ty)), of f with respect to &, given by

AS(X) = =, (V5 ),
and the mean curvature of f (or of f(M)), with respect to &,
1
HS = 3 trA® € T'(R).

For an isometric immersion, the second fundamental form and the shape operator with

respect to £ are related by
(2.2) (I(X,Y),€) = (A5(X),Y).
In particular, for an isometric immersion,

HE = (H,¢).

Equation (2.2]) establishes, on the other hand, the symmetry - and consequent diag-
onalizability - of the shape operator of an isometric immersion. The shape operators
A¢ and A~¢ are symmetrical and, therefore, share eigenspaces and have symmetrical
eigenvalues. Recall that, in the case f is an isometric immersion of M into M = R3,
the eigenvalues ki and ko of A¢ are called the principal curvatures of f, defined up to
sign; that a point p in M at which the principal curvatures are the same is said to be
umbilic; and that, away from umbilic points, the directions defined by the two lines
consisting of the common eigenspaces of A¢ and A~¢ are called the principal directions
of f, whilst for umbilic points all directions are said to be principal. In particular, the
mean curvature of f : M — R3 with respect to either of the two unit normal vector
fields to f is given, up to sign, by

k1 + ko,
= =5
the arithmetic mean of the principal curvatures. It is opportune to recall that, in

(2.3) H

the case f defines an isometric immersion of M in Euclidean 3-space, the Gaussian
curvature of the surface f(M), or, equally (cf. theorema egregium of Gauss), that of

M, can be obtained as
(2.4) K = detAS = kyky,

fixing £ a unit normal vector field to f. For that, and for further reference, recall the

Gauss equation,
R(X,Y,Z,W) — R(df (X),df (Y),df (Z), df (W))
= (H(Y7 W)? H(X7 Z)) - (H(X7 W)? H(Y7 Z))a
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for X,Y,Z,W € T'(T'M); relating the curvature tensors R and R of (M,gs) and M,
respectively. It establishes, in particular, that, if M has constant sectional curvature
K = K(x), for z € M, then the Gaussian curvature K of M relates to K by

(2.5) K — K = (II(Xy, X1), (X2, X2)) — (II(X1, X2), I(X1, X3)),

fixing an orthonormal frame X, Xy of (T'M,gs). Now consider the particular case
M =R3, fix £ € (N ¢) unit and consider X1, X5 to be a frame along principal directions
of f, say ASX; = k;X;, for i = 1,2, (whose existence is established by the symmetry
of A%). Then, according to Z.2)), IL(X;, X;) = ki, for i = 1,2, and TI(X;, X3) = 0 and
the conclusion follows then from (2.5]).

REMARK 2.1. Suppose g and g’ are conformally equivalent positive definite metrics
on M, say g = e*g, for some u € C°(M,R). Following (L5, we get that the connec-
tions V and V', induced in the pull-back bundle f*TM by the Levi-Civita connections
on (M,g) and (M,g"), respectively, are related by

VY = VxY + ((f*dw)Y)df (X) + ((f*dw)df (X))Y — g(df (X),Y) f*(du)",
for X e T(TM), Y € T(f*TM), f*du the pull-back by f of du,
(f*du)Z = (& > dugie)(Ze)) € CX(M,R),

given Z € T(f*TM); and, analogously, f*(du)* the pull-back by f of (du)*. It follows
that the second fundamental forms II and I of the immersions by f of M into (M, g)
and (M, g'), respectively, are related by

(2.6) I'(X,Y) =I(X,Y) — gy (X, Y) 7w, (f"(du)"),

for all XY € I'(TM), with g¢ denoting the metric induced in M by f from the metric
g. Consequently,

(2.7) H = e 2Ty — 6_2“°f7TNf (f*(du)"),

relating the mean curvature vectors H' and H of f : M — (M, g) and f : M — (M, g'),
respectively. The conformal variance of the mean curvature vector will, however, con-
stitute no limitation to the development of our conformal submanifold theory, as we
shall see.

Let A ¢ R""! be a surface in the projectivized light-cone.

2.1. Central sphere congruence and mean curvature

Bryant [9] established the existence of a congruence of 2-spheres, named the confor-
mal Gauss map, tangent to a Riemann surface isometrically immersed in S3, sharing
the mean curvature at each point with the surface. This congruence of spheres can

be generalized to surfaces conformally immersed in S™ by means of the central sphere



18 A. C. QUINTINO

congruence, which we present in this section, following [14].

A bundle V C R*"51 of (3, 1)-planes is said to be an enveloping 2-sphere congruence
of the surface A if the 2-spheres P(LNV,) C P(L) = S, for p € M, have first order
contact with A, i.e., AD) C V.

DEFINITION 2.2. We define an enveloping 2-sphere congruence to A, said to be the

central sphere congruence, by
S = (0,de, 0, de2a’zde@-dei0> c R
i

independently of the choices of a never-zero o € T'(A) and of a local orthonormal frame
(e;)i of TM with respect to the metric g,. We may, alternatively, use the notation Sx
for S.

We shall now recognize that this is, in fact, well-defined. Fix o a never-zero sec-
tion of A and (e;); an orthonormal frame of (T'M, g,). First of all, observe that, by
differentiating (o, de;0) = 0 we get (0,de,de;0) = —(de;0,de,0) = —1, for i = 1,2, and,

consequently,
(2.8) (0, de,de,0) = =2,

which, together with (o,0) = 0 = (o0,do), shows that >, d.,d,0 is not a section of
AW, Thus S = AW @ (33, de,de;0). Let us now show that A1) @ (37, d,,de,0) does not
depend on the choices of o and (e;);. Consider the Hessian of o : (M, g,) — R*T11
the section Vdo of S?(TM,R" ™), given by Vdo(X,Y) = dxdyo —do(V%Y), for VO
the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g,). Writing tr,, for the trace with respect to the

metric g,, we have

D de,de,0 = try,Vdo + do()  VZe;) = (try, Vdo) mod AW,

showing that AM) @ (3. de,d.,0) does not depend on the choice of (e;);. On the other
hand, given A € I'(R) never-zero, the metrics induced by o and ¢’ := Ao are related by
Jdor = A\2gs, so that (A\le;); constitutes an orthonormal frame of (T'M, g,/). Now

Z d)\*leid)ﬁleio'/ = )‘_1 Z deideia + )‘_2 Z((dei)\)(deia) + (deidei)\)a)
= (A1) dede,0) mod AW

shows that
AD g <Z de,de,0) = AD g (Z dxleidxleicﬂ%

showing the independence of A @ (37, d.,d, o) with respect to the choice of o.
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To recognize that S consists of a bundle of (3, 1)-spaces in R"*5!, we just need to
verify that it is a non-degenerate rank 4 bundle, for o € T'(S) is light-like. The fact that
A is an immersion gives rank A()) = 3, whereas, by equation (2.8)), rank (>, de;de,0) =
1. Thus rank S = 4. On the other hand, given i, j € {1, 2},

(de;0,de;de;0) = de;(de;0,de;0) — (de;de,0,de,0)

- dei 52,] - (deJ- dei g, dEi U)
1

= —3 de;(de;0,de;0)

= 0,

and, therefore, (dc,0,) ;. de,de,0) = 0. It follows that the matrix of the metric on S

in the frame o,d.,0,de,0,) ; de,de,0 is

0 0 0 -2
0 1 0 O
0 01 0
-2 0 0 a

for some a € R, whose determinant is —4, which shows that S is non-degenerate.
Lastly, and explicitly, we have A®) ¢ S, which completes this verification.

REMARK 2.3. Observe from the previous verification that the definition of S is,
furthermore, independent of conformal changes of the metric g,. In particular, given

a holomorphic chart z =z + iy of (M,Cy), we have
S =(0,04,0y, 02z + Oyy).

Note that 04y + 0yy = 40.z. It follows that the complezification of the central sphere

congruence of A is given by

S = <07 0-270-27O-Z2> - (Bn+17l)c'

Although the mean curvature vector is not a conformal invariant (cf. Remark 2.1)),
under a conformal change of the metric on S, it changes in the same way for the
surface M immersed in S™ by A and each 2-sphere P(£ N S,), with p € M, canonically
immersed in S™. The condition o,z € I'(S) establishes that, at each point, the surface
A and the sphere P(£ N S,) share the same mean curvature vector. S is, in this way,
a congruence of osculating spheres to the surface A: for each p € M, P(L N S)) is the
unique 2-sphere in S™ tangent to A(M) at A(p) whose mean curvature vector at A(p)
is the mean curvature vector of M at p.

The central sphere congruence of A defines naturally a map

S: M — g = GT(371)(RTL+1’1)
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into the connected component of the Grassmannian of order 4 of R**1! constituted by
the subspaces with signature (3,1). Throughout this text, let g and mg1 denote the
orthogonal projections of R onto S and S+, respectively. Let T and T be the
bundles over G whose fibres at each V' € G are, respectively, V and V. The tangent
bundle to G at T is identified with the bundle Hom(7, 7") via the bundle isomorphism
given by

(2.9) X = (p = mpo(dxp)),

for mp. the orthogonal projection of R"*1! onto V. This is indeed well-defined,
as, given p € I'(T'), (p — 7mp1(dxp)) is tensorial. This identification makes G into a
pseudo-Riemannian manifoldﬂ Under this identification, the pull-back bundle S*T'G is
identified with the pull-back by S of Hom(T,T+),

S*TG = Hom(S, S™).

PROPOSITION 2.4. The central sphere congruence of A is conformal with respect to
the conformal structure Cp induced in M by A.

Before we proceed to the proof of the proposition, fix o a never-zero section of A and
z a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy) and let us spend some moments contemplating the
orthogonality relations of the frame {0,0,,0z,0,5} of S, beyond the very well-known
(0,0) = 0 and subsequent
(0,0,) =0=(0,0%).

The conformality of o : (M,Cy) — R 11 gives

(02,04) = 0= (03,0z),
and differentiation shows then that

(02,0.2) =0=(0z,0.2).

The fact that g, is conformally equivalent to g, ensures that

(2.10) (02,0z2) = i (90 (0z,02) + 9o (0y, by))

is never-zero, whilst differentiation of (¢, 0,) = 0 shows that
(0,0.2) = —(0,,0%).

As for (0,z,0.z), nothing can be ensured in a general situation. As a final remark,
we introduce a specific choice of a never-zero section of A, in relation to the chart z,
that provides an extra specificity on the orthogonality relations presented above and

that will, for that reason, be useful in some moments in the future. As we know, each

IThis identification is the particular case G = G?”(gyD(Rnﬁ»lJ) of a standard procedure to induce a
pseudo-Riemannian structure in a general Grassmannian G = Gr(, ) (R”?).
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never-zero section of A induces in M a metric conformally equivalent to the metric g,
induced by z. If we make a choice of one of the two components of the light-cone, say
LT, then there is a unique section o? : M — LT of A whose induced metric coincides
with the metric induced by z,
9oz = Gz-

We refer to 0% as the normalized section of A with respect to z. According to (2.10]),
(0Z,0%) is constantly equal to 3,

(5,07 = 5.

In particular, (0Z,0%), = 0 = (0Z,0%)z or, equivalently,
(07,0%) = 0.

Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition 2.4]

PROOF. Fix a holomorphic chart z = x + iy of (M,Cp). The proof will consist of
showing that (5., S.) = 0, or, equivalently, that tr(S’ S,) = 0.
Fix a never-zero section o of A. According to the orthogonality relations of the

frame 0,0.,,0z,0.5 of S, we have (¢,05)> NS = (0,05). On the other hand,
(2.11) S.(0) =7mgi(0,) =0=mgi(0z,) = S:(03z),

and, therefore, (0,03) C ker S,. Tt follows that Im S. C (ker S,)* NS C (0,03) and,
consequently, by (2.11]), that
S, St =0,

which completes the proof. O

It was Bryant [9] who established the existence of a congruence of 2-spheres tangent
to a Riemann surface isometrically immersed in S® and with the same mean curvature
as the surface at each point. Bryant named it the conformal Gauss map. This justifies
the alternative terminology, after Bryant’s paper [9], of conformal Gauss map for the
central sphere congruence, although the central sphere congruence carries, not only
first order contact information, but second order as well.

2.2. The normal bundle to the central sphere congruence

The bundle S+, normal to the central sphere congruence of A, can be identified
with the normal bundle to A, when regarded as a surface in a space-form, via an iso-

metric isomorphism of bundles with connections, as we present next, following [14].
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We provide S and S+ with the connections V¥ and V* L, respectively, defined by

orthogonal projection of the trivial flat connection d on R"11,
1
V¥ i=mgodlrs), VO i=mgrodlpsey,

which we immediately verify to be metric connections.

Fix a non-zero v in R®11 and consider the surface oo : M — Sy. s in the space-
form S, , defined by A. For simplicity, we write g, rather than g,_, for the metric
induced in M by 0, as well as Ny, for the normal bundle to oo. Let Il and Hso
denote, respectively, the second fundamental form and the mean curvature vector of
0so- We shall keep this notation throughout this text.

PROPOSITION 2.5. The normal bundle Noo to oo is identified with the bundle S+
normal to the central sphere congruence of A,
Noo 2 5+,
by the isomorphism
Q:N, — St

of bundles provided with a metric and a connection defined by

§— &+ (galHoo)O'oo

ProoOF. The pull-back bundle by o of the tangent bundle TS, consists of the
orthogonal complement in R"*1! of the non-degenerate bundle (0o, vs0) (cf. section

[L1). Let mx,, denote the orthogonal projection of
R = doo o (TM) ® Noo ® (Voo 0oo)
onto Nuo. Since the metric in S, is the one inherited from R**51 TI is simply given
by
Hoo(X,Y) = 7N (dxdy o),
for X, Y € I'(T'M), so that, for £ € I'(Ny) and (e;); an orthonormal frame of (T'M, goo),

(&, de;de,050) = 2(§, Hoo) and, therefore, by (28)), (§+(&, Hoo)0oo, D ; de;de;050) = 0.
Together with the fact that

Noo C ol TSy, = (o*oo,voo>L

9

this shows that & + (£, Hoo )0 oo is, in fact, a section of S*.
Clearly, @ is isometric, and, therefore, injective, as Ny, is non-degenerate. Now

rank No, = rank o T'S,. — rank dos, (T M) = n — 2 = rank S+
shows that Q is an isometric isomorphism. Furthermore, for £ € I'(Ny),

VI(Q(€)) = mgr (d€) + d(€, Hoo) 1000 + (€, Hoo)Tg 1 (dooo) = mg1 (dE),
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whilst
Q(VN>¢) = mn (dE) + (TN (d€), Hoo)Too € T(ST).

To show that Q preserves connections, we just need to verify that d§ —mn,_(d§) € T'(.S).
That is immediate: for £ € I'(Nuo) C I'({0oo, Voo) ), d€ is still a section of (0s, Voo )™,

(d§,000) = (d€,000) + (§,dooc) = 0 = (d€,ve0) + (§, dveo) = (d€, Voo );

and, therefore,
d§ — TN (dS) = Tag.. (70 (dE)-

2.3. The Gauss-Ricci and Codazzi equations

2.3.1. The exterior power A’R"t11 et al.: a few utilities. This section con-

sists of a collection of useful, well-known facts involving exterior products.

The space A2R™"11 can be identified with the orthogonal algebra o(R™+1:1),

(212) /\2 Rn-l—l,l o O(Rn-l—l,l)’
via
(213) w (Ul A U2)(w) = (w,Ul)’L)g - ('lU,UQ)Ul,

which assigns to v; A vy a skew-symmetric transformation. We shall consider this
identification throughout this work.

Under the identification (2.12]) defined by (2.13]), given a non-degenerate subbundle
V of R"*11 we have

DV AVY) ={ T (@) : £(V) CVE,(VH) c VY,
as well as
DAV @ APVE) = {£ € T(o®"T1) 1 £(V) C V,€(VE) c VY,
and
(2.14) oR"™ ) = A2V o A2VEa VAV

for the trivial bundle o(R"™11) := M x o(R™11). Tt is immediate and very useful to
observe that, given & € T'(V A V1),

(2.15) &, =—(&,)",

for (€,,)" the transpose of &, € I'(Hom(V, VL)) with respect to the metric on R" 11,
Given V and W subbundles of R*"™! provided with connections VV and VW,

respectively, the bundle V' A W is provided with the metric induced from the one on
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End(R™" 1) and, canonically, with the connection given by
VvAw) = (Vo) Aw+v A (VVw),

for v € T(V),w € T'(W). In the particular case V = R"™b = W and V¥V = VW
is a metric connection, V coincides with the connection canonically induced by VV in
End(R"*1'1), over sections of the trivial bundle M x AR 11 = A2RPFLL > o(RPFLD),

If VV is metric and V- is provided with a connection, the correspondence

(2.16) n = nly

defines a bundle isomorphism V A V+ — Hom(V, VL) preserving metrics and connec-

tions, providing an identification
V AVE =2 Hom(V, V1)

of bundles provided with a metric and a connection. In fact, given v,v* € T'(V),
vh vt € (V) n=v Avt and n* = v* Avy,

(Valv)o' = VY (") = (V")
= v (v, v ot — (v, Vv ot
= (v,v*)VVLUl + d(v,v* vt — (v, VYoot
and, therefore, as V" is metric,
(Vily)v* = (0,0)VY vt + (Vo 0t = (Vi)
whilst, on the other hand, (7*|y)t o 9|y, = (9%)t|yL only,2 = 0 and, therefore,
(v n*lv) = te((*[v)" o nlv) = te((n")" o ) = (n,7").

It will be useful to note that, as a straightforward computation shows, given a,b €
R 5L and T € o(R™HHY),

(2.17) [T,a Ab] = (Ta) Nb+a A (Th),
for the Lie bracket in o(R"TH1); as well as, for T € O(R"+11),
(2.18) Adp(a Ab) =Ta NTO.

Given a vector bundle P over M whose fibres are Lie algebras and u,n € Q(P),
we define a 2-form [u A 5] € Q%(P) by
[ Anl(x,yy = [ux,ny] = [uy s nx]

for X, Y € I'(TM). Note that
[ A ] =l An]
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and that
(A ploxyy = 2[px, py]-
In the case P is a bundle of endomorphisms, we define another 2-form with values in

P, uAn € Q%(P), using composition of endomorphisms to multiply coefficients in the
exterior product:

HATNX,Y) = BXNY — HYT)X,
for all X,Y. Note that, in that case,
(2.19) [wAnl=pAn+nAp.
Suppose M is provided with a conformal structure C. Observe that
(2:20) [ A ] = =[x An).

For this, fix a (locally) never-zero Z € T'(TYYM) and verify that [u A xn](Z,Z) =
—[xu An|(Z,Z), or, equivalently, that —[u A (nJ)(Z,Z) = [(uJ) A n](Z,Z), which
is, in fact, an immediate consequence of the fact that Z and Z are eigenvectors of .J

associated to the eigenvalues i and —i, respectively. In particular,
(2.21) [epe A ] = [ A ).
Note that, if 4 and n are both either (1,0)-forms or (0, 1)-forms, then [u A 1] vanishes:
(2.22) 0 A 0] = 0 = [ Ay,
for all 4 and 7. Note also that, given &1, & € QY (o(R"™H1)) and T' € End(R"*H1),
(2.23) [Adr & A Adr & ] = Adr [& A&
Lastly, suppose that V! and V2 are connections on R"*! related by
vVi=v244,

for some A € Q(End(R"™"1)). The respective curvature tensors, RY' and RV", are
related by

(2.24) RV =RV +dV A+ % [AN A
whilst the corresponding exterior derivatives, dV' and dv2, relate by
(2.25) dV'e=d"e+]ANg,

for ¢ € Q' (End(R"1)). As a final remark, note that, in the case V? is a metric
connection, the connection V! is metric if and only if A is skew-symmetric.

2.3.2. The Gauss-Ricci and Codazzi equations. The central sphere congru-
ence S: M — Gr3 ) (R™*+1:1) of a surface in n-space defines a decomposition d = D+N
of the trivial flat connection on R"*1! into the sum of a connection D, with respect
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to which S and S+ are parallel, and a 1-form N with values in S A ST. Explicitly,
D:=V°+ VSL, for VS and V5" the connections on S and S+, respectively, defined
by orthogonal projection of d, and N := d —D. The flatness of d encodes two structure
equations on D and N.

Define a connection D on R"*11 by
D:=V* o7rg—i—VSL omMgL.

For simplicity, and only temporarily, denote mg and g1 by ()7 and (), respectively.
Given pu € T(R"TH1),

dp = (du")" + (dp")* + (dp)T + (dpt) - = D+ (dph)* + (dpt)”
and, given € T(R"TH1),
(du) ) = (dut ™) = = (T dn) = = (u, (dn)T).

It is then clear that, for u,n € T(R" 1),

d(p,m) = (dp,n) + (u,dn) = (Dp,m) + (1, Dn);
D is a metric connection. Thus
(2.26) d=D+N
defines a 1-form N € Q' (o(R™™"1)). In fact,

N =ngiodomg+mgodomgr € QLS A ST).

We may, alternatively, use, specifically, the notations Dg and Ng for, respectively, D
and V. It is very simple but very useful to note that

(2.27) NA =0.

Indeed, given o € T'(A) never-zero, No = mg. o do and do € Q'(S). By the skew-

symmetry of N, it follows, in particular, that ImA C At and, consequently, that
NSt cSnAL =AM, Hence

(2.28) N e Q' (AD A sh).
The flatness of d, characterized by
1
0:RD+dDN+§[NAN],

encodes two structure equations, as follows. The D-parallelness of S and S establishes
D(I'(SASt)) € QS ASY) and, therefore, dPN € Q2(S A St). Together with the fact
that D is metric, it establishes, on the other hand, RP € D2(A2S D AZS L). By equation



CONSTRAINED WILLMORE SURFACES 27

&I7), we verify that [N AN € Q%(A2S @ A2S1). According to the decomposition
(214, it follows then that:

PROPOSITION 2.6. (Gauss-Ricci equation)
1
RP+ S INANT=0;
and

PROPOSITION 2.7. (Codazzi equation)

dPN = 0.






CHAPTER 3

Surfaces under change of flat metric connection

In many occasions throughout this work, we use an interpretation of loop group
theory by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11] and produce transformations of surfaces
by the action of loops of flat metric connections. Specifically, by replacing the triv-
ial flat connection by another flat metric connection d on R"*%!'| we transform (in
certain cases) a surface A € R""1 into a d-surface A, or, equivalently, into another
surface @A, defined, up to a Mébius transformationﬂ for ¢ : (R™H1, dN) — (R"TL1 d)
an isomorphism of bundles provided with a metric and a connection. Many will be the
examples in this work of such transformations preserving the geometrical aspects of a
class, i.e., establishing symmetries of integrable systems. This tiny chapter is merely

introductory of the concept of d-surface.

Recall that the flatness of a bundle (over M) ensures the existence of a local frame
(defined on a simply connected component of M) made up of parallel sections. Re-
call as well that, if the bundle is also provided with a metric with respect to which
the connection is a metric connection, then there exists an orthonormal local frame
constituted by parallel sections.

Let d be a flat metric connection on R"™1. Let B = (e;); and B = (&;); be

K”“’l, parallel with respect to d and J, respectively,

orthonormal local frames of
dé; =0=de;, fori =1,...,n + 2; with énto and €,49 time-like. Define an isometry

bgp: (R d) — (R™51 d) of bundles, preserving connections,

oppod=dopgy,
by setting ¢z 5(€;) = e;, for i = 1,...,n42. Observe that, although ¢z ;; depends on the
choice of the frames B and B, it is uniquely determined up to a Mdbius transformation.
For that, first suppose B’ = (e}); is another d-parallel orthonormal local frame of RHLL
with e/, ,, time-like, define T € T'(O(R"™")) by T(e;) = €}, for all i, and note that
¢3p = Tozp and that T is constant:

Tod=¢zp¢gh0d=0dggododsy=dodgg ds,=doT.

LAt some point, we shall omit the indication "up to a Md&bius transformation” and assume a Mobius
geometry point of view.

29
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A similar argument shows the independence, up to a Mobius transformation, of ¢z,
with respect to the choice of the frame B. Observe, on the other hand, that any isomor-
phism ¢ : (R"!,d) — (R™',d) of bundles provided with a metric and a connection
is of the form ¢y, for some B and B: fixing an orthonormal d-parallel local frame
B = (&); of R*1 and setting B := (¢(&;));, we define an orthonormal d-parallel local
frame of R™""! such that ¢ = bap-

Throughout this text, given a vector bundle P, provided with a metric, and con-
nections V and V' on P, by isomorphism (P,V) — (P, V') shall be understood iso-
morphism of bundles provided with a metric and a connection.

DEFINITION 3.1. Given V C R*"™5! and an isomorphism
¢d~: (Kn—i-l,l’d) — (Kn-‘rl,l7 d),

the bundle V := ¢ gV is said to be the transformation of V' defined, up to a Mobius
transformation, by the flat metric connection d.

Henceforth, we shall omit the indication "up to a Mobius transformation” and
assume a Mobius geometry point of view.

REMARK 3.2. Obviously, given V and V' connections on R"Y and ¢ an endo-
morphism of R"THL the hypothesis oV o™l =d = ¢po V' o~ forces V = V.
In particular, given a flat metric connection d =+ d on R and isomorphisms
¢CZ . (Kn—l—l,l’dA) N (Kn—l—l’l,d) and ¢d~: (Kn—l—l,l’d) N (Rn+1’1,d),

b5 F Dg-
Of course, this does not exclude the possibility of, given a subbundle V of R"T11, the
transformations of V' defined by ¢ and ¢; being the same.

Let us concentrate on the particular case V = A, a null line bundle, not necessarily

defining an immersion into the projectivized light-cone; and on its transformation
A=¢ i\
into another null line subbundle of R*+11.

DEFINITION 3.3. We say that A is a d-surface if rank Ag) =3, for

Ag) = (0,de,0,de,0),

defined independently of the choices of a never-zero o € T'(A) and of a local frame (e;);
of TM. In the particular case d= d, we shall, alternatively, omit the reference to d.

It is, perhaps, worth remarking that a d-surface is not necessarily a surface.
The fact that ¢; preserves the connections d and d establishes

(3.1) (63 ) = g7 (AV),
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and, therefore, rank A = rank Ag), and, ultimately:
PROPOSITION 3.4. A is a surface if and only if A is a d-surface.

An alternative perspective on the transformation of A into ¢;A, is, in this way,
that of the transformation

AC (En+l’1,d) — A C (Kn-l-l,l’(j)’

consisting of the change of the trivial flat connection on R™*! into the flat metric
connection d.

In what little is left in this section, we introduce a few concepts on d-surfaces.
Suppose A is a d-surface. In that case, given a never-zero section o of A, we define a
positive definite metric gg by

gg(X,Y) = (d~XU, czya),
for XY € I'(T'M). Indeed,

(3.2) gd = 9p0 € Cx = cd.
DEFINITION 3.5. We define the d-central sphere congruence of A by
(3.3) 5 .= (o, Jel o, Je20, Z Jeideio') = gdel S,

independently of the choices of a never-zero o € T'(A) and of a local orthonormal frame
(e;); of TM with respect to g.

The non-degeneracy of S ensures that of S d, Let Tgq and T(gd)L be the orthogonal
projections of
Rn—i—Ll — Sd@ (SJ)J_

onto S and (SJ)L, respectively. We define a connection D4 on R by

D= Tga © do Tgd +7T(Sj)l oal©7r(SC;)L
and a 1-form N'? € Q! (End(R"+11)) by
Ne.=d-D.
Note that

(3.4) DT =g oDy 0 gy N =067 Nioy






CHAPTER 4

Willmore surfaces

Among the classes of Riemannian submanifolds, there is that of Willmore surfaces,
named after T. Willmore [60] (1965), although the topic was mentioned by W. Blaschke
[4] (1929) and by G. Thomsen [55] (1923). Early in the nineteenth century, S. Germain
[28], [29] studied elastic surfaces. On her pioneering analysis, she claimed that the elas-
tic force of a thin plate is proportional to its mean curvature. Since then, the mean
curvature remains a key concept in theory of elasticity. In modern literature on the
elasticity of membranes (see, for example, [37] and [40]), a weighted sum of the total
mean curvature, the total squared mean curvature and the total Gaussian curvature is
considered the elastic energy of a membrane. By neglecting the total mean curvature
(by physical considerations) and having in consideration that the total Gaussian cur-
vature of compact orientable Riemannian surfaces without boundary is a topological
invariant, T. Willmore defined the Willmore energy of a compact oriented Riemannian
surface, without boundary, isometrically immersed in R®, to be W = | H 2dA. The
Willmore functional “extends” to isometric immersions of compact oriented Riemann-
ian surfaces in Riemannian manifolds by means of half of the total squared norm of the
trace-free part of the second fundamental form, which, in fact, amongst surfaces in R?,
differs from W by the total Gaussian curvature, but still shares then the critical points
with W. Willmore surfaces are the extremals of the Willmore functional. W. Blaschke
[4] established the M&bius invariance of the Willmore energy of a surface in spherical
3-space. B.-Y. Chen [18] generalized it to surfaces in constant curvature Riemnannian
manifolds. We present a manifestly conformally invariant formulation of the Willmore
energy of a surface in n-dimensional space-form, W(A) = % [N A*N). The class of
Willmore surfaces in n-space is then established as invariant under the group of M&bius
transformations of S"ﬂ As already known to Blaschke [4] for the particular case of
spherical 3-space, the Willmore energy of a surface in a space-form coincides with the
energy of its central sphere congruence. Furthermore, a result by Blaschke [4] (for
n = 3) and N. Ejiri [27] (for general n) characterizes Willmore surfaces in spherical
n-space by the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence. Via this characterization,

the class of Willmore surfaces in space-forms is then associated to a class of harmonic

n fact, we verify the Mobius invariance of the Willmore energy of a general surface and establish then
the Md&bius invariance of the class of Willmore surfaces.

33
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maps into Grassmannians. This enables us to apply to this class of surfaces the well-
developed integrable systems theory of harmonic maps into Grassmannian manifolds,
with a spectral deformation and Bécklund transformations, cf. [54] and [56]. We define
in this way a spectral deformation of Willmore surfaces, which we verify to coincide, up
to reparametrization, with the one presented in [14], as well as Bdcklund transforma-

tions, the latter arising from a more complex construction, presented in a chapter below.

4.1. The Willmore functional

In this section, we present a manifestly conformally invariant formulation of the

Willmore energy of a surface in a space-form.

We start by recalling the classical concept of Willmore energy of an isometric im-
mersion of a Riemannian surface into a Riemannian manifold.

Consider a Riemannian manifold (M, g) and an immersion f : M — M. Provide
M with the metric g, induced by f from g, making f into an isometric immersion.

Recall the trace-free part of the second fundamental form of f,
0 =1-g, ®H € I(L*(TM, Ny)).

Suppose M is compact. The Willmore energy of f is defined to b£

W) = /M|H°|2dA,

for
|H0|2 = Z(HO(Xi’Xj)vHO(XivXJ))a
i
defined independently of the choice of a local orthonormal frame (X;);=1 2 of TM, and
dA the area element of M. Let ¢’ be a metric on M conformally equivalent to g,
g = e?'g, for some u € C*®°(M,R). Let g} denote the metric induced in M by f from
¢ and IT" denote the second fundamental form of f : M — (M,gq’). Following (2.7)),
we conclude that the trace-free part of the second fundamental form is invariant under
conformal changes of the metric,
HO — (HO)/,

2In fact, the Willmore energy is classically defined as half of the total squared norm of the trace-free
part of the second fundamental form. In either case, it generalizes the Willmore energy of a surface in
R3, as defined by T. Willmore, only up to some constant and, in this case, some scaling (as we shall
verify later on). Although not sharing extremes, all these different energies share extremals. The reason
for this scaling of the Willmore energy by 2 is avoiding some scaling when comparing the Willmore
energy of a surface to the energy of its central sphere congruence, to take place in section 3] below.
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for 11 and (II°)’ the trace-free parts of IT and II’, respectively. Ultimately, we conclude
that

(J(I°)])? = e72h P,
with / indicating, yet again, “with respect to ¢’ 7. On the other hand, according to

Lemma [1.6]
dA" = e?*f 4 A,

relating the area element dA’ of (M, g}) to the area element of (M,gy). Under a
conformal change of the metric, the square of the length of II° and the area element of

M change in an inverse way, leaving the Willmore energy unchanged. It follows that:
THEOREM 4.1. The Willmore energy is a Mobius invariant.

The Mobius invariance of the Willmore energy of a surface in spherical 3-space
was first established by W. Blaschke [4]. B.-Y. Chen [18] generalized it to surfaces in
constant curvature Riemannian manifoldd.

Next we present a manifestly conformally invariant formulation of the Willmore
energy of a surface in a space-form. Let A € R"*1! be a surface in the projectivized
light-cone. We consider o(R™"!) provided with the metric induced by End(R"*11):
given o, € o(R"™bY) (a,B) = —traf. Fixing a conformal structure in M, and
having in consideration the invariance of the Hodge *-operator on 1-forms over M
under conformal changes of the metric on M, we have well-defined a 2-form (N A *N)

over M with values in R.

DEFINITION 4.2. We define the Willmore energy of A to be
1
W(A) = —/ (N AN,
2 Jum

with respect to the conformal structure induced in M by A.

The previous definition follows the definition of energy of the mean curvature sphere
congruenceH of a surface in spherical 4-space, presented in [12]. Now fix a non-zero v
in R*tL1 and consider the surface oo : M — S,

Voo ?

in the space-form S,_, defined by
A. The immersions A and o, are related by

A =rmgls,. ©0x

via the conformal diffeomorphism 7z|g,  : Sp. — P(L)\P(LN(vao)t). Hence the Will-
more energy of A : M — (P(L), h), fixing h € Cp(;), coincides with the Willmore energy
of 0. The Willmore energy of the conformal immersion A : (M,Cp) — (P(L),Cp(r))
consists of the Willmore energy of A as an immersion of M into the projectivized

light-cone provided with a metric in Cp(,) (chosen arbitrarily), as established next:

3We shall compute the Willmore energy in this special case later on in this section.
4For the relationship between the mean curvature sphere congruence and the central sphere congruence,
see Section @.1.3]
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THEOREM 4.3. The Willmore energy of the conformal immersion A coincides with

the Willmore energy of 0o,

(4.1) W(A) = W(0).

PROOF. The Willmore energy of o is given by [, [II% [*dAs, for IIS the trace-
free part of Il and dA. the area element of M when provided with the metric goo.
On the other hand, (N A *N) = —(*N A N) is a conformally invariant way of writing
(N N)gdAg,

N A*N) = (N, N),dA,,
for g in Cy, with dA, denoting the area element of (M, g) and (, )4 denoting the Hilbert-
Schmidt metric on L((T'M, g),o(R™"1)). In particular, (N A *N) = (N, N)y_ dAs.
The proof of the theorem will consist of showing that (M, N),. = 2|1 |>.
For simplicity, set o := g1 o dowg € QY (End(R"™1)). According to equation

2.15),
N=N|s+NgL=a-d,

where t indicates the transpose with respect to the metric on R**11. Fix a local
orthonormal frame {X;}; of TM with respect to goo. Obviously, aa = 0, so
(N7N)goo = Z(NX“NXJ = - Ztr(NXiNXi) = Z(tr(axiag@-) + tr(ag(iaXi))
i

i 7

and, therefore,

(NvN)Qoo = 22‘61‘((13(1_&)(2.’3),

i
having in consideration that afxia X, vanishes on S+, Recall that, if (e;); and (é;); are
dual basis of a vector space E provided with a metric (, ) (possibly with signature), i.e.,
bases related by (e;, é;) = d;5, Vi, j, then, given p € End(E), tr(n) = >_;(u(ei), é). We
shall now get two dual frames of S, in order to compute tr(a’y ax;|s). Observe that,
together, the conditions (6a0,000) = 0, (000,000) = —1 and (60, doso) = 0 determine
uniquely a section o, of S. In fact, as doo(T'M) is a bundle of (2,0)-planes, its

orthogonal complement in S is a bundle of (1, 1)-planes,
(dow(TM))*: NS =RY,

which, by the nullity of 64, restricts o to two light lines, one of which is (o).
The condition (0s0,d00) = —1 shows that 6 is not in (o) and, ultimately, deter-
mines 6. The metric relation between oo, and 6+ shows that 6o ¢ A(l), telling us
that (000, dx, 000, dX,000, 0oo) forms a frame of S. The dual frame of S is the frame

(=000, dx,000, X, 000, —0c0). Thus

tr(ag(iaXi‘S) = (a&iaxi(aoo), _6'00) + (aXi(dXIUOO)7 aXi(dXIUOO))

+ (aXi(dXzaoo)v ax; (dxzaoo)) + (aXi (6'00)7 _aXi(UOO))
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and, consequently,
tr(afxiaXi‘S) - Z(axi(deUOO)uaXi(deaoo))
J

= 3 (W (dx,000), Nx, (A, 00):

J

Now recall the identification between Ny, and S+ via the isometric isomorphism
Q, presented in Proposition For € € Noo C {000, Vso) b,

(Q(&), g1 (voo)) = (Q(§), Vo) = (§,V0) + (€, Hoo)(To0; Vo) = —(Q(E), L Hoc)),
establishing (1, g1 (Vo) + Q(Hoo)) = 0, for all u € S+, and, therefore,
(4.2) Mgl (Voo) = —Q(Hoo)-

Let my_ denote the orthogonal projection of R\ = dooo(TM) @ New @ (Voo, 0oo)
onto No. For arbitrary X, Y € I'(TM), write dxdyooo = 7 + 1 + BVso + Ao, With
v € Ndoo(TM)),n € I'(Ns) and S, A € I'(R). In fact, we can be more precise:

f=—(dxdy 0o, 0s0) = (dy 0o, dx0o0) = goo(X,Y).
By equation ([{2), mg1(dxdyos) = Tgi(N) — goo(X,Y)Q(Hs). On the other hand,
n—0Mm = (N, He)ox € T'(S) and, therefore, mg1(n) = Q(nn,, (dxdyos)). Thus
Tgi(dxdyos) = Q(mn,, (dxdyoso) — goo(X,Y )Hoo), Or, equivalently,

Nx(dyos) = QM2 (X,Y)).
It follows that
(4'3) ’Hgo’2 = Z(in(deUOO)vNXi(deUOO))a
,J

completing the proof. O

We complete this section by computing the Willmore energy of a compact surface
immersed in R3, specially popular in the literature. Consider an immersion f of M
into R? and provide M with the metric gy induced by f. Fixing an orthonormal frame
X1, X5 of TM, we have

MO = > (I(Xy, Xj) — 63, T(XG, Xj) — 6 H)

= Z(H(Xian)’H(Xi,Xj)) - Q(Z (X5, X;), 1) + 2| H[

= > (X, X;),IH(Xs, X;)) — 2/H[,
,J
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and, consequently,

MO = 21> = > (I(X,, X;), 11X, X)) — Y (X4, X3), TH(X;, X))

i,j .
= D (X, X5), (X, X)) — > (X, X4), TI(X;, X;))
i#j i#j

= 2(II(Xy, Xp), II(X7, X5)) — 2(I(X7, X1), (X2, X3)).

Hence, by equation (Z2.5]),
%12 = 2(|H|* — K + K)

and, therefore,

W(f) = 2/M(|;L¢|2 _ K+ K)dA.

In the particular case M = R3, we get twice as much the famous Willmore energy of a

compact surface immersed in R3:
Wi =2 [ (1~ K)aa,
M

where H? denotes the square of the mean curvature of f (with respect to either of the
two unit normal vector fields to f). Amongst compact surfaces without boundary in R3,
and since for these the total Gaussian curvature is a topological invariant (cf. Gauss-
Bonnet theorem), the Willmore functional shares critical points with the functional W
given by

W(F) = /M H2dA,

which is what T. Willmore [60] defined as the Willmore energy of a compact surface,
without boundary, immersed in R3.

4.2. Willmore surfaces: definition and examples

Willmore surfaces are the critical points of the Willmore functional. In view of the
Mobius invariance of the Willmore energy, Willmore surfaces form a M6bius invariant
class of surfaces. Minimal surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms, and so their Mobius
transforms, are examples of Willmore surfaces.

Let A ¢ R"1! be a surface in the projectivized light-cone. Suppose M is compact.

DEFINITION 4.4. A is said to be a Willmore surface if

d

—  W(A) =0
i (A¢)

for every variation (A¢): of A through immersions of M in P(L).
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Classically, a Willmore surface is defined to be an immersion f : M — M of M
into a Riemannian manifold M, for which %‘t:OW( ft) =0, for every variation (f;); of
f through immersions f; : M — M. It is immediate from Theorem E.1] that conformal

diffeomorphisms transform Willmore surfaces into Willmore surfaces.
THEOREM 4.5. The class of Willmore surfaces is Mobius invariant.
In particular:

PROPOSITION 4.6. A is a Willmore surface if and only if, fizing ve € R" 11 non-

zero, so is the surface in S, defined by A.

In Section .G, we extend the concept of Willmore surface to surfaces that are, in
particular, not necessarily compact. We verify that minimal surfaces in space-forms,
and so their Mobius transforms, are examples of Willmore surfaces (see Section [8.2).
In particular, the stereographic projection of a minimal surface in S™ is a Willmore
surface in R™. The Clifford torus is embedded in S? as a minimal surface. It projects
stereographically onto the v/2 anchor ring, which is then a Willmore surface in R? (as
well as its Mobius transforms).

B. Lawson [39] proved that there are minimal embeddings into S® of surfaces of
arbitrary genus. Thus there exist in R? Willmore surfaces of arbitrary genus. But
are all Willmore surfaces in R? obtainable as stereographics projections of minimal
surfaces in S3? The answer is “no”. In fact, J. Langer and D. Singer [38] showed
that there are infinitely many closed curves on S? whose corresponding Hopf torus is
a Willmore surface in $2. And U. Pinkall [50] showed then that, with one exception,
the Willmore surfaces obtained by stereographic projection of these Willmore tori in
53 cannot possibly be obtained by stereographic projection of minimal surfaces in S3.
The exception is the v/2 anchor ring.

4.3. Willmore energy vs. energy of the central sphere congruence

Under the standard identification S*T'G = Hom(S, S*) = S A S+, of bundles pro-
vided with a metric, dS = N, which establishes the Willmore energy of a surface

conformally immersed in a space-form as the energy of its central sphere congruence.

Recall that, given P a compact oriented Riemannian manifold and ) a pseudo-
Riemannian manifold, the energy of a smooth map ¢ : P — @ is defined as
E(¢) = 1/ |d¢|*dvolp,
2Jp
for the Hilbert-Schmidt norm |d¢| of d¢ € T'(Hom(T' P, ¢*T'Q)) induced by the pseudo-
Riemannian structures of P and @, and dvolp the volume element of P. If we think of

the map ¢ as a way to confine and stretch an elastic P inside @, then E(¢) represents
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an elastic deformation energy. As observed, in particular, by J. Eells and J. Sampson
[26]:

LEMMA 4.7. In the case P is 2-dimensional, the energy of ¢ : P — @ can be

invariantly defined with respect to a conformal class of metrics in P.

ProOOF. If P is 2-dimensional, then under conformal changes of the metric on P,
the volume element and the square norm of d¢ vary in an inverse way. In fact, given
g and ¢’ := e'g, for some u € I'(R), conformally equivalent metrics on P, we have,
according to Lemma, [L.6],

dVOl(Rg/) = e“dvol(p,g),
whereas, clearly,
1
2 2
dgf2 = = |dof2.
O

We are then, in the case M is compact, in a position to discuss the energy E(S,Cy)
of the central sphere congruence S : M — G of a surface A : M — P(L), when providing
M with the conformal structure Cp induced in M by A. As already known to Blaschke

[4] in the particular case of spherical 3-space:

THEOREM 4.8. The Willmore energy of a surface A : M — P(L) conformally
immersed in the projectivized light-cone coincides with the energy of its central sphere

congruence S : M — G,
W(A) = E(S,Cyp).

The proof of the theorem will be immediate after a few considerations, as follows.

Under the identification S*T'G = Hom(S, S*), of bundles provided with a metric,
defined in Section 2] we have (dxS){ = mgi(dx€) = Nx¢&, for £ € T'(S), and,
therefore, dxS = Nxlg, given X € I'(TM). Under, furthermore, the identification
Hom(S, S+) = S A St, of bundles provided with a metric, defined in Section 3.1}, we
have dxS = N, for all X € T'(TM). Hence, under the identification

S*TG = Hom(S, S*) = S A S+,
of bundles provided with a metric, we have
(4.4) s =N
and, therefore, fixing a metric on M,
|dS|* = NP

The proof of Theorem [4.8]is now immediate:
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PRrROOF. Fixing a metric in Cy,

N A*N) = —(+N AN) = (N, N) dA = |dS|*dA.

4.4. Willmore surfaces and harmonicity

Willmore surfaces are the extremals of the Willmore functional, just like harmonic
maps are the extremals of the energy functional. The Willmore energy of a surface
conformally immersed in a space-form coincides with the energy of its central sphere
congruence. Furthermore, a result by Blaschke [4] (for n = 3) and N. Ejiri [27] (for
general n) characterizes Willmore surfaces isometrically immersed in spherical n-space
by the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence. This characterization will enable
us, in the sections below, to apply to the class of Willmore surfaces conformally im-
mersed in space-forms the well-developed integrable systems theory of harmonic maps
into Grassmanian manifolds and to prove that Willmore surfaces constitute an inte-
grable system.

Recall that, given P a compact oriented Riemannian manifold and @) a pseudo-
Riemannian manifold, a smooth map ¢ : P — @ is said to be harmonic if it extremises
the energy functional,

d
L B =
dt‘t:o ((bt) 07

for every variation (¢:); of ¢ through smooth maps from P to (. The associated

Euler-Lagrange equation is

(4.5) tr Vdo¢ = 0,

where Vd¢ denotes the Hessian of ¢, the section of S?(T'P,¢*T'Q) defined by
Vd$(X,Y) = V5 oY) — ds(VE'Y),

for the Levi-Civita connection VI* on P and the connection V¢ 79 induced in the
pull-back bundle ¢*T'Q) by the Levi-Civita connection on ). The section 74 := tr Vd¢
of p71TQ is called the tension field of ¢. Behind the characterization of the harmonicity
of ¢ provided by equation (4.5)) is the classical formula

d

dt |,—g

relating the variation of energy through a variation of ¢ to the respective variational

(4.6) B(0r) = - [ (6. evdg)avolr,

vector field,
d

¢ = E‘tzoqﬁt eN(¢o"TQ).
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Equation (4.6]) will be useful in the future. It will also be useful to recall that, as we
travel along all the variations of ¢, the variational vector field qﬁ travels along all the
sections of ¢*T'Q: given n € T'(¢*TQ), by setting

Pi(p) = eng(p) (tnp)

for t € R,p € P, we define a variation (¢¢); of ¢ through smooth maps from P to @
for which ¢ = .

Although the Levi-Civita connection is not a conformal invariant, the harmonicity
of a map defined on a 2-dimensional manifold is preserved by conformal changes of
the metric on that manifold. In fact, as observed by J. Eells and J. Sampson [26],
energy and, therefore, harmonicity of a map of a surface are preserved by conformal
diffeomorphisms. It is well known that

(4.7) dV s dp = — * (trVde),

denoting V?" 7@ by V, which leads us to the following:

LEMMA 4.9. In the case P is 2-dimensional, the equation
(4.8) dV xdep =0

constitutes a characterization of the harmonicity of ¢, manifestly invariant under a
conformal change of the metric on P.

Proor. Equation (48] provides a characterization of the harmonicity of ¢, accord-
ing to equation (£7]). On the other hand, in the case P is 2-dimensional, the Hodge
s-operator on 1-forms over P is a conformal invariant. Since dV depends only on the
pseudo-Riemannian structure on (), we conclude that, under a conformal change of the
metric on P, dV * d¢ remains invariant (and so does then the harmonicity of ¢). [

There is then no ambiguity in the following statement. Let A € R*"5! be a surface

in the projectivized light-cone. Suppose M is compact.

THEOREM 4.10. A is a Willmore surface if and only if its central sphere congruence
S : M — G is harmonic with respect to the conformal structure induced in M by A.

The characterization of Willmore surfaces isometrically immersed in spherical n-
space by the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence is due to W. Blaschke [4]
(for n = 3) and N. Ejiri [27] (for general n). The proof of Theorem [£.10] we present
next is a generalization in the light-cone picture of the proof presented in [12], in the
quaternionic setting, for the particular case of surfaces in S*. The conclusion will follow
easily from three useful lemmas we present next.
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LEMMA 4.11. Let (Ay): be a variation of A through immersions of M in P(L) and

(St)t be the corresponding variation of S through central sphere congruences. Then

d d
— W) =— E(S,Cp),
dt|,—o (Ae) dt|i—o (S5, Ca)

for E(S;,Cyn) the energy of Sy : M — G when providing M with the conformal structure
Ch.

(4.9)

PRrROOF. Write C; for the conformal structure induced in M by A, writing also Cx
for Cy. According to Theorem [L.8] for each ¢, W(A;) = E(St,Ct). The proof will consist
of showing that

d d
—  E(5,C)=—  E(SCyp).
dt|i—o (51, Cr) dt|,—o (S5, Ca)
For each t,
1 1
E(St,Ct) = / 5 (dSt, dSt)tdAt = / 5 (dSt A\ *tdSt),
M M

for (,); the Hilbert-Schmidt metric on Hom((T'M, g;), Hom(S;, Si)), dA; and #; the
area element and the Hodge x-operator of (M, g;), respectively, fixing g; € C;. Thus

d

1 . .
G B(5.0) = 5/ ((dS A #dS) + (dS A +dS) + (dS A %dS)),
t=0

M

abbreviating %|t:0 by a dot and writing * for %y. Now we verify that
(4.10) (dS A %dS) = 0.

Fix X € T'(T M) locally never-zero, so that X, JX provides a local frame of T M, for J
the canonical complex structure in (M,Cp). The 2-form (dS A*dS) vanishes if and only
if (dSA*dS)(X,JX) = 0, or, equivalently, (dSA*dS)(X+iJX, X —iJX) = 0. For each
t,let J; € T'(End(T'M)) be the canonical complex structure in (M, C;), writing also J for
Jo. Differentiation at t = 0 of ;dS; = —(dS;)J; gives %dS + *dS = —(dS)J — (dS)J =
%dS — (dS)J and, therefore,
%dS = —(dS)J.
Hence equation (.I0) holds if and only if —(dx0.15,djy1.05) + (dx1.05,djy0.5) = 0,
for X0 := X +4JX and X0 := X —iJX. Now differentiation at t = 0 of J? = —1I
gives
JJ=-JJ
and, consequently, that J intertwines the eigenspaces of J: given X € I'(T'M),
J(J(X £iJX)) = —J(J(X £iJX)) = £iJ(X £i]X),

respectively, showing that J(TTOM) ¢ TO'M, J(T%'M) ¢ T"OM. By the confor-
mality of S : (M,Cx) — G, it follows that (dx015,djy105) =0 = (dx1085,dj0195).
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We establish (£.10]) and, consequently, that

1 . .
T pse) = —/ ((d$ A +dS) + (dS A %dS))
dt |i—o 2 Ju
d 1
== alt:o /M 5 (dSt VAN *dSt)
_ 4 E(Sy,Cp)
- dt|t:0 tyCA )
completing the proof. O

Lemma H.TT] establishes, in particular, that A is a Willmore surface as soon as
S:(M,Cx) — G is harmonic. However, it does not prove Theorem 10, as a variation
of the central sphere congruence is not necessarily a variation through central sphere
congruences.

LEMMA 4.12. Let (A¢)¢ be a variation of A through immersions of M in P(L) and
(St)¢ be the corresponding variation of S through central sphere congruences. For each

t, let o; be a never-zero section of A¢, writing also o for og. The variational vector
fields of (o4)¢ and (St): are related by

S(O‘) = 7T5L(O.').

PROOF. Let § : Mx] — ¢,e[—+ G be defined by S(p,t) := Si(p). Under the
identification of S*T'G with Hom(S, S*) defined by (Z3) for the case T = S, given
€ : Mx] — e,e[— R such that & := (z — &(z,0)) is a section of S, we have
dSp,0)(u, k) (€o(p)) = mgr (d€(p,0)(u, k)), for all p € M, v € T,M and k € R. In partic-
ular, for £ defined by &£(p,t) := o¢(p), for w = 0 and k = (d/dt)i=¢, we get

d(8P)o((d/dt)i=0)o (p) = msr (d(€")o((d/dt)i=0),
for SP := (t — S(p,t)) and &P := (t — &(p,t)). Equivalently,
(d/dt)i=0 Si(p)o(p) = msr((d/dt)=0 o1(p))-
O

REMARK 4.13. Lemmal[{.12 establishes, in particular, that 7g1 6 does not depend on
the variation (o) of o, only on the variation ((o¢)): = (A¢)¢ of (o) = A. Furthermore,
given a variation (op) = (Moy)r of o, with Ay € T'(R) never-zero for all t, the respective
variational vector field &' relates to & by ¢ = (%It:o)‘t)aé + A& and, therefore,

¢ = & modA.

Given z a holomorphic chart of (M,Cp), we use 7, to denote the tension field of
S:(M,g.) =G,
T, = tr,V3dS € I'(S*TG),
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for V#dS the Hessian of S : (M, g,) — G and tr, indicating trace computed with respect
to g, € Cp. For simplicity, let V denote the pull-back connection on S*T'G induced by

the Levi-Civita connection on G (when provided with the pseudo-Riemannian structure
defined in Section 2.).

LEMMA 4.14. Given z a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy),
(4.11) 4V, S5: =1, =4V S,
It follows that, under the usual identification S*TG = Hom(S, S+),
(4.12) AWM C kerT,
and, consequently,

(4.13) Im 7l C A.

PROOF. Fix a holomorphic chart z = z + iy of (M,Cy). First of all, note that, as
dz, 0y is an orthonormal frame of (T'M, g.), we have

T, = Vs, Sz — dS(Vg;éx) + Vs, Sy — dS(Vggdy),
for V9= the Levi-Civita connection on (M, g,). On the other hand, for J the canonical
complex-structure in (M,Cy), (M, g.,J) is a Kéhler manifold and, therefore,
J(V§:00 + V§:0y) = V52 J0g + Vi J oy = ViZ0y — V§26p = [0z, 6] = 0.
Thus
T, = Vs, 5. + V(;ySy.
By the symmetry of the Hessian,
Vs, Sy — dS(Vg;éy) = V5,5 — dS(Vg;&w),
or, equivalently, by the torsion-free property of the Levi-Civita connection,
Vs, Sy — Vs,Sz = dS([0z,6,]) = 0.

This establishes ([4.II]). Next observe that, whilst, for a never-zero section o of A,
(022,0) = (0,0,), — (02,0,) = 0, as well as (0,,,0,) = %(az,az)z = 0; for the par-
ticular case of the normalized section o® of A with respect to z, we have, furthermore
(0%,,0%2) = (02,0%), — (0%,0%;) =0, as (0Z,0%) is constant. Hence wg(oZ,

onal to 0%, 0% and 0%, so that wg(c?,) € I'(A) and, therefore, (rg(0%,))z € T'(S). It

) is orthog-
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follows that

The orthogonality of mg(0Z,) to 0, o2 and oZ establishes that of mg(0%;), establishing,
ultimately,

72(0%) = 4(V5.5:)07 = —4mgu((ws(0%;))z) = 0.
On the other hand,

z 1 z z
7:(0%) = 4(V5. (m51(0%)) = mg1(03;)) = 0.
We conclude that A C ker 7, and, consequently, that

Im7! C (kerr)t NS c (AY)Lns=A.

Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem [4.10l

PROOF. Suppose S : (M,Cp) — G is harmonic. Then, in particular, given an
arbitrary variation (A¢); of A through surfaces in the projectivized light-cone, we have

d

4.14 —
(4.14) &

E(S:,Cp) =0,

for the corresponding variation (Sy); of S through central sphere congruences. By
equation (£.9)), we conclude that A is a Willmore surface.

Conversely, suppose that A is a Willmore surface. Fix a holomorphic chart z of
(M,Cp). To prove that S : (M,Cp) — G is harmonic, we consider the usual identifica-
tion S*T'G = Hom(S, S*) and show that 7, € I'(Hom(S, S*)) vanishes. For that, and
aiming for a contradiction, suppose that 7, is non-zero. Then sois 71 € I'(Hom(S*, A)).
Fix a never-zero section o of A and a variation (o¢); of o through smooth maps
ot : M — L with & € D({(o)F) = T(AD) @ S1) a section of S such that 7t(rg15) = Ao
for some positive A € C*°(M,R). Define a variation of A through surfaces in the pro-
jectivized light-cone by setting Ay := (o), for each t. Let (S;); be the corresponding
variation of S through central sphere congruences and S be the corresponding varia-
tional vector field. According to Lemma EI2, 7! S(c) = Ao. On the other hand, yet
again according to (&I3)), tr(r! S) is simply the component of ! S(o) with respect to o.
Hence tr(r! S) = ) is positive. Lastly, the fact that A is a Willmore surface intervenes
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to establish (£.14]). On the other hand, according to equation (4.0]),

(4.15) 4 E(S;,Cp) = —/ (S,7.)dA, = —/ tr(r! S)dA.,
dt|i—o M M
for dA, the area element of (M, g,). It follows that
(4.16) / tr(rf S)dA, =0,
M

which contradicts the conclusion of the positiveness of tr(7. S ), completing the proof.
O

4.5. The Willmore surface equation

Having characterized conformal Willmore surfaces in the projectivized light-cone
by the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence, we have, in particular, deduced
the Willmore surface equation for a conformal immersion A : M — P(L):

a5 ds =0,

for VS"T9 the pull-back connection on S*T'G induced by the Levi-Civita connection on
G (when provided with the pseudo-Riemannian structure defined in Section [2.1]). It is
well-known (see, for example, [15]) that the usual identification S*T'G = Hom(S, S*),
of bundles provided with a metric, respects connectionsﬁ ie., VS'TY9 consists of the
connection induced canonically in Hom(S, S*) by V* and V* L,

VST = V5 o — g0V =Dog—€oD,
for all ¢ € I'(Hom(S, S*)). That is,
(4.17) voSTY = p,
for the connection induced naturally in Hom(S, S+) by the connection D on R
Note that the connection induced naturally in S A S+ by D coincides with the one

induced naturally by V° and V* - By (@4), we conclude that, under the usual iden-
tification

(4.18) S*TG = Hom(S,S*) = S A S+,

of bundles provided with a metric and a connection, dP * N' = 0, or, equivalently (cf.
228), d«*N = 0, provides a characterization of Willmore surfaces in the projectivized
light-cone. In view of N0 = 2 (N +i % N) (and, therefore, N0 = L (N —ix N)),
Codazzi equation establishes

(4.19) dPNO = %d” x N = —dPNOL,

SThis is the particular case ¢ = S and G = Gr(3 1) (R™T51) of a fact regarding a general map ¢ : M — G
into a general Grassmannian G = Gr, ;) (R”7).
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It follows that:

THEOREM 4.15. Willmore surfaces in the projectivized light-cone are characterized,
equivalently, by any of the following equations:

i) d* N =0;

ii) dP * N = 0;

iii) dPN10 = 0;
iv) dPNOL = 0.

REMARK 4.16. According to Lemma [[.1]}, together with [@IT), the harmonicity of
the central sphere congruence S : (M,Cp) — G of A can be characterized by Ds, Sz = 0,

or, equivalently, (Ds,Sz) 0.z = 0, fixing a never-zero section o of A and a holomorphic
chart z of (M,Cy).

REMARK 4.17. Let v € R 11 be non-zero and ooy : M — Sy, be the surface
defined by A in the space-form S, . Let Ay be the Laplacian in N and Ay =
A% o As, for Ase mapping a unit & € I'(Noo) to Aio, the shape operator of oo with
respect to . Cf. [57],

AsocHoo — 2[Hoo|*Hoo + Ase(Hoo) = 0

1s a Willmore surface equation for os, providing, therefore, yet another Willmore
surface equation for A. One which takes us out of the path of this text, though.

We dedicate what is left in this section to contemplating the variational Willmore
energy, supposing M is compact. Let (A;); be a variation of A through immersions of

M in P(£) and W be the corresponding variational Willmore energy,

. d
W=—  W(A).
i (A¢)

For each t, let o; be a never-zero section of A;, writing also ¢ for og. Let & be the

variational vector field of the variation (oy);. Differentiation of (ov,0:) = 0 establishes
(0,6) = 0. In view of Remark [£I3] define

(4.20) A € T(Hom(A, At /A))
by A o := 6 modA. The notation is not casual. In fact, under the isomorphism
dry : AT /A = T\P(L)
(cf. (I3)), the variational vector field of (A;); is 6 modA € I'(Hom(A+/A)). Set
v:=7A € T(Hom(A, S1)),
for the canonical projection

7 : D(Hom(A, A*/A) = Hom(A, A®M /A)) @ T(Hom(A, S*)) — I'(Hom(A, SH)).
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Observe that
vo =mgi(Ao) = Tg16.
Having said so, let (S¢); be the variation of S through central sphere congruences
corresponding to the variation (A¢); of A and S be the corresponding variational central

sphere congruence. Fix a holomorphic chart z of (M,Cy). According to Lemma [£.1T],
together with (£.15)),

W:—/Wﬂﬁ@d&
M
and, therefore, by Lemma [4.14] followed by Lemma 4.12]
W = _/ (7—; SO_) O-ZZ)(O-7 JZZ)_l dAz = _/ (é’,Tzdzg)(J, ng)_ldAz.

M M

The skew-symmetry of 7, € I'(Hom(S, S*) = S A S*) establishes then
W= / (T.mgL6,0.2)(0,025) " "dA..
M

Let *, be the Hodge *-operator on forms over (M,g,). According to equation (4.17]),
AV xdS = — %, 7, and, therefore, under the identification (4.18]),

(4.21) 7. =+, d° x N € (S A ST).

It follows that
W = / (%, dP * N)vo,0.2)(0,0.2) " LdA.,.
M

As we know, since A takes values in S A S+ and S and S+ are D-parallel, the 2-form
dP x N takes values in S A ST, and so does, therefore, . d” * A'. In view of equations
(#12) and (#21)), we conclude, furthermore, that

(4.22) x, dPx N € QOA A SH).
Hence (x, dP + N') ov € T'(End(A)) and

A = T *k D* oV
W= [ (e d® sy ov)da,
= /(V,(*de*N)t)dAz

M

= _/ (x, dP « N, v) dA,
M
and, ultimately,
W:—/«f*Nmm.
M
As %, dP « N vanishes on A, we have

(k2 dP * N, A —v) = tr ((,, dP * N)T(A —v)) = —tr (4, dP * N o (A —v)) =0
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and we conclude that the variational Willmore energy relates to the variational surface
by

(4.23) W:—/ ((dP * N) A D).
M

As a final remark, note that, according to Lemma .11l and (4.I5]), on the other hand,
W= — fM(S,Tz) dA, and, therefore, by (4.21]),

N S
W= /M((d NYAS).

4.6. Willmore surfaces under change of flat metric connection

Let A be a null line subbundle of the trivial bundle M x R™*11 not necessarily

defining an immersion into P(£). Let d be a flat metric connection on R* 11,

DEFINITION 4.18. Suppose A is a J—surface. A is said to be a Willmore d-surface
if ~
dDd *J Nd = 0,

where *; denotes the Hodge x-operator on 1-forms over (M, Cfg).

This definition is a generalization of the characterization of a Willmore surface in
the projectivized light-cone provided by dP * N' = 0, corresponding to the particular
case d = d and M is compact.

Let & : (K"H’l,d) — (R™"1 d) be an isomorphism. As observed in Section [ A

is a d-surface if and only if @A is a surface. Furthermore:

PROPOSITION 4.19. Suppose A is a J—surface (or, equivalently, <;~5A is a surface).

In that case, A is a Willmore d-surface if and only if oA is a Willmore surface.

PROOF. Set A = ¢A. By (B4), relating Dj to D4 and Nj to N4, we have, given
X,Y € T(TM),

APh g NG (X Y) = dP3 6 (sg N 6710, Y) = § (@7 g N(X,Y)) 671
The fact that sz = Cj (cf. (32)) completes the proof. O

4.7. Spectral deformation of Willmore surfaces

Let ¢ : M — G7r(, 5 (RP?) be a map into the Grassmannian Gr(, 4 (RP?). Let 7y
and 741 be the orthogonal projections of R”? onto ¢ and &, respectively. Provide
¢ and ¢ with the connections V¢ := 7y odomy and vl = Tyl 0 d o Ty, respec-
tively. Set Dy := V¢ + V% and Ny := d — Dg. Under the standard identification
¢*TGr (5 (RPY) = Hom(¢, ) = ¢ A ¢, of bundles provided with a metric and a con-
nection, d¢ = Ny, so that the harmonicity of ¢ with respect to a given conformal struc-
ture in M, in the case M is compact, is characterized by dP¢ * Ny = 0 (noting that the
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connection induced naturally in ¢ A ¢ by V? and V%" coincides with the one induced
naturally by D). K. Uhlenbeck [56] proved that the harmonicity of ¢ is characterized,
equivalently, by the flatness of the metric connection d := Dy + AN (;’0 + W 0’1, for
each \ € S'. Furthermore, such loop of flat metric connections gives rise to a S'-family
of harmonic maps into Gr, ;) (RP?), cf. [56]. Harmonic maps into Grassmannian man-
ifolds come in S'-families. In this section, we show that, if S : M — G is harmonic,
then the S!'-deformation of S defined by the loop of flat metric connections d’s\, with
A € 81 is the family of (harmonic) central sphere congruences corresponding to the
S1-deformation of A defined by the loop dg. The characterization of Willmore surfaces
in space-forms in terms of the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence gives rise,
in this way, to a spectral deformation of Willmore surfaces in space-forms. As we shall
verify in section below, this deformation coincides, up to reparametrization, with
the one presented in [14].

Let A € R""1! be a surface in the projectivized light-cone. Consider M provided
with the conformal structure Cy. For each A € S, define a connection on R* ™! by

d* =D+ AN AN

noting that, d* is, indeed, real: D and N are real and, as X is unit, A = A~!, so that,
given p € T(R™Y), dp = d .

The next result is, in view of Theorem [A10, the particular case ¢ = S of the
characterization of the harmonicity of a map ¢ : M — G in terms of the flatness of the
S'-family of metric connections d3, by K. Uhlenbeck [56].

THEOREM 4.20. A is a Willmore surface if and only if d* is a flat connection, for
each A € S*.

PROOF. According to (2.24]), and having in consideration that there are no non-zero
(2,0)- or (0,2)-forms over a surface, the curvature tensor of d* is given by

R = RP 4 A\ 1gPN1LO 4 N\ dPNOL 4 % NV AN

By Gauss-Ricci and Codazzi equations, it follows that R¥ = (At = XN)dPNO. We
conclude that d* is flat for all A in S! if and only if dP A0 = 0, which, according to
Theorem [£.I5] completes the proof. O

Since N is skew-symmetric, the fact that D is a metric connection ensures that
so is d*. Therefore, if A is a Willmore surface, the family of connections d*, with
X\ € S, consists of a S'-family of flat metric connections, defining then a S'-family of
transformations of A, by setting, for each A € S,

A)\ = ¢dAA,
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for some isomorphism ¢ : (R* 51 @*) — (R"T11 d). Observe that, for each \ € S,
Ay consists of a transformation of A into another surface. In fact, given a never-zero

section o of A, we have
(4.24) d*o = Do = do,

and, therefore, A[(ilk) = AW, showing that, A is a d*-surface for all A\ € S1. Furthermore:

THEOREM 4.21. If A is a Willmore surface, then so is the transformation Ay of A
defined by the flat metric connection d, for each X € S'.

PROOF. Suppose A is a Willmore surface, in which case such a transformation Ay
of A is defined. Fix A € S! and o a never-zero section of A. First of all, note that,
according to (4.24]), g(ﬁ.lA = ¢, and, therefore, CXA = Cy. For simplicity, write S*, D*
and AV for, respectively, ST, D@ and N?*. The proof will consist of showing that
dP* x NA = 0, for * the Hodge x-operator on 1-forms over (M,Cy). The result will then
follow from Proposition E.19

The crucial observation is that the d*-central sphere congruence of A coincides with

the central sphere congruence of A,
(4.25) SA =8,

as we shall see next. For that, it is enough to fix an orthonormal frame (e;); of T'M
with respect to g, and to show that ), dé‘ideia = Y . de,dc,0, or, equivalently, that
Zi()\_l./\/'eli’odeia + M2, o) = 0, having in consideration that Y i Neyde,o = 0. Set
Z = e;—iey. Note that, given a 2-tensor T'on M, Y. T(e;,¢;) = 3 (T(Z, 2)+T(Z, Z)),
so that, in particular, if T is symmetric, T(Z,Z) = Y, T(e;,e;) = T(Z,Z). Note that
the 2-tensor ((X,Y) — Nx(dyo)) is symmetric: given X,Y € I'(T'M),

Ny(dXo') —NX(dyO’) = —WsL(d[X7Y}O') =0.

Choosing the frame (e1,e2) to be direct, we have Je; = ey and Jeg = —eq, for J the
canonical complex structure in (M,Cy), and, therefore, Z € T'(T*?). Tt follows, on the
one hand, that

1 1
ZNeli’OdeiO' = 5 (Né’odja +N%’Odz O') = §Né’0d*0',

and, on the other hand,
N dz0 = Noyde,o + N deyo — iNeyde, 0 + Neyde,o =Y N2 de,0

(2

Analogously,
1 01 0,1
g NG dzo = > Nde,o = NG 'dg o

7
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Thus
> N deo =0="> N2'de,0,

3 (2

completing the verification of (@25). Now note that, as N intertwines S and S+, we
have
mgod omg =ngodoms, mgLod omgL =mgLodomgyL.
We conclude that
DA=D
and, consequently,

N = AN AN

Hence
AP s N = ATHP x N0 4 A dP N0 =
= —ixT'dPNY N dP N =
= —iA AP
which, according to Theorem [£.15], completes the proof. O

The harmonicity of S : (M,Cx) — G, characterized, cf. K. Uhlenbeck [56], by the
flatness of dg (spelt out with respect to Cyp), for all A € S, establishes, equivalently,
the flatness of

dy 5= dar 0 dg" 0 O,
for all A\,u € S, or, equivalently, the harmonicity of ¢ ;S : (M,Cy) — G, for all
M. According to (#25]), the S'-deformation ¢S of S is the family of central sphere
congruences corresponding to the S!'-deformation ¢ ;A of A. On the other hand, in
view of (£.24]), 9o A = 9o and, therefore,

Copr = Ca.

Hence the harmonicity of S with respect to Cy establishes the harmonicity of ¢ .S
with respect to C¢dA A, for all X. The loop of flat metric connections d* defines, in
this way, a conformal S'-deformation of a Willmore surface into a family of Willmore
surfaces. As we shall verify in Section below, this deformation coincides, up to

reparametrization, with the one presented in [14].






CHAPTER 5

The constrained Willmore surface equation

In this chapter, we introduce constrained Willmore surfaces, the generalization of
Willmore surfaces that arises when we consider extremals of the Willmore functional
with respect to infinitesimally conformal VariationSEI rather than with respect to all
variations. The topic is mentioned very briefly in [59]. Some results on constrained
Willmore surfaces are contained in [51], [14], [7] and [11]. Constrained Willmore sur-
faces in space forms form a MGobius invariant class of surfaces, with strong links to
the theory of integrable systems, which we shall explore throughout this work. F.
Burstall et al. [14] established a manifestly conformally invariant characterization of
constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, which, in particular, extended the con-
cept of constrained Willmore to surfaces that are not necessarily compact. This chapter
is dedicated to deriving the characterization mentioned above, or rather a reformula-
tion of it by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11], from the variational problem.

Let A ¢ R™™ 5! be a surface in the projectivized light-cone. Provide M with the

conformal structure Cp, induced by A. Suppose M is compact.

5.1. Constrained Willmore surfaces: definition and examples

Constrained Willmore surfaces are the critical points of the Willmore functional
with respect to infinitesimally conformal variations. They form a Mobius invariant class
of surfaces. Willmore surfaces and constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-dimensional
space-forms, and so their Mobius transforms, are examples of constrained Willmore

surfaces.

A variation (A¢); of A through immersions of M in P(L) is said to be a confor-
mal variation if it preserves the conformal structure induced in M, or, equivalently, it
preserves the isotropy of TVYM (respectively, T*' M), i.e., fixing Z € T(T°M) (re-
spectively, Z € T'(T%!M)), locally never-zero, and, for each ¢, g; in the conformal class
of metrics induced in M by A4,

9(Z,2) = 0.

1T which references as conformal variations can be found in the literature.

55
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The constraint on the conformal structure we are interested in is weaker than confor-

mality.

DEFINITION 5.1. A wariation (A¢): of A through immersions of M in P(L) is said
to be an infinitesimally conformal variation if, fizing Z € T'(TCM) (respectively, Z €
[(T%'M)), locally never-zero, and, for each t, g; in the conformal class of metrics

induced in M by A, we have
d

Eh:ogt(z’ Z)=0.
Note that this is, indeed, a good definition, as, given A = (t — \¢), with Ay : M — R
positive for each t,
d d

dt |- dt |~

with g € Cy, so that %‘tzo)\tgt(Z, Z) = )\(0)%
%hzogt(Z, Z) does.

9+(Z, Z), which vanishes if and only if

lt=0

DEFINITION 5.2. The surface A is said to be a constrained Willmore surface if

d
— W(A) =0
& (A)

for every infinitesimally conformal variation (A¢)y of A through immersions of M in

P(L).

It is immediate from Theorem [.I] that conformal diffeomorphisms transform con-

strained Willmore surfaces into constrained Willmore surfaces.
THEOREM 5.3. The class of constrained Willmore surfaces is Mobius invariant.
In particular:

PROPOSITION 5.4. A is a constrained Willmore surface if and only if, fixing a non-
210 Voo € R"U1 50 s the surface in S, defined by A.

In Section [6.3.1] we extend the concept of constrained Willmore surface to surfaces
that are, in particular, not necessarily compact.

Willmore surfaces are, obviously, examples of constrained Willmore surfaces. But
there are more: constant mean curvature (CMC) surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms
are constrained Willmore (and also isothermic). Section is dedicated to this spe-
cial class of surfaces. We believe one can obtain non-isothermic, non-Willmore con-
strained Willmore surfaces as Bdcklund transforms of non-minimal CMC surfaces in
space-forms, following Section below, but this is not clear, though (it shall be
the subject of further work). Section is dedicated to another class of constrained

Willmore surfaces, that of codimension 2 surfaces with holomorphic mean curvature
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vector in space-forms.

5.2. The Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative

In [14], a characterization of constrained Willmore surfaces, isothermic surfaces
and constant mean curvature surfaces in space-forms in terms of the Hopf differential
and the Schwarzian derivative is established. It is a uniform characterization of these
three classes of surfaces and, for this reason, it will be presented in this text, in parallel
to what is our main approach. In this section, we introduce the Hopf differential and

the Schwarzian derivative, cf. [14].

Fix z = « + iy a holomorphic chart of M and consider o7, the normalized section
of A with respect to z. Write

z z z z z z
0., =ao” +bo; +co; +do; +mgL0,,,

with a,b,c,d € T'(C). By the orthogonality relations of the frame {o,0,,0z,0.z}, we
have

1
by = (02:,0%) = (02,0%)2 — (0%,022) = 0

and, therefore, b = 0; on the other hand,

and, therefore, ¢ = 0; and
1
—dg = (02;,0%) = (03,0%); = (07,07) =0,
showing that d = 0. Thus o7, satisfies an equation

z

(5.1) oz, = —% o+ k7,
defining a complex function
¢t 1= (0%, 0%,) € T(O),
the Schwarzian derivative with respect to z, and a section
k* = mgi(07,) € T(S1),

of the complexification of the normal bundle to the central sphere congruence of A,
called the Hopf differential of A with respect to ZB
It is useful to understand how the Hopf differential changes under a change of

holomorphic coordinate. Let w be another holomorphic chart of M. Following equation

2The terminology for the latter is motivated by the relation established in Lemma below, in
Appendix [Al
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(LI0)), we have
o =|w, | o7,

so that 0¥ = w; ' |w, |, 0% + w;!' | w. | 07 and, consequently,
S|
w o |ws] Wz Wzz 2\ e, lws] P
Ovw — 3 B — 2— — 5 C o + — .
Wz Wz / , Wz wy

:‘WZ‘
w2

Hence

(5.2) K i

We complete this section with a fundamental result of conformal surface theory.
As established in [11],

LEMMA 5.5. If Aj,Ag : M — P(L) = S™ are two conformal immersions inducing
the same Hopf differential, Schwarzian derivative and normal connection VSL, then
there is a Mobius transformation T such that Ay = TAy. (In the particular case of
codimension 1 (i.e., n = 3), the condition on the normal connection is vacuous.)

5.3. The Euler-Lagrange constrained Willmore surface equation

F. Burstall et al. [14] established a manifestly conformally invariant characteriza-
tion of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, which, in particular, extended
the concept of constrained Willmore to surfaces that are not necessarily compact. In
this section, we derive, from the variational problem, a reformulation of this charac-
terization, due to F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [1TI]. The argument consists of a
generalization to n-space of the argument presented in [7] for the particular case of

n=3.

As established in [11]:

THEOREM 5.6. The surface A is a constrained Willmore surface if and only if there
exists a real form q € QY (A A AD) with

(5.3) dPq=0
such that
(5.4) dP x N'=2[qg A *N].

In this case, we may refer to A as, specifically, a g-constrained Willmore surface and

to q as a [Lagrange] multiplier] to A.

3Named after the method of Lagrange multipliers for finding the critical points of a function subject
to a constraint.
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Willmore surfaces are the 0-constrained Willmore surfaces. The zero multiplier is
not necessarily the only multiplier to a constrained Willmore surface with no constraint

on the conformal structure. The uniqueness of multiplier is discussed in section B.1.41

REMARK 5.7. Let ¢ be a 1-form with values in A A AY) . According to @22),
(5.5) dP « N € Q2(A A SH).
On the other hand, in view of [217)), we conclude from ([2.28) that
(5.6) [q AN € Q2 (A A S).

In particular, both dP N and [g A*N] vanish on AY and are, therefore, determined by
the respective restrictions to (u)®S=, fivingu € S\AL (in particular, foru = 0.z, fiving
o € T'(A) never-zero and z a holomorphic chart of M ). FEquation (23] establishes,
furthermore, that both dP «* N and [q A*N] are determined by the respective restrictions
to (u), fizing u € S\AL. In particular, equation (5.4) holds if and only if, fixing such
au, (dP * N)u = 2[q A *Nu.

The proof of Theorem we present follows essentially from the so called Weyl’s
lemma (see, for example, [44], §9), which, in particular, establishes the image of the
operator 0 as the orthogonal space to the vector space of the holomorphic quadratic
differentials, with respect to some non-degenerate pairing. We start by establishing
a 1 — 1 correspondence between quadratic differentials and real 1-forms taking values
in A A AD whose (1,0)-part takes values in A A A% (for A% as defined next). We
verify that condition (5.3]) on ¢ forces ¢™° to take values in A A A%! and that, under
the correspondence above, condition (5.3]) is equivalent to the holomorphicity of the
quadratic differential . And then we proceed to the proof of the theorem, showing that
A is a constrained Willmore surface if and only if there exists a holomorphic quadratic
differential ¢ satisfying equation (B.4]), under the correspondence mentioned above.

First of all, fix a never-zero section o of A and a holomorphic chart z of M. Inde-

pendently of the choice of such a ¢ and such a z, set

A = (0,0.)
and

A = (0, 02),
defining in this way two isotropic complex rank 2 subbundles of S, complex con-
jugate of each other. In view of the non-degeneracy of S, given i # j € {0,1},
rank S = rank A% 4 rank (A%/)+ showing that the isotropy of A? and A%! estab-

lishes, furthermore, their maximal isotropy in S,

(AI,O)J_ ns = Al,O’ (AO,I)J_ ns = AO’I.
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Note that
A=A A
Clearly,
AOANAYY = (5 AG) = AAAYD,
as well as

AT AN = (g Aos) = AAADL
The orthogonality relations of the frame o,0,,05 of
AY = (5,0.,0%)
show that o A o, and o A o3 are linearly independent and, therefore, that
ANAD = AAAY @ A AN

REMARK 5.8. Given € a section of A A AY0 (respectively, A A A%'), & vanishes
everywhere outside (0z,0,z) (respectively, (0,,0.z)) and

502 = Ao, 5022 = Ao,

(respectively, o, = Ao, o,z = Aoz), for some A € C°(M,R). In particular, £ is
determined by oz (respectively, €0, ), or, equivalently, by 0.z, or, yet again, equiva-
lently, by €u, fizing u € S\A™L.

Observe that
(5‘7) Dl,O F(AI,O) C QI,O(ALO)’ DO,I F(A0,1) C QO,I(AO,I)‘
Indeed, given A\, € T'(C), Ds. (Ao? + puo?) = A\, 0% + (A + p.) 07 + pwg(o?,) € D(ALY)
and, similarly, we verify that Ds.(Ao? + poZ) € T(A%!). Following (5.7)), we get
(5.8) DIOT(AAAY) c QYA AALD), DOIT(A AAYY) € QOL(A A ADD).
Observe, on the other hand, that, as oz is a section of S, Ns 0z = mg1(ds,0z) = 0,
and, therefore, in view of [227), N1OA%! =0, or, equivalently, NO1A%! = 0,
(5.9) NEOAOL — g = NOLIAOL,
It is opportune to observe that, in view of the skew-symmetry of N and of the maximal
isotropy of A0 and A%! in S, it follows, in particular,
(5.10) NBOGL c A0 NOLgLh o ALO,

Now recall that a quadratic differential is a 2-tensor represented locally, in the
domain of z, as Q := f*dz? + fZdz?, with f* € C°°(M,C). We may refer to Q as the

quadratic differential defined locally by f?dz%. The transformation rule for f* under
change of holomorphic coordinates is

(5.11) fe=w?f7
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given another holomorphic chart w. @ is said to be holomorphic if f* is holomorphicE
We denote the vector space of holomorphic quadratic differentials on M by HO(K). It
is well-known that the vector space of holomorphic quadratic differentials on a compact
Riemann surface is finite dimensional (see, for example, [34]).

Given a 1-form ¢ € Q'(A A A(l)), we define a quadratic differential by

qQ = ¢7dz* + ¢7dz?,
for ¢* € C*°(M,C) defined by@
(5.12) q 0 == —2q5.0,.
We shall verify that this is, indeed, well-defined. The independence of (512]) with
respect to o is a consequence of the fact that gA = 0. On the other hand, the fact that
o, is a section of A+ ensures that ¢5.0, € I'((¢)), determining ¢* € I'(C).

A simple, yet crucial, observation is that, in view of Remark [5.8] in the case ¢'¥ €
QLO(A A AOY)) 7 is, equivalently, defined by

(5.13) ¢’ = =245, (Ds.7),

for every 7 € I'(A%1).

Conversely, a quadratic differential Q = f?dz? + fzdz? determines a real 1-form
g€ QYA AAD) with ¢0 € QLA A AOY) and Q = qq by setting ¢s5.0, = —%fza.
We have established a 1 — 1 correspondence

(5.14) g4 qq
between real forms ¢ € Q' (AAAD) with ¢10 € QM9(AAA®!) and quadratic differentials.

LEMMA 5.9. Suppose ¢ € QYA A AD) is real and ¢"° € QLA A AL, In that
case, the quadratic differential qq is holomorphic if and only if dPq=0.

PROOF. In view of equation (L9), the 2-form dPq vanishes if and only if
dPq(8.,05) = Ds, 0 5. — as. © D5, — Ds. © qs, + s, © Ds.

does. As g is real and ¢"° takes values in A A A%L, g0 = ¢1.0 QOL(A A AMO) and,
therefore,
gOAOT — 0 = OIALO,
and, on the other hand,
¢St =o0.

4Noting that, given another holomorphic chart w, f¢ = w; 2fZ, so that f¢ vanishes if and only if so
does fZ.
5Scaling gs. 0> by —2 will avoid some extra scaling in future equations.
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In particular, as S is D-parallel,
dPq(0,,05) 0% =0=d"q(d,,65) s™,

for all st € T'(S+). On the other hand, having in consideration that mg(c?,) € T'(A)
and according to equation (5.13)),

1 1 1
d°q(0:,0z) 07 = =Ds.(45.0%) + 4502 = 5 Do (4°07) — 5 ¢°0% = 5 g0

We conclude that gg is holomorphic, ¢ = 0, if and only if dPq(6,,65) o7 vanishes. In
its turn, by the reality of ¢ (and that of D and of 0%),

dPq(3:,0:) 0% = ~dPq(6..5z) 0%
Lastly, we contemplate
dPq(0.,02) 0% = Ds.(45.0%:) — 45.(75(0%.2)) — Ds. (45.0%5) + a5 (m5(02.2)).
First of all,

1 1 1

ms(02:2) = ms(—5 07 + K)s = —5 fof — g 2o’ +ms(hl),
so that X 1
g5 (m5(072.2)) = 5 c*q5,0% + qs. K = 1

g7 0" + g5, kZ.
Together with (k*,0%) = 0 = (k?, 0%;), differentiation of (k*,0%) = 0 = (k*,0Z) shows

that (kZ,07%) =0 = (k%,07%), or, equivalently, that

z

(5.15) mskZ € T(AND).
Hence ¢s5_kZ = 0. On the other hand,
Dy, (45,0%) = —5 " ms(0%) — 5 4205 = 1 F 40" — 3 gE 0%
We conclude that
AP4(5..6:) 0% = —5 F o + 5 00
vanishes if and only if ¢Z does, which completes the proof. O

The next result establishes, in particular, that if ¢ is a multiplier to A then ¢'*
takes values in A A A®L

LEMMA 5.10. Given g € QY(A A AD) real,

i) if dPq = 0 then ¢"° € QLO(A A AOY) or, equivalently, ¢%' € QUL (A A ALD);
ii) dPq = 0 if and only if d°¢"° =0, or, equivalently, dPq*' = 0;

iii) dPq = 0 if and only if dP % q¢ = 0.

Before we proceed to the proof of the lemma, observe that a section & of AA AWM is
a section of A A AN, or, equivalently, € is a section of A AA%!, if and only if £(0,) = 0.
Now we proceed to the proof of Lemma [5.10
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PrOOF. To prove i), we prove, equivalently, that, if d”q = 0, then gs.0? = 0. First,
if dPq = 0, then, in particular, dPq (8,,d5) 0% = 0, or, equivalently,

Ds.(q5.0%) — 5.(Ds.0%) — Ds.(q5.0%) + q5.(Ds.0%) = 0,

establishing

(5.16) 45.0% = q5.0%.

In its turn, dPq (9, 05) 07 = 0 implies
Ds.(¢5:07) = ¢5:(ws5(0%,)) — Ds:(¢5.07) + ¢5.0%; = 0,
or, equivalently,
Ds.(¢5:07) — Ds:(¢5.07) + ¢5.025 = 0.
On the other hand, the orthogonality relations between o7, ¢Z, ¢ and oZ; show that
(5.17) qoi; = po, +noz,
for some u,n € Q(C). Hence
Ds. (45.0%) + ps. 0% = Ds.(g5.0%) — ns.0%.

It is obvious that a section of A A A transforms sections of A into sections of A, so
that, in particular, both ¢s.0Z and ¢s, 07 are sections of A. By (B7]), we conclude that
Ds.(qs5.07) + ps, 07 is a section of A0 N A%l = A, Write

(5.18) 45.0% = Ao,

with A € T'(C). Then \,0% + (A + pg,)oZ = ~vo?, for some v € I'(C). In particular,
A = —pus,. Equation (5I7) shows, on the other hand, that ¢ = —2uo* AoZ —2no* Ao%
and, consequently, equations (0.16) and (5.I8]) together give A = ps,, completing the
proof of 7).

Next we prove ii). In view of (5.8]), and following i), we have
dPg'0 e Q*(A A A%, dP¢%t € Q% (A A ALY,
Hence, as A A A0 and A A A% are complementary in A A AD), dPg = 0 forces dPg?
and dP¢%! to vanish separately, dP¢"? = 0 = dP¢%!. On the other hand, as ¢ is real,
dPq"" (6., 82) = —dPq'0(3.,6z),

so that dP¢"? vanishes if and only if dP¢%! does. In particular, if d®¢"° vanishes, then,
obviously, so does dPq = dP¢"® 4 dP¢"!.

As for iii), it is immediate from ii), as xq = —ig"? +i¢"t € QL (A A A(l)) is real, as
well as q. U
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The 1—1 correspondence given by (5.14]) establishes, in particular, a correspondence
between holomorphic quadratic differentials and real forms ¢ € Q'(A A A(l)) with
dPq = 0.

Lastly, we proceed to the proof of Theorem

PROOF. Let (Ay); be a variation of A through immersions of M into the projec-
tivized light-cone and A € I'(Hom(A,A-/A)) be the corresponding variational vector
field, cf. ([@20). The variation (A:); is infinitesimally conformal if and only if

d

at,,_, (A8 (62), d(A0)(52)) = O,

or, equivalently,
(A27 AZ) = 07
noting that %It—o and ds, commute, as z is independent of t. Write
A=dA(X)+v

with X € T(TM) and v € I'(Hom(A, S*)) as defined in Section Let 77, and 7wy,
denote the orthogonal projections of A*TP(L) = Th ® Np onto Ty and Ny, respectively.

By equation (2.1]),

Az = dA(05.X) + 7, (AA(X))z + 71, (v2) + Ty, (v2),
and, therefore, (Az, A;) = (dA(05.X), Az) — (A”(02), As). Let X0 be the projection of
X onto TH°M. By the isotropy of T%!'M and in view of (L), it follows that (A;); is
infinitesimally conformal if and only if
(5.19) (dA(95, X10) — A8(85), Az) = 0,
for Af := AY — H"I, the trace-free part of the shape operator A”. Equation (2.2]) shows
that, as the second fundamental form is symmetric, so is the shape operator,

(AX)Y) = (X, A"Y),

for all X,Y € I'(T'M); and, therefore, so is as well the trace-free part of the shape
operator. It follows that
Apd = —JAg,
showing that A intertwines the eigenspaces of J. In view of the isotropy of T10M, we
conclude that equation (5.I9) holds if and only if (dA(ds, X1'0) — A4(65),dA(Y)) = 0,
for all Y € I'(T'M), or, equivalently,
dA(OX10) = (Ay)"L,

According to (B10), N'v € Q% (Hom(A, A1) = Q% (Hom(A, dA(T*°M)/A)). Thus
(Ns.v,Az) = (—A§(05),Az). We conclude that infinitesimally conformal variations
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through immersions are characterized by the equation
dA(OX0) = —N1y;
or, equivalently,
Av € Q*(Im d),
for A:= —dA=t o NO1,
Having said so, recall equation ([£23]), establishing
W=<dP«+N,A >=<dP «N,v>

for <, > the non-degenerate pairing between 2-forms over M and normal variations
defined in [6]. We conclude that A is constrained Willmore if and only d? * N Lo s
{v: Av € Q%(Im 0)} 9 The reference to the pairing shall be omitted from now on.
From this point, the proof of the theorem consists of a straightforward general-
ization to m-space of the argument presented in [7] for the particular case of n = 3.
Basically, in [7], it is presented a pairing between the space of quadratic differentials
and the space of J-anti-commuting endomorphisms of T'M, with respect to which, by

Weyl’s lemma,
(5.20) Imd = (H'K)*.

In view of equation (5.20), A is constrained Willmore if and only if v € (A*HO(K))*,
or, equivalently,

dP « N € Q?((A*HO(K))*).
As M is compact, H°(K) is finite dimensional and, therefore,

(A*HO(K))tt = A*HO(K).

We conclude that the surface A is constrained Willmore if and only if there exists some
homomorphic quadratic differential ¢ such that d” * N' = A*q. The final conclusion

follows then, after some computation involving the pairings mentioned above. O

5.4. A constrained Willmore surface equation on the Hopf differential and
the Schwarzian derivative

Theorem consists of a reformulation of the characterization of constrained Will-

more surfaces in space-forms established in [14], which we deduce in this section.

Let ¢ € Q' (A A AD) be real with ¢"0 € QLO(A A A%1). According to Remark [5.7]
equation (5.4)) holds if and only if, fixing a holomorphic chart z of M,

dP * N(0,,05) 025 = 2[q A *N](0,,05) 075,

6The Willmore surface equation follows immediately as the particular case where no constraint is
considered.
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or, equivalently,

(Ds, o Ns. — N5, 0 Ds, + D5, oNs. — Ns. 0Ds.) 02z = 2[qs,, Ns.Jozz + 2[gs., Ns.]o 2.

On the one hand,

1 1
Ds. 0 Nis.0Z; = Dj, omgi(02,)s = Ds. omgu (k%) = V3 V5 k=,

z

On the other hand,
1
Ns; 0 D502 = Ni; 0 ms(02,)z = —5 NGz 0% + N o sk

Note that, as 0% and oZ; are sections of S, N5.0Z = mwg1(ds.0%) = 0. Together with
(227, this establishes V1AL = 0. By (G.I5), it follows that Nj, 0 Ds 0%, = —3 c*k>.
Lastly,

1 1
5., Ns:lozz = —Ns.qs5,0%; = 3 " Ns.0% = 3 "m0z, = 5 q" Kk~

We conclude that equation (5.4]) holds if and only if
1__ —
Re(V5 V5 k% + 5 ©k) = Re(q7 k).

Equation (33b) in [14], establishing the reality of Vg; Vg; k* + %c_zk‘z, leads us to the
following constrained Willmore surface equation in terms of the Hopf differential and

the Schwarzian derivative, presented in [14]

LEMMA 5.11. Let q be a real 1-form with values in ANADY with ¢0 € QLO(AAALY).
A is a g-constrained Willmore surface if and only if, fixzing a holomorphic chart z of

M, ¢* is holomorphic and
(5.21) VIV + % k* = Re (77 k7).

The surface A is constrained Willmore if and only there exists a holomorphic map
q* € C*(M,C) satisfying equation (5.2I]), in which case, the quadratic differential
defined locally by ¢*dz? is, under the correspondence given by (5.14)), a multiplier to
A.

"The argument above shows that the constrained Willmore surface equation on a holomorphic quadratic
differential, presented in [14] with no reference to a multiplier, is equivalent to equation (£.4)), under
the correspondence given by (514).



CHAPTER 6

Constrained Willmore surfaces: spectral deformation and

Backlund transformation

In [11], F. Burstall and D. Calderbank present a characterization of constrained
Willmore surfaces in spherical space in terms of the flatness of a certain loop of metric
connections. In view of this characterization, we characterize constrained Willmore
surfaces in space-forms in terms of the constrained harmonicity of the central sphere
congruence, generalizing the characterization of Willmore surfaces in space-forms in
terms of the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence. This will enable us to define
a spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, by the action
of the loop of flat metric connections above, as well as a Bdcklund transformation, by
applying a dressing action. Both Béacklund transformation and spectral deformation
corresponding to the zero multiplier preserve the class of Willmore surfaces. We es-
tablish a permutability between spectral deformation and Béacklund transformation of

constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms.

Let d be a flat metric connection on C"*2. Tt is obvious, but, nevertheless, oppor-

Rn+1’1

tune to remark that d defines a connection on , 1.e., d preserves the reality of

sections of C"2 = (R"*51)C | if and only if d is real,

d=d.
Equally basic is to remark that, if d; and dy are real connections on C"2, then an
isomorphism ¢ : (C"*2, (17/1) — (C"*2, Jg) is real,

b =9,

if and only if it defines an isomorphism ¢ : (R"*' d;) — (R™*"' dy). Note also
that the real bundles in C"2 - those preserved by complex conjugation - are the
complexifications of bundles in R"*1!: given W ¢ C"*? real,
W =Wn R’n-{-l,l D W N iKTL—l—l,l — (W ) BTL—I—I,I)C‘
Throughout this chapter, let V be a non-degenerate subbundle of C"*2,
CH?=vVeVt

and 7y and 7,1 denote the orthogonal projections of C**2 onto V and V-, respectively.

67
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Fix a conformal structure C in M.

6.1. Constrained harmonicity of bundles

A multiplier to a surface A in the projectivized light-cone is, in particular, a real
form ¢ € QY(A A A(l)). For such a ¢, equations (5.3]) and (5.4)), together, encode the
flatness of the connection df]‘ =D+ AN L AN - (A2 = 1) g0 + (A2 — 1) g%,
on (R"HNHC for all A € C\{0}, or, equivalently, for all A € S'. Constrained Willmore
surfaces in space-forms, admitting ¢ as a multiplier, are characterized by the flatness
of the S'-family of metric connections df]‘ on R"™ ! in an integrable systems interpre-
tation due to F. Burstall and D. Calderbank [11]. This characterization will enable us

to define a spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, by

A
q)

mation, by applying a dressing action. Our transformations of constrained Willmore

the action of the loop of flat metric connections d;, as well as a Bdcklund transfor-
surfaces will be based on the constrained harmonicity of the central sphere congruence.
Given d a flat metric connection on C"2 and V a non-degenerate subbundle of C"2,
we generalize naturally the decomposition (Z28) to a decomposition d = Dy + Ny
and, given ¢ € QY(A2V @ A2V1), define then, for each A € C\{0}, a connection
d)‘}’q = Dy + )\_1/\7‘1,’0 + /\/\Afg’l + A2 = 1)g"0 + (A2 — 1)Aq0’1, on C"*2 generalizing
d;‘ = dg’q. We define V to be (¢, d)-constrained harmonic if d)“/’q is flat, for all A € C\{0},
or, equivalently, for all A € S'. A simple, yet crucial, observation is that, given d an-
other flat metric connection on C"*2 and ¢ : (C"2,d) — (C"*2,d) an isomorphism

of bundles provided with a metric and a connection, V' is (g, d)-constrained harmonic
if and only if ¢V is (Aduq, d)-constrained harmonic. The constrained harmonicity of
a bundle applies to the central sphere congruence, providing a characterization of con-

strained Willmore surfaces in space-forms.

Consider the decomposition i i
d =D{ + N
for D{l; the connection on C"*? defined by
D{i; =myodomy +myLodomyL.

Note that, as d is a metric connection, so is D{l;: given n, u € I‘(Q””),

d(n,p) = d(myn,myp) +d(myon, Ty )

d(jfvn), Ty i) + fﬂvn, d(my ) + (d(myon), myop) + (myon, d(myp))
Din, 1) + (0, D).

o~ o~

Equivalently,
Nd :d—D%i/ =Tyl OCZO?Tv—i—?TVOCzO?T‘/L
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is skew-symmetric,

Nd e Q'(V AV,
In the particular case d = d, the trivial flat connection, we shall omit the reference to
d.

Next we present the concept of constrained harmonicity of a bundle, which will
apply to the central sphere congruence to provide a characterization of constrained
Willmore surfaces, in view of the characterization of these surfaces in terms of the
flatness of a certain loop of metric connections presented in [11], which we shall address
later on. In fact, the following definition encodes the characterization of constrained
harmonicity for a general bundle in terms of the flatness of a loop of metric connections
generalizing the one above, as we shall verify later on.

Let ¢ be a 1-form with values in A2V @ A2V L C o(C™2).

DEFINITION 6.1. V is said to be (g, d)-constrained harmonic if
. d d
i) dPvq"0 = 3lg A q) = dPP ™,

i1) dP? *Nf/z =2[gAN *N{i]

By d-constrained harmonicity of V we mean the existence of a multiplier to V with
respect to CZ, i.e., a 1-form ¢ with values in A2V @ A2V for which V is (q, ci)—constrained
harmonic. In the particular case of d = d, we shall, alternatively, omit the reference to d
and refer simply to constrained harmonicity or, when specifying ¢ € QY (A2V @ A2V 1),
to g-constrained harmonicity. We shall refer to (0, J)—constrained harmonic bundles,
alternatively, as d-harmonic bundles.

It is useful to observe that, as N{Z and ¢ take values in VA V+ and A2V @ A2V L,

respectively, and V and V= are Dfl;-parallel,

(6.1) 4PV « N, [q/\*./\ff;] e PV AV,
whereas
(6.2) dDéql’O, dDéqO’l, [q A q) € Q2(A2V @ A2V,

The same argument establishes both RPY and [/\/"C/z A /\/"C/Z] as 2-forms with values in
O2(A%V @ A2VL) and dDﬁi//\/'g as a 2-form with values in Q2(V A V+). We conclude
that the flatness of d encodes both

PROPOSITION 6.2. (Gauss-Ricci equation)
-1 - N
RV 4 5 W AN = 0;

and
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PROPOSITION 6.3. (Codazzi equation)
dPV N = 0.
According to the Codazzi equation,
dP (MM = —dPt (W),
making clear that:

PROPOSITION 6.4. The d-harmonicity of V is characterized, equivalently, by any

of the following equations:

i) dPV « N = 0;

iii) dPV (V)L = 0.
Define, for each A\ € C\{0}, a metric connection on C"*2 by
dy® =D + AT DY AN+ (A2 = 1)gh0 + (32 = 1.

In the particular case of ¢ = 0, we shall omit the reference to ¢ in dN)‘}’q.

In the particular case d = d and V = S, the complexification of the central sphere
congruence of a surface A, we shall, alternatively, omit the reference to S and refer to
aMe A

vooasdg,

dy =D+ AN WO (A7 = 1)gt0 4 (0 = 1),

Of course, the set of connections d*q, with A € S*, defines a group, using multiplication
of parameters to define the group law. According to [11], if ¢ is a real form taking
values in A A A, then the flatness of the loop of metric connections dé characterizes
A as a g-constrained Willmore surface.

Before proceeding any further, we dedicate a few moments to some useful general

remarks about the family of connections CZ{\,’q. First note that

a7

dy' =d.
Note, on the other hand, that, in view of the D{i;—parallelness of V and V*, together
with the intertwining of V and V- by ./\/'{}, and the fact that ¢ preserves V and V=,
we have

Nq g
&y &

Dy =Di+ (A7 =1+ (W =g AT = AT+ AW

Set
O = A"2g10 £ A2g0T,
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Then

Xq
dy

- L P .
(di/\’q)l\j’qA = Dy +up 1(va )170 + p(NY )0’1 + (w 2 1)‘]}\’0 + (MZ - 1)‘]9\’1
= DY+ )WDY + AuWHY 4+ ()2 = D" + (Aw)? — 1)g™!
and, ultimately,
A, , TALL,
(6.3) (dp)yp® = dyit.

It will also be useful to observe that, given another flat metric connection d on C"+2
and an isomorphism 1 : (@"”, J) — (@"”, dN) of bundles preserving connections, we

have

(6.4) Djy =doDloy™", Niy =y ANy~
and, therefore,

(65) ng :1/JodA)‘;Adw71qO¢_1'

REMARK 6.5. If V' is real, then, obviously, so is VL, so that, in particular, Ty =
Ty, TyL = myL and therefore, if d is real, then D{‘l/ = D{‘l/, ./\/'{f = /\/"C/l. IfV,qand d
are real, then so is d?}’q, for all X € St.

The characterization of the harmonicity of V', as a map into a Grassmannian, in
terms of the flatness of the S'-family of metric connections di}, cf. K. Uhlenbeck

[56], generalizes to a characterization of d-constrained harmonicity, as follows (see also

Remark [6.7)):

THEOREM 6.6. V is (q, ci)—constmmed harmonic if and only if J)“/’q is a flat connec-
tion, for each X\ € C\{0}.

The proof of the theorem will consist of showing that the (g, d)-constrained har-
monicity of V establishes and, in fact, encodes, in view of the flatness of d (Gauss-Ricci
and Codazzi equations), the flatness of d{\;q, for all A € C\{0}.

PROOF. For simplicity, write Dy and Ny, for D{i; and N{;. The curvature tensor of
(i)\}’q is given by
9 _ pb Dy sA L L red o s
R =R"V +d"Vé, +§[5q A6l

for 5;‘ = Ji‘,’q — Dy Since there are no non-zero (2,0)- or (0,2)-forms over a surface,

SIEAGA] = [N AN T (N (O AR g AN+ (2-A 22 [ 0,

and Gauss-Ricci equation establishes then

-, - B - . 1 _
RV =d™ ) + (A7 = V(i ANGT = [ ANG) + 52 A7 =A%) [a A gl
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In its turn, Codazzi equation gives
- i = ~ .
APV = 2 dPV Ny = —dPV N
We conclude that

Rczi\/,q _ A=\

i(dﬁ" * Ny = 2[g A =Ny])
. = 1
PO 1P (2 1 dP g 4 L2 A ) [g A )

By (61) and (6.2)), it follows that RW' = 0 if and only if both

ATL—

5 i (dPV « Ny — 2[g A +Nv]) = 0

(6.6)

and
5 5 1
(6.7) A2 =1)dPvg" "+ (A2 - 1)dPv ™! + 5 (2= A2 -2 [gAgl =0

hold. Organizing equations (6.6]) and (6.7]) by powers of A leads us to the final conclu-
sion of the equivalence between the flatness of J)“/’q for all A € C\{0} and the (g, d)-
constrained complex-harmonicity of V. O

REMARK 6.7. From the proof of Theorem [6.0, we readily verify that the (q,d)-
constrained harmonicity of V is equivalently characterized by the flatness of Ji‘,’q for all
Ae st

Theorem will play a crucial role in what follows in the chapter.

6.1.1. Spectral deformation of constrained harmonic bundles. Having ob-

served that the (g, d)-constrained harmonicity of V' ensures the flatness of the metric
connection ci%‘,’q on C"*2 it is natural to ask about the CZ{\,’q—constrained harmonicity of
V.

THEOREM 6.8. If V is (g, d)-constrained harmonic then V is (qx,d{\;q)—constmmed
harmonic, for all A € C\{0}.

PROOF. It is immediate from Theorem [6.6]l and equation (6.3]). O
COROLLARY 6.9. If V is d-harmonic then V is cZ{‘,—harmom’c for any A € C\{0}.

For a general flat metric connection d on C"*2, the J—harmonicity of V follows
from its d-harmonicity if V = ¢V for some isomorphism ¢ : (C"*2 d) — (C"*2,d),
as established, in particular, in the following theorem, which constitutes a simple, yet

crucial, result.
THEOREM 6.10. Let d be a flat metric connection on C"*% and

(b . (gn+27d) N (@n—m7 d)
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be an isomorphism. The bundle V is (q,d)-constrained harmonic if and only if ¢V is

A

(Adg q,d)-constrained harmonic.

PROOF. It is immediate from theorem [6.6] and equation (G.5]). O

Theorem combines with Theorem [6.8] to provide the definition, up to iso-
morphisms of bundles with a metric and a connection, of a C\{0}-deformation of
d-constrained harmonic bundles. In fact, if V is d-constrained harmonic with multi-
plier g, then so is the transformation gzgg\ V of V, for gzgg\ : (€2, Ji}’q) — (C"*2,d) an
isomorphism and A in C\{0}. Note that this spectral deformation of d-constrained
harmonic bundles provides, in particular, a C\{0}-deformation of d-harmonic bundles

into d-harmonic bundles.

6.2. Complexified surfaces

The transformations of a constrained Willmore surface A in the projectivized light-
cone we present in this chapter are, in particular, pairs ((A%°)*, (A%!)*) of transfor-
mations (Ab?)* and (A%1)* of A1V and A%!, respectively. The fact that AMY and A%!
intersect in a rank 1 bundle will ensure that (A'?)* and (A%!)* have the same property.
The isotropy of A%? and A%! will ensure that of (A1?)* and (A%!)* and, therefore, of
their intersection. The reality of the bundle A% N A%! and the fact that it defines an
immersion of M into P(L£) are preserved by the spectral deformation, but it is not clear
that the same is necessarily true for Backlund transformation. This motivates us to

define complexified surface.

In the case d is real, and given a d-surface A, set
A;’O = (0,ds,0), Ag’l = (0,d5.0) = A:i’o,

independelgtly of the choices of a never-zero section ¢ of A and of a holomorphic chart
z of (M,C%), defining in this way two subbundles of the bundle
Ag) = (0,ds,0,d;.0)
in i
Sd = <U7 J5Z U? CZ(SZO-7 d52d5za> C Qn+27
the complexification of the d-central sphere congruence of A. The d-surface condition
on A, rank ¢ Ag) = 3, shows that A;JO and Ag.’l are complex rank 2 bundles. On the

other hand, the fact that d is metric connection gives

(J5zo-7 U) = O = (d5207 0)7
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whereas the conformality of ¢o : (M,C do = Cj‘z) — R*L1 fixing an isomorphism
¢ : (R d) — (R™11 ), gives
(ds.o,ds.0) =0 = (ds.0,ds.0).
We conclude that AZJO and Ag’l are isotropic. The fact that 59 has complex rank 4
shows that A;JO and Agfl intersect as the complexification
A=A NAY,
of A.
Notation: given i # j € {0,1}, d"J := J|1"(Ti,jM).
DEFINITION 6.11. We define a complexified d-surface to be a pair (A0, A%1) of
isotropic rank 2 subbundles of C"*? intersecting in a rank 1 bundle
A=A N A%
such that
(6.8) dOT(A) c QY0(ALY), d%1r(A) € QOH(A%Y).
In the particular case of d= d, we shall, alternatively, omit the reference to d.

It is, perhaps, worth remarking that a complexified surface does not necessarily
define an immersion A of M in P(L).

Obviously, if d is real, then, given a d-surface A, the pair (A;JO,ASZ’I) consists of a
complexified d-surface with respect to sz. Observe that the isotropy of AL0 establishes,

in particular,
(6.9) ("0, d"00) = 0,

fixing o € I'(A) never-zero. In the particular case d is real and A is a d-surface, (we

may refer to Cg and) equation (6.9) is equivalent to
c=c4,

which, together with AM0 > (o) 4+ d"0o(TM) and with A% > (o) + d%lo(TM),
shows that
1,0 _ ALD 0,1 _ A0,
A=A 7 AV =A i
and, in particular, that (A9 A%!) is uniquely determined by AMYN A%, We conclude

that, for d real and under the correspondence given by
(AI,O AO,I) o Al,O ﬂAO’l

d-surfaces are the complexified d-surfaces given by a pair intersecting as a real line
subbundle A of C"*2,
A= <U>C7
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for some o € T'(R"1'1), such that
rank((c) + d"0o(TM) + d* o (TM)) = 3.

In particular, d-surfaces are the complexified d-surfaces given by a pair intersecting

C"*? defining an immersion of M into the projectivized

as a real line subbundle of
light-cone. Henceforth, we drop the term “complexified”, referring, when necessary, to
real d-surfaces, in order to make a distinction.

In what follows in this section, let (A0, A%1) be a d-surface.

DEFINITION 6.12. A non-degenerate rank 4 subbundle V of C"*? is said to be an
enveloping sphere congruence of (AL, A01) jf ALO L A0l C Y/,

Note that, if V is an enveloping sphere congruence of (A%?, A%1) then
(6.10) NEA =0.
PROPOSITION 6.13. If V is an enveloping sphere congruence of (A1, A®1), then
(Dé)l,OF(Al,O) c Ql,o(Al,O)7 (Dgl;)o,l F(AO,l) c QO,l(AO,l)'

Before proceeding to the proof of the proposition, observe that, if V' is an en-
veloping sphere congruence of (A9 A%!)  then rank A1V = %rankV = rank A%,
which, together with the isotropy of A0 and A%! and having in consideration the
non-degeneracy of V, gives

(AI,O)J_ NV = AI’O, (AO,I)J_ NV = AO’I,

A0 and A%! are maximal isotropic in V.
Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition [6.13]

PrOOF. Condition (6.8]), together with (6.10]), establishes (Dfl;)lvo ['(A) c QYO(ALY)
and (D%l;)o’1 r'(A) c QUH(AYY). Write A0 = (o, 7) with o € T'(A) never-zero. To con-
clude that (D?;)LOI‘(ALO) c QMO(ALY), we are left to verify that (D{l;—)l’OT takes values
in A0 or, equivalently, in (A%?)+. The fact that D{i; is metric and A0 is isotropic
establishes i

(D§)0r,7) = 2 () =0
and
0=d"(r,0) = (D{)""r,0) + (7, (D}) o),
and, therefore, ((Dfl;—)l’OT,a) = 0. A similar argument applies to A%!, completing the
proof. O

Consider, for a moment, a real surface A. Let o be a never-zero section of A and z be
a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy). The central sphere congruence S of A is characterized
by having rank 4 and satisfying the conditions AX°+A%! € S and 0, € T'(S). In view of
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(Z27), the condition ¢.> € I'(S) can be reformulated as N'0A%! = 0, or, equivalently,
NOIAGL — 0. We conclude that the central sphere congruence of A is characterized,
equivalently, by enveloping A, together with satisfying (5.9]). This motivates the next
definition.

DEFINITION 6.14. An enveloping sphere congruence V. of (A0 A%Y) is said to be
a d-central sphere congruence of (A9, A01Y 4f

(N‘C/Z)l,vo,l —0= (Ng)o,lAl,O'

As usual, in the particular case of d = d, we shall, alternatively, refer to V' as a
central sphere congruence.
Observe that, if, given o € T'(A), (dl’%, czo’la) is locally never-zero, or, equivalently,

(6.11) (A0, d o) #0,

at some point, then (A0, A®1) admits a unique d-central sphere congruence, that is,
V=AW A0l CZI’OJO’IU(TM x T'M). In fact, the centrality of V, equivalent to

CZI’OP(AO’I), dNO,lIw(Al,O) C QI(V),
ensures, in particular, that d'%d%'c € Q2(V). In its turn, equation (B.II) ensures
that d%¢ does not take values in (o), nor does d*'c in (o,d"%0), and, therefore,

rank (A0 + A%1) > 3/ leaving us to verify that d"0d% 5 does not take values in
A0 1 A% Suppose it did. In that case, (JLOJOJJ, o) = 0, which contradicts

(czl’oczo’la,a) = dl’o(czo’la, o) — (czo’la, czl’oa) = —(czo’la, czl’oa) #0.
Observe, on the other hand, that condition (G.IT) is equivalent to
(Ci(sxO', ngO') + (dN(;yO', Ci(;yO') 75 0,

fixing z = x + iy a holomorphic chart of (M,C), and is, therefore, trivially satisfied in
the particular case d is real and A is a real dN—surface, as, in that case, g, € C = [gff]. It

follows, and it is worth emphasizing, that:

REMARK 6.15. In the particular case d is real and (AL0, A%Y) defines a real d-
surface A0 N A = A not only C, AV and A% are determined by A, as observed
previously, but so is V, the d-central sphere congruence of (ABOAOL): it s the com-
plexification of the d-central sphere congruence of A, V = Si. In fact, the identities

AV = <07 d~62 0>7 A% = <07 d~520->

and
V= <Uv J5z g, Czég g, J&gdéz 0'>,



CONSTRAINED WILLMORE SURFACES s

for o € T'(A) never-zero and z a holomorphic chart of (M,C), still hold, at least, locally,
in the case of a general d-surface (ALOA%Y)  provided that, clearly independently of
the choice of o, we have, at some point, o A d*c #0 and (CZl’OO', Jo’la) #0.

6.3. Complexified constrained Willmore surfaces

In generalization of the characterization of Willmore surfaces in space-forms in
terms of the harmonicity of the central sphere congruence, a surface A in the projec-
tivized light-cone is a g-constrained Willmore surface, for some real form ¢ € Q'(A A
AM) | if and only if S is g-constrained harmonic with respect to the conformal structure
Ca. Generalizing the class of constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms, we define
complezified constrained Willmore surface by the property of admitting a constrained
harmonic central sphere congruence with a multiplier satisfying certain specificities, as
presented in this section.

6.3.1. Complexified constrained Willmore surfaces and constrained har-
monicity. Note that, given a real surface A, and in view of the fact that rank A = 1,
we have, according to (ZI7]),

(6.12) AAAD AAAD] c AAA = {0}

In particular, if ¢ is a multiplier to A, then [¢ A ¢] = 0. Furthermore, according to
Lemma B0, dPq = 0 if and only if d?¢'"? = 0 = dP¢"!, considering (1,0)- and
(0, 1)-decomposition with respect to Cp. In generalization of Theorem .10 it follows
that:

THEOREM 6.16. A real surface A is g-constrained Willmore, for some real form
g€ QY AN A(l)), if and only if its central sphere congruence is q-constrained harmonic

with respect to the conformal structure Cy.

By Theorem [6.6] together with Remark[6.7], it follows, in generalization of Theorem
[420] that:

THEOREM 6.17. A real surface A is q-constrained Willmore, for some real form
q € QYAANAW), if and only if, considering (1,0)- and (0, 1)-decomposition with respect
to Cp, dé‘ is a flat connection, for each A\ € C\{0} or, equivalently, for each \ € S*.

As referred previously, Theorem was originally established by F. Burstall and
D. Calderbank [11].

REMARK 6.18. Theorem [5.68 and Lemma [5.10 combine to establish, in particu-
lar, that if q is a multiplier to a real surface A, then, considering (1,0)- and (0,1)-
decomposition with respect to Ca, ¢'° € QYO(AAADY), or, equivalently, ¢* € QU1 (A A
ALD).
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In view of Theorem [6.16], we generalize the class of constrained Willmore surfaces
in space-forms with the following definition:

DEFINITION 6.19. A d-surface (A0, A%} is said to be a constrained Willmore
d-surface if there exist

(613) ql,O c QI,O(/\2AO,1)7 qO,l c Qo’l(/\2A1’0)

for which, setting q = ¢"0 + ¢®', (A0, A%Y) admits a (¢,d)-constrained harmonic
d-central sphere congruence.

In the conditions of the definition above, we may refer to (A0, A%') as a (¢, d)-
constrained Willmore surface. In the particular case d is real, (ALY A%1) is a real
d-surface and ¢ is real, we may refer to (AL0 A%1) as a real constrained Willmore
d-surface or a real (q,cz)—constrained Willmore surface. For simplicity, we may, alter-
natively, refer to a (¢, d)-constrained harmonic d-central sphere congruence as a (q, d)-
central sphere congruence. The form ¢ is said to be a multiplier to the constrained
Willmore d-surface (AB0A%L). In the particular case d = d, we shall omit the refer-
ence to d and refer to (A0, A%!) as a constrained Willmore surface or a g-constrained
Willmore surface, or, in the case CZ, (AB0 A1) and ¢ are real, as a real g-constrained
Willmore surface. In the light of this terminology, the surfaces studied in Chapter
shall be renamed real constrained Willmore surfaces. In the particular case ¢ = 0
we may refer to (Ab0, A®1) as a Willmore d-surface, in line with Definition AI8 or,
alternatively, in the case d is real and (ALOADL) s a real dN—surface, as a real Willmore
d-surface. When referring to a surface in the projectivized light-cone, or, equivalently,

in some space-form, it shall be understood a real surface, with no need to express it.

6.3.2. Complexified constrained Willmore surfaces under change of flat
metric connection. Let (A1, A%1) be a pair of isotropic rank 2 subbundles of crt2,

intersecting in a rank 1 bundle, and
QZB . (gn+2’d~) N (gn+2’ d)

be an isomorphism. Obviously, (QNSALO,(;;AO’I) is another pair of isotropic rank 2 sub-
bundles of C"*2. Tt is clear that (A0, A%1) is a d-surface if and only if (¢ A0, ¢ AO1)
is a d-surface, and that, according to (6.4]), given a d-central sphere congruence V of
(A0, A% 4V is a central sphere congruence of (¢ A0 ¢ A%1). Furthermore:

PROPOSITION 6.20. Suppose (AL0, A%1) is q d-surface. In that case, (ALO ALY s

a (q, d)-constrained Willmore surface admitting V as a (q, d)-central sphere congruence
if and only if ((JNS Al’O,QNSAO’l) s a Adq; q-constrained Willmore surface admitting ¢V as

a Ad 3 q-central sphere congruence.
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PROOF. According to equation (2.I8), Adj ¢ e QA2 AIY), for i # j € {0,1}.
The result comes as an immediate consequence of Theorem [6.1() O

If d is real, one can take ¢ to be real, in which case (A0, A%1) is a real d-surface
if and only if (QNSALO,(;;AO’I) is a real d-surface:

HAIONHALL = gATO A AT
and, given o € T'(ALY N A%Y) never-zero,
(p0) + d"0(¢o)(TM) + d} (po)(TM) = ¢({o) + d“Co(T M) + d* o (T M)).

Furthermore, (A0, A%) is a real (¢, d)-constrained Willmore surface if and only if
(&ALO,(%AO’I) is a real Ad 3 g-constrained Willmore surface.

6.4. Spectral deformation of complexified constrained Willmore surfaces

Complexified constrained Willmore surfaces are characterized by the flatness of
the metric connection d{\/’q, for all A\ € C\{0}, for some central sphere congruence V
and some ¢ € QY (A2V @ A2V1) satisfying certain specificities. Given a complexified
constrained Willmore surface, such family of flat metric connections provides a spec-
tral deformation of the surface into new complexified constrained Willmore surfaces,
which, in the case of a complexified Willmore surface and of the zero multiplier, re-
mains within the class of complexified Willmore surfaces, and, for A\ € S', preserves
reality conditions. The deformation defined by the loop of flat metric connections d;‘
coincides, up to reparametrization, with the spectral deformation of a g-constrained

Willmore surface in spherical space presented in [14].

Suppose (A9 A% is a constrained Willmore surface admitting ¢ as a multiplier
and V as a (g, d)-central sphere congruence, in which case, according to Theorem [6.6]
the C\{0}-family

dy? = Dy + AN AN+ (A2 = 1)gh0 + (A% = 1),

C"*2. Consider an

on A € C\{0}, consists of a family of flat metric connections on
isomorphism

¢y : (C"F2dyp%) — (C™F2,4).
Since ¢*/ takes values in A?A7% and A’ is isotropic, for i # j € {0,1}, we have
¢"'A =0 = ¢"'A, which, together with (6.10), shows that, given ¢ € I'(A) never-zero,
d)‘}’qa = Dyo. Equation (6.I0]) establishes, on the other hand, Dy o = do. Hence

a9 (830) = 63((dy") o) = ¢y (do),

for i # j € {0,1}, leading us to conclude that (gb;‘ Al’o,qb;‘ A%1) is still a d-surface.
Furthermore:
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THEOREM 6.21. If (AN, A%1) is a g-constrained Willmore surface admitting V
as a (q,d)-central sphere congruence, then (qﬁé‘ A0 ¢2 A% s a Adqsg (qn)-constrained

Willmore surface admitting ¢2 Voasa (Adqbé (qn), d)-central sphere congruence, for each
A € C\{0}.

The proof will consist of showing that, if (A9, A%!) is a g-constrained Willmore
surface admitting V as a (g, d)-central sphere congruence, then (AL A%L) is also a
(q,\,d ?)-constrained Willmore surface admitting V as a (qy, d)"q) central sphere con-
gruence, for each A € C\{0}.

ProoF. Fix A € C\{0}. The crucial fact that
(6.14) dV o =do,

for 0 € I'(A) never-zero, shows that, if (A9 A%!) is a surface, then (A9 A%1) is
also a d)‘}’q—surface. On the other hand, as ¢"°,¢%! € Q'(A%2V) and V and V* are
D-parallel, we have )

N = AT
making clear that, if V is a central sphere congruence of (A%, A%1) then V is, as well, a
d)‘}’q—central sphere congruence of (A1, A%1). Furthermore: according to Theorem [6.8]

the (g, d) constramed harmonicity of V' ensures 1ts (q,\,dA’q) constrained harmonicity.

Since qA and qA are scales of, respectively, ¢''* and ¢*', we conclude that qi’o €
QLO(A2ZA%Y) and qg’l € Q%(A2AL0). The result follows now from Proposition 6.20]
O

The g-constrained harmonicity of V', characterized by the flatness of d)\}’q, for all

A € C\{0}, establishes, equivalently, the flatness of
Ay "™ = )0 (@b o ()7 = 8} 0 a0 (6))7!

for all A, u € C\{0}, or, equivalently, the Ad(z,éqxharmonicity of qﬁé‘V, for all A. On
the other hand, for each A € C\{0}, the deformation (bgV of V is a central sphere
congruence to the deformation (gb;‘ AR qS{I\ A%1) of (AB0, A%1). For each A € C\{0},
the flat metric connection di‘/’q provides, in this way, a deformation of the constrained
Willmore surface (AL?, A%1) into another constrained Willmore surface. Note that
in the case (A9, A% is a Willmore surface and ¢ = 0, ((25()]‘ A170,¢;‘ A%1) s still a
Willmore surface. Such a C\{0}-spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces
provides, in particular, a S'-spectral deformation of real constrained Willmore surfaces,

as we observe next.

6.4.1. Real spectral deformation. Suppose that (A9 A%!) defines a real ¢-
constrained Willmore surface A := A N A%l In that case, cf. Remark [6.5] for each
A e st d?‘,’q defines a connection on R"*! so that we can take qﬁ{l\ to be real. Fix



CONSTRAINED WILLMORE SURFACES 81

A € S'. Consider QS{I\ to be real, i.e., gbg the complex linear extension to C"*? of an
isomorphism

¢2\ . (En+1,1’d)‘\/74) N (En+1’1,d).
Then, obviously, oA = gb;‘A. On the other hand, given ¢ € T'(A) never-zero, the
crucial equation (6.14]) gives

(ggo) +d" (o) (TM) + d™ (¢p0)(TM) = (o) + d"Po(TM) + d" (T M).
We conclude that (gb;‘ A0 QS{I\ A%1) still defines a real surface,
Py =1 A,

which we denote by the spectral deformation of parameter \ of A, corresponding to the
multiplier q.

For A € S!, the deformation of (A?, A%1) provided by di‘/’q preserves reality condi-
tions. It preserves, as well, the conformal structure induced in M: yet again according

A.q
to equation (G.I4]), given o € I'(A) never-zero, gg‘/ = g, and, therefore,

CAA = CA.

q

According to Theorem [6.21], it preserves the central sphere congruence, as well,
(6.15) Sgan = DySa-
Following Theorem [6.21], we have:

THEOREM 6.22. Suppose that A is a real g-constrained Willmore surface, for some
g€ QYA ANAD). Then, for each A\ € S*, the transformation qb;‘A of A defined by the
flat metric connection dé‘ is a real Ad(z,é(qx)—constmmed Willmore surface.

The loop of flat metric connections d()]‘ defines in this way a S'-deformation of
the real g-constrained Willmore surface A into a family of real constrained Willmore
surfaces. In the particular case A is Willmore and ¢ = 0, the deformation remains within
the class of Willmore surfaces; in fact, it coincides with the deformation presented in
Section .11

An alternative perspective on this spectral deformation of the real g-constrained

Willmore surface A is that of the action
AC (Kn—l—l,l’d) — A C (Kn—l—l,l’dg\)’

of the loop of flat metric connections dé‘ on {A}, consisting of the change of the trivial
flat connection on R" ™11 into the flat metric connection dé, for each A\. Equation (6.14))
establishes Agé) = AWM and, therefore, A as d{l\-surface. Equation (6.3]) establishes,

furthermore, A as a (g, d{l\)—constrained Willmore surface.
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We complete this section by verifying that the deformation defined by the loop
of flat metric connections d>‘ coincides, up to reparametrization, with the spectral
deformation of a q—constramed Willmore surface in spherical space defined in [14] Hle
a holomorphic chart z of (M, CA;) = (M,Cp). We have

gqﬁéoz = Yo% = Gz,
showing that (bgaz is the normalized section of qﬁ{}A with respect to z. Since
( gaz)zz = (¢20§)z
_ A d>\ z
- (qu (( q )52 UZ)
= ¢p(Ds. 07 + X "Ny, 07 + (A2 = 1)gs,07)

1
= qﬁg‘(ﬂ'sajz + A_lﬂ'slgiz - 5()\_2 —1)¢%0?)

and, ultimately,
1

(630%)e = =5 (¢ + (A2 = 1) ") go™ + A1)k,

we conclude that (k;‘)z and (cé‘)z , the Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative,
respectively, of qbgA with respect to z, relate to those of A by

(k)" =AT'opk", () ="+ (A =1)¢".

By Lemma 5.5, having in consideration (G.I5), the conclusion follows.

6.5. Dressing action

We use a version of the dressing action theory of C.-L. Terng and K. Uhlenbeck
[54] to build transformations of constrained Willmore surfaces. We start by defining
a local action of a group of rational maps on the set of flat metric connections of the
type d , with d flat metric connection on C"™2 and ¢ € QY(A%S @ A251). Namely,
given 7 = 7(\) € T'(O(C"*?)) holomorphic at A = 0 and A = oo and twisted in the
sense that pr(\)p = r(—\), for p reflection across S, we define a 1-form ¢ with values
in A2S (note that the fact that r(\) is twisted establishes that both r(0) and r(o0)
preserve S) by 10 := Adr(o)ql’o, 701 = Ad r(00)q
nections from dg’q by azg’é =r(\)o ds’q or(A).
of dg"f is equivalent to that of dg’q. Crucially, if dg"f admits a holomorphic extension

, and a new family of metric con-

,_.v

Obviously, for each A, the flatness

to A € C\{0} through metric connections on C"*2, then the notation cig"f proves to
be not merely formal, for d:= dAg’q. In that case, it follows that, if A is g-constrained
Willmore, then S is (g, d)-constrained harmonic and, therefore, in the case 1 € dom(r),

S* := r(1)71S is ¢*-constrained harmonic, for ¢* := Ad,(1)-1¢. The transformation of

IThe omission, in [14], of reference to the transformation rule of the normal connection shall be
understood as preservation.
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S into S*, preserving constrained harmonicity, leads, furthermore, to a transformation
of A into a new constrained Willmore surface, provided that detr(0)|s = detr(c0)|s.
Set (A*)50 = (1) 71 (00) AT, (A% := 7(1)71r(0)A%! and A* := (A*)L0 N (A%)0L
The condition above on the determinants of 7(0)|s and r(c0)|s establishes A* as a line
bundle (the argument is based on the two families of lines on the Klein quadric). The
isotropy of A and A%! ensures that of A*. It is not clear, though, that A* is a real
bundle. If A* is a real surface, one proves that S* is the central sphere congruence of A*
and that the bundles (A*)1Y and (A*)%! defined above are not merely formal. The fact
that ¢"0 € QVO(AZAO1) establishes (¢*)%0 € QLO(A2(A*)0N) € QMO(A* A (A*)D). We
conclude that, if, furthermore, ¢* is real, then A* is a ¢*-constrained Willmore surface.
In fact, we use a version of the dressing action theory of C.-L. Terng and K. Uhlenbeck
[54] to build, more generally, transformations of constrained harmonic bundles and

complexified constrained Willmore surfaces.

Let p € T(O(C™"?)) be reflection across V,
p=Ty —TyL.

Obviously, given w € T'(C""?), w is a section of V (respectively, a section of V1) if
and only if pw = w (respectively, pw = —w). Note that p~! = p. Let ¢ be a 1-form
with values in A2V @ A2VL. The Dy-parallelness of V and V1, together with the fact

that Ny intertwines V and V', whereas ¢ preserves them, makes clear that

(6.16) dM = podyop,

for A € C\{0}. Suppose we have 7(\) € T'(O(C"*?)) such that A — r()\) is rational in
A, r is holomorphic and invertible at A = 0 and A = oo and twisted in the sense that
(6.17) pr(A) p~t =r(=N),

for A € dom(r). In particular, it follows that both r(0) and r(co) commute with p,
and, therefore, that

(6.18) r(0)},,,7(00),, € T(O(V)), (0)) ,,r(c0) . € T(O(VY)).

IVL7
Define ¢ € Q1 (A2V @ A2V1) by setting
QLO = Adr(O)qLOy qA071 = Adr(oo)qo’l'

(Cn—i-2

Define a new family of metric connections on by setting

dy? = r(\) ody?or(\)7h

Suppose that there exists a holomorphic extension of A — (f)“/’é to A € C\{0} through
metric connections on C"*2. In that case, as we, crucially, verify next, the notation

az)“/’é is not merely formal:
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PROPOSITION 6.23.
Ay = DY + AT NN+ AN+ (A2 = 10+ (0% = 1)g™,
for the flat metric connection
d:= (i%}é = limy_17(\) o d)\}’q or(A\)!

and A € C\{0}.

ProoF. First note that, as r is holomorphic and invertible at A = 0 and
(dp)™t = DY+ MNP + (A2 = 1)
is holomorphic on C, the connection
A4 A, -
(dyh)Pt = r(A) o (dp")>! or(N) !

which admits a holomorphic extension to A € C\{0}, admits, furthermore, a holomor-

phic extension to A € C. Thus, locally,
B = A S NA,
i>1
with Ag connection and A; € Q'(o(C"*?)), for all i. Considering then limits of
)\—2A8,1 + Z)\i—ZA?,l _ 7"()\) o (A_ng/zl + )\—IN‘(}l + (1 _ )\—Z)q(],l) OT()\)—I’
i>1
when A goes to infinity, we get
AP limy oo Y O NTAP = Ad, (o) 0™,
i>3
which shows that A?’l =0, for all ¢ > 3, and that Ag’l = ¢%!. Considering now limits
of
AP AP 1 N2 = () o (DY AN+ (2 = )" o r (V)7
when A goes to 0, we conclude that Ag’l = r(0) - (D?/’1 — ¢"') and, therefore, that
(dph)! = r(0) - (DY — ¢ + AAP" + 2201 As for

(dy)"0 = r(N) o (DY + ATV 4 (A2 = 1)g" ) o r(N) 7,
which has a pole at A = 0, we have, for A away from 0,
(6.19) D ATAM 4+ A0+ NAP = (N o (DY + AN+ (A2 = 1)g ) or (V)
i>1 i>1

with AE? € Q' (o(C™™2)), for all i > 1. Considering limits of ([GI9) when A\ goes
to infinity, shows that A}’O = 0, for all # > 1, and that A(l]’o = r(o00) - (D‘l/’o —¢"0).
Multiplying then both members of equation (6.I9) by A? and considering limits when A
goes to 0, we conclude that Al_’g = ¢ and that Al_’? = 0, for all 7 > 3, and, ultimately,
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that ((f)‘}’q)l’o = r(oc0) - (D‘l/lo —q¢"%) + )\_lAl_’(l) + A72¢10. Thus
dy? = r(0)- (DY =™ + ") +r(o0) - (D — 10 + ™)
AT A (710 (4 g,
for A € C\{0}, and, in particular,
d=7(0) (DY — g™ +¢"0) +r(c0) - (D — " + ¢*1) + AL + AP

The fact that r(0) and r(c0) (and so 7(0)~! and r(c0)™!), as well as g, preserve V and
VL, together with the Dy -parallelness of V and of V-, shows that d— (A&(l] + A(l]’l)
preserves I'(V) and T'(V1). On the other hand, equations (6.16) and (6.I7) combine

to give

A_)\vq — A)\vq -1
dy™ =podyopT,

for all A\ € C\{0} away from the poles of r and then, by continuity, on all of C\{0}.

The particular case of A = 1 gives

AL AR, = (A4 AT A AT = (4 AT

|VL |VL7

showing that that AE? + A?’l € QY(V AVL). We conclude that
(6.20) r(0) - (DY = ¢+ ¢"0) +r(00) - (Dy° — g0 + ¢1) = DY,

and ) )
AL = Ve, A = v,
completing the proof. O

Before proceeding any further, we remark on the (1,0)- and (0, 1)-components of
D¢ and NE. According to (6.20),

(6.21) (D) =r(o0) - (D =) + "0, (D)™ =1(0)- (DY —¢™") + ¢
As for /\/"C/z, according to Proposition [6.23]

WHRY = Timyoo A((dp) M0 — (D)

= limyso A((dp)0 A7)

= limyso (r(A) o (A ()0 o r(A)™F = XM Ad, g)0™0)

- (=1

. 1
= Adr(o)./\/'xl/’o + limy 0 X(Adr()\) - Adr(o))ql’o.

so that

i d
(6.22) WM = Adyo Ay + 72 Adyya™
A=0
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and, similarly,
WP = limyee AH((dy)™ = (DY) = (A = 1)g™)
= AdyeoyNp! +limy oo (7(A) 0 Ag™! 0 7(A) ™! = AAd, (00)¢*")

and, therefore,
7 d
(6.23) N = Adp oMy + o5 Adyp-1yg™
dA =0
Now suppose V is a ¢-constrained harmonic bundle, in which case, according to
Theorem [6.6] the family di‘/’q, on A € C\{0}, consists of a famiAlyhof flat metric connec-
tions on C"*2. For non-zero A € dom(r) and by definition of d)‘}’q, the isometry r(\) is

made into an isomorphism
n A, n A4
7"()\) : (g +27dvq) — (g +27dvq)7

ensuring, in particular, that d%‘/’q is a flat connection, as so is d)“/’q: the curvature tensors
A4 A,q
of di;” and dj;" are related by

A, A,
RW" = r(A\) RW" r(N) .

Furthermore, the vanishing of the curvature tensor of d‘*/f for A € dom(r)\{0} extends
by continuity to A € C\{0}. We are in this way provided with a new C\{0}-family of
flat metric connections on C"*2, that of dA)‘}’q.

Suppose 1 € dom(r). In the light of Proposition [6.23] and according to Theorem
[6.6] the flatness of the metric connection d‘*;q, for A € C\{0}, is equivalent to the (g, d)-
constrained harmonicity of V', which, in its turn and according to Proposition [6.10] is
equivalent to the (Ad,1)-1 §)-constrained harmonicity of r(1)~'V.

THEOREM 6.24. 7(1)7'V is a (Ad,1y-1 §)-constrained harmonic bundle.

Note that this transformation preserves the harmonicity condition.

This transformation of a constrained harmonic bundle into a new one leads, further-
more, to a transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces into new ones. Suppose,
furthermore, that V' is a (g, d)-central sphere congruence of some g-constrained Will-
more surface (ALY A%L). Set

A0 .= r(o0) AL, AOL .= r(0)A%
and suppose that
(6.24) det7(0)},, = detr(c0)), .

Then:

THEOREM 6.25. (r(1)"'AL0 7#(1)~1 A% is q (Ad,(1)-14)-constrained Willmore sur-
face admitting r(1)~'V as a (Ad,1y-14, d)-central sphere congruence.
(1)
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PROOF. The proof will consist of showing that (A0, A%1) is a (g, d)-constrained
Willmore surface admitting V' as a (¢, (i)—central sphere congruence. The result will
then follow from Proposition

First of all, note that, as q is a multiplier to (A% A%!) we have, according to
equation (2.18]),

G0 e Ql,O(/\2AO,l)7 O e Qo,l(/\2A1,o)'

A

Having observed above that V is (g, d)-constrained harmonic, it remains to show that
(Alvo, Ao’l) is a d-surface admitting V as a d-central sphere congruence, as follows.

The fact A0 and A%! are rank 2 isotropic subbundles of V ensures that so are
ALO and AD1 as r(0) and r(o0) are orthogonal transformations and preserve I'(V).

The fact that AL and A% intersect in a rank 1 bundle ensures that so do A0 and
A%l The point is a general factE about the Grassmannian Gy of isotropic 2-planes in
a complex 4-dimensional space W: it has two components, each an orbit of the spe-
cial orthogonal group SO(W), intertwined by the action of elements of O(W)\SO(W),
and for which any element intersects any element of the other component in a line
while distinct elements of the same component have trivial intersection. Given that
rank (A0 N A% =1, A,l,’o and Ag’l lie in different components of Gy, and the hy-
pothesis (6.24]) ensures that the same is true of Ay® and A, for all p in M.

Set

A= AL ALL
We are left to verify that
(6.25) d"'T(A) c QYAYY),  d™'T(A) c QA%
and that
(6.26) WA = 0 = (WOTALO,

Equation (6.26]) forces /\/"C/ZA = 0, in which situation, condition (6.25]) reads, equiva-
lently, )

(DY) (A) c QY(AYY),  (DH)™'T(A) c QY(A%),
which, in its turn, follows from

(6.27) (DLYLOD(AL0)  QLALY),  (DL)OIT(ALY) ¢ QLA

It is (6:26) and (6:27)) that we shall establish.
By the isotropy of A%/, we have ¢"/A*» C A C A%, for i # j € {0,1}, which,
together with Proposition [6.13], makes clear that

r(o0) - (D} — ") T(AM) € QUAM), r(0) - (DY — ") I(A%) € Q1(A%),

2That of the two families of lines on the Klein quadric.
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On the other hand, as A has rank 1, AANA® = A2A%J g0 that ¢/ € Qi’j(AAAJ’i), and,
therefore, by the isotropy of Abd, §iAb < A c AW, for i # j € {0,1}, completing
the verification of (6.27)), in view of (G.21)).

Finally, we establish ([6.26]). According to (6.22]),
d
L0, ¢)).
)

The centrality of V with respect to (A0, A%) establishes, in particular, A, é’OAO’l =0,
LOAO,1

(N0 = Ad, (o) (N0 + [r(0)

whilst the isotropy of A%l ensures, in particular, that ¢ = (. Hence

Ady oW ()L () 1) =,
dA|x=o

On the other hand, differentiation of 7(A\)™! = pr(—=A)"!p, derived from equation

©ID), gives

—rN) = rk)rN) = pr(=N) " — r(k)r(=X\)"tp,
N R =N )N
or, equivalently,
pr L e = —r(-NTL (k) (-0 pr(A)p
dk'k—A dk|k——A ’
and, therefore, yet again by equation (6.17),
d d
rON) = rk)p=—r(=\)"— r(k).
prN g =N )
Evaluation at A = 0 shows then that
d d
r0) =  rANp=—r0)"t—= ).
prO7 s = =7 )
Equivalently,
(6.28) r(O)—li r(\) e T(V AV,
dA|\—o

As ¢"V1t =0, we conclude that
1 d

Ad,(0)(q"0r(0) N
A=0

r(A)A% =0

and, ultimately, that (N{;)LOAO’I = 0. A similar argument near A = oo establishes
(Ng)o’lﬁl’o = 0, completing the proof. O

6.6. Backlund transformation of constrained harmonic bundles and

complexified constrained Willmore surfaces

The classical Backlund transformation was introduced by A. Bécklund in the nine-

teenth century, providing a mean to generate constant negative Gaussian curvature
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surfaces from a given one. Many variants of this transformation have followed - for de-
tails, see [54]. In this section, we construct rational maps r(\) satisfying the hypothesis
of the dressing action presented above, defining then a transformation of constrained
harmonic bundles and complexified constrained Willmore surfaces, the Backlund trans-
formation. As the philosophy underlying the work of C.-L. Terng and K. Uhlenbeck [54]
suggests, we consider linear fractional transformations. We define two different types
of such transformations, type p and type g, each one of them satisfying the hypothesis
of the dressing action with the exception of condition ((0.6]). Iterating the procedure,
in a 2-step process composing the two different types of transformations, will produce
a desired r(\). A Bianchi permutability of type p and type ¢ transformations of con-
strained harmonic bundles is established. For special choices of parameters, the reality
of A as a bundle proves to establish that of A*, whilst the reality of ¢ establishes that
of ¢*. For such a choice of parameters, A* is said to be a Bdcklund transform of A,

provided that it immerses.

Let p denote reflection across V. Choose aw € C\{—1,0, 1} and a null line subbundle
L of C™"*2 such that, locally,

(6.29) pL N L+ = {0}.

For that, note that condition (6.29]), equivalently characterized by (pl,l) # 0, fixing
[ € I'(L) never-zero, is an open condition on points of M, so that it is satisfied locally
as long as, at some point p € M, L, is not orthogonal to p,L,, its reflection across
Vp. Condition (6.29) ensures, on the one hand, that L N pL = {0}, and, on the other
hand, that L @ pL is non-degenerate. Consider then projections 77, : C"*? — L,
mor : "% — pL and T(LapL)t C"? — (L @ pL)* with respect to the decomposition

C""2=LopL® (Lo pL)*t.

For A € C\{+£a}, set

a—A o+ A
pa,L()\) = PRISY T, +7T(L@pL)i + mﬂ'p[/
and
A—a A+«
Qa,L(A) = o s +7T(L€BPL)l + mﬂ'pL,

defining in this way two maps of C\{£a} into I'(O(C"?)) that, clearly, extend holo-

morphically to the Riemann sphere except +a,
Pa.L, 4o, - P\{£a} = T(O(C"*?)),

by setting

Pa,1(00) 1= —TL + T(1a,r)t — TpL
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and
(6.30) da,1(00) == 1.
We may, alternatively, denote p, 1, and gq,1, by, specifically and respectively, py.q 1, and
qV,a,L-
The transformations of type p and of type q are closely related: for A € C\{+£«, 0},
(631) poc,L()‘) = qafl,L()‘_l)a
and
(6.32) Pa,£(0) = qa,.(0),  Pa,L(00) = qa,r(0).

Observe that
det pa,1.(00)|,, = det gq,1(0)), = —1.
In fact,
e Bt

and, as pL # L, L is not a subbundle of V" and, therefore, rank VN (L@®pL) = 1 (noting
that, for any subbundle W of R**! and so, in particular, for L, the intersection of
W + pW with V is not trivial). It follows that detpq 1(0)), # detpa,r(c0)), and
det qa,L(0)|V £ det qu(oo)‘V; neither r = p, 1 nor r = ¢, 1, satisfies the hypothesis
([624)) of the dressing action. However, a two-step process, composing a transformation

of type p with a transformation of type ¢, produces transformations r(\) satisfying that

hypothesis: by (6.30) and (6.32]),
det pa,£.(0)gar,1/(0) ), = det pa,£(00)qar, L (50)),,

as well as
det qa,L(O)pagLr(O)‘v = det qa7L(oo)par,L/(oo)|V,
for all o/, L'. As we shall verify next, for special choices of parameters o, L,a’ and
L', both pa,r.ger 1/ (A) and ga,zpar 17 (N) define r(\) satisfying, furthermore, all the hy-
potheses of the dressing action.
For that, first note that, for A € P!\ {%a},

(633) pa,L()\)_l = P—a,L()\) = pa,L(_)\)y QOc,L()\)_l = q—a,L()\) = QQ,L(_)\)-

On the other hand, the isometry p = p~*

intertwines L and pL and, therefore, preserves
(L®pL)*, which makes clear that pop, 1, and pglL op coincide in L, pL and (L& pL)*.

Hence

(6'34) ppa,L()‘)p = pa,L(_A)’ pQQ,L()‘)p = QQ,L(_A)7
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for A € P1\{Za}; establishing both p,, 1 and g, 1, - as well as, therefore, py,1.¢o 1 and
Jo,LPor 1, for all o/, L' - as twisted in the sense of section

Now let ¢ be a 1-form with values in A2V @ A2V, For each A € C\{—«,0,a},
define a new metric connection on C"*? by setting

d;)"q = Pa,r.(A) 0 d%‘/’q ome()\)_l.

a,L

LEMMA 6.26. Suppose L is d{‘}’q—pamllel. In that case, there exists a holomorphic

extension of A — d;,‘;qL to A € C\{0} through metric connections on C"*2.

Before proceeding to the proof, observe that, as (G.I6) makes clear, if L is dj,’-
parallel, then pL is d‘_/a’q-parallel.

PROOF. Since d};/? is a metric connection,
AT (pL) © QN (pL)b),
as well as, in view of the parallelness of L with respect to dy?,
EAT((L @ pL)) € QLY.

For simplicity use 7, to denote the orthogonal projection of C"*2 onto (L @ pL)*. As

I —La(Lapl)y, (oL =pLle (Lo pL),
we conclude that 7p, o d(‘l/’q om,, =0=mpp 0 d(‘l/’q o, showing that d(‘l/’q splits as

dy' = Dy + B¢

for the connection

Dy :=dytony +mypodyomy, +mody?ony,
on C"*2, and the 1-form

By =miodylom,, +mpodyion, € QYL A (L@ pL)?h).

Clearly, for each A,

« — « « — a—A a
Par(N) 0 Df 0 par(N)7 = Dy par(N) B pan (V) = 67

Now decompose d%‘,’q as
dy =y + (A = a) AV,
for A € C\{0,a}, with A — A()\) € Q'(o(C""?)) holomorphic. Namely,

a—A NLO L A0L a? L0 4 (A +a) g™
ar? — a2\ NaZ — A2a3 ! W

for all . It follows that

«a a—A o _
dy? = Dy + ==L B+ (A=) pa,r(N) AN par (V)

AN =
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for A € C\{—«a,0,a}. For simplicity, set T(A) := (A — @) pa..(A) A(N) pa,.(A\) L. The
skew-symmetry of A(\) makes clear that A(\)L C L+, as well as A(\)pL C (pL)* and,
consequently, that 7,7, A(\) 7, =0 =7y A(X) m,. On the other hand, it is clear that

_ a+ A a+ A a+ \)?
oL Pa,t(A) AN) Pa,L (V) 'mp = T AN = 7504 — A;Q T AN)TL

and, similarly,

)2
10t ) AN Pt N) 7 = (0

Hence 7, Y(A\) 7, =0 =7 Y(A\) 7. It follows that

7, A(N)T,L

T()\) = ()\—a)(TrLA()\)ﬂ'L—i-ﬂ'pLA()\)TrpL+7TJ_A()\)7TJ_)
—(a+A) (mp AN) 7 + 7o, A(N) 1)
(=N A AN
—TH(WL AN)mL+ 71 AN)7pL)-
Hence, by setting

dgfL = Dg — 20 (1 Ao) T + mpp, Ala) 1),

we extend holomorphically A\ — d;,‘;qL to A € C\{—«, 0} through what, by continuity,
we verify to be a metric connection on c2,

The existence of a holomorphic extension to C\{0}, through a metric connection
on C"*2, can be proved analogously, having in consideration the d‘_/a’q—parallelness of

pL. O

The same argument establishes the existence, in the case L is d?/’q—parallel, of a
holomorphic extension of

C\{—a,0,a} 5 A~ d;‘fL = qo,.(A) 0 d)‘}’q o qu()\)_l

to C\{0} through metric connections on C"2

This argument uses nothing about
the precise form of the connection d{\,’q, only the holomorphicity of A — d?‘,’q in C\{0}
through metric connections on C"*2, the d?/’q—parallelness of L and the consequent
d‘_/o"q—parallelness of pL. We can iterate the procedure, in a two-step process, starting

with the connections d,),‘;qL, defining a family of connections of the form

o 1/ (NPa(N) 0 diy? 0 pa L (N) o /(N7

or, equally, starting with the connections d;‘;qL, defining, in that case, a family of

connections of the form

Por /(NN 0 dp? 0 g L (N parr (V)7

for suitable parameters o, o/, L, L', as follows.
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Choose L% a d(‘)‘/’q-parallel null line subbundle of C"*? with
(6.35) pL® N (L%)* = {0},

locally. Such L* can be obtained by choosing a null line (i) C C"*+2, for some ly € Ccnt?
not orthogonal to P, Ly, for some p € M, and extending it to a d(‘)‘/’q—parallel null line
subbundle L® of C"*2 by dy/?-parallel transport of ly. The non-orthogonality of L*
and pL® at p is, equivalently, satisfied in some non-empty open set, which we restrict
to.

Condition (6.35]) allows us to refer to go,ro. Now choose 8 # £a in C\{-1,0,1}
and L a d/‘i’q—parallel null line subbundle of C**2 and note that the null line bundle

LY = qa,ze(B)L°
is dgfm -parallel and, consequently, pig is parallel with respect to the connection
A7 = gare(=B) 0 dy” 0 pgare(8)p
= are(=B)pody? o gare(8)"p.
Choose L satisfying, furthermore,
(6.36) pLan(Lo) = {0},

locally. To see that such a choice is possible, first choose a point p € M at which pL®
is not orthogonal to L*. As L* is an eigenspace of ¢n ro(8), ¢a,ro(8)LY = L and,
therefore, at p,
pda,(B)L N (¢a,10 (B) L)t = {0}.
Choose Iy € L non-zero. A de—’q-parallel null line bundle L? c C"*2, satisfying
equation (6.36]), locally, can be obtained by d?,’q—parallel transport of [3.
Condition (6.36]) allows us to refer to p 5.5+ Set then

s =Py 1 dore,

defining, for each A € P'\{£a, +3}, an orthogonal transformation T(leaL)ﬁ () of C"*2,
The dy;-parallelness of L* ensures that A — d;‘fw admits a holomorphic extension
dﬁvq

to A € C\{0} through metric connections on C"*2 and, consequently, the 7 Lo

parallelness of s (together with the consequent dq_f ’an—

that so does

parallelness of pf}g) ensures

A 8 0 dyT o i) ()T =g 1 (N ez (N) 0 dp? 0 o (N ps 1o (M) 7

We conclude that T(LB(;O‘L)[; satisfies the hypothesis of the dressing action, defining a

transformation of constrained harmonic bundles and constrained Willmore surfaces.
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Our next step is to investigate how these transformations relate to the ones defined by

(@0
La Lﬁa

Suppose, furthermore, that, locally, L? is never-orthogonal to pL?,

in the case they are both defined.

(6.37) pL? 0 (LP)* = {0}.

This is certainly the case for L? obtained by d?,’q—parallel transport of [, for I} € L

non-zero and p a point in M at which pL® is not orthogonal to L%. Note that

I:g = qp.1.8 ()L
is a d —parallel bundle. Observe that, locally,
(6.38) pLS N (8L = {0}
Indeed, given [* € T'(L*) never-zero, and according to (6.33]) and (6.34]), we have

(pas.e (@) qzrs(a)l®) = (qs.ra(a) ' pl* qgps()l)
= (pl*,q3,00(a)’l%)
(a—B)* ) o o

so that, given p a point in M at which pL® is not orthogonal to L,

(pr qﬁng (a)lgv QﬁLg (Oé)lg) 7& 0,

condition (6.38)) is satisfied at p, or, equivalently, in some open neighbourhood of p.

Set then

aB)
T(La L)/J’ paL qp.185

defining, for each A\ € P*\{+a, +3}, an orthogonal transformation T(L%BL)ﬂ (A) of C"+2,

The dﬁ “_parallelness of L? ensures that A — d 4 admits a holomorphic extension
to A € C\{0} through metric connections on (C"+2 and, consequently, the do"q -

parallelness of LO‘ (together with the consequent d -parallelness of pLO‘) ensures
that so does

a, A, a, — A, _ _
Ao 2 ) o dyt o N T = 1 (N g s (V) 0 045 15 (N) oy 15N 7

We conclude that T(LO;’ﬁL)ﬂ satisfies the hypothesis of the dressing action, defining a
transformation of constrained harmonic bundles and constrained Willmore surfaces.

(B,)
Lo, LB

On the way, we verify that, starting with the connections d;}fm , rather than with the

We shall verify that these transformations coincide with the ones defined by r

. A . . .
connections dy*? 5 leads to the same transformations of constrained harmonic bundles
B,L

and of constrained Willmore surfaces.
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Set

28 g ()17
and observe that, locally,

pLa N (Le)* = {o}.
Indeed, given I° € T(L?),

(@ —B)°
(PPa, Lo (ﬂ)lﬁapa,w (5)16) = m (p lﬁu 16)7
and the conclusion follows, in view of (6.37).
Set then

fii’?ﬁ = qgi/g Pa, L,

defining, for each A € P'\{=£a, +4}, an orthogonal transformation f(LOL;’BL)ﬁ (A\) of C"+2,
The d(‘)‘/’q—parallelness of L® ensures that A — dl),‘(’xq)m admits a holomorphic extension

to A € C\{0} through metric connections on C"*2 and, consequently, the dgfm—

parallelness of L5 (and the consequent d;f ’an -parallelness of pﬁg) ensures that so does
A FL ) 0 dpT o i) ()T = gy 15 (VP e (V) 0 dp o p, a (W) gy s (V)T

We conclude that #%%) satisfies the hypothesis of the dressing action, defining a

Le L8
transformation of constrained harmonic bundles and constrained Willmore surfaces.
: s w . ,(a.p) ax . (o)
For simplicity, set r* := TLa L6 and 7* := o 18

PROPOSITION 6.27. 7* and 7* are related by
(6.39) r*=Kr",
for K = Qﬁ,LB(O) Qg,ﬁg(o)-

The proof of the proposition will be based on the following lemma, cf. F. Burstall
[10].

LEMMA 6.28. Let y(\) = A7, + 7+ A"ty and 5(A) = ATp T+ Mg
be homomorphisms of C"*2 corresponding to decompositions

—1

CHR=LioLol =hLholiol,

with Lyy and Lyq null lines and Lo = (Ly © L_1)*, Lo = (I:l &) jl_l)l. Suppose Ad~y
and Ad4 have simple poles. Suppose as well that & is a map into O(C™*2) holomorphic
near 0 such that

Ly =&(0)Ly.
Then vé4~1 is holomorphic and invertible at 0.

Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition [6.27]
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PRrROOF. For simplicity, throughout this proof, we adopt plle and qllL to denote
A= pML()\)_l and, respectively, A — qu,L()\)_l, in the case p, 1 and, respectively, g, r,
are defined.

As LY = qg 1 (a)_lf}g, after an appropriate change of variable, we conclude, by
Lemma [6.28] that pg, 1 qﬁ_}LB p;,lig admits a holomorphic and invertible extension to

P!\ {£3, —a}. On the other hand, in view of (6.34]), the holomorphicity and invertibil-
-1

a,f/g
admits an holomorphic and invertible extension to P*\{£43}, and so does, therefore,

(Pa, L qﬁ_lL 5 p;,lig)_l qg’lm, A similar argument shows that p o (95,15 p;’lLa q;,liﬁ) ad-

ity of pa,re qﬁ_}LB p;lig at the points a and —a are equivalent. Thus p,, o qﬁ_,lLﬁ P

mits an holomorphic extension to P'\{+a}. But
-1 -1 _ -1 -1 \-1 -1
Pa,Lg 98,1 Pa,e G5 1o = (Pasie G s P, 1o) ™ 5 1
We conclude that p,, iy 48,18 pglm qﬁ_lﬂg extends holomorphically to P! and is, there-
. B 1 1
fore, constant. Evaluating at A\ = 0 gives Pa,ig 98,08 Pa,Le g 15 = q3,15(0) qﬁlg(O),
completing the proof. O

According to ([6.34), K commutes with p,

(6.40) pKp=K.

This ensures, in particular, that K preserves V: given v € T'(V), pKv = pKpv = Kv.
Equivalently,

(6.41) KV=V.

Together with equation (639]), equation (6.41]) shows that, for each A,
PV = (WTTEV = (V)Y

In particular,

(6.42) )TV =)V

As for a constrained Willmore surface (AL, A%1) admitting V' as a (g, d)-central sphere
congruence, and, yet again, by equation (6.39]), we have

(1)1 (00) A0 = 7 *(1) 7L K1 (K #%)(00) A0 = #*(1) 71 #%(00) AL,

as well as

(1) (0) A% = (1) A (0) ADL
We conclude that, despite not coinciding, * and 7* produce the same transformations
of bundles and complexified surfaces.

Now set

K = pa,1e(00) pg, 1, (0).
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Note that

Par, 1 (N) Par,1/(00) = qor 1/ (A) = Par 1/ (00) Por 1/ (A),
or, equivalently,

Qo1 (A) Par, 1 (00) = par, 1/ (N) = Par,1/(00) qar, 1/ (N),

for all o/, L’ and A € P'\{4a'}. Together with equation (6.39), and having in consid-
eration that p, 1/(00)? = I, this establishes

Kr* = mea(oo)pg,Lg(oo)2pﬁL§(OO)qﬁ’igpa,La
= Pa,Lo(00) Py 15 PaLo
Py, 1.6 PaLo (00)Pa, Lo

and, ultimately,

(6.43) r%i’i?ﬁ = f(’r(ﬁl’@ﬁ.
Ultimately, we conclude that, despite not coinciding, T(LO;’ﬁL)B and T(Lﬁ(;aL)[g produce the
same transformations of bundles and complexified surfaces.

Set
q* = Adr*(1)71 (Adr*(o)ql’o + Adr*(oo)qOJ)'

DEFINITION 6.29. Suppose V' is a q-constrained harmonic bundle. In that case, the
q*-constrained harmonic bundle

V= 1)tV

is said to be the Bicklund transform of V of parameters «, 3, L%, L®. In the case V is
a (q,d)-central sphere congruence for some constrained Willmore surface (A0, A%L),
the q*-constrained Willmore surface

(A1,07 AO,I)* — ((A*)I’O, (A*)O’l) — (7,*(1)—1 T*(OO)AI’O,T*(l)_l r*(O)AO’l)
is said to be the Bécklund transform of (ALY A%l) of parameters o, 3, L%, LP.

REMARK 6.30. Set 7* := T(Li’fo)B. According to equations ([6.39) and ([6.43),

g* = Adf*(l)fl (Adf*(o)ql’o + Adf*(oo)q07l) = q*7

as well as
(j* = Ad;*(l)fl (Adf*(o)ql’o + Adf*(oo)qul) = q*

Equation (6.39]) establishes a Bianchi permutabz’lz’tyﬁ of type p and type ¢ trans-
formations of constrained harmonic bundles (into constrained harmonic bundles), by
means of the commutativity of the diagram in Figure [6=1] below.

3The terminology is motivated by the permutability of this kind established by Bianchi with respect
to the original Backlund transformations.



98 A. C. QUINTINO

FIGURE 6-1. A Bianchi permutability of type p and type ¢ transformations.

Equation (6.39)) will play a crucial role when investigating the preservation of reality

conditions by Béacklund transformations, in the next section.

6.6.1. Real Backlund transformation. As we verify in this section, for special

choices of parameters, the Backlund transformation preserves reality conditions.

Suppose V is a real g-constrained harmonic subbundle of C"*? and let us focus on

the particular case of a Bicklund transformation of parameters «, 3, L®, L for
aeC\(S'u{o}), B=a ', LF=TI°
and L* a dy;?-parallel null line subbundle of C"*2 such that, locally,
pLe N (L) = {0}
and
(6.44) P s e (@)L 0 (g 1 1= (@) L) = {O}.

We start by verifying that this is, indeed, a possible choice of Backlund transformation
parameters in the case V is real.

First note that the reality of V' establishes that of p, p = p, in which case the local
non-orthogonality of L® and pL® is equivalent to that of L® and pL?,

pL N (L%)+ = {0}.

On the other hand, as V and V= are real, so are then 7y and 7,1, as well as, therefore,
Dy and Ny, so that, by the reality of g,

a~lqg  —ag
4% =,

Hence the d{‘}’q-parallelness of L% is equivalent to the d{i,il’q-parallelness of L«. The
reality of p establishes, on the other hand,

(6.45) waorN =rpam N, e =daam V),
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together with

Pvar, 1 (00) = Pvgf(oo)y
for all o/, L' and A € C\{#a'}. According to equation (6.31]), it follows that, given
[* € T(LY),

(pqul,Lia (a)lay qE717L7 (a)la) = (pQOCfl,LO‘ (a)l_av do—1,Le (a)l_oc)
= (ppa,La (a —1)1_057 Pa,Le (a —1)1_05)7
showing that condition ([6.44)) is equivalent to
ppeLe (@ LY N (pa,ze (@)L = {0}.

Next we establish the existence of a choice of L% in the conditions above.

LEMMA 6.31. Let v and w be sections of V and V=, respectively, with (v,v) never-
zero, (v,7) = 0 and (w,w) = —(v,v). Define a null section of C"2 by 1% := v+w. Let
L c C""2 be a d{‘/‘-’q—pamllel null line bundle defined naturally by d{‘/‘-’q—pamllel transport
of ly, for some point p € M. Then there is some (non-empty) open set in which L is
never orthogonal to pL® and satisfies equation (6.44)).

PROOF. At the point p, L* is spanned by /. The fact that, at the point p,

(pl*, 1) = (v,v) — (w,w) = 2(v,v) #0
establishes the non-orthogonality of L® and pL® at this point and, therefore, locally.
Consider projections w75 : Cct? - Le, T C"2? 5 pL@and m, : C""? — (Lo @
/)F)l with respect to the decomposition
C? =La (I* ® pL*)" & pL7,

established by the subsequent local non-orthogonality of L& and pL®. For simplicity,
denote ¢_ 1 7= by q. Set

a—a ! |alf-1
at+al a2+l

A= c R.

Then
pg(a)l®* = q(a)1pl* = A rpa pl® + 71 pl® + A rapl®,

and, therefore,
(pq(a)l®, g(a)l™) = A*(mp=1%, e pL) + (w1 1%, i pl®) + A_2(7TPL—a 1%, mr= pl®).
At the point p, L® = (I*) and the orthogonality relations show then that, at p,

la:(l 7pl )l_a—i- (l 7l)

_ pl_a + 1%
(ple, 1) (pl>, 1)
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Hence, at p, o
(12, plo)?
(ﬂ'ﬁla,ﬂ' ﬁpla) e ——
8 (pl*,19)
and .,
(1, 7%)
(7T Flavﬂ-[,_alola) = ;
8 (pl*,19)

and, therefore,

(ri® i pl®) = (i, oy — U UG I
(plo, 1)

It follows that (pg(a)l®, q(«)l®) vanishes at p if and only if, at this point,

| (P, 1%) 2 +(A? = 1)1, pl°)? + (A2 = 1)(1%,1%)* = 0,
or, equivalently,
| (pl*,1%) |* +(A? + A72 = 2)(1*,1%)* = 0,
as, since (v,7) = 0, we have, at p,
(1%, ) = ((v,0) = (w,W))* = (w,0)* = ((¢v,7) + (w,W))* = (1*,1%)*.

As (1%,1) is real, and, therefore, (I%,1%)?> > 0, and A? + A=2 -2 = (A — A71)2 > 0,
we conclude that, at the point p,

(pa(a)l®, q(a)l®) # 0.

The proof is complete by the fact that the non-orthogonality of ¢(a)L® and pg(a)L®
is an open condition on the points in M. O

We refer to a Backlund transformation corresponding to this particular choice of
parameters, in the case V is real, as a Bdcklund transformation of parameters «, L.
For this choice of parameters, where, in particular, 8 and L? are defined by o« and
L%, we denote f}g, Eﬁ and T(Li’i)ﬁ simply by Le, Lo and T, respectively. In what
follows in this section, consider this particular choice of parameters. Let 7* denote r¢..

According to ([6.31]) and (6.45),

M = ggaga(D) Tpa ()7
= pa,LQ(l) -t pa,i“ (1) -
On the other hand,
(6.46) Lo = gur1 10 (@)I% = pope(@ )Ie = L7 .

and, therefore, by equation (6.39)),

7 = (K5 (D pae(1)
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Hence

(6.47) (1)~ =r*(1)"'K.
Note that, given o, L', py 1/(00) does not depend on «’. Thus

m*(0) = Pq e (0)¢5 -1 1= (0)

= pafl,La(OO)
= Pa,re(00).
On the other hand, by equation (6.39]),
1(00) = Koy 1 o1 (00)pazn ()
= Kpq,re(00).
We conclude that
(6.48) (0) = K~ 'r*(c0).

POV = K g Wpas () =

for all X\, and, in particular,
(6.49) (D)~ =r*(1)"1K L.

Together, equations ([6.47) and ([6.49) establish, in particular, K = K~'. On the other
hand, in view of the fact that given o/, L', py 1/(o0) does not depend on o, (6.33))
establishes K~' = K. Hence

(6.50) K=K '=K.
Let V* be the Bécklund transform of V' of parameters «, L% Equation (6.47]),
together with equation (6.41]), shows that the reality of V establishes that of V*,
VE=V".
Following Theorem [6.24], we get:

THEOREM 6.33. If V is a real g-constrained harmonic bundle, then the Bdcklund

transform V* of V, of parameters a, L*, is a real ¢*-constrained harmonic bundle.

Backlund transformations of constrained harmonic bundles preserve reality condi-

tions, for this specific choice of parameters. As we verify next, this leads us, via the
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central sphere congruence, to a transformation of real constrained Willmore surfaces,
preserving the Willmore surface condition.

Suppose A is a real g-constrained Willmore surface having V' as the complexification
of its central sphere congruence. In particular, ¢ is real. According to equations (6.47)
and (6.48)), the reality of ¢ establishes that of ¢*:

O R OF R ORI O R

and, therefore,

T =q"
Let ((A*)10, (A*)%1) be the Bicklund transform of A of parameters o, LY. Yet again
according to equations (6.47) and (6.48]),

W~ )
= T*(l)_lr*(oo)Al’O

(A*)l,O

establishing the reality of the bundle
A* = (A*)I’O N (A*)O’l.
If A* defines an immersion of M into P(L£), then, according to Theorem [6.25], V* is the

complexification of the central sphere congruence of A*, which establishes A* as a real

q*-constrained Willmore surface.

THEOREM 6.34. If A is a real g-constrained Willmore surface, then the Bdacklund
transform A* of A, of parameters «, L%, is a real ¢*-constrained Willmore surface,

provided that it immerses.
Note that, if A* defines an immersion of M into P(L£), then
Ca =C =Cp.
The geometry of Backlund transformation is not clear.

REMARK 6.35. Note that

pa’,pL’()\) = pa’,L’(/\)_17 Qa’,pL’(/\) = Qa’,L’()‘)_l7

for all /L' and A € P!\{+a'}. By (633), and having in consideration the reality of
p, we get ¢—; -1 57w (—a) = U1 = (@) =gz 1= (@)~ and, therefore, by (6.34)

(6.51) G=5 -1 55 () = paz -1 7= (@) p,
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making clear that the orthogonality of pqg -1 7= (a)L® and qg -1 7= (o) L™ is equivalent
to that of pg—g -1 ;z= (—a)pL® and q—5 -1 ;z= (—a)pL®. On the other hand, as we
know, L% is a d{'}’q—pamllel null line bundle if and only if pL* is a d;a’q—pamllel null
line bundle. We conclude that o, LY are Bdcklund transformation parameters if and
only if so are —a, pL™. Furthermore: the Bdacklund transforms of parameters o, L* and

—a, pL% coincide. In fact, according to equation (6.51),

L™= 4=a -1 pLe (_a)pLa =Plg-1 7T (Oé)LO‘ = pL®
and, therefore,

P, i (X tg -1 5z () = Py 75 (A) dg -1 7w (A),

for all A € PY\{+£a}.

We complete this section with an interesting and useful result relating the quadratic
differentials gg and a0

PROPOSITION 6.36.

90 = 49Q-

PROOF. Fix z a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy). The proof will consist of showing
that (¢*)* = ¢, or, equivalently, that ¢*7* = —2¢} ((Dy+)s,7*), for all 7% € T((A*)™1).
Fix 7 € T(A%!) and set 7* := r*(1)~1r*(0)7. Set also

R := 7*(00) "11*(0).
Let d be as defined in Section for r = r*. According to (6.4]), followed by equation
.20,
Dyl or' ()7 (0) = (1) o (D) or(0)
= ()70 + () (o0) o (DY — ¢ o R
and, therefore,
65.(Dy+)s.7) = r*(1)71r*(0) gs. R o (Dv)s. — ¢5.) o R T,
as ¢"OA%1 = 0. On the other hand,

R0 (Dy)s. —¢s.) oR=R Lo (Dv)s. — ¢5.)R + (Dv)s. — as.,

so we conclude that

* * * —1 =% — 1 P
5. ((Dv)o.7*) = r*(1)71r(0) g5, R o (Dv)s. — 45.)RT — 54T

We complete this verification by showing that R~ o ((Dy)s. — ¢s.)RT(A%!) C T(A%1),

as follows. Set, more generally,

Ry := r*(o0) "1 (N).
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In view of equation (6.21]),
Ry o (DY — ") Ry =1 (N) 1 o (DY) = ¢0) 0 1* (M) = D + ¢,
On the other hand,
(ngl;)LO_qLO _ r*()\)o(D‘l;o—q1’0+)\_1/\fé’0+)\_2q1’0)or*()\)_l _A—l(N‘c/Z)l,o_)\—2(j1,o_
Thus
Ry oD = O R = Ade 1 (AT G0 = A2 04+ Adye () (AN 4A210),

In view of the holomorphicity of Ad,«(y) at A =0,

and, therefore, by (6.23]),

d 1 d?
dA =0 2dA? |5

for A near 0. Considering limits when A goes to 0, we conclude that

; L&
dA =0 2dN? |,

For simplicity, set ¢ := r*(O)_I%‘kOT*()\) € I'(V AV (recalling (6:28)). Note that

Ry o (D) — "Ry = Ad, ()1 ( Ade Ny + Adp-(0)g" +o(N)),

R_l o (D‘l/’o — ql’O)R = Adr*(o)—l( Adr*()\)N‘I/O + Adr*()\)ql’o).

d

P Adr*()\)./\/’é’o = Adr*(O) [1)[),./\/"1/’0].
Ix=0

The centrality of the central sphere congruence of A, N‘l/’OAO’l = 0, together with the
skew-symmetry of Ny, establishes that N&’O takes values in the orthogonal to A%!. In
particular,

(6.52) NFOVE cvn (A% = AL

It follows that

Aol,n*(o)fl(i Adye (g NOAST = —NLOpAT € A0,
dA =0
On the other hand,
A &> Ad 1,0y _ x(—1 &> ()b — 20 9410
dr*(O)*l( D) r*(\) 4 )—7" (0) 2 r ( )(] Yqg T + 2Py
d)‘ |A:0 d)\ |>\:o

and, therefore,
d2
Adr*(o)fl(d)\g Adr*()\)ql’O)AO’l = qLOT;[)TpAO’l’
[x=0

as ¢"OA%! = 0 = gV L. The fact that g1 takes values in A% completes the proof. O
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6.7. Backlund transformation vs. spectral deformation

Béacklund transformation and spectral deformation, of constrained harmonic bun-
dles or complexified constrained Willmore surfaces, are closely related: as we verify
in this section, the Backlund transform of parameters §, g, ALY, ¢*LP of the spectral
deformation of parameter \, corresponding to a multiplier ¢, defined by ¢*, coincides
with the spectral deformation of parameter A, corresponding to the multiplier ¢*, of

the Bécklund transform of parameters o, 3, L%, L.

Suppose V is a g-constrained harmonic bundle, for some ¢ € Q'(A?V @ A2V L), Let
V* be the Bicklund transform of V of parameters o, 3, L%, L?. Let r* denote T(LO;’@ﬁ
and, for each A € C\{0, £a, £}, let cfi‘/’q be as defined in Section for r = r*.
By definition of J)\}’q, r*(\) : (Q"”,d{\,’q) — (Q"”,J)‘}’é) is an isometry of bundles
preserving connections, for each A. In particular, so is r*(1) : (C"*2,d) — (Q””,J).
Fix A in C\{0, £, £4}. In view of (6.5), we conclude that

d?‘/’f* =)\ o d)‘}’q or*(N\)"lr¥(1).
It follows that, given
¢)\ : (Qn—l—27 d?}#}) N (gn+27 d),
an isometry preserving connections, so is

Y= gt ()T (1) (R ) - (€72, d),

providing, therefore, the spectral deformation ¥*V*, of parameter ), corresponding to
the multiplier ¢*, of V*. On the other hand, such isometry ¢* provides the spectral
deformation ¢*V, of parameter ), corresponding to the multiplier ¢, of V. Next we
focus on this Adygy-constrained harmonic bundle. For simplicity, set g := Adyrqa.
Let py and pyry denote reflection across V' and, respectively, #* V. Recalling (6.3), we
get
$d Aqy 5 od — , _
Ay = ¢ o (dy”)y ™ o (@)= ¢t odpto (677

which makes clear that, as L% and L? are, respectively, dy/?- and d‘ﬁ,’q—parallel, ALY

o & B
and ¢*LP are, respectively, d (2;‘]?— and d (ggzj—parallel. On the other hand, the fact that

(6.53) Pyry = v ()

makes clear that, in view of the local non-orthogonality of L? and pyL?, ¢*L? and
pd)Angb)‘LB are, locally, non-orthogonal, as well. Equation (6.53]) establishes, on the
other hand,

Porvarir(N) = 0 pra V) (M) gpva e (V) = 6 qra (V) (071
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for all o/, L' and X\ # +a’. Note that
Par,1r(N) = p%’,L’(l)’ Qo1 (N) = q%/’L,(l).
for all o/, L' and \ # +a/. Tt follows that
Fo/A (0% « ~
L%A = qwu%wm(})‘bkm =" Gy,2,0s (LT = 0" qy 510 (@)L = ¢ LG
establishing the local non-orthogonality of p(z,xvﬂg;i‘ = ¢ py ﬂg and i}g;;‘, in view
of that of py Eg and Eg We conclude that, for each A, §, g,gb)‘L",qS)‘LB constitute
Bicklund transformation parameters to ¢ V. Set
* A 5 A\ —1
= Prye e dpwvE pns = O Py g g dvgoe (90)
Then
a7t = ¢ qV,ﬁ,LB()\)_l Pv,ajg()\)_l = r*(N)7!
and, therefore, r5(1)~! ¢* = ¢* r*(1)~!. In particular,
)MV = et ()Y,

the Béacklund transform of parameters ¢, ﬁ,qﬁ’\La,(b)‘Lﬁ of the spectral deformation
¢V of V, of parameter A [corresponding to the multiplier ¢], coincides with the spec-
tral deformation of parameter A\ [corresponding to the multiplier ¢*| of the Backlund
transform of V' of parameters a, 8, L%, LP.

This permutability between Bécklund transformation and spectral deformation of
constrained harmonic bundles extends to constrained Willmore surfaces. Indeed, if V' is
a (g, d)-central sphere congruence to some g-constrained Willmore surface (A%0, A%1),
the equality

A =0t ()T (M)
establishes, furthermore,
1)) AN = () Iy

_ A,k —1 B 1,0
= ¢ (M) pV’ng(OO)A

Ly (OO)ALO

and, therefore,
31715 (00) 9P AN = A ¥ (1) Thr (00) A
and, similarly,

rA(D)7H(0) 1A% = et (1)Thr (0) A%,

THEOREM 6.37. Let V be a g-constrained harmonic bundle, «,3,L*,L? be Bicklund
transformation parameters to V., A € C\{0, +a, 3} and ¢* : (Q"H,d{\,’q) — (C"*2 d)
be an isometry preserving connections. The Bdcklund transform of parameters 5,5,
ML, QALP of the spectral deformation ¢MV of V', of parameter \ [corresponding to
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the multiplier q/, coincides with the spectral deformation of parameter A\ [correspond-
ing to the multiplier q*] of the Bdicklund transform of parameters o, 3, L%, L of V.
Furthermore, if V is a g-central sphere congruence to a constrained Willmore surface
(AL Ay and ¢ - (Q"H,d{\/’f*) — (C"*2,d) is an isometry preserving connections,

then the diagram in Figure[6-2 commutes.

(62(A)10, 02 (A1) = (P AL, A"
%’ g’ QSAL&? ¢>\L’B

(quALO, ¢>\A071)

( ALO AO,l)
FIGURE 6-2. A Bianchi permutability of spectral deformation and

Backlund transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces.

For A € {£a, %3}, it is not clear how the spectral deformation of parameter \

relates to the Bécklund transformation of parameters «, 3, L, L5.






CHAPTER 7

Constrained Willmore surfaces with a conserved quantity

A powerful result by E. Noether [47] establishes that any symmetry of the action
of a physical system has a corresponding conservation law. Time translation sym-
metry gives conservation of energy, space translation symmetry gives conservation of
momentum, symmetry under rotation gives conservation of angular momentum - these
are examples of physically conserved quantities one gets from symmetries of the laws
of nature. Noether’s theorem has become a fundamental tool of modern theoretical
physics and the calculus of variations. In this chapter, we introduce the concept of
conserved quantity of a constrained Willmore surface in a space-form, an idea by Fran
Burstall and David Calderbank. Constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms admit-
ting a conserved quantity form a subclass of constrained Willmore surfaces preserved
by both spectral deformation and Béacklund transformation, for special choices of pa-
rameters. In codimension 1, this class consists of the class of constant mean curvature
surfaces in space-forms. In codimension 2, surfaces with holomorphic mean curvature
vector in some space-form are examples of constrained Willmore surfaces admitting a

conserved quantity.

Let A ¢ R™1! be a g-constrained Willmore surface in the projectivized light-cone,
for some real 1-form ¢ with values in A A A, Let S be the central sphere congruence
of A. Provide M with the conformal structure Cp, induced by A.

7.1. Conserved quantities of constrained Willmore surfaces
Let
p(\) == Ao 4 v + M\

be a Laurent polynomial with vy € T'(S) real, v € T'(S*) and voo := p(1) = vo+v+0 # 0.

DEFINITION 7.1. We say that p(\) is a g-conserved quantity of A if
(7.1) dg'p(\) =0,
for all A € C\{0}.

THEOREM 7.2. p(A) is a g-conserved quantity of A if and only if

dvee =0, D%l =0, N0u 4 ¢'0 = 0.

109
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PRrROOF. Given A € C\{0},
dy'p(\) = A'Dv+ Dug + ADT + AN 00 4 ANy, 4 N0
+ N+ AN + NPNT + (A2 = 1)¢M 00 + (A2 = 1)¢% wp.

Organizing the terms in dg’qp()\) by powers of A shows that equation (7.I]) holds for all
A € C\{0} if and only if so do equations Dv + N*Cvg = 0 = DT + N%lwg, together
with N1 + ¢" vy = 0 = N7 + ¢%1vy and with

(7.2) Dug + NG + N0y — g1 vy — g%ty = 0.

In view of the reality of D, N and ¢, we conclude that equation (7.I]) holds if and only
if so do equations (7.2]),

(7.3) Dv + Ny =0
and
(7.4) N0+ ¢y = 0.

Equation (7.3]) is equivalent to the system of equations

(7.5) DYy + N0y =0
and
(7.6) DYy = 0.

In the light of (74)), equation (7.2)) reads Dvg + N1 + N1y + N0y + NO1T = 0,

i.e.,
(7.7) Do+ N (v +7) =0.
On the other hand, in view of equations (7.5]), (7.6]) and (7.7),
dvee = Duvg+D(v+7)+ Nvg+ N(v+7)
= D"+ D"y + D0y + DUy + N0y + N0y,
= DOy 4 DLOy + N0y

and, ultimately,
(7.8) dvs = 0.

We complete the proof by observing that, together with equation (7.0]), equation (7.8])
establishes (ZH) and (Z71). For that, first note that mg (dvs) = Dvg + N (v 4+ v) and
g1 (dva) = D(v +U) + Nvg. Thus dus, vanishes if and only if

Dug+N(v+7) =0=D(v+7) + Nuy.
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In particular, dvs, = 0 forces 0 = N1y + D10 + D197 which, together with equation
([T6), establishes equation (Z.5]), completing the proof. O

For later reference,

REMARK 7.3. The characterization of the dg’q—pamllelism of p(A) by the equations
in Theorem does not involve the fact that A is q-constrained Willmore, only the
reality of ¢ € QYA A AD).

REMARK 7.4. In the characterization above, of a q-conserved quantity of A, equation
N0y 4+ ¢y = 0 determines q. In fact, q is real, so it is determined by ¢°, which,
given that A is a q-constrained Willmore surface, is ensured to be a 1-form with values
in AN A, Hence ¢1° is determined by ¢"%u € T'(A%Y), fizing u € S\A* (cf. Remark
[5.8). On the other hand, N*%v € T(A%Y) (c¢f. (652)). Finally, if dve, = 0, then veo

defines a space-form S,_, and, for oo the surface in S, defined by A, (0s0,v9) =

oo

(000 TS (Vo)) = (000, Voo ) = —1 is never-zero.

REMARK 7.5. If p(\) is a g-conserved quantity of A, then
d(v,v) = 0.
Indeed, by equation (T4l), and in view of the skew-symmetry of q,
(N0, 00) = —(¢4 %0, v0) = (v0, ¢4v0) = —(vg, N100)

and, therefore, (N'Ov,vy) = 0. Equivalently, (v, N*"%vy) = 0, in view of the skew-
symmetry of N, which, together with equation (T3], establishes (v,D*%v) = 0 and,
consequently, by equation (T4, (v,Dv) = 0.

7.2. Examples

Two special cases follow from the characterization of a conserved quantity provided
by Theorem

7.2.1. The special case of codimension 1: CMC surfaces in 3-space. The
existence of a conserved quantity p(\) of A establishes, in particular, the constancy
of v := p(1). In the particular case of n = 3, we verify that A has constant mean

curvature in the space-form S,_, that is, the surface defined by A in the space-form

00 9
Sve, has constant mean curvature. In fact, constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-
dimensional space-forms are, precisely, the constrained Willmore surfaces in 3-space-
form admitting a conserved quantity. This case will be addressed in detail in Section

B2l dedicated to constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms.
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7.2.2. A special case in codimension 2: holomorphic mean curvature
vector surfaces in 4-space. In codimension 2, the complexification of S+ admits a
unique decomposition into the direct sum of two null complex lines, complex conjugate
of each other: given v € I'(S1) null, St = (v)® (7). Such a v defines an almost-complex
structure .J, on S*, with eigenvalues i and —i and eigenspaces (v) and (v), associated
to i and —i, respectively. In [11] (see, in particular, Corollary 14.3), F. Burstall and
D. Calderbank proved that a codimension 2 surface in a space-form, with holomorphic
mean curvature vector with respect to the complex structure induced by V* L, is con-
strained Willmore. In this section, we prove it in our setting, proving, furthermore,
that, in 4-dimensional space-form, the constrained Willmore surfaces admitting a con-
served quantity p(A\) = A"'v + vy + AT with v null are the surfaces with holomorphic
mean curvature vector in the space-form Sy, with respect to the complex structure
on (S*, J,, VSL) determined by Koszul-Malgrange Theorem.

Suppose n = 4. In that case, S+ is a (non-degenerate real) rank 2 bundle, admit-
ting, therefore, a unique decomposition

(7.9) St=5t@st

of its complexification into the direct sum of two null complex lines, complex conjugate
of each other. In particular, S+ admits an almost-complex structure (in fact, two,
differing by sign),

i onS i

Jor =+1
S+ {—i on S+

Provide then S+ with the unique complex structure compatible with the connection
VSt = D] r(st), cf. Koszul-Malgrange Theorem, characterized by the fact that a section
v of S+ is holomorphic if and only if D%'v = 0 (see, for example, [15], Theorem 2.1).
Fix a choice of Jg. and provide S+ with the structure of complex vector bundle defined
by iv := Jgiv, for all real v € T'(S*). Then, given v € I'(S*) real and 2 = x + iy a
holomorphic chart of M,

1
(710) D521/ = 5 (D(SZV + Jsj_D(SyV).

Writing v = v 4+ 7, with v in the eigenspace of Jg1 associated to the eigenvalue 4, and
expanding (Z.I0) out, we conclude that v is holomorphic if and only if D%'v+D!%% = 0,
or, equivalently, D%!v = 0.

Now fix a non-zero v, € R>!. Let vL be the orthogonal projection of v, onto S+.
In view of the reality of vy, write vi = v+, with v in the eigenspace of J¢. associated
to the eigenvalue ¢. Consider the surface oo : M — §,_, in the space-form S,_,
defined by A. Under the isomorphism Q : No, — S, preserving connections, defined
in Section 22 the complex structure on S+ induces naturally a complex structure on
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Nyo, preserving holomorphicity. We say that A has holomorphic mean curvature vector
in the space-form S, if Hoo is holomorphic. By equation (4.2]), it follows that A is a
holomorphic mean curvature vector surface in S, if and only if

(7.11) DOyl =0,

or, equivalently, D%y = 0.

Now suppose A has holomorphic mean curvature vector in S,__. Define a real form
q € QYA AAD), with ¢0 € QB0(A A A%, by setting ¢"0vL := — N0y, for vL the
orthogonal projection of v, onto S (cf. Remark [74). Set p()\) := A\~tv + vl + A\v.
According to Theorem [.2] having in consideration Remark [7.3] ds p(A) = 0 and,

consequently,

(7.12) R*(\) =0,

for R* the curvature tensor of dg’q, for all A € C\{0}. In the proof of Theorem [6.6] we

observed, in particular, that

A=A
2

having in consideration that [g A ¢] vanishes, cf. (6.12]). Note that, as ¢S+ = 0 and S+
is D-parallel, dP¢'0S+ = 0 = dP¢*1S+. According to (6.1 and (6.2)), equation (Z.12)
establishes

RN = i(dP s« N =2[g AsN]) + (A2 =1)dPg™0 + (A2 — 1) dP ¢!,

A=A

(7.13) 5

(dP N = 2[g A *N])o, =
and
0= 3@ N —2g AN (A 2= o+ (1= A0+ (2= 0P T+ (2= )P4,

Organizing the terms in equation (Z.I3]) by powers of A, we conclude from the fact that
equation (7I2) holds for all A € C\{0} that, in particular,

(7.14) dP « N = 2[q A +NL =
or, equivalently, cf. Remark 5.7, dP * N' = 2[¢ A *N], in view of the fact that
(oo, VL) = (000, V00)(= —1) is never-zero. Now we see that equation (7.I2]) estab-

lishes, furthermore,
()\—2_1)qu1,ng0+()\2 )d'Dq()I T =0

and the fact that it does not depend on A € C\{0} establishes then dP¢"%vL = 0.
Lastly, observe, in view of (5.8)), that, as ¢'¥ takes values in A A A%!, then so does
dPg0

dPq"0 € QP(A A AT,
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to conclude, c¢f. Remark B.8] that dP¢™? = 0 and, ultimately, by Lemma [5.10], that
dPq = 0. We conclude that A is a g-constrained Willmore surface admitting p(A) as a
g-conserved quantity.

Conversely, suppose A is a constrained Willmore surface admitting a conserved
quantity p(A) = A 'w + vg + A\ with vg € T'(S) real and w € I'(S+) null (and, in
particular, never-zero). In that case, S* = (w) @ (w) is the decomposition of S+
in (Z9). Let J, be the almost-complex structure on S+ admitting (w) and (w) as
eigenspaces associated to the eigenvalues i and —i, respectively. According to the
characterization of conserved quantities presented in Theorem [.2] we conclude that A
has holomorphic mean curvature vector in Sy, with respect to the complex structure

on (S*, Ju, VSL) determined by Koszul-Malgrange Theorem.

7.3. Spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces with a

conserved quantity

The spectral deformation of constrained Willmore surfaces preserves the existence

of a conserved quantity, trivially:

THEOREM 7.6. Let p be in St and ¢f : (R"™H1, d57) — (R™H1 d) be an isomor-
phism. Suppose that either vy is non-zero or fiv + pv is non-zero. In that case, if p(\)
is a q-conserved quantity of A, then ¢yp(uN) is a Ad¢g(qu)-consem}ed quantity of the
spectral deformation ¢ A of parameter u of A.

PROOF. By hypothesis,
vh, = ¢ (v + vo + po)
is non-zero. On the other hand, as ¢ is real and p is unit, we have p=1¢fv = p¢4v.
Having in consideration that ¢} is an isometry, and, in particular, (¢4 S)* = ¢t/ S+, we
conclude that
Shp(A) = A7 (n ™ ¢hv) + Plvo + A ¢y D)
is of the right form. The fact that ¢ : (R"*H1 dg?) — (R™T11, d) preserves connec-

tions, and, consequently,

AAd e (qu)
¢ A\ - A, —
dypg " = o (dg) g™ o (¢h) T = gl od™ o ()7,

completes the proof. O

7.4. Backlund transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces with a

conserved quantity

Béacklund transformations of constrained Willmore surfaces preserve the existence
of a conserved quantity, in the following terms:
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THEOREM 7.7. Suppose p(\) is a q-conserved quantity of A. Let o, L“ be Backlund

transformation parameters to A corresponding to the multiplier ¢ and let r* denote r¢.. .
If
(7.15) p(a) L LY,

then

p*A) = ()7 () p(Y)
is a q*-conserved quantity of the Bdcklund transform A* of A of parameters a, L®,
provided that A* immerses.

PROOF. Suppose A* immerses and let S* be its central sphere congruence. First
of all, note that

dg? p*(\) =1 (1) odgTor (N p() = r*(1) (V) 0 dgTp(N) = 0,
for A € C\{0}. Let p and p* denote, respectively, ps and pg+. Consider projections
Tre : CT2 5 Lo, TpLe C""2 — pL® and 7, : C"*? = (L* @ pL*®) with respect
to the decomposition C""2 = L* @ pL® @ (L* @ pL®)*. As L® and pL® are never
orthogonal, condition (ZI5]) establishes, in particular, m,rep(a) = 0. On the other
hand, in view of the specific form of p(\),

(7.16) pp(A) = p(=X),
for all A\. Hence mpep(—a) = pm,rep(a) and, therefore, mpap(—a) = 0. It follows that
a—A a4+ A
Pare (N p(A) =~ mrep(A) + 7up(A) + = Mprep(A)

has no poles and, consequently, that

PN = (1) K o1 (V) Pa,za (N p(V)

has, at most, poles at A = +a .

T L C"*? — pLe with respect to the decomposition C"2? = Lo@ pLe @ (LY@ pLe)*.
Given the specific form of p(\), we have, on the other hand,

Consider now projections 7 : C"? — L@ and

(7.17) p(A 71 =p(N),

for all A, and, therefore, p(@ ') € T'(L*1). Thus mrap(—a 1) =0= ﬂpL—ap(d_l). It
follows that p*(\) = r*(l)_lpa’ia()\) G5z -1 e (A)p(A) has, at most, poles at A = +a.
We conclude that p*()\) has no poles. The fact that limy oo A™2p*(A\) = r*(1) "L r*(c0) T
and limy_,o Ap*(\) = r*(1)~17*(0) v are both finite establishes then p*(\) as a degree
1 Laurent polynomial. According to (6.17]),

pp*(N) =r (1) Tpr*(W)pt(A) = r (1) prt () p(A) = (1) (= A)pp(A)
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and, therefore, following (7.16]),

PP (A) =p*(=A),
showing that the coefficients on A and A~! in p*()\) are sections of (S*)*, whilst the
coefficient on X\’ is a section of S*. To complete the proof, we are left to verify that
p* (A1) = p*()\), equivalent to the complex conjugation conditions on the coefficients

in p*(\). It comes as an immediate consequence of equations (6.49) and (Z.I7). O



CHAPTER 8

Constrained Willmore surfaces and isothermic condition

A classical result of Thomsen [55] characterizes isothermic Willmore surfaces in 3-
space as minimal surfaces in some 3-dimensional space-form. Constant mean curvature
(CMC) surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms are, in particular, isothermic constrained
Willmore surfaces, as proven by J. Richter [51]. However, isothermic constrained Will-
more surfaces in 3-space are not necessarily CMC surfaces in some space-form, as proven
by an example due to Fran Burstall and presented in [7], of a constrained Willmore
cylinder that does not have constant mean curvature in any space-form. We dedicate
a section to the very important class of CMC surfaces in 3-space, with constrained
Willmore Béacklund transformations; both constrained Willmore and isothermic spec-
tral deformations; as well as a spectral deformation of their own and, in the Euclidean
case, isothermic Darboux transformations and Bianchi-Backlund transformations. S.
Kobayashi and J.-I. Inoguchi [35] proved that isothermic Darboux transformation of
a CMC surface in R? is equivalent to Bianchi-Bicklund transformation. We believe
isothermic Darboux transformation of a CMC surface in Euclidean 3-space can be ob-
tained as a particular case of constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation. This
shall be the subject of further work. We present the classical CMC spectral defor-
mation by means of the action of a loop of flat metric connections. We observe that
these three spectral deformations of CMC surfaces in 3-space are all closely related
and, therefore, all closely related to Backlund transformation. We observe, in partic-
ular, that the classical CMC spectral deformation can be obtained as composition of
isothermic and constrained Willmore spectral deformation and that, in the particular
case of minimal surfaces, the classical CMC spectral deformation coincides with the
constrained Willmore spectral deformation corresponding to the zero multiplier. The
chapter starts with a section on the Mo6bius invariant class of isothermic surfaces in
space forms. We characterize isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces by the non-
uniqueness of multiplier. The constrained Willmore spectral deformation is known to
preserve the isothermic condition, cf. [14]. As for Bécklund transformation of con-
strained Willmore surfaces, we believe it does not necessarily preserve the isothermic
condition. We believe one can obtain non-isothermic, non-Willmore constrained Will-
more surfaces as Bécklund transforms of non-minimal CMC surfaces in space-forms.
This shall be the subject of further work.

117
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Throughout this chapter, let A C R"*1! be a surface in the projectivized light-cone
and S be the central sphere congruence of A. Consider M provided with the conformal

structure Cp.

8.1. Isothermic surfaces

It seems that the notion of isothermal lines, tracing back to the early nineteenth
century, was motivated by their physical interpretation as lines of equal temperature,
having led to the notion of isothermic surfaces, that is, surfaces with isothermal lines of
curvature. This section is dedicated to the study of isothermic surfaces merely from the
point of view of constrained Willmore surfaces. Classically, a surface in R? is isother-
mic if it admits conformal coordinate line coordinates at every point. F. Burstall and
U. Pinkall [13] extended the isothermic condition to surfaces in space forms, with a
manifestly conformally formulation, characterizing isothermic surfaces in the conformal
n-sphere by the existence of a non-zero real closed 1-form 71 with values in a certain
subbundle of the skew-symmetric endomorphisms of R"*1!. We characterize isother-
mic constrained Willmore surfaces by the non-uniqueness of multiplier and establish
the set of multipliers to an isothermic g-constrained Willmore surface (A,7) as the
1-dimensional affine space ¢ + (xn)gr. The constrained Willmore spectral deformation
is known to preserve the isothermic condition, cf. [14]. We derive it in our setting. As
for Backlund transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces, it is not clear that the
isothermic condition is preserved. Isothermic surfaces in R3 were studied intensively
at the turn of the 20th century and a rich transformation theory of these surfaces was
developed in the works of Darboux [22], Calapso [16], [17] and Bianchi [2], [3]. The
loop group formalism provides a context in which the results of Bianchi, Calapso and
Darboux can be generalized. Following the work of F. Burstall, D. Calderbank and
U. Pinkall [11], [13], we characterize isothermic surfaces by the flatness of a certain
R-family of metric connections on R"*1! and define, in terms of this family of connec-
tions, both the isothermic spectral deformation, discovered in the classical setting by

Calapso and, independently, by Bianchi; and the isothermic Darboux transformation.

8.1.1. Isothermic surfaces: definition. In this section, we present a manifestly
conformally invariant formulation of the isothermic condition, by F. Burstall and U.
Pinkall.

Isothermic surfaces are classically defined to be immersions f : (M, g¢) — R3 admit-
ting, at every point, conformal curvature line coordinates, i.e., conformal coordinates
along the principal directions. Equation (2.2]), relating the shape operator to the second
fundamental form of an isometric immersion, makes clear that conformal coordinates
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x and y are curvature line coordinates if and only if
(8.1) I1(04, 0y) = 0.

In fact, the conformality of z and y ensures the existence of some u € C*°(M,R) for
which

gf = e“(d:v2 + dy2),
establishing, in particular, that gf(d;,d,) = 0, so that, if A5, € (6,), for either unit
¢ € I'(Ny), then equation (8.I) is established. It is obvious that, conversely, equation
([BI) forces, in particular,

ASS, € (5,), AS6, € (5,),

for either unit normal vector field £ to f. Classical isothermic surfaces extend naturally
to immersions f : (M, gf) — M, into a Riemannian manifold M, admitting, at every
point, conformal coordinates which diagonalize the second fundamental formﬂ which
we still refer to as conformal curvature line coordinates. Equation (2.6]) makes clear that
the isothermic condition is a conformal invariant (even though the second fundamental
form is not), having in consideration that under a conformal change of metric in M,
the metric induced in M changes conformally. In fact, it makes clear, furthermore,
that conformal curvature line coordinates are preserved under conformal changes of

the metric. Hence, as very well-known:

THEOREM 8.1. Conformal curvature line coordinates are preserved by conformal

diffeomorphisms.

Theorem BTl establishes, in particular, the Mobius invariance of the class of isother-
mic surfaces. We define A : (M,Cx) — (P(L),Cp(z)) to be an isothermic surface if,
fixing h € Cp(z) (independently of the choice of h), A : (M,A*h) — (P(L),h) is an
isothermic surface, with A*h denoting the metric induced in M by A from h. We formu-
late it next following a manifestly conformally invariant characterization of isothermic
surfaces established by F. Burstall and U. Pinkall.

DEFINITION 8.2. A is said to be an isothermic surface if there ewxists a nmon-zero
closed real 1-form n with values in A A A+,

This formulation of isothermic surfaces is discussed in [13], [11], [53] and [32]. For
the relationship between this formulation and the classical one, see [13], [53] and [32]
(see, in particular, §5.3.19)

1Or, equivalently, which diagonalize simultaneously all shape operators (the verification presented
above for the particular case M = R? clearly holds for general M ).

2Without wishing to go into detail, it is worth remarking on this relationship. (For more details, see
[10] and [53].) Given f, f¢: M — R"™ immersions of M in Euclidean n-space, f and f° are said to
be Christoffel transforms of each other, or dual isothermic surfaces, if f and f¢ have parallel tangent
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Constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-space are well-known examples of isothermic
surfaces (see Section [B.2)), as well as surfaces of revolution, cones and cylinders (see, for
example, [53]).

Under the conditions of Definition [B:2] we may, alternatively, refer to the isothermic
surface A as the pair (A,7). As A is not contained in any 2-sphere (cf. (LI3])), such
7 is unique up to non-zero constant real scale, cf. [53] (see, in particular, Proposition

1.25). It is very useful to know that, cf. [53] (see, in particular, Proposition 1.11):
LEMMA 8.3. If (A,n) is an isothermic surface, then n € QYA A AD),
It follows, in particular, that:

LEMMA 8.4. If (A,n) is an isothermic surface, then
(8.2) dPn=0=[N An).

PROOF. Suppose (A,n) is isothermic. Then, in particular, the form 7 is closed,
dPn+ [N An] = 0. On the other hand, according to Lemma B3] n € Q'(A2S). Hence,
by the D-parallelness of S and S+, dPn € Q%(A%2S @ A2S™); whereas, as N takes
values in S A S+, [N An] € Q2(S A S+). We conclude that dPn and [N A 5] vanish
separately. ([l

REMARK 8.5. Following equation (2I7), we have
(8.3) [(AANAD)A(AAAD)] C AANA = {0}
and, therefore, given n € Q' (A A AL),
(8.4) [n An)=0.

Theorem [BT] establishes, in particular:

THEOREM 8.6. A is isothermic if and only if, firing vee € R*"™H1 non-zero, so is
the surface oo : M — S, , in the space-form S,__, defined by A. Furthermore: A

shares conformal curvature line coordinates with oy, for all vs.

planes, i.e., df(TM) = df¢(TM); f and f° induce the same conformal structure on M; and f and f°
induce opposite orientations on M, i.e., df¢ o df™" : df(TM) — df(TM) has negative determinant.
A result by Christoffel [20], for n = 3, and B. Palmer [49], for arbitrary n, characterizes isothermic
surfaces immersed in R™ by the existence of a dual isothermic surface. Since n > 3, we can choose
Voo € L such that Ap # (vo), for all p € M, and to define then a surface 09,0 in Euclidean n-space by
stereographic projection of pole zg € S™ of A, € P(L)\{(vso)} = S"\{o}, for each p € M. According
to Theorem [BI] A is isothermic if and only if so is 00,00. Let 0o be the surface defined by A in S, .
One verifies that, if 0,00 is isothermic and 0'8700 is a dual isothermic surface to 09,0, then

7= 0x A (dog,oo + (0-07007 dog,oo)voo)

is a form in the conditions of Definition B2} and, conversely, that the existence of a form 7 such that
(A,n) is isothermic establishes the existence of a dual isothermic surface to 09, oo.-
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8.1.2. Isothermic condition and Hopf differential. The Hopf differential is

(2,0)

closely related to 1I := | 107471007, giving rise to yet another characterization

of isothermic surfaces in space-forms, which we present in this section.

Fix a non-zero v in R™T11 and consider the surface oo : M — Svee, in the
defined by A. Recall that the pull-back bundle by o, of the tangent
bundle T'S,_ consists of the orthogonal complement in R"11 of the non-degenerate

space-form S,
bundle (0o, Voo), 05T Sp.. = (Too, Voo)™. Let my,, denote the orthogonal projection of
R = doo o (TM) ® Nao @ (Vso, 0o0) 0nto Nao. Fix a holomorphic chart z = x + iy
of (M,Cp). Observe that
(000)zz € T(05.TSy..)-

Indeed, differentiation of (0o, Vo) = —1 shows that ((0x )2, Veo) = 0 and, consequently,
((000)2zz,Voo) = 0; whereas differentiation of (0w, (0c0),) = 0 shows that (o). is
orthogonal to 0. It follows that (0u0).z — TN (0x0)zz € T'(dooo (TM)) C T'(S) and,
therefore, (000)z: — TN, (0o0)zz — (TN (0c0) 22, Hoo )00 € T'(S). We conclude that

(85) TgL (Uoo)zz = Q(T"No(> (Uoo)zz)7

for the isomorphism Q : Noo — S defined in Section Now write 0% = Ao, with
A € I'(R) never-zero. Then 0%, = AN(0o0)zz + 2X:(000)2 + A22000 and, therefore,

(8.6) B =A7mg1(000)2z-

It follows that, under the isomorphism Q, the Hopf differential k* is a real scale of
1 .

(8.7) TNy (000)zz = oo (0,,0,) = 1 (oo (0z, 05) — 2156 (6, 0y) — Moo (8y, Jy))-

We are led to the following characterization of isothermic surfaces in terms of the Hopf

differential, presented in [14]:

LEMMA 8.7. The surface A is isothermic if and only if around each point there
exists a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy) with respect to which the Hopf differential of A
is a real section of S*. Furthermore: the conformal coordinates x,y are curvature line
coordinates to A if and only if k* is real.

PROOF. The conformal coordinates x,y are curvature line coordinates of o, if and
only if I (05, 6y) = 0, or, equivalently, mn_ (0).- is real. Since Q is an isomorphism
of real bundles, the reality of mx__ (00 )., is equivalent to that of k*. O

8.1.3. Transformations of isothermic surfaces. Isothermic surfaces in R? were
studied intensively at the turn of the 20th century and a rich transformation theory
of these surfaces was developed in the works of Darboux [22], Calapso [16], [17] and
Bianchi [2], [3]. The loop group formalism provides a context in which the results of
Bianchi, Calapso and Darboux can be generalized. Following the work of F. Burstall,
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D. Calderbank and U. Pinkall [11], [13], we characterize isothermic surfaces by the
flatness of a certain R-family of metric connections on R and define, in terms of
this family of connections, both the isothermic spectral deformation, discovered in the
classical setting by Calapso and, independently, by Bianchi; and the isothermic Dar-

boux transformation.

Let 1 be a non-zero real 1-form with values in A A A*. For each t € R, set
t._
dy = d+tn,

defining a connection of C"*2. The reality of n establishes that of dfw whereas its

skew-symmetry establishes dj, as a metric connection. As established in [1T] and [13]:

THEOREM 8.8. (A,n) is isothermic if and only if d% is a flat connection, for each
teR.

The proof is immediate, but worth presenting:

PROOF. The curvature tensor R! of d% is given by R* = R% + tdn + % [nAn =0.
Equation (84) makes then clear that 7 is closed if and only if R' = 0, for all ¢. O

One shall be aware of the ambiguity that the notation dﬁz carries, for t = +1, with
respect to the constrained Willmore spectral deformation of parameter ¢, correspond-
ing to the multiplier 7, in the case (A,7n) is an isothermic surface admitting n as a

multiplier.

The isothermic spectral deformation. As we verify next, if (A,7) is isother-
mic, then so is the transformation of A defined by the flat metric connection dfw for
each t € R. Associated to an isothermic surface, we have a one-parameter family of
isothermic surfaces, discovered in the classical setting by Calapso [16], [17] and, inde-
pendently, by Bianchi [2], [3].

Suppose (A,n) is isothermic, so that, in particular, d% is a flat metric connection
on R"1 for each t € R. Given ¢t € R and o € T'(A),

(8.8) df]a = do,

showing that A is still a dg—surface, or, equivalently, the transformation A% of A defined

by the connection df7 is still a surface. Furthermore:

THEOREM 8.9. Let (A,n) be an isothermic surface. Then, for each t € R, the

transformation A% of A defined by the flat metric connection df7 is still isothermic.

Fix t € R and (bﬁ] : (K"H’l,dﬁ]) — (R™! d) an isomorphism. The proof of the
theorem will consist of showing that (A}, Ad(bﬁﬁ) is isothermic.
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PROOF. If n = o A pu, with 0 € T'(A) and u € Q'(A1), then, recalling (ZI3),
Adgtn = ¢ho A ¢ is a non-zero real 1-form with values in Q((¢}A) A (qﬁf?A)L) and

d(Adgn) = ¢ 0 d™mo (¢h)™ = ¢l o (dn+ tln An]) o (¢) ™ = 0.
U

We may refer to A% as the isothermic (t,n)-transformation of A. Note that, if
(A,7n) is isothermic, for some non-zero real 1-form 7/, with values in A A AL, then
n' = t,n, for some t,, € R and the isothermic (¢,7’)-transformation of A coincides with
the (tt,,n)-transformation.

Observe that, given ¢ € R and (bf;dé%n : (K”H’l,did%n) — (R™11 d) an isomor-

phism, qﬁzd \ n(bf? s (RHLL dff’t,) — (R"*11,d) is an isomorphism, to conclude that
o)

tHt ANt

An - (An)AdM%n’

we have a one-parameter family of isothermic surfaces. In the particular case of Eu-
clidean 3-space, this is the T-transform, found by Calapso [16], [17] and, independently,
by Bianchi [2], [3].

We complete this section by verifying that, up to reparametrization, this isothermic
spectral deformation coincides with the one presented in [14]] First of all, note that,

in view of (8], given o € I'(A) never-zero,
dy
(8'9) Jepto = 9o = Gos
showing that the deformation defined by dﬁz preserves the conformal structure,
CA% = Cx.

It preserves the central sphere congruence, as well. Indeed, fixing a holomorphic chart
z of (M, CA%) = (M,Cy), we have (d})s.(d})s.0 = (0)zz + tn5.0. = 0.z modA, in view
of equation (8.8]), showing that S = § and, ultimately, according to (B.3]), that

(8.10) Spta = bpS-

According to (89]), on the other hand, Yotor = Yoo = Yz showing that ¢f702 is the
normalized section of qbf?A with respect to z. Note that, as 7 takes values in A A A+,
nA~t takes values in A, and define n* € C*(M,R) by 55,07 = n*c?. Then

z

1
($707)22 = (802)= = Iy(0Z; + tns,0%) = =5 (¢* = 2t7°) 0™ + Gk

3The omission, in [14], of reference to the transformation rules of the Hopf differential and of the
normal connection shall be understood as preservation.
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We conclude that k7 and ¢, the Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative, re-
spectively, of (bﬁ]A with respect to z, relate to those of A by

ki = ¢f7k‘z, ¢ =& —2tn”.

By Lemma [5.5] having in consideration (8I0]), the conclusion follows.

Isothermic Darboux transformation. Darboux [22] discovered a transforma-
tion of isothermic surfaces in R3: the surface and its Darboux transform are character-
ized by being conformal and curvature line preserving and enveloping some 2-sphere
congruence. In this section, we present a manifestly conformally invariant formula-
tion of Darboux transforms of isothermic surfaces, due to F. Burstall and U. Pinkall,
in terms of the family of flat metric connections, presented above, characterizing the
isothermic condition. For further reference, we make a very brief description of the
Darboux transformation of isothermic surfaces in Euclidean n-space via solutions of a
Ricatti equation, presented in [10] as a direct extension of the case n = 3,4, discovered
by Hertrich-Jeromin—Pedit [33].

In [33], U. Hertrich-Jeromin and F. Pedit develop isothermic surface theory in
Euclidean n-space, for n = 3,4. In particular, they define Darboux transformation,
based on the solution of a Ricatti equation, that, when restricted to codimension 1,
becomes classical. In [10], F. Burstall presents a direct extension to general n of this
approach to isothermic surfaces and Darboux transformation. For further reference,
we describe it here very briefly (for more details, see [10]). The starting point is the
fact that an immersion f : M — R" is isothermic if and only if there exists another
immersion f¢: M — R" such tha

(8.11) df A df¢ =0,

where we multiply the coefficients of these R™-valued 1-forms using the product of the
Clifford algebra Cl,, of R™. Equation (8.I1]) is the integrability condition for a Ricatti
equation involving an auxiliary parameter r € R\{0}:

dg = rgdfg — df,

where again all multiplications take place in Cl,,. We construct a new isothermic surface
f by setting

f=1+g
and verify that, just as in the classical case, f and f are characterized by the conditions

that they have the same conformal structure and curvature lines and are enveloping

4Bquation ([BI0) characterizes f¢ as a Christoffel transform of f.
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surfaces of a 2-sphere congruence. We refer to f as the Darboux transform of f of
parameters r,g.

F. Burstall and U. Pinkall generalized the Darboux transformation to isothermic
surfaces in general space-form as follows, in a manifestly conformally invariant formu-
lation:

DEFINITION 8.10. Let (A,n) be an isothermic surface. A surface A is an isothermic
Darboux transform of A if AN A = {0} and there is a non-zero real constant m for
which A is (d + mn)-parallel.

This formulation is discussed in [13], [32] (see, in particular, §5.4.8), [53] and [11].
For the relationship between this approach to isothermic Darboux transformation and
the classical one, see [53].

8.1.4. Isothermic condition and uniqueness of multiplier. In this section,
we characterize isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms by the non-
uniqueness of multiplier and establish the set of multipliers to an isothermic g-constrained
Willmore surface (A, n) as the 1-dimensional affine space ¢ + (xn)g.

THEOREM 8.11. Suppose A is a constrained Willmore surface. The uniqueness of

multiplier to A is equivalent to A being not isothermic.

PROOF. Suppose A is a constrained Willmore surface and ¢; # g2 are multipliers
to A. Set n := x(q1 — ¢2), defining, in this way, a non-zero real 1-form with values
in AAA® © A A AL The fact that dPqy = 0 = dPgs establishes d? « n = 0, or,
equivalently, cf. Lemma [5.10, dPn = 0; whereas [g; A *A] = %dD * N = [g2 A *N] gives
INAn] = [#sn AsN] = [(g2 — q1) A*N| = 0, recalling equation (2.2I]). We conclude that
7 is closed and, therefore, that (A,n) is isothermic.

Conversely, suppose (A, n) is an isothermic ¢g-constrained Willmore surface, for some
ne QY AAAL) and g € QY (A A AD). Recalling Lemma B3] set ¢’ := g + *, defining
a real 1-form ¢’ # ¢ with values in A A A, Cf. Lemma B4, dPn = 0 = [N A 7).
Equivalently (recall Lemma [5.10), dP *n = 0 = [¥n A *N\]. Hence dP¢' = d°q = 0 and
2[¢’ A*+N] = 2[g A*N] = dP x N, showing that ¢’ is a multiplier to A, as well as ¢, and
completing the proof. O

Constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-space are examples of isothermic constrained
Willmore surfaces, as proven by J. Richter [51]. A classical result by Thomsen [55]
characterizes isothermic Willmore surfaces in 3-space as minimal surfaces in some 3-
dimensional space-form, showing that the zero multiplier is not necessarily the only
multiplier to a constrained Willmore surface with no constraint on the conformal struc-
ture.
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Suppose (A,n) is isothermic. Analogously to what was observed in the proof of
Theorem B.IT] for the particular case t = 1, we verify, that, if ¢ is a multiplier to A,
then so is

¢ =q+txn,
for each t € R. In the proof of Theorem RIIl we have, on the other hand, verified
that, if ¢; and g9 are distinct multipliers to A, then (A, *(q1 — g2)) is isothermic and,
therefore, go = ¢q1 + t %, for some (non-zero) constant ¢t € R. We conclude that, if A is
constrained Willmore and ¢ is a multiplier to A, then the set of multipliers to A is the
affine space ¢ + (xn)r. In particular, the set of multipliers to an isothermic Willmore

surface (A, n) consists of the 1-dimensional vector space (*1)g.

8.1.5. Isothermic condition under constrained Willmore transformation.
The constrained Willmore spectral deformation is known to preserve the isothermic

condition, cf. [14]. Next we derive it in our setting.

THEOREM 8.12. The constrained Willmore spectral deformation preserves the isother-

mic condition.

The proof of the theorem will consist of showing that, if (A,n) is an isothermic
g-constrained Willmore surface, for some 1 € Q*(A A AL) and ¢ € QY (A A AD), then,
fixing A € S! and an isomorphism qﬁ{l\ : (K"H’l,dé‘) — (R 4), (<Z5¢}\A7Ad¢377>\) is
isothermic, for

my = A0 4 a9t

PROOF. Suppose (A, n) is an isothermic g-constrained Willmore surface, for some
n€ QU AAAL) and g € QYA AADW). Fix A € S* and ¢) : (R"H1,d)) — (R"TH,q)
an isomorphism. Write n = o A u, with ¢ € T'(A) and p € Q'(A+). Then Ad¢g77>\ =
¢2‘0’ A qbg()\_l,ul’o + Au%1) is a non-zero real 1-form with values in (QS{I\A) A (QS;‘A)J‘ and
d(Ad(z)é??A) = gbé‘ o ddém o (qbg)_l vanishes if and only if

d%ny = dPny + (AN LN 1 (A2 = 1)gM0 4 (A2 = 1)¢%) A

does. Note that ¢ € Q'(A A AL). Thus, by &3), [¢"° A %] = 0 = [¢* A n'0] and,
therefore, d%ny = dPny + [N An]. Lemma B3] together with Lemma .10 (having in
consideration Lemma B3)), establishes dPn'? = 0 = dPn®!, [N An] = 0, completing
the proof. O

As for Backlund transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces, we believe it does
not necessarily preserve the isothermic condition. This shall be the subject of further

work.
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8.2. Constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-space

Minimal surfaces arose originally as surfaces that minimized the surface area, sub-
ject to some constraint, such as total volume enclosed. Physical processes which can
be modeled by minimal surfaces include the formation of soap bubbles. A soap bubble
can can be thought of as an excellent approximation of some ideal elastic matter, which
encloses a volume and exists in an equilibrium where slightly greater pressure inside the
bubble is balanced by the area-minimizing forces of the bubble itself. Minimal surfaces
are defined as surfaces with zero mean curvature and can be extended to surfaces with
constant, not necessarily zero, mean curvature. Constant mean curvature surfaces
in 3-dimensional space-forms form a very important class of isothermic constrained
Willmore surfaces, as proven by J. Richter [51], with constrained Willmore Béacklund
transformations; both constrained Willmore and isothermic spectral deformations; as
well as a spectral deformation of their own and, in the Euclidean case, isothermic Dar-
boux transformations and Bianchi-Béacklund transformations. The isothermic spectral
deformation is known to preserve the constancy of the mean curvature of a surface
in some space-form, cf. [14]. Characterized as the class of constrained Willmore sur-
faces in 3-dimensional space-forms admitting a conserved quantity, the class of CMC
surfaces in 3-space is known to be preserved by both constrained Willmore spectral
deformation and Béacklund transformation, for special choices of parameters. We verify
that both the space-form and the mean curvature are preserved by constrained Will-
more Bécklund transformation and investigate how these change under constrained
Willmore and isothermic spectral deformation. We present the classical CMC spectral
deformation by means of the action of a loop of flat metric connections on the class
of CMC surfaces in 3-space (preserving the space-form and the mean curvature) and
observe that the classical CMC spectral deformation can be obtained as composition
of isothermic and constrained Willmore spectral deformation. These spectral deforma-
tions of CMC surfaces in 3-space are, in this way, all closely related and, therefore,
closely related to constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation. S. Kobayashi and
J.-I. Inoguchi [35] proved that isothermic Darboux transformation of CMC surfaces
in Euclidean 3-space is equivalent to Bianchi-Backlund transformation. We believe
isothermic Darboux transformation of a CMC surface in Euclidean 3-space can be ob-
tained as a particular case of constrained Willmore Bécklund transformation. This
shall be the subject of further work. In contrast to isothermic or constrained Willmore
surfaces in space-forms, surfaces of constant mean curvature are not conformally in-

variant objects.

Throughout this section, consider n = 3. For simplicity, we use T and L to indicate

the orthogonal projections of R*! onto S and S™, respectively.



128 A. C. QUINTINO

REMARK 8.13. In contrast to isothermic or constrained Willmore surfaces in space-

forms, surfaces of constant mean curvature are not conformally invariant objects (recall

equation (2.1)).

Fix vs € R*! non-zero. Consider the surface 0o, : M — S, , in the space-form
Sv., , defined by A. Given £ € I'(Ny) unit, the mean curvature HS of 0so With respect
to € is given by HS = (&, Hoo) = —(E4(&, Hoo)Too Uoo) = —(QE,vL), for @ : Ny — S+
the isometry defined in Section Because we are in codimension 1, S+ = (Q¢) and
we conclude that HS = + (v, véo)%, depending on the sign of £&. We define the mean

curvature of A in the space-form S, to be

1
HOO = (,Ué_o’ Ui_o)2

and define A to be a constant mean curvature surface (respectively, a minimal surface)

in the space-form S, if 0 is so:

DEFINITION 8.14. A is said to be a constant mean curvature (CMC) surface in
1oL
Vagy U

~,Va) 18 constant. In the case voo € T'(S), A is said to be,

the space-form Sy if (
specifically, a minimal surface in S, .

Let N be the real unit section of S+ for which
(8.12) vE = HyN,

which, in the particular case A is minimal in S,,__, is defined only up to signE

REMARK 8.15. If vL = 0, then vL is a constant section of S+, and so is then
HZ'vL = N. The constancy of the normal to S, in its turn, establishes the constancy

of S, establishing, in particular, that A lies in a 2-sphere: P(L N S); which contradicts

(CI3). Thus
(8.13) vl #0.

It is useful to note that, in view of the constancy of (N, N), and because we are in
codimension 1 (and, therefore, S+ = (N)), we have

(8.14) dN € QY(S).

8.2.1. CMC surfaces in 3-space as isothermic constrained Willmore sur-
faces with a conserved quantity. Constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-dimensio-

nal space-forms are examples of isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces, as proven

SThere are exactly two possible choices of real unit sections of S+, symmetrical of each other - they
are Q¢ with £ a unit normal vector field to 0o. Unless Hoo = 0, condition (812) determines N as Q¢
for ¢ the unit normal vector field to oo with HS, = —Ho (or, equivalently, HS < 0).
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by J. Richter [51]. In this section, we establish it in our setting. We present a 1-
form, derived@ by F. Burstall and D. Calderbank from a surface with constant mean
curvature in 3-space, which establishes the surface as an isothermic surface and for
which scaling by the mean curvature provides a multiplier to the surface. We prove
also that constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms are the con-

strained Willmore surfaces in 3-space admitting a conserved quantity.

Suppose A has constant mean curvature Hy, in S, . Set
1
Noo := 3 Oso NdN.

We may, alternatively, use 1Y to denote 7, in order to avoid the ambiguity with

respect to the sign of N in the particular case Ho, = 0.
THEOREM 8.16. (A, 1) is isothermic.

PRrROOF. The reality of 7., is immediate, in view of the reality of both o, and .
Fix a holomorphic chart z of M. The fact that NV is orthogonal to S shows, in particular,
that (N;,00) = 0 = (V;, (0x)z) and, therefore, in view of the maximal isotropy of
A% in S that N, € T'(A%!). On the other hand, differentiation of (0s0,vs0) = —1
shows that ((0a0)z, Vo) = 0 and, consequently, that the component of N, with respect
to 0w in the frame (00, (000 )z) of A% is —(NV.,vs0) = —(N,vL). = (Hwo). = 0. Thus,
having in consideration the reality of IV,

(8.15) N, € T{(00)s), N: € T{(000).).

In particular, dN € Q'(A1) and, therefore, 1., € Q'(A A Al)ﬂ It follows from (8.15)),
on the other hand, having in consideration (L.9), that

d(O'OO /\dN)((Sz,ég) = (UOO)Z /\Ng — (Uoo)g/\Nz +UOO AN (Nzg — Ngz) = O,

or, equivalently, dn., = 0. Lastly, note that, if o,, A dN = 0, or, equivalently, dN €
Q' ((0)), then, in particular, (N3, (0s)z) = 0. Together with (8I5]), and having in
consideration that ((0 )., (00 )z) is never-zero, this forces Nz to vanish and, therefore,
in view of the reality of N, N to be constant. But, as observed in Remark B.I5] the
constancy of N forces A to lie in a 2-sphere, which is not the case. Hence o, A dN is

non-zero, completing the proof. U

REMARK 8.17. In the proof of Theorem [810, we have observed, in particular, that
N, € I'(A%Y) and, therefore,

(8.16) il € QLA AADY), Sl e QOL(A A ALY,
6From the notion of conserved quantity of an isothermic surface, presented in [53], similarly to how a

g-conserved quantity of a constrained Willmore surface determines g (cf. Remark [7.4)).
"Furthermore, 70, € QY AA (AT NS)) C QYAAAD).
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in view of the reality of Neo-

Set

Joo = HooToo-
THEOREM 8.18. A is a ¢u-constrained Willmore surface.

The proof of the theorem will follow a few considerations. First note that the

constancy of (vL,v~) ensures, in particular, that v is either zero or never-zero, and,

on the other hand, that

(8.17) ((dvi)*,vt) =o.

1

< is never-zero, and, therefore, S+ = (v=), equation (8IT) establishes

In the case v jos

(8.18) (dvL)*t =0,
an equality that, obviously, still holds in the case vy, € T'(S). Equivalently,
(8.19) Nvt = dvt.
Since dv = HxdN, we conclude that
(8.20) Joo = % Ooo NNUL.
Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem [B.I8l
PROOF. According to Theorem BI0, (A, 7o) is isothermic, which, according to

Lemma B3] establishes that the 1-form ¢o takes values in A A A, The reality of goo
is obviously equivalent to that of 75. On the other hand, by (8.2,

dPgoo = Hoo anoo =0.

To complete the proof, we are left to verify that d” * N = 2[geo A *N ]E

Notation: given ¥ € Q!(End(R*!)) and ¢ € Q'(R™!), [, 4] denotes the 2-form
with values in R*! defined by [¥,](X,Y) := Uxty — Uyy, for X,V € T(TM).

In view of (£19),

(dP « N WL = =20 (dPNYOYWE = —2i dP (N0 ) — 2 N0, DO ]

On the other hand, by the constancy of the section vs, of R,
(8.21) Dl + Dot + NvLl + Nvi =0,
and, in particular, considering the orthogonal projection of R*! onto S+,

(8.22) NvL = —Dvt

o0 [ooh

8The scaling of 7. by Hs in order to obtain a multiplier is determined by this equation.
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But, according to (8I8]),
(8.23) Duvl =0.

(o]
Hence
(dP « N) vl = —2i [N1O, DOLT .
On the other hand,
2[go0 A *N] VL, = =2i[goe AN 0L + 2i[goe ANV

The fact that ¢oo takes values in A A AV establishes, in particular, ¢oo St = 0 and,
therefore,

[doo ANT0L = N0, g8l ).
In view of (R20),
20210 = (000 AN LWL = —NOLyd — (WOLod oD )owe,
and, therefore,
2 [goe ANO]0T, = 10, AP TuL ],
Similarly,
2 [goo AN 0l = —[NOT N0 ).
Now observe, in view of equation (8I8]), that, given X,Y € I'(T'M),
NxNyvy, — Ny Nxvg, = mge (dxdyvy, — dydxvs,) = mgi (dix,yjvas) = 0.
In particular,
[Nlo NOl J_] [NOl NlO J_]
Hence
2[goo A *N] 0l = 20 [NV N O],
Going back to equation (8.21), and considering, this time, the orthogonal projection of
R*! onto S, establishes

(8.24) Nvt = —DvL
and, ultimately,
(dD*N) [qOO/\*MUoo7
which, in view of the fact that (0o, é) = (000, Voo )(= —1) is never-zero, completes
the proof, c¢f. Remark B.71 O

Note that, if A is minimal in S, (i.e., Hx = 0), then go, = 0, which, according to
Theorem [RI8] establishes A as a Willmore surface.

COROLLARY 8.19. A CMC surface in 3-space is, in particular, a constrained Will-

more surface. A minimal surface in 3-space is, in particular, a Willmore surface.
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Minimal surfaces in 3-space are, in particular, isothermic Willmore surfaces. Fur-
thermore, a classical result by Thomsen [55] characterizes isothermic Willmore surfaces
in 3-space as minimal surfaces in some 3-dimensional space-form. Hence a CMC surface
in a 3-dimensional space-form is a Willmore surface if and only if it is minimal.

Next we establish a conserved quantity of a CMC surface in 3-space (see also
Proposition [R.23)).
PROPOSITION 8.20. A admits
Poo(A) 1= )\_1% vE + ol + )\% v
as a Qoo-conserved quantity.

PROOF. According to equations (822) and (823, we have NvLl = 0, so that
(NvL,vl) = — (v, NvL) = 0 and, consequently, by (820),

1 1
(8:25) 05050 = 5 (=N 0usg = (VMO0 v3)000) = =5 NHOus
Equation (823]) completes the proof, according to Theorem O

PROPOSITION 8.21. A constrained Willmore surface in 3-space admitting a con-

served quantity p(\) is, in particular, a CMC surface in the space-form Sp(1)-

PrOOF. Let A € R*! be a constrained Willmore surface in the projectivized light-
cone. Let L indicate, temporarily, the orthogonal projection of R*! onto the normal
bundle to the central sphere congruence of A. The existence of a conserved quantity
p(A) of A establishes, in particular, ¢f. Theorem [.2], the constancy of s = p(1).
Furthermore, by ®819), d(i%, i) = 2(dd%, 05 ) = (N30, 0 ) = 0, establishing A as

o0 Yoo o0 YOO

a CMC surface in the space-form S;__ . O

Theorem [R.I8 combines with Propositions B.20] and B.21] to establish, in particular,
the following:

THEOREM 8.22. CMC surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms are the constrained

Willmore surfaces in 3-space admitting a q-conserved quantity, for some multiplier q.

Next we establish a conserved quantity with respect to a general multiplier to a

CMC surface in a 3-dimensional space-form. For each t € R, set

Gho 1= oo + ¥ Moo

Combined, Theorems [B16] and B.I8] establish, in particular, the set of multipliers to A
as the family ¢/, with ¢ € R. In generalization of Proposition 820, we have:

PROPOSITION 8.23. A admits

1 1
pLo(\) = >\‘1§ (Hoo — it)N + v + AS (Hoo +it)N
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as a qéo-conserved quantity.

PRrOOF. First of all, note that d(vL, + 2((Heo — it) + (Hoo + it))N) = dv = 0.
The fact that Hy, = (N,vZ) is constant establishes

(8.26) 0=d(N,v%) = d(N,vs) = (AN, vs).
By (BI4), it follows that (dN,vL) = 0 and, consequently, ni'vL = —1d"'N. By
[B:25), and, yet again, (8I4]), we conclude then that

(E)POL = LT —itnl00T = —%Nl’ovolo + Z2—td1’0N = —%./\/'1’0(Hoo —it)N.

o0

On the other hand, (814) establishes D"'N = 0, and then D%!(H,, —it)N = 0, in
view of the constancy of H.,. The conclusion follows, according to Theorem O

We may, alternatively, use qévo’t and pévo’t to denote ¢’ and p’_, respectively, in order
to avoid the ambiguity with respect to the sign of N in the particular case Hy, = 0.

We complete this section by remarking on the close relationship between the mul-
tiplier g». and the Hopf differential. Fix a holomorphic chart z of M. For simplicity,
write g%, for (¢oo)?, alternatively. Note that

1 1
(go0)s. (000)2 = ) (000 A d/UCJ;O)(;z (000)z = D) (d&Ué_oa (050)2)0

and, therefore, by equation (8.23)),

—2(¢o0)s. (00)2 = _(Ui_oaNéz(JOO)Z)Uoo = _(Ué_o’ ((JOO)ZZ)L)JOO-
We conclude that
Ioo = _(Ué_ov ((UOO)ZZ)J_)-

Observe that, if v& # 0, in which case S* = (vL), then, in view of the non-degeneracy
of St and according to equation (88, ¢Z, is real if and only if so is k*. Note that

qgo = _)‘_l(vé_m kz)?

for A € T'(R) as in equation (86). For later reference, note that, in the case vz, is
nOn-Zero,
(827) (0%)° = (1 —itH ") (g00)"

8.2.2. CMC surfaces in 3-space: an equation on the Hopf differential
and the Schwarzian derivative. Constant mean curvature surfaces in 3-dimensional
space-forms are, in particular, isothermic constrained Willmore surfaces. In view of the
characterization of isothermic surfaces in space-forms in terms of the reality of the Hopf
differential, the close relationship between the Hopf differential and the set of multipli-
ers to a CMC surface in 3-space leads to a characterization of these surfaces in terms
of the Schwarzian derivative and the Hopf differential, following the characterization of
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constrained Willmore surfaces in space-forms presented in Section [5.4]

Let z be a holomorphic chart of M, which, in the case A has constant mean curva-
ture in some space-form, we can choose so that k? is real, cf. Lemmal[87l If A is minimal
in S,__, then A is Willmore, so that, according to Lemma [5.11], V(;S; V(;S; k* + % k=0

and, therefore,
(8.28) VEVE R+ % K = Hook.

On the other hand, if A has non-zero constant mean curvature in S, and k* is real,
then, according to what was observed in Section B2.1] together with Lemma B.11] ¢Z
is a non-zero real-valued holomorphic function and, therefore, constant. We conclude
that, if A has constant mean curvature Hy, # 0 in S,__, then we can choose z such that
k* is real and ¢, = Hy and, therefore, according to Lemma [5.11] equation (RB.28]) still
holds. Furthermore, cf. [14]:

LEMMA 8.24. A has constant mean curvature H € R in some space-form if and
only if around each point there exists a holomorphic chart z of (M,Cy) such that k* is
real and o

Z
A2 vy T %k = HK.
In that case, A is a g-constrained Willmore surface for q the quadratic differential

defined locally by q*dz? for ¢* := H, under the correspondence given by (5.14)).

8.2.3. Spectral deformations of CMC surfaces in 3-space. As a class of con-
strained Willmore surfaces admitting a conserved quantity p(\) with p(1) with non-zero
orthogonal projection onto the central sphere congruence, the class of CMC surfaces in
3-space is known to be preserved by constrained Willmore spectral deformation. In this
section, we investigate how the space-form and the mean curvature change under this
deformation. The isothermic spectral deformation is known to preserve the constancy
of the mean curvature of a surface in some space-form, cf. [14]. We establish it in
our setting, along with verifying how the space-form and the mean curvature change
under this deformation. We present the classical CMC spectral deformation by means
of the action of a loop of flat metric connections on the class of CMC surfaces in 3-
space (preserving the space-form and the mean curvature). We verify that all these
deformations of CMC surfaces are closely related. We observe, in particular, that the
classical CMC spectral deformation can be obtained as composition of isothermic and
constrained Willmore spectral deformation and that, in the particular case of minimal
surfaces, the classical CMC spectral deformation coincides, up to reparametrization,
with the constrained Willmore spectral deformation corresponding to the zero multi-

plier.
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Suppose A has constant mean curvature Ho, in S, . In that case, (A1) is an
isothermic ¢! -constrained Willmore surface admitting p’_(\) as a ¢! -conserved quan-
tity, for each t € R.

The constrained Willmore spectral deformation. For each t € R and A € S,
the constrained Willmore spectral deformation of A of parameter A corresponding to
the multiplier ¢’ is known to have constant mean curvature in some space-form, cf.
Theorem [7.6], in view of (8I3]). Next we investigate how the space-form and the mean
curvature change with this deformation.

Fix t € R, A € S' and (b;‘t : (K4’1,d2‘t ) = (R*!,d) an isomorphism. Set

it
v = O (v + (ReA) Hoo + (A - A‘l))N)E
LEMMA 8.25. U;‘t is a mon-zero constant section of R

PROOF. According to (8I3)), vX is non-zero and so is then vé‘t . The fact that X is
unit establishes the reality of Z—Zt()\ — A71) and, consequently, that of Ut;\éo e I((R*HC).
In its turn, the fact that pl_ is a ¢/ -conserved quantity of A ensures the constancy of
the section ¢, (plo(N) = v of R d(6y (pho(V)) = 3 (&) pho(V)) =0. O

t
In view of the fact that p’ (\) is a ¢’ -conserved quantity of A, together with
([B13), Theorem establishes the constrained Willmore spectral deformation of A, of
parameter \, corresponding to the multiplier ¢/, as a constrained Willmore surface (in
3-dimensional space-form) admitting a conserved quantity, or, equivalently, as a CMC

surface in some 3-space. Specifically, according to Proposition B2k

THEOREM 8.26. The spectral deformation of A of parameter A corresponding to the
multiplier ¢t is a CMC surface in SUAt .
doo

Recall that the constrained Willmore spectral deformation preserves the central

sphere congruence, as observed in (6.15]), to conclude that:

PROPOSITION 8.27. Let A;‘éo be the spectral deformation of A, of parameter X,

corresponding to the multiplier ¢... The mean curvature H ;‘t of A;‘t m vat relates
il & dc0

to the mean curvature of A in S, by
it _
Hp =|Re(AHoo + F (A=A .
PRrROOF. The mean curvature of ¢t/1\éoA in vat is given by H;‘too = (wit vé‘éo , 7T>J\"t v;‘éo)%

900
for 7T)J\‘7t the orthogonal projection of R*! onto the normal bundle to S¢At A= ¢;‘t S,
doo o

IRecall that vl = H. N, so that, in the particular case t = 0, v;\t = qﬁgt (v + (Re Mvs).
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and, therefore,
H) = ((ReM)Hs + i2—t(A ~ ATH)N, (ReX) Hog + i2—t(A —ATH)N)z
= | (ReA)Hqo + %(A i
= |Re (Ao + ;—t(A A,
having in consideration that, as A is unit, Z—zt()\ — A71) is real. O

It is interesting to remark that, for ¢ = 0, the deformations corresponding to the
parameters ¢ and —¢ are minimal surfaces and, therefore, Willmore surfaces, even when

A is not a Willmore surface.

The isothermic spectral deformation. Cf. [14], the isothermic spectral de-
formation preserves the class of CMC surfaces in 3-dimensional space-forms. Next we
establish it in our setting and investigate how the space-form and the mean curvature
change with this deformation.

First of all, note that, if Hy, # 0, then 1o = H3'qeo, and, therefore, the fact that
(oo is a multiplier to A ensures that

dD*N#2[7700/\*N]7

Moo 18 not a multiplier to A. If, on the other hand, A is minimal in S, then the set
of multipliers to A is the vector space (x1.)r # 0, in which case we conclude, yet
again, that 7, is not a multiplier to A. There is, therefore, no risk of ambiguity on the
notation dﬁiw.

Fix t € R and ¢}, _ : (R i) — (R*! d) an isomorphism. Set

t
t t
’UT700 = (Zﬁ OO('UOO + 5 N)
LEMMA 8.28. v%m is a non-zero constant section of R*!.

PRrOOF. The orthogonal projection of (gbfvoo)_lvf?oo onto S is UZO, which is non-zero,

cf. (8I3). Thus vfbo is non-zero. On the other hand, the constancy of v, together
with the fact that 7, vanishes on S, gives

t t t t
dv??oo - Moo (dnoo ,Unoo )

t t2
= (Zsfyoo (dvoo + 5 dN + tTIooUoo + E nooN)

t

The constancy of Hy, and, in particular, (8:20]), establishes then the constancy of vfbo,
completing the proof. O
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The isothermic spectral deformation provides, in particular, a deformation of CMC
surfaces in 3-space. In fact:

THEOREM 8.29. The isothermic (t,n)-transformation of A is a CMC surface in
Syt

Moo
PROOF. The mean curvature H};oo of qﬁf,ooA in the space-form Sv% is given by

H};OO = (va,t?oo,ﬂtlvf?m)%, for 73~ the orthogonal projection of R*! onto the normal

bundle to Sd’%oo A= qbf%oS , and, therefore,

2

t t ; ;
(Hyo)? = (v + 5 Nyvog + 5 N) = H 4 (v, N) + 7 = (Hoo + 3)

In the proof of Theorem [B.29], we have verified, in particular, that:

ProprosITION 8.30. Let Aﬁiw be the isothermic (t,neo)-transformation of A. The
mean curvature Héoo of Af%o mn Svaoo relates to the mean curvature of A in S,_ by
t

(H)_)? = (Hoo + 5)2.

REMARK 8.31. Let k%, denote the curvature of S,;_. According to (89), the family

qu?ooaoo, on t € R, constitutes an isothermic deformation of oo, with

Moo Moo 007 Yoo

t t
Koo + ()% = = (0 00 ) + (0 + N v + 5 N) = = (0l 0%),

independent of t.

The classical CMC spectral deformation. The isometric deformation of sur-
faces in R? preserving the mean curvature, or, equivalently@ both principal curvatures,
was first studied by O. Bonnet. Bonnet [8] (see also, for example, [5] and [19]) proved
that a CMC surface in Euclidean 3-space admits a (non-trivial) one-parameter family
of isometrical deformations preserving both principal curvatures. In [14], F. Burstall
et al. present an action of C\{0} on the class of constant mean curvature surfaces in
3-space, in terms of the Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative. The particu-
lar action of S' preserves the metric, the space-form and the mean curvature - this is
the classical CMC spectral deformation. In this section, we present the classical CMC
spectral deformation by means of the action of a loop of flat metric connections on the

class of CMC surfaces in 3-space.

10Cf. Gauss’s theorema egregium, isometric deformation of surfaces in Euclidean 3-space preserves the
Gaussian curvature, which, in view of ([23)) and (Z4]), makes clear that the mean curvature is preserved
by such a deformation if and only if so are both principal curvatures.
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For each A\ € S!, set
A =D+ MNP L ATINOL L ox — D)gh? + 2007 —1)¢%,
defining a real connection on (R*!)C. As D is metric, and both A/ and ¢, are skew-
symmetric, d2, is metric too, for each .

THEOREM 8.32. déo is a flat connection, for each \ € S*.

PROOF. The curvature tensor of d2, is given by
R% = (A=A"HdPN0 42X = 1)dPgk0 + 2(A~1 — 1)dP %!

+ (220 VPO AR+ 2 =220 VP AR = (T + A = 2)[) A gl
according to Codazzi and Gauss-Ricci equations. The fact that A is a CMC surface
in S, , and, therefore, a g.-constrained Willmore surface, establishes, in particular,
dPqt? = 0 = dP¢%} and, as observed in Section B.3.1] [qégo A q&}] = 0. The fact that
A is a CMC surface in S,__ establishes, on the other hand, (A, 7. ) as isothermic, and,
therefore, [N A7jso] = 0, cf. LemmaB4l Hence R% = 0 if and only if either A = +1 or
dPN1O = 2[N10 /\qgél]. The fact that A is a g-constrained Willmore surface gives, on
the other hand, dP (—iN 0 +iN1) = —2i[goe AN0] 4 2i[goo AN], which completes
the proof. d

Fix A € S' and ¢, : (R, d}) — (R*!,d) an isomorphism. Set

A A
Vo = P Voo-

LEMMA 8.33. v, is a non-zero constant section of R!.

PROOF. According to equations (822]) and (8:23]), together with the fact that g
vanishes on S,
A veo = DvL + N L £ ATINOLL 42\ — 1)gh0vT 420071 — 1)¢% L,

and, consequently, by (&25)), followed by ®24), dAve = DvL + Nvk = 0. We
conclude that v2, is constant: dv), = d(¢pd ve0) = X (Vo) = 0. Inequation ([B.I3)
establishes v as non-zero. O

As NA =0 = g/, given o € T'(A),
(8.29) dXo = do,

showing that A is still a d2 -surface, or, equivalently, that the transformation A, of A,

defined by the flat metric connection d, is still a surface. Furthermore:

THEOREM 8.34. The transformation Aé‘o of A defined by the flat metric connection
d), is a CMC surface in
Spa = %S -
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Before proceeding to the proof of the theorem, observe that A and Aé‘o share the
central sphere congruence. For that, first note that, according to equation (8.29)), given

o € I'(A) never-zero,

A
(8.30) Ioro = 99 = go,
establishing
CAéo - CA.
Yet again, in view of equation (829]), it follows that, given a holomorphic chart z of
A

(Mv CZOO) = (Mv CA)7 (déo)(sz‘ (déo)ézo- = (déo)(SzO-Z =0zz+ )‘_171-5”-0-25 + 2()‘_1 - 1)(]2510-2
and, therefore, (dX);.(d))s.0 = 0.z, as g2 € QH(AAALC). We conclude that S = §
and, ultimately, according to (83]), that
(8.31) Sprn = P

Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem 8341

PROOF. According to (831)), the mean curvature H) of ¢X A in Sy s given by

H) = (W)%vg‘o,ﬂ)%vg\o)%, for 75% the orthogonal projection of R onto ¢ S+, and,
therefore, H) = (’Ué‘o,?]é‘o)% = H. O

In the proof of Theorem B.34], we have, in particular, verified that:

PROPOSITION 8.35. The mean curvature H2, of A{I\w in Sy coincides with the

mean curvature of A in S,__,
H) = H,.

The loop of flat metric connections d2, defines a conformal S'-deformation of A

into CMC surfaces in a fixed space-form, preserving the mean curvature.

REMARK 8.36. The family ¢\ 00, with X € S, is a family of isometrical deforma-
tions of 0o in a fized space-form, preserving the mean curvature.

We complete this section by verifying that the deformation defined by the loop of
flat metric connections d2, is the classical CMC spectral deformation, described in [14]
in terms of the Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative. Fix a holomorphic
chart z of (M, CAéo) = (M,Cy). According to (8.30]), 9or. 0> = gz, showing that PAo?
is the normalized section of ¢ A with respect to z. For simplicity, write ¢Z, for (goo)?.

In view of (829),
(@g\oaz)zz = (¢é\OJ§)Z
&5 ((dX)5.0%)
= ¢%(Ds.0% + M. 07 +2(A = 1)(¢o0)s.07%)

= (béo(ﬂ-so-;z + )‘ﬂ-Slaiz - ()‘ - 1) qgoo_z)
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and, ultimately,
1
(6507)zz = =5 (" + 200 = 1) g) 630 + Aook™

We conclude that (k2,)* and (¢},)?, the Hopf differential and the Schwarzian derivative,
respectively, of X A with respect to z, relate to those of A by

(KA = Aprk?, () = +20—1) ¢

o0

By Lemma [5.5] the conclusion follows.

Isothermic vs. constrained Willmore vs. classical CMC spectral defor-
mations. How are the constrained Willmore, isothermic and classical CMC spectral
deformations of a CMC surface in 3-space related? In this section, we compare the
families of flat metric connections that define each of these deformations. We observe,
in particular, that the classical CMC spectral deformation can be obtained as compo-
sition of isothermic and constrained Willmore spectral deformation and that, in the
particular case of minimal surfaces, the classical CMC spectral deformation coincides,
up to reparametrization, with the constrained Willmore spectral deformation corre-

sponding to the zero multiplier.

We start by introducing some terminology. Note that, according to (5.2]), given z
and w holomorphic charts of (M, Cy), k* vanishes if and only if £ does. We refer to the
points where the Hopf differential of A vanishes as umbilic points of A, in coherence with
the classical notion of umbilic point of a surface in Euclidean 3-space, cf. Proposition
[A T below, in Appendix [Al (having in consideration that A is isothermic).

Fix z a holomorphic chart of M and let 6* be the normalized section of A with
respect to z. Given t,t' € R and A € S*, d;‘éo = df;oo forces, in particular, d;‘éo oz =

df;oo oz, or, equivalently,
Ds.0f + X 'WNs.07 + (A2 = 1)(¢4)s.07 = Ds.o’ + Nis.oZ + 1 (1100507,
or, yet again, equivalently,
A= DE =0, (A% = 1D(4h)5.0% = ' (n0)s. 0%,

in view of the fact that Im¢’ ,Imn., C S. By ®I6) and according to Remark [E5.8]
(Moo)s, 02 # 0. We conclude that, away from umbilics, d;‘t = df;oo holds if and only if
A=1and t =0, in which case,

d, =d=d°

9oo Moo ?

for all t € R. Similarly, we conclude that, away from umbilics, given A\, N € S! and
t,t' € R, d;‘t = d;‘t,, if and only if A = X and either A = +1 or t = /. Lastly, if
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a, =d f AN € Stand t € R, th
0o = Qg , for some A, A" € and t € R, then
oo

2(A = 1)(4o0)s.0% = ((N) 7 = 1)(Hoo — it) (s )5. 0%

and either N = A~! or k* = 0; and, therefore, away from umbilics, N’ = A\~! and either
A=1or

(8.32) (2Hoo — (A + 1)(Hoo — it)) (1100 )5, 07 = 0.
In its turn, unless A = —1, equation (8.32]) forces t to be
1—A
ty :=tHyo—— € R.
VTR €
Conversely, one verifies that, for all A # +1,
—1
doo =y

which, in fact, extends to all A # —1: d., = dégo . One verifies that, given t € R, we
have d} = d;éi if and only if H,, = 0. Note, in particular, that, if H,, = 0, then
d), =d), for all A e S,

For each t € R, we have a multiplier ¢’ and, therefore, a loop of ¢’ -constrained
Willmore spectral deformation parameters A € S'. The set of constrained Willmore
spectral deformation parameters is described, in this way, as the cylinder of points
(t,\) with t € R and A € S'. A transformation corresponding to a parameter in
the line (¢,1), with ¢ € R, is trivial, and so is the transformation corresponding to
the parameter 0 in the real line of isothermic spectral deformation parameters. The
transformations corresponding to parameters in the line (¢,—1) do not depend on ¢ €
R. For minimal surfaces, the classical CMC spectral deformation coincides, up to
reparametrization, with the constrained Willmore spectral deformation corresponding
to the zero multiplier. Furthermore, for a general surface, the classical CMC spectral
deformation of parameter other than —1 can be obtained as constrained Willmore
spectral deformation of parameters in the curve (ty,A™'), with A € S'. As for the
classical CMC deformation of parameter —1 of non-minimal surfaces, it is not clear
that it can be obtained by constrained Willmore spectral deformation alone. However,
such transformations can be obtained as composition of isothermic and constrained
Willmore spectral deformation, as we verify next. Given \ € ST,

A = D (A2 - 1) gl (A2 2a - 1) g%
= dy +Heo2= A= A"HA 020 + Al

oo

and, ultimately,

A1 A A
(8.33) di, = dq + 2Hoo(1 — Re )\) N

oo
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for 7, := (1s0)a as in Section BIH Fix A € S and gb;‘w : (R4’1,dé‘w) — (R*,d) an
isomorphism. Cf. Section 815 ((b{l\ooA,ﬁéo) is isothermic, for

Mo = Adgy Moo
Set
ry = 2Hy(1 —Rel)

and fix an isomorphism ¢ : R*,d + ryid) = (R, d). Following equation (8:33),
we get that
—1 “
Phdo. 0dy, = dho(dod)y +raidey.)=dodhe,
the isometry
-1
Prdg + RM,dS) — (B, d)

preserves connections. We conclude that the isothermic (ry, 72, )-transformation of the
constrained Willmore spectral deformation of parameter A of A corresponding to the
multiplier ¢o, coincides with the classical CMC spectral deformation of parameter A\~!

of A,

—1 r
AL = (A7 -

8.2.4. Constrained Willmore Bicklund transformation of CMC surfaces
in 3-space. Characterized as the class of constrained Willmore surfaces in 3-dimensio-
nal space-forms admitting a conserved quantity, the class of CMC surfaces in 3-space is
known to be preserved by constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation, for special
choices of parameters. In this section, we verify that both the space-form and the mean
curvature are preserved under this transformation. We remark on the fact that con-
strained Willmore Béacklund transformation of non-minimal CMC surfaces in 3-space

preserves conformal curvature line coordinates.

Suppose A has constant mean curvature Hy, in S, . Then, for each t € R, A is
a gL -constrained Willmore surface admitting p’_(\) as a g% -conserved quantity. Fix
t € R. Suppose oz, L are constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation parameters

to A, corresponding to the multiplier ¢%_, satisfying the condition
(8.34) Peolan) L L,

and let A** be the constrained Willmore Bécklund transform of A of parameters oy, L*t.
Suppose A* immerses. Let 7** denote r,. According to Theorem [T77] A** is a (¢’ )*-

constrained Willmore surface admitting

(P)"(\) = " (1)~ (V)phe (V)

as a (ql,)*-conserved quantity, and, therefore, a CMC surface in some space-form.
Furthermore, according to Proposition B.21t
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THEOREM 8.37. Suppose A is a CMC surface in S, . Suppose oy, L are con-
strained Willmore Backlund transformation parameters to A, corresponding to the mul-
tiplier ¢, verifying condition (834). Then the constrained Willmore Bdicklund trans-
form of A of parameters oy, L* still is a CMC surface in S, , provided that it im-

merses.

Next we investigate how the mean curvature changes under this transformation. Let
S*t be the central sphere congruence of A** and T,, and L,, indicate the orthogonal
projections of R*! onto S$** and (S*t)L, respectively.

PROPOSITION 8.38. Set N*t := —r*t(1)"IN. Then
(8.35) vast = HaoN*

and
1 1
LV (A = AES (Hy — it)N™ + 0t 4 A= (Hoo + it)N*,
o0 2 2

for all \.
Before proceeding to the proof of the proposition:

REMARK 8.39. Let p denote reflection across S. According to ([6I8]), 7*(0)|g.
and r*t(c0)| g1 are orthogonal transformations of S+ and, therefore, as S* is a rank 1
bundle, r**(0)|g.,7*(c0)|g1 € {£I}. On the other hand,

—1 on St n (L @ pLer)
1 on Stn (L@ pLo)t

)

r*(0)] s+ = Gz -1 a7 (0)|g1 = I{

so that, if r*t(0)| gL were identity, then SN (Lo @ pLot)* would be S+ and, therefore,
LY C S, in which case, pL™ = L%, which, as L* is null, contradicts the fact that
pLe N (L°)+ = {0}. Hence r*t(0)|g. = —1I. Similarly, the fact that L is null and
pLo N (L*)+ = {0} establishes r*t(c0)|gL = Pey ot (00)]g1 = —1. Thus

(8.36) Pt (0)|gr = —1 = r* (c0)|gu.

Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition [8.38]

PROOF. Wite (p,)*(A) = A~Lu; + uf + ATF with v € T(S") and vy € T((S™)")
The fact that ve = (ph,)*(1) = v + vf + 77 establishes v = veet and

(8.37) v+ T7 = vagt.
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On the other hand,
v = limyso Aoy 4 vl + ATp)
= limy oA (p5) (V)
= (1) (0)limy 0 Apho (A)
- %r*t(l)_lr*t(O)(Hoo _ )N

and, therefore, by (836,
1

=g (Hoo — it)N™.
Next let K* € T(O(C"?)) be K, as defined in Proposition 627, for @ = «; and
B = @ . According to (6.40), K* preserves S+. Hence K'N is a unit section of
S+, which equation (6.50) ensures to be real. Thus K‘N = +N. If KN = —N,
then, according to equation (6.47), N*t = —r*t(1)"'!K'N = —N** and, therefore, iN*t
is a real section of (S*)% with (iN*t,iN**) = —1, which contradicts the fact that
the metric in (S*)+ has no signature. We conclude that K!N = N. It follows that
N* = —r*(1)"'K!N = N*t, N*t is real, and, therefore, by (837, vt = H,  N*t,
completing the proof. O

Equation (83%]) establishes immediately that:

PROPOSITION 8.40. The mean curvature H3 of A** in S, relates to the mean

curvature of A in S, by
H}! = Hy.

Let n™ be the canonical form establishing the isothermic condition of A* as a
CMC surface in S, as established in Section B2l X" := § o3t A dN*t, for ot the
surface in S, defined by A*. Let ¢%! be the canonical multiplier to A* as a CMC
surface in Sy, i.e., ¢ = HoonN™. For each t' € R, let (¢%)" denote the multiplier
@t +t x " to A*t and (pf;g)t/ be the canonical (q;é)t/-conserved quantity of A*, as
established in Proposition 823, (p*t)! := A1 (Hoo —it )N +ost + AL (Hoo+it')N™.
Then

(P5e)” = (p3)'

and, therefore, according to Remark [7.4]
(2%)" = (¢2)"-
By Proposition [6.36] it follows that the quadratic differentials (¢%,)g and ((¢)")o

coincide, (g5,)o = ((¢)")g- Recall that A and A** induce the same conformal structure
in M. We conclude that, given z a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy = Cp=t),

(57 = ((¢5)")*
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and, therefore, by (8.27)), that, if A (respectively, A**) is not minimal in S,__, then

(g00)” = (g35)"

By LemmaB.7] we conclude, ultimately, that, unless A (respectively, A**) is minimal in
Sve.» A and A** share conformal curvature line coordinates (recall the close relationship
between ¢, (respectively, ¢*) and the Hopf differential of A (respectively, A**), cf.

o0

observed in Section B.2.T]).

8.2.5. Isothermic Darboux transformation vs. constrained Willmore
Backlund transformation of CMC surfaces in 3-space. U. Hertrich-Jeromin
and F. Pedit [33] proved that, for special choices of parameters, the isothermic Dar-
boux transformation of CMC surfaces in Euclidean 3-space preserves the constancy
of the mean curvature and, furthermore, the mean curvature. This is also the case
for constrained Willmore Béacklund transformation of these surfaces, cf. Section R.2.4l
Moreover, as proven by S. Kobayashi and J.-1. Inoguchi [35], isothermic Darboux trans-
formation of CMC surfaces in R? is equivalent to Bianchi-Bécklund transformation, the
latter described in [48] in terms of a dressing action, following the work of Terng and
Uhlenbeck [54], just like the constrained Willmore Bécklund transformation presented
above. How are these transformations related? And what to say for general 3-space?
This shall be the subject of further work. In [12], a description of Darboux transfor-
mation of constant mean curvature surfaces in Euclidean 3-space is presented in the
quaternionic setting. It is based on the solution of a Riccati equation and it displays
a striking similarity with the Darboux transformation of constrained Willmore sur-
faces in 4-space presented in Chapter [9 below. We prove that all non-trivial Darboux
transforms of constrained Willmore surfaces can be obtained by constrained Wilmore
Backlund transformation. We believe isothermic Darboux transformation of a CMC
surface in Euclidean 3-space can be obtained as a particular case of constrained Will-

more Backlund transformation.






CHAPTER 9

The special case of surfaces in 4-space

This chapter is dedicated to the special case of surfaces in 4-space. Our approach is
quaternionic, based on the model of the conformal 4-sphere on the quaternionic projec-
tive space, and follows the work of F. Burstall et al. [12]. We identify H? with C* and
provide A2C?* with the real structure A%j and with a certain metric inducing a metric
with signature (5,1) on the space of real vectors of A2C*. Via the Pliicker embed-
ding, we identify a j-stable 2-plane L in C* with the real null line A?L in (Fix(A25))%,
presenting, in this way, the quaternionic projective space as a model for the confor-
mal 4-sphere, HP' 2 §4. Surfaces in S* are described in this model as the immersed
bundles of j-stable 2-planes in C*. We extend the Darboux transformation of Will-
more surfaces in S* presented in [12], based on the solution of a Riccati equation, to a
transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space. We apply, yet again, the
dressing action presented in Chapter [6l to define another transformation of constrained
Willmore surfaces in 4-space, the untwisted Bdcklund transformation, referring then to
the original one as the twisted Backlund transformation. We verify that, when both are
defined, twisted and untwisted Backlund transformations coincide. We prove that con-
strained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p,T" with p > 1 is equivalent
to untwisted Backlund transformation of parameters a, L® with o? real. Constrained

Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p, 7" with p <1 is trivial.

9.1. Surfaces in S* >~ HP!

Consider the natural identification of H with R* and then the natural identifica-
tion of H? with (1,i)* = C* Provide A2C* with the real structure A2j. Define a
metric on A2C* by (vy A vg,v3 Avy) := —det(vy,va,v3,v4), for vy, ve,v3,v4 € C*, with
det(v1, v2, v3,v4) denoting the determinant of the matrix whose columns are the compo-
nents of vy, ve, v3 and vy, respectively, on the canonical basis of C4. This metric induces
a metric with signature (5,1) on the space of real vectors of A2C*, Fix(A%j) = R%L.
Via the Pliicker embedding, we identify a j-stable 2-plane L in C* with the real null
line A?L in (Fix(A2§))C, presenting, in this way, the quaternionic projective space HP*
as a model for the conformal 4-sphere, and describing, in this model, surfaces in S* as
the immersed bundles L = A2L : M — S* of j-stable 2-planes in C*.

147
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9.1.1. Linear algebra. Consider the quaternions, the unitary R-algebra H gen-
erated by 1, j, k with the relations

2= 22— 1,
i) =—ji=k, jk=—kj=1, ki=—ik=j.
We identify the real vector space H in the obvious way with R*: given a,b,c,d € R,
a+ib+ je+ kd = (a,b,c,d);
and identify then H? with C* for C := (1,4), i.e., given a,b,c,d,a’,V/,c,d € R,
((a,b,c,d), (', V', ,d)) = (a+id,b+ib,c+id,d+id).

Under this identification, the left multiplication by the quaternionic unit j defines a
complex anti-linear map j : C* — C*. The projective space HP' of the quaternionic
lines in H? is, in this way, described as the set of the j-stable 2-planes in C*.

REMARK 9.1. A 2-plane U in C* is either j-stable or complementary to jU: UNjU
is, obviously, j-stable, and, therefore, rankc(U N jU) € {0,2}.

Fix det € A*(C*)*\{0} such that

(9.1) det o A%j = det
and that
(9.2) det(v1, va, jui, juva) >0

for vi,va, ju1, jua € C? linearly independent. To see that such a det exists, first observe
that condition (@) is equivalent to the reality of det(ey,es,e3,e4), for e1,e9,e3 =
jei,es = —jeg the canonical basis of C*. This makes clear the existence of det
in A%(C*)*\{0} satisfying condition (@.I]), determined up to a (non-zero) real scale.
On the other hand, for such a det, given vy, vy, jui, jua € C* linearly independent,
det(vy,va, ju1, jue) is a non-zero real number, whose sign does not, in fact, depend on
the basis {vq, v, jv1, jva} of C*.
Consider A2C* equipped with the real structure A%j and the metric defined by

(v1 A vg,v3 Awvy) := det(vy,ve,vs,v4),

for vy, ve,v3,v4 € C*. Condition (1)), equivalent to

(Ul N vg,v3 N 1)4) = (v1 Avg,v3 Avy),

1The argument above shows that a possible choice of such a det is the one given by det(vi Ave, v3Avs) :=
— | vi1,v2,v3,vs |, for vi,va,v3,v4 € C!, with | v1,v2,vs,vs | denoting the determinant of the matrix
whose columns are the components of v, v2,v3 and v4, respectively, on the canonical basis of C*.
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for vy, ve,v3,v4 € C*, ensures that A2C?* induces a (real) metric in Fix (A%j), which

condition (3.2) ensures to have signature (5,1), as we verify next.
PROPOSITION 9.2. A2C* induces in Fix (A%§) a metric with signature (5,1).

We therefore write
Fix (A%j) = R>!
and so
/\2(c4 — (Rf),l)(c.
The proof of the proposition will follow a very important remark, presented next.
By definition of the metric on A?C?, the complementarity of 2-planes W and W in
C?,
C*=waWw,
is equivalent to (wy A wg, w1 A e) # 0, for wy, we frame of W and 1, ws frame of W,
or, equivalently,

(9.3) AW N (AP = {0).

Condition (@3)), in its turn, establishes the complementarity of AW and AZW in
A2W + AZW, together with the non-degeneracy of A2W @ A2W, ensuring, in particular,
that

(9.4) W AW = (AW @ A2+
and establishing the decomposition

(9.5) NCH=NPW N OW AW,
Conversely, a decomposition

(9.6) NCt=VeVieVvt

with V& and V2 null lines such that Vi N (V2A)+ = {0}, and V* = Vi @ VL,
determines complementary 2-planes W and W in C* such that A2ZW = Vf, AW = V4
and V=WAW.

For the particular case of W a non-j-stable 2-plane and W = jW, and in view of
the reality of W A jW and AW @ A2jW, (@5) gives, in particular,

Fix(A2f) = (AW @& AZjW) NFix(A%§) & (W A jW) N Fix(AZ)).
We now prove Proposition
PROOF. Let W be a non-j-stable 2-plane in C*. Given w; € W, for i = 1,2, 3,4,

the vector w1 A wo + jws A jwy is real if and only if wy A we = w3 A wy. Hence, if
wy A wg + jws A jwy is non-zero, then ws A wy # 0 and w; = )\}wl + )\?wg, for i = 3, 4.
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In that case,
(w1 A wg + jws A jwy, wy A ws + jws A jwy) = 2)\%))\421 — )\}1)\% det(wy, wa, jwy, jws),
whilst
0 # jws A jwg = A2 — N2 jwy A jwa = AT — M2 jws A jw,y

and, therefore, AA1A7 — AA\3 = 1. By equation (9.2]), we conclude that, for non-zero real
wi A wa + jws A jwy € N2W @ AZW,

(w1 A wa + jws A jwg,wi Awa + jws A jwg) = 2det(wr, wa, jwr, jws) > 0,

i.e., that the metric induced in (A2W @ A2jW) N Fix(A?%§) is positive definite. Now let
w1, ws be a basis of W, so that wy A jwy, w1 A jws, we A jwy and wa A jwe form a basis of
W AjW. The vectors w1 Ajwy and wa A jwe are real, null and not orthogonal, spanning,
therefore, a subspace of (W A jW)NFix (A?5) with signature (1,1). On the other hand,
(w1 A jwa,wa A jwi) N Fix (A%5) = {(a + ib)wy A jws + (a — ib)wa A jwy : a,b € R},
clearly orthogonal to (wq A jwy,ws A jws) and with positive definite metric inherited
from A2C*: given w := (a + ib)wy A jws + (a — ib)wa A jw; with a +ib € C\{0},

(w,w) = 2 (a® + b?) det(wy, wa, jwy, jws) > 0.

By (@4]), we conclude the existence of an orthogonal basis of Fix (A%j) composed by

five space-like vectors and one time-like vector. O

REMARK 9.3. In the proof of Proposition[9.2, we have observed, in particular, that,
given W a non-j-stable 2-plane in C*, the metric induced in the space of the real vectors
in N2W @ N2§W is positive definite. Hence, given v € N2°W,

1
(v,ﬁ)za(v+5,v+5) >0,

vanishing if and only if v = 0. It follows, in particular, that, given v € N2C* decom-

posable,

(9.7) (v,7) > 0.

We identify 2-planes in C* with null lines in A2C%, spanned by a decomposable

vector, via the famous Pliicker embedding, i.e., via the correspondence
L = (u,v) < (u Av) = A’L,

given complex linearly independent v and v in C*. In this way, we identify, in particular,
j-stable 2-planes in C* with real null lines in A2C* and then, naturally, with null lines in
Fix(A2Zj). This presents the quaternionic projective space as a model for the conformal
4-sphere.
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PRrRoOPOSITION 9.4.
HP' =~ 5%,

This chapter is dedicated to the special case of surfaces in S4, described in this
model as the immersed bundles

L2ANL: M — S§?

of j-stable 2-planes in C*.
We use End;(C*) to denote the set of endomorphisms of C* commuting with 7,
and Gl;(C*) (respectively, sl;(C*)) to denote the invertible (respectively, trace-free)

j-commuting endomorphisms of C%.

LEMMA 9.5. Given ¢ € End;(C*) with €2 = al, for some a € R, if a > 0, then

£=+al,

for one of the square roots of a; whereas, if a < 0, then, given a choice of \/a,

5:[{@ on W
Va=—ya onjW

for some non-j-stable 2-plane W in C*.

PROOF. As a complex endomorphism, £ admits at least one complex eigenvalue.
Given A € C an eigenvalue of £ and u an eigenvector of £ associated to A,

au = &%u = £wu) = eu = Nu
and, therefore, A = £4/a. On the other hand,
£(ju) = jéu = jhu = Aju,
showing that A is an eigenvalue of £, as well, and that, for Ey and Ex the eigenspaces
associated to A and ), respectively, we have jE\ C Ex, or, equivalently, in view of the
symmetry of roles between A and \, jE\ = Ex. Tt follows, in particular, that, if a <0,
and, therefore, v/a is purely imaginary, v/a = —+/a, the eigenvalues of £ are exactly v/a

and —+/a and, as ¢ is diagonalizable, C* = Egz®jE 5 If a >0, and so \/a is real,
—+/a is not an eigenvalue of £ and, therefore, K Vi = C*, completing the proof. O
According to the previous lemma, given S € Endj(C4) with S2 = —I, we have a
decomposition
Ct=5, @5,
for S; and S_ = ;S the eigenspaces of S associated to ¢ and —i, respectively, a

notation that will be kept throughout the chapter.

REMARK 9.6. Given S € Endj(C4), such that S = —I, and vy € N2S, we have
(vg,vx) > 0, vanishing if and only if vy = 0, respectively.



152 A. C. QUINTINO

We define a 2-sphere in A’C* to be the complexification of a 2-sphere in R>!.
Recall that the 2-spheres in R?! are described as the non-degenerate 4-planes in R%!.

PROPOSITION 9.7. The 2-spheres in A2 C* are described as the (real non-degenerate)
4-planes S+ A S_ for S € End;(C?) such that S* = —1I, determined up to sign.

PROOF. The complementarity in C* of the 2-planes S, and S_ ensures that S, AS_
is a 4-plane, as well as, by recalling (@.4) and (@.3)), its non-degeneracy in A2C*. The
reality of Sy A S_ is immediate from the fact that S, and S_ are intertwined by
j. Conversely, a real non-degenerate 4-plane V in A2C* determines, up to sign, a j-
commuting endomorphism S of C*, such that S? = —1I, for which V = S, AS_. Indeed,
for such a V, V1* is a real non-degenerate complex 2-plane, admitting, therefore, a
unique decomposition V+ = VJ} @® V1. as the direct sum of two null complex lines,
complex conjugate of each other. The corresponding decomposition (0.6 determines a
2-plane W in C* for which A2W = Vf and V=W AjW. By

stf?,

—i onjW
we define a j-commuting endomorphism S of C* such that S? = —I, determined by V'
up to sign, for which V=5, A S_. O

Throughout this chapter, we will use the standard identification
sl(C?) = o((R™)"),

of the special linear algebra sI(C*) with the orthogonal algebra o(A2C*), given by f f
with

A~

(9-8) flany) = (fz) Ny +x A (fy),
for f € sl(C*), fe o(A2C*) and z,y € C*. Observe that, under this identification,

the reality of an endomorphism of (R>!)C corresponds to the j-commutativity of an
endomorphism of C*.

We complete this section by presenting a last identification that shall be used
throughout this chapter. Observe that by g — ¢ with

gluAv) = guA g,
for g € SI(CY), g € O((R>")®) and u,v € C*, we define a 2 : 1 mapping,

g7_g'_>g7
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of the special linear group SI(C*) onto the orthogonal group O((R>!)%). For an or-
thogonal transformation

a on N2 W
E=I{ 1 oWAW €O(R>)%),
a~!l on A2 W

with W and W complementary 2-planes in C* and a € C\{0}, and fixing a choice of
Va, we will still denote by & the special linear transformation

W
e=1d Ve W g,
Vva on W
defined up to sign depending on the choice of y/a. Obviously,
E(unv) = Euné,

for u,v € C*, independently of the choice of \/a. Observe that, in the particular case
W is a non-j-stable 2-plane and W= JW, € and € are related via j by

(9.9) foj=jo&.

9.1.2. The mean curvature sphere congruence. We present the mean curva-

ture sphere congruence and the Hopf fields of a surface in S*, as defined in [12].

Let L be an immersed bundle of j-stable 2-planes in C*. Consider M provided with
the conformal structure induced by the surface A2L : M — S*. Given S € I'(End;(C%))
such that
(9.10) SL =1L,
we define a section of End(C*/L), which we still denote by S, by S(z 4+ L) := Sz + L,
for all z € T'(C*). Consider the derivative

6= T g, © dip,

for mea /L ct—ct /L the canonical projection.

REMARK 9.8. Consider the projection 7 : L — P(L) for the light-cone L in R>L.
Given | a never-zero section of L ~ N?’L : M — P(L), dm; gives an isomorphism
L+ /L — TpP(L) under which the derivative of L, dL = dmy o dl = dm o 81, is given by
ol,

dL = 4l.

Therefore L immerses if and only if rank 0L(T'M) = 2.

As presented in [12],
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DEFINITION 9.9. The mean curvature sphere (congruence) of L is defined to be the
unique j-commuting complex structure S on C* such that

SL=1L, (dS)L C L, *§=S50d=008|
and

(9.11) (SdS — *dS)L = 0.

Once and for all, fix S as the mean curvature sphere of L. Decompose the trivial
flat connection on C* as d = Dg + N by the conditions

(9.12) DsS =0, NgS = —SN.

Equivalently, set Ng := £5dS and Dg := d — Ng. Note that conditions ([@I2) are
described, equivalently, by

(9.13) DsT'(S+) C Q' (S+),
together with
(9.14) NgSi C S+

respectively. Consider the congruence V. = S, A S_ of 2-spheres in A’C*.  Let

a2, on2s. denote the orthogonal projection of
(9.15) A2 CH= A28, @S, AS_@®AS_

onto A2Sy @ A2S_. The trivial flat connection on A2C* relates to the trivial flat
connection on C* by
d(u Av) = (du) ANv~+uA (dv),

for u,v € T(C?*). In particular, given u € I'(S;),v € T\(S_),
Ny(uAv) = (ryodomyr+myLodomy)(uAv)
= mpas,ens ((du) At u A (d0))
= Tag,en2s. ((Dsu) Av+ (Nsu) Av+u A (Dsv) +u A (Nsv))
and, therefore, according to (O13)) and (O.14),
Ny (uAv) = (Ngu) Av+u A (Ngv).

Similarly, we get to the same conclusion for uAv € I'(A2Sy) and uAv € T'(A%2S5_). We
conclude that Ny = Ng, under the identification defined by (Q.8]). In particular,

Nsj = jNs.

We define a decomposition

NSZA+Q
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with 4,Q € Q!(End;(C*)) given by
*xA=SA, xQ=-5Q,

said to be the Hopf fields of L, following the terminology of [12], as we verify later in
this section. Clearly,

A= (N5~ S5 Ns), Q= (N5 +5xNs),
and, therefore, having in consideration (0.12]), both A and @ anti-commute with S,
AS =-SA4, QS =-5Q.
In particular, this makes clear that
(9.16) ASL C S+, QS+ C Sy,

respectively. On the other hand, iA10 = —x A0 = —§ A0 showing that Im A0 C S_
and, therefore, that

(9.17) A0S =o.
Analogously, we verify that
(9.18) ALs, = M0s, = Q%S =o.
Note that, as
(9.19) dS = 2NsS,
we have Q = 1 (SdS — *dS). Thus
QL=0.

Lastly, observe that

A5, = % (Ne'sy —iSNgsy) = Ng¥sy € QVO(L_),
for s; € T'(Sy),
(9.20) AYS, cL_;

and, similarly,
A%S c L,
and
QYWYS_c s, , Q¥s, s .

We complete this section by verifying that our description follows the description pre-
sented in [12]. Given 1) € I'(C*), d(Sv)) = —2SNgp+SDg1)+SNgp = —SNsp+SDg)
and, therefore, S(d(Sv)) = Ngip — Dg1), as well as *d(Sy) = —S x Ngyp + S * Dgp.
Thus Qv = L(dp + S * dyp + S(d(Sv)) — xd(Sv)), showing that Q coincides with the
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one defined in [12]. The similar conclusion with respect to A follows then from the fact
that

(9.21) dS =2(xQ — *A),
made clear by (@.19).

9.1.3. Mean curvature sphere congruence and central sphere congru-
ence. In codimension 2, the complexification of the normal S to the central sphere
congruence of a surface A admits a unique decomposition S+ = Si @ St into the
direct sum of two null complex line bundles, complex conjugate of each other. Via
the Pliicker embedding, we identify Si with some bundle S of 2-planes in C*, and
write then S = S, A jS,. The mean curvature sphere of L = A2L = A is defined, up
to sign, as the j-commuting complex structure on C* admitting S, as the eigenspace
associated to the eigenvalue i (and, therefore, j S as the eigenspace associated to —i).
This establishes the close relationship between mean curvature sphere congruence and
the central sphere congruence.

Let L be an immersed bundle of j-stable 2-planes in C* and consider the surface
A= A2L:M — S%

Let S be the mean curvature sphere of L.

PROPOSITION 9.10. The congruence V := S, A S_, of 2-spheres in N>°C*, is the
complezification of the central sphere congruence of A.

Before proceeding to the proof of the proposition, time for a few considerations.
Equation (@I0) ensures that, given [; = I + 17 € I'(L) with I¥ € T'(Sy), respec-
tively, for i = 1,2, [ and IJ are linearly dependent, and so are I; and [, . We conclude
the existence of a frame of L composed by a section of S; and a section of S_, which
provides a decomposition
L=L,®L_

of L into a sum of complex line bundles L, and L_ with

L_=jLy,
namely,
Ly:=LnNnSy, L.:=LNS_.
Obviously,
(9.22) AN L=L,NL_.

Now we proceed to the proof of Proposition [9.10)
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PrOOF. By (@.22), A2L C Sy AS_. Equations (.10) and (@.19)), together with the
fact that (dS)L C L, show that NgL C L and, therefore, by (9.14]), that

(9.23) NgLy C L+,

respectively. Provide M with a conformal structure C. In view of (0.23]) and (Q.10]),
given | = Iy +1_ in I'(L), with [; € T'(Ly) and [_ € I'(L_), Sodl = S(dl) + L =
S(Dgly + Dgl_) + L. Therefore, by (Q.13]), S o dl = i(Dgly — Dgl_) + L, whilst

%0l = —i(d"01 — d®'1) + L= —i(DY°1 — DY) + L.

Thus *§l = S o §l if and only if D;’OZJF - Dg’ll_ € I'(L). By equation x6 = S o4, we
conclude that

Dg’T(Ly) C Q0(Ly),
or, equivalently,

DY D(L-) C QON(L.).
It follows that, given z holomorphic chart of (M,Cx) and never-zero Iy € I'(L4) and
l_el(L-),

AV = (1 A ds, (e AZ)) = (I A L A (Dg)s, 1),

showing, in particular, the linear independency of [_ and (Dg)s.l—, and, consequently,
that

A =L, AS_
and, by complex conjugation,

Ao’l =L_A S+.
In particular, it is clear that V envelops the surface A. Lastly, according to equation
(@II), we have, in particular, that, given I_ € I'(L_), (Sd'°S + id"°S)I_ = 0, or,
equivalently, (d'S)l_ € Q19(S_), which, in its turn, according to ([@.I4)), is equivalent
to ./\/:SI"OZ_ = 0. Hence

NgL_ =o.
Similarly, we verify that
NO'Ly = 0.
On the other hand, according to (9.I8) and (9.20]), we have
N;’OS_F CcL_
and, similarly,
NO'S_ C Ly.

It follows that No"(L_ A Sy) =0=NI (Ly AS_), ie, NJPAS =0 =NY'AY, V
is central with respect to A, completing the proof. O
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REMARK 9.11. The mean curvature sphere of L is, conversely, determined by the
complezification of the central sphere congruence of A, as follows. Since the complexi-
fication V' of the central sphere congruence of A is a 2-sphere, V.= 5, NS_, for some
S € End;(C*) such that S* = —1I, determined up to sign. One of them is the mean
curvature sphere of L, cf. Proposition [d10. For the other one, define Ds analogously

to the case of the mean curvature sphere. Of course,
D_s =Ds.
The conformality of sections of A, characterized by the isotropy of
dY 0>y N2) = (D) AL + 1 A (DGPLL),
or, equivalently,
(D) AL AL A (DY) =0,

forallly € T(Ly) and - € T'(L-), amounts, according to (Q.13)), to either
(9.24) DG I(Ly) € QYO(Ly)
or

DG'T(L_) c QY(L),
depending on the sign of S. Fquation (Q.24) determines S for which, in particular,

gwen | =14 +1_ € T'(L) with I € T'(Ly) respectively, D§’0l+ — Dg’ll_ e I'(L), or,
equivalently, xd = S od. S determined in this way is the mean curvature sphere of L.

9.2. Constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space

In this section, we characterize constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space in the
quaternionic setting. We present, in particular, a characterization of this class of sur-
faces in terms of the closeness of a certain form, following the characterization of the

harmonicity of the mean curvature sphere presented in [12].

Let L~ A C R%! be a surface in S%. Let S be the mean curvature sphere of L and

V be the complexification of the central sphere congruence of A,
V=S A5,
with orthogonal complement
VE = A28, @ A%S_.

Provide M with the conformal structure induced by A. Consider the map j : C*/L —
C*/L induced naturally by the quaternionic structure j in C*, having in consideration
that L is j-stable. Constrained Willmore surfaces in S are, alternatively, characterized

as follows:
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THEOREM 9.12. An immersed bundle L of j-stable 2-planes in C* is a constrained
Willmore surface if and only if there exists ¢ € Q' (End;(C*/L, L)) such that

(9.25) Sq=xq=qS

and
dPsq=0, dPs «Ng=2[qA*Ns].

In the proof of the theorem, we establish a correspondence between 1-forms with
values in A A A1) and S-commuting 1-forms with values in End;(C*/L, L), under the
the identification sl(C*) = o((R>')®) presented in Section Under this correspon-
dence, the conditions on ¢ in Theorem characterize ¢ as a multiplier to A.

Next we prove Theorem

ProoF. First note that
A =C*A L.
Let ¢ be a 1-form with values in o((R*>!)®) = sI(C*). Suppose that gA = 0 and
gA- C A. Let 1,0, u,v be a frame of C* with 1,1’ € T'(L). The fact that ¢ vanishes in

A, equivalent to
(9.26) (@) AN +1N(gl") =0,

shows that ¢/ has no component in (u) nor in (v). On the other hand, since gA+ C A,

we have, in particular,
(9.27) (qu) ANl+uA(ql) € TLATY),

forcing the component of ¢l in (I) to vanish. Hence ¢l € T'((l)), and, by symmetry of
roles, ¢’ € T'((I')). Equation (@.26]) shows now that, if ¢/ = al, with a € T'(C), then
ql' = —al’. By the skew-symmetry of ¢, it follows that

—a?(INU uAv)=—(1IAT, quAqo).

Equation (0.27]) forces, on the other hand, the component of qu in (v) to vanish.
Similarly, the fact that
(qu) ANl+vA(ql) eTLATY)

shows, in particular, that the component of qv in (u) vanishes. Thus a = 0. We
conclude that ¢L = 0. Yet again by gA+ C A, it follows that Im ¢ C L. It is clear that,
conversely, if ¢L = 0 and Im¢ C L, then gA = 0 and gA+ C A. We conclude that ¢
takes values in A A AL, or, equivalently, gA = 0 and gA" C A, if and only if

qL =0, Imq C L,
i.e., ¢ defines a 1-form with values in End(C*/L, L). Note that

AAAD = AAAE N (A2V @ A2V,
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Now observe that if ¢ preserves Sy A S_ then, given s, € I'(Sy) and s_ € T'(S;), the
component of ¢gs; in (s_) vanishes, as well as the component of gs_ in (s) does, which
amounts to ¢ preserving both S, and S_. It is clear that, conversely, if ¢ preserves
both Sy and S_, then g preserves S; A S_, A2S, and A%2S_. Hence ¢ takes values in
(A2V @ A2V1), or, equivalently, ¢ preserves both V and V+, if and only if ¢ preserves
the eigenspaces of S. In its turn, ¢ preserves St if and only if ¢ commutes with S in
S5, respectively.

Now recall Lemma [5.10, establishing that, if ¢ € Q'(A A A(l)) is real and dPvgq
vanishes, then ¢%0 € QLO(AAA%Y) or, equivalently, ¢t € QU1 (A AALC). In that case,
¢ O(L_ANSy)=0=¢" (L, AS_), or, equivalently, L_ A ¢"°S, =0 = Ly A¢"S_,
and, therefore,

¢S, =0=q"'5_,
as ¢"°S, C Ly and ¢®'S_ C L_. Hence
Im¢® c S_, ITm¢™ c S,

showing that
Sg0 = —igh0 = g0, G0 = O = 5 O
and, ultimately, that Sq = * ¢, completing the proof. O

Following the characterization of the harmonicity of S presented in [12], we have,

more generally:

THEOREM 9.13. Suppose ¢ € QY (End;(C*/L,L)) satisfies condition ([@25). An
immersed bundle L of j-stable 2-planes in C* is a q-constrained Willmore surface if
and only if either of the following equations is verified:

i) dxNg+2dx q=0;

i) d* (A+q) =0;

iii) d* (Q + q) = 0.

Before proceeding to the proof of the theorem, observe that equation (@.21]) estab-

lishes, in particular,
(9.28) dx A=dx Q.
Now we prove Theorem
PROOF. In view of (9.25]),
(9.29) dPs « ¢ = dPsSq = (DgS) A q+ SdPsq = SdPsq,

and, therefore, we have d * ¢ = [Ng A xq] = —[¢ A *N] if and only if dPsq = 0. In

particular, if L is a constrained Willmore surface, then

dx Ng+2dx q:dDS*Ns+[NsA*NS]—2[qA*NS] =0.
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Yet again in view of (@.25)), (dP5 x ¢)S = dPS(xqS) + *q A (DsS) = —dPSq, whereas,
following ([@.29), S dPs * ¢ = —dPs5q. Thus
S dPs « g = (dPs x ¢)S.
Similarly, as
(9.30) *NgS=-Q+A=—-5%Ng,
we have
(dPs % Ng)S = dP3 (+NsS) + +Ns A (DsS) = dP5 (-Q + A),

whereas
dPs + Ns = dP*(S(-Q+ A)) = (DgS) A (=Q+ A) + §d75 (-Q + A) = § 7% (-Q + A),
and, therefore,

S dPs « Ng = —(dPs  Ns)S.
On the other hand, together, (9.25) and (@.30) establish

[Ns A xq]S = —=S[Ng A xq].

It follows that, if equation i) holds, 0 = dPs * Ng + 2dPs % ¢ + 2[Ng A *¢|, then,
equivalently, dPs s Ng + 2[Ns A*xq] =0 = 2dPs % q, by separating S-commuting and
S-anti-commuting parts.

Equation (9.28)) establishes the equivalence of i) and either equations i) or i),
completing the proof. O

We complete this section with an approach to constrained Willmore surfaces in
4-space in terms of flatness of connections. Let ¢ € Q!(End;(C*/L,L)). For each
A € C\{0}, define a connection on C* by

Ay’ i=Ds+ ATNG+ WG+ (A2 = 1) + (A2 — 1)

For each )\, the connection d)\}’q, on A2C*, relates to dg’q via equation (@.8]), and so do,
therefore, the respective curvature tensors,

A, A, A,
Rdvq(0'1 A 0’2) = (Rdsqal) Nog+o1 A (RdSqO'g),

for 01,09 € T(C*). Hence L is g-constrained Willmore if and only if dg’q is flat, for all
A € C\{0}. For X € C\{0}, define an orthogonal transformation of A2C* by

At on AZS,
TA) =11 1 onSy NS_
A on A?S_

Given A € C\{0}, we define a new connection on A2C* by

do , = 7(A) 0 dp? o T(A)
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as well as, fixing a choice of v\, and, with respect to (and independently of) this

choice, a new connection on C* by
By =70 ol o ()

for 7 € T(SI(C*)) as defined in Section @Il These definitions only depend, indeed,
on A2, as, in particular, the next lemma makes clear (note that d‘A/Q " is related to d§2 "

by equation (9.8))). The curvature tensors of d}\fz q and d)“/’q are related by
\%4 A,
R%2a = 7(\) R +(\) 7,

showing that the flatness of d}ég, or, equivalently, that of dfz’q, for all A € C\{0},
provides another characterization of the g-constrained Willmore condition of L. It is
obvious but it will be useful to remark that, for each A, the d%g-parallelness of a bundle
W C C* is equivalent to the d}\é’q—parallelness of A2W c A2C*.

LEMMA 9.14. For each X € C\{0},
dRe g = d+ (A2 = D@ +¢") + (¥ - (@™ +¢*).
PrOOF. Fix A € C\{0}. The fact that both ¢ and ¢! preserve S, and S_
establishes, in particular,
TN ogor(N)! =q.
Similarly, in view of the Dg-parallelness of Sy and S_ (cf. ([@.I3))),
7(\) o Dg o T(A\)"! = Dg.

On the other hand, according to (@.10), (9.I7) and (O.1I8]),
T(A) o A or(N) Tt =240, (X)) 0 A% o r(A)Th = AT1AY!

and
()0 Qo7 ()L = ATIQM, 7(A) 0 Qo () = AQM,
Hence
A, =Ds+ A7 = D@ +¢" )+ (VP -D@Q™ + ")+ 4+0Q,
completing the proof. O

9.3. Transformations of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space

Under the standard identification sI(C*) 2 o(A%2C*), 1-forms with values in AAA®)
correspond to S-commuting 1-forms with values in End;(C*/L, L), for S the mean cur-
vature sphere congruence of L = A. For such a form ¢, condition dP¢q = 0 establishes
Sq = *q. A surface L in S* is a g-constrained Willmore surface, for some 1-form ¢
with values in End;(C*/L, L) such that Sq = xq = ¢S, if and only if d * (Q + ¢q) = 0,
for the Hopf field Q € Q' (End;(C?)). The closeness of the 1-form *(Q + ¢) ensures the
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existence of G € I'(End;(C*)) with dG = 2 (Q + q), as well as the integrability of the
Riccati equation dT = pT(dG)T — dF +4pqT, for each p € R\{0}, fixing such a G and
setting F' := G — S. For a local solution T' € T'(Gl;(C?)) of the p-Ricatti equation, we
define the constrained Willmore Darboux transform of L of parameters p,T by setting
L :=T71L, and extend, in this way, the Darboux transformation of Willmore surfaces
in S presented in [12] to a transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space.
We apply, yet again, the dressing action presented in Chapter[6]to define another trans-
formation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space, the untwisted Backlund transfor-
mation, referring then to the original one as the twisted Bdacklund transformation. We
verify that, when both are defined, twisted and untwisted Bécklund transformations
coincide. We prove that constrained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters
p, T with p > 1 is equivalent to untwisted Backlund transformation of parameters o, L“
with o? real. Constrained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p, T with

p <1 is trivial.

Let L =2 A C R>! be a g-constrained Willmore surface in S*, for some 1-form ¢
with values in End;(C*/L, L). Let S be the mean curvature sphere of L and V be the
complexification of the central sphere congruence of A. Let py be reflection across V.
Provide M with the conformal structure induced by A. For simplicity, in what follows,
given o € C\S' non-zero and L* a d{'}’q-parallel null line subbundle of A2C* such that,
locally,

(9.31) py LN (LY)*" = {0} = pv Lo N (LY,
we consider the alternative notation

P =Dy fer 4= dz-1 T

with no risk of ambiguity with the multiplier to A. Recall that, for such o and L%, we
define another constrained Willmore surface in S*, the Bécklund transform A* of A of

parameters a, LY, or, equally, —a, py LY, by setting

(9.32) (A9 = (pg) (1) (pg) (0)A™,

provided that A* immerses.

9.3.1. Untwisted Backlund transformation of constrained Willmore sur-
faces in 4-space. In this section, we apply, yet again, the dressing action presented
in Section to define another transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in
4-space, the untwisted Bdcklund transformation, referring then to the Backlund trans-
formation defined by ([@32) as the twisted Bdicklund transformation. The terminol-
ogy is motivated by the fact that, whilst pg(\) relates to pg(—A) via the twisting
pvpq(AN)py = pg(—A), performed by py, the untwisted transformation will be given by
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(A% = P(1)71P(0)A%! for P(\) = g7 R()\) € T(O(A%C?)), with g € T(SO(R>!)),
for some R()\) € T(O(A2C*)) for which no such a relation with R(—\) is established.

First of all, observe that, given w := vy + vy + v— # 0, with vg € T'(S; A S_),
vy € I(A%Sy) and v_ € I'(A%S_), w is null if and only if
(9.33) (vo,v0) = =2(v4, v-).

The nullity of w is equivalently characterized by, at each point, either v_ = 0 = (vg, vg)
or both v_ # 0 and

(9.34) vy = —= (vo, vo)(v_,v=) U_.

LEMMA 9.15. Let a € C\{0}. Let vg € T'(Sy A S_), vy € T(A%S,) and v_ €
I'(A2S_) be such that vo + vy +v_ is null. In that case, T(a)(vg + vy +v_) is real at
a point p in M if and only if, at p, either

vy =0=wv_, (7o) = (vo)

or

PrROOF. Our argument is pointwise, so we work in a single fibre.

Set w := vg + v+ + v_. From the definition of 7(«), it follows that (7(a)w, 7(a)w)
has rank 1 if and only if either

vy =0=wv_, Tg= Ay

or
v #0, Ty =X alPv_, Tg= v, |\[P=1,

for some A € I'(C). In particular, because w is null, if v_ is non-zero, then, according

to ([@.34), 7(a)(w) is real if and only if

_ 1 _
(9.35) (v, 77) = 5 [ @[] (vo,v0) |
and

1 9 .
(9-36) W =—5 | @[ (v0, v0) (v, 7)o,

Note that, if v_ is non-zero, equation (0.35]) forces (vg,vg) to be non-zero. On the
other hand, in view of the nullity of w, if (vg, vg) is non-zero then so is v_. The proof

is complete by observing that, in that case, together, equations (0.35]) and (9.36]) force

To = —(vo, vo) two, so that vg =| (vo,v0) |2 v and, ultimately, | (vo,vo) |= 1. O
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Choose a non-zero a € C\S' and a d(‘)‘/’q—parallel null line subbundle L% of A2C* such
that, locally, 7(«)L® is never real. The existence of such a choice of L% is established

in the following lemma.

LEMMA 9.16. Let1® be a non-zero section of A2S... Let L® C N*°C* be a d?,’q-pamllel
null line bundle defined naturally by dy,?-parallel transport of Ly, for some pointp € M.

Then 7(a) LY is never real in some open set containing p.

Before proceeding to the proof of the lemma, observe that, at each point, the non-
reality of 7(a)L® is equivalent to the real subspace 7(a)L® 4 7(a)L® of (R>1)® being
2-dimensional, or, equivalently, non-null,

(9.37) (@)L N (1(a) L)t = {0},

which characterizes the non-degeneracy of 7(a)L* @ () Le.

PROOF. At the point p, L is spanned by [, so that, by construction, at this
point, 7(«)L® is not real. On the other hand, at each point, the non-reality of 7(«)L“

is characterized by (Q.37)), or, equivalently, by

(r(a)l, 7()l) # 0,

fixing [ € I'(L®) non-zero; showing that the non-reality of (7(«)L®), is an open condi-
tion on x € M. O

At each point, the non-reality of 7(a)L®, characterized by equation ([Q.37]), estab-
lishes a decomposition

(9.38) A2 C* = 7(a)L® @ (7(a) LY ® (o) L)t @ 7(a) L.
For A € C\{£a,+a !} and

1—a 2 \N—a?
(9.39) ra(N) = o2 52 #0,

set then
Ta(A) on7(a)L*
Tae(A) =14 1 on (7(a)L® + 7(a) L)+ |
ro(A)"! ont(a)Le

defining this way a map 7.« into I'(O(A?C*)) with

(
Ta, Lo (A1) = Ta,Lo(A),
for all A\, which, therefore, extends holomorphically to P*\{+a,+a !} by setting

Toc,LO‘ (OO) = Ta7La (O)
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We may, alternatively and for simplicity, write r()\) for 74, 1o (A) with A € P!\ {+a, +a ~1}.

It will be useful to observe that, in the case a?

is real, we have

(9.40) r(c0) = r(0)7 1.
Once and for all, fix a choice of 1/7,(0), set

7a(0) := \/r(0),

and consider the corresponding 7(0),r(co) € T'(SI(C*)), for which equation (@.9)) then
applies:
(9.41) 7(0) 0 j = jor(co).
It follows, in particular, that, at each point, the j-stability of 7(0)S, is characterized
by

r(0)S: = r(00)S_,
or, equivalently, by the non-complementarity of 7(0)Sy and r(c0)S_ in C*,
(9.42) (A?r(0)S4) N (A%r(00)S_ )+ # {0}

Next we characterize the j-stability of 7(0)S, in terms of the projections of L%
with respect to the decomposition (0.15)).

LEMMA 9.17. Let 1% := vo + vy + v_, with vy € T(Sy A S_), v. € T(A%2S}) and
v_ € T(A%5_), be a non-zero section of L*. Let mg and 7, denote the orthogonal
projections of A2C* onto 7(a)L® @ T(a) L and (1(a)L® & 7(a) L)L, respectively. At
each point at which I* does not vanish, the bundle r(0)Sy is j-stable if and only if
(9.43) vy A0 £ v

and, given uy € T'(A2Sy) not zero,

(9.44) (% ug) | Q% a5) 7=l ra(0) Pla |72,

together with

(9.45) mTiuy # 0, (miug) = (Trug)
and
(9.46) (mer(0)uy, mer(0)us ) # (mir(0)uy, mir(0)uyt ).

PrOOF. Our argument is pointwise, so we work in a single fibre.
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Let 54,5, be a frame of S. Then r(0)S; is j-stable if and only if

(9.47) F(0)(s1 A 5) = Ar(o0) (s A jsh),

for some A € I'(C). Note that such a A has necessarily unit length. Indeed,

r(00)(jss Ajsy) =r(0)(s+ A s,

so that

r(00)(js+ A js'y) = Xr(00)(fsi Ajsly) = Ar(0)(s4 A s’y) =| A2 r(00)(js4 A js,)-

Write sy A s’y = at(a)l® +b7(a)l® + 7 (s4 As'), with a,b € T'(C). Then
7(0)(s4 A sy) = are(0)7()l* 4+ bre(0) 1 ()l + 71 (s1 A 8, ),

whereas

r(00)(js+ A js') = bra(0) “1r(@)l* +a@ra(0) T(a)l® + 7o (54 A SL).
Hence equation (3.47)) holds if and only if
ara(0) =Ab70(0) 71, bra(0)"t = Aara(0), mi(ss Asy) =AmL (s AsL);
or, equivalently, at each point, either
(9.48) a=0=b, m (s As)=Am (syANs\),
or a,b# 0 and
ab ™! [ 1a(0) P=A=G 0| 74(0) |73 wi(sy ASL) = Ami(sy ASL).
Note that ([@.48) contradicts the complementarity of A%2S, and A2S_. Set
X = (1(a)l*, m(a)lv) # 0.
In view of the nullity of s A s’
(9.49) (mi(sy As'),mi(sy Asy)) = —2abX,
equation ab ! | r4(0) 2= @ 'b | ro(0) |72, equivalent to
b=l allra(0)
establishes
2| a [ ra(0) P X |=| (i (s Asl),mi(s+ Ash)) |
and, in particular, that, if, at some point, a # 0, then, at that point,

(mi(s+ Asl),mi(se Asl)) #0.

It follows, in particular, that, if 7 (s4 A s,) = Ar | (s4 A sy), then

(9.50) (rLr(O)(ss A s,) TLr ()55 AST)) £ 0,
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as 1 7(0)(s4 As') =7 (s4 As'.). On the other hand, as remarked previously, r(0)S
is j-stable if and only if (r(0)(s+ A '), 7(0)(s+ A s’)) =0, or, equivalently,
(mar(0)(s4 A s'), mer(0)(sy Asy)) = —(m1r(0)(s4 Asly), mir(0) (s Asy)),

in which case, in particular, having in consideration (©9.50]),

(rar (O0)(s A 5,), mar (5 A55)) # (7r(0) (s A 8'), 717 ()55 A5 ).

We conclude that the bundle r(0)S5 is j-stable if and only if a,b, 7 (s4 A s’y) # 0 and
(9.51) |b|=]allra(0)
together with

mi(sy As) =ab ™ [14(0) [P wi(sy AsL)
and condition (@4€). Now write v; = a4 sy A s and v = a_js; A js'., with
at,a_ € I'(C). Set

N = (s Ay, st Njs'y) > 0.

We have

a=X"Ysp A&, T(@)l*)=a taz X 'N,
as well as

b=X"1(s4 A&\, T()l*) =aa_ XN,

In particular, a (respectively, b) vanishes at some point if and only if ay (respectively,

a_), or, equivalently, vy (respectively, v_) does. We verify, on the other hand, that
equation (@.51) holds if and only if

la =l ay [[ 7a(0) [Pl a |72,

or, equivalently, if condition (0.44)) is satisfied. It follows, in particular, that, together,
conditions (9.43) and (0.44]) ensure that

7ar(0)(s+ A sy) = Amar(o0) sy A js'y),

for A :=ab~! | r,(0) |2 S*, which together with condition (2.45]), and given that

7ir(0)(sy NS =7 (s Asly) =mir(co)(jst AJjs),
amounts to
F(0) (54 A ) = Aar(o0) sy A js'y) + € mir(00)iss A sy,
for some ¢ € T'(C). In fact, we verify that £ is unit:
| (mo(ss Asy)mi(se Asl)) [=] €] (mu(se Asl),mi(se Asl)) |y

and condition ([@.43)) ensures, on the other hand, according to ([@.49]), that

(9.52) (mi(se Asl),mi(se Asl)) #0.
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For simplicity, write 7§, for mgr(co)(js4 A js'.). By the nullity of s; A s/, it follows
that

0= (r(0)(s4 Asy),r(0)(s+ AsL)) = N, ml) + EX(mo(s4 Asl), mi(s Asy)),
as well as
0 = (r(00)(jss A jis'y)),(00) sy A s'))) = (w7l + (i (s A )L (5 A ).
Hence
(9.53) (mhy, W) = —(wL(s4 A s), (50 A )

and, therefore, £2 = A2, which, as ¢ and A are both unit, forces \,& € {—1,1, —i,4}.
Together with (9.52) and (@.53)), the nullity of r(0)(s4+ As’,) excludes the cases £ = £il.
Indeed, if 7(0)(s4 A s) = Awh £ iAm  (s4 A s'y), then

0= (A7} £idm i (s4 As' ), Amg AT (s Asly)),
respectively, leading to a contradiction:
0= N(mg, mh) = N2 (m i (54 AL ) (50 Asy)) = =202 (mu (54 AL ), mi(s0 Asy)) # 0.

Together with condition (@.40]), and given that r(0)(s4 A s'.) and r(c0)(js4+ A s'y) are
complex conjugate of each other, the nullity of 7(0)(s; A s’.) excludes, on the other
hand, the case £ = —A: if r(0)(s4 As'y) = A7mh — Ami(s4 As'), then

0 = (A~ ATL (5308 ), 75 T AL (7 A55) ) = AR )~ A(r L (5 A8 ), T (o7 A 5T )
and, therefore, (7%, m5) = (71 (s+ A sly), w1 (s4 As',)), or, equivalently,

(mer(0)(s4 A s%), mar(0)(s4 A sy)) = (m1r(0)(s4 Asly), mir(0)(s4 Asl)).
We conclude that £ = A, completing the proof. O

At each point, the non-j-stability of the bundle r(0)S,, of 2-planes in C*, is equiv-
alent to its complementarity to jr(0)Sy = r(c0)S_ in C*. Choose L* for which,
furthermore, locally, 7(0)S, and 7(c0)S_ are complementary in C!. The existence of

such a choice is established in the following lemma.

LEMMA 9.18. Let 1 be a non-zero section of A2S... Let L% C A2C* be a dy;?-parallel
null line bundle defined naturally by d{‘}’q-pamllel transport of Iy, for some point p € M.
Then there is some open set containing p in which T(a)L® is never real and r(0)S+

and r(00)S_ are complementary in C*.

PRrROOF. By construction,
Ly =(15),
so that, at the point p, 7(a)L® is not real and, therefore, r is, indeed, defined; whilst
Lemma [0.17 ensures that, at p, 7(0)S+ Nr(c0)S— = {0}. On the other hand, according
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to ([@.42]), at each point, the non-j-stability of r(0)S, is characterized by
(r(0) A2 S4) N (r(0) A2 )+ = {0},

or, equivalently, by (7(0) uy,7(0)uy ) # 0, fixing uy € T'(A%S,) non-zero; which shows
that the non-j-stability of (r(0)S4), is an open condition on z € M. And so is the
non-reality of (7(a)L?%),, as remarked previously. O

Set
Sy =1r(0)Sy, S :=jS] =r(c0)S-

and, considering projections Tgr Cc* - S% and wg+ : C* — S* with respect to the

decomposition
4 * *
g = S+ @ S—7
define two line bundles by
(9.54) L} :==mgrr(oo)Ly, LI :=jL} =mg-r(0)L_.

As we know, L% is a d(‘l/’q—parallel null line bundle if and only if py L¢ is a d‘_/a’q—parallel
null line bundle. Note that the reality of 7(a)L?® is equivalent to that of 7(—«)py L®,
and that

Ta,LO‘ = T—a,vaO‘ .
We define the untwisted Bdcklund transform L* of L of parameters o, L<, or, equally,
—a, py LY, by setting

NPL* = L A LY.
The real line bundle A2L* determines a j-stable bundle L* of 2-planes in C*.

THEOREM 9.19. L* is a constrained Willmore surface in S*, provided that it im-

merses.

The proof of the theorem will follow some preliminaries, presented next.

At each point, the complementarity of ST and S* in C* establishes a decomposition
NICH = A28t @ ST A ST @ ATSE.
Define then, for A € C\{0}, another orthogonal transformation of A2C* by
A7l on AZS%
T*A) =14 1 on ST AS*
A on A% S*
Set

(9.55) V= ST A ST
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and let py- denote reflection across V*. Observe that 7(—1) = py and 7%(—1) = py=«,
and that, for A € C\{0},

(9.56) (=N =7N)pv, T(=A)=7"(N)pv+
and
(9.57) ﬁ = T(X_l), T*(\) = T*(X_l).

For A € C\{0}, set
RO 1= () 120 (02) 7(3) € D(O(A2CY),
which will play a crucial role on what follows. Fix g € I'(SO(R>')) such that
gpvy ' = py-

and set also

P()\) := g 'R(\).
The holomorphicity of P(\) at A = 0, equivalent to that of R(\), is directly ensured
by Lemma [6.28] and, similarly, after an appropriate change of variable, so is the holo-
morphicity of P(\) at A = oo. Set then

(A0 = P(1)7 P(c0) AM°
and

(A" = P(1)7tP(0) A%L.
Equivalently,

(A0 = R(o0) (Ly AS-), (A% = R(0) (L- A S4),
as R(1) = I. Observe that (A*)1? and (A*)%! are complex conjugate of each other:
having in consideration ([3.57)),

(A0 = limy oo (XN r(A2) T(XA "1 Ly A S
= limy_o 7" (A7) 7(0) 7(\) (L— A Sy)
SIS
Fixing a choice of \/X,

onS_

B VATl onSy
T(N) —I{ ¥y

and
*
on S

N Y
T(A)_I{\/X onS*
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and, therefore, given s; € I'(S1), R(0)s4 = limy_0 (mgx r(A%) sy + A lmes (M%) 54).
On the other hand, as 7(A\?) is holomorphic at A = 0, it admits a Taylor expansion

r(A%) = r(0) + )\2i r(A%) + )\—4d—2 r(A%) +
B dA|x=o 2 dM\? |\
around 0, making clear that
(9.58) limy_o A~ (M%) = limy_,o A" 1r(0).

Hence R(0)s; = r(0)sy + 75 (limy_o A™!7(0) s1). Now the holomorphicity of R(\)
at A = 0 forces mg+ 7(0)s4 to be 0, establishing R(0)s; = r(0)s;. Thus R(0)Sy = S%.
A similar, even slightly simpler computation establishes R(0)L_ = mwg:r(0)L_. We
conclude that
(9.59) (A")O = mger(0)L_ A S%,
or, equivalently, by complex conjugation,

(A*)H0 = mgrr(00) Ly A SZ.
Thus

(A*)I,O N (A*)O’l —_ /\2L* —- A*.

The choice of the notation A*, already attributed to a twisted Bécklund transform of

A, is not casual, as we shall verify in the next section.
Now we proceed to the proof of Theorem [9.19

PRrROOF. Note that, according to (9.56]),
(9.60)  P(=A) = g7 7" (=N ra1e O3 7(=A) = g~ pv- R\)pv = pv P(Wpy-
The proof will consist of showing that
A dp? = P(\) ody? o P(A)™

admits a holomorphic extension to A € C\{0} through metric connections on A2C*. Tt
will then follow from Theorem [6.25] that A* is a constrained Willmore surface, provided
that it immerses, with no need for condition ([6.24]) to be verified, as it would solely
intend to ensure that (A*)%? and (A*)%! intersect in a rank 1 bundle, a fact that is
already known to us.

Since al}l/2 . is metric,
9

dy, ,T(r(@)L%) C Q' (7(a)Lo ),

\%

as well as, in view of the parallelness of 7(a)L® with respect to dj,

doz o T((T(@) L @ 7(a) L)) € QY ((r(a) L*)F).



CONSTRAINED WILLMORE SURFACES 173

Let 7,1 : A2C* — 7(a)L® and 7 : A2C* — 7(a) L be projections with respect to
the decomposition ([@.38]). Let g and 7, be as in Lemma [0.17 As

(r(a)L?)* = 7(a)L® @ (7(a)L® @ 7(a) L)+

and

@)L L = T(@)L% @ (r(a)L” & T(@) %)
we conclude that 7,7, o dx2 T = O=mgpo dx2 g ©TLs showing that al}l/2 p splits as
dZZ,q = Dgz + /Bgza
for the connection
Dgz = dX{q OTrL + T © dxz’q OT— +mL O dXQ’q oy,
on A2C*, and
Bl =m0 dgz’q oM+ T 0 dxz’q omy € QYr(a)L* A (1(a) L @ T(a) L)1),
For simplicity, denote 7,(A?) € C (as defined in ([@39)) by ay2. Clearly, for each X,
T()‘Q) o Dgz o 7”()\2)_1 = Diz, T()‘Q) ﬁgz T()‘2)_1 = Q)2 ﬁgz-
Now decompose df\/z g 38
dys , = dya , + (N —a®)A(N?),
for A € C\{0, £a}, with A — A(X?) € Q' (o(A%C*)) holomorphic. It follows that
d>]‘3’q = g_lT*()\)_lT‘a,La()\2) o d‘;,q o T‘Q’L(x(A2)_17—*(}\)g
= g ' TN TIDL T N g+ e g T ) TIBL THN) g + T(N),

for U(\) := g7 17*(A)"Ir(A2) (A2 — a®) AN2)r(A2)~17%(\) g and A € C\{0, +a, +a '}
Set T(A) := (A2 — a®)r(\2) A(A?)r(A2)~L. The skew-symmetry of A(\?) establishes

AN T(@)L® C ((@) L)+, AMD7(a)LY C T(a)Let
and, consequently,
1 AN 7, = 0 = 7o, AN?)
On the other hand, it is clear that
= r(A2) AN r(A\) "l = a;zl T A(N?) a;zl TrL = a;f A\,

and, similarly,
T (A2 AN r(N) "t = ade o AN T



174 A. C. QUINTINO
Hence -3 Y(\) 7., = 0 = 7, T(A) 1. It follows that

T = (AN —a?) (o AN 7o + 1 A 71 + 7L AN 7))

1—a?
1—a—2
1—@a 2 ()\2 —a2)2

1—a? X2—a?

(N —@2) (m1 A2 7op, + 7o A 1)

(mL AN} 7= + 7o, AN 1),

Hence, by setting

& = g (@) D T (@) g

47170 0 (0 — @) (A0} s + g A(?) 7 (g
and
dp™ = g7 (—a) T DL T (—a)yg

4 g7 () (02 ) (r A(0?) o + 7 Ale) 1) (<),

we extend holomorphically (A — d)l‘g’q) to A € C\{0, =@ ~'} through what, by continuity,
are metric connections on /\2Q4.

The existence of a holomorphic extension to C\{0}, through metric connections on
A2C*, can be proved analogously, having in consideration the parallelness of W

with respect to the connection

dg,gﬂ =7(a) ody? o 7(a) L.

O

Suppose L* immerses. Note that P(1)"'P(—1) = R(—1) = py«py, whilst, on the
other hand, according to ([@60), P(1)"*P(-1) = P(1)"!py P(1)py. We conclude that
pv=P(1)~' = P(1)"!py and, therefore, as pyyV = V, that py~P(1)"'V = P(1)~'V.
Equivalently,

Vi =P(1)7V,
V* is the complexification of the central sphere congruence of A*. Denote the mean
curvature sphere of L* by S*. In view of (0.55]), the eigenspace of S* associated to the
eigenvalue i is either S* or S*. Suppose it is S*. In that case, (A*)%! = (L*NSE)AS*,
which, in view of the complementarity of S* and S* in C*, contradicts (@.59). Hence
S% is the eigenspace of S* associated to i. The choice of notation is consistent. It

follows, in particular, that the equalities ([9.54]) are not merely formal either.

9.3.2. Twisted vs. untwisted Backlund transformation of constrained
Willmore surfaces in 4-space. Twisted Bécklund transformation of constrained

Willmore surfaces in 4-space is closely related to untwisted Bécklund transformation.
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As we verify in this section, when twisted Bécklund transformation parameters con-
stitute untwisted Bécklund transformation parameters, the corresponding twisted and

untwisted Backlund transforms coincide

Choose a non-zero o € C\S! and a dy/?%-parallel null line subbundle L% of A2CH
such that, locally, 7(a)L® is never real, 7(0)S, and r(c0)S_ are complementary in C*,
and condition (O.3I)) is satisfied. The existence of such a choice of L is established
in the next lemma. First observe that, according to (9.33)), given w := vg + v4 + v_
null, with vy € T'(Sy A S_), vy € T(A%S}) and v_ € T'(A2S_), pyw is orthogonal
to w, at some point, if and only if, at that point, (vg,v9) = 0, or, equivalently, as
A2S. N (A2S_ )t = {0}, either v, =0 or v_ = 0.

LEMMA 9.20. Let v_ be a non-zero section of A2S_ with (v_,v=) # 1. Let vg be
a section of Sy N S_ with (vo,vo) = (v—,v2) and (vo,09) = 3 (v—,v2). Define a null
section of N2C* by 1% := vy — v +wv_. Let L* C A*C* be a d° ’q—pamllel null line
bundle defined naturally by d{'}q—pamllel transport of Iy, for some point p € M. Then
there is a (non-empty) open set where L* is never orthogonal to py L%, L% is never
orthogonal to py L%, T(a)L* is never real and r(0)Sy and r(c0)S_ are complementary
in C*.

PROOF. At the point p, L* is spanned by [;. The fact that, at the point p, in
particular, (vg,vg) is not zero establishes the non-orthogonality of L and py L* at this
point. The non-reality of 7(a)) L% at p follows then, according to Lemma [@.T5] from the
fact that | (vo,v0) |= (v—,7=) # 1. Let 7, denote the orthogonal projection of A2C*
onto (7(a)L® @ 7(a)L*)*+. The non-j-stability of r(0)Sy at the point p is established,
according to Lemma [0.17] by the fact that (m v_) # (7w, 0_), as we verify next. First
of all, note that 7(a)l® = —3a 7= + vy + av_. Set X := (7(a)l*, 7(a)l*) # 0. Then
7= = X Yo, ()l T (a)l® + X (07, 7(a)l®) T (a)l® + 7,77, or, equivalently,

1
(v_, =) ' Xoz = o@_lv_+(1|a|_2+|a|2)v__
I_ — -1 —
5@ vo+aty+ (v_, =) X7, v,
and, therefore,
(v_,v__)_le_v__ = —ad_lv_—kia_lvo—a%

1 _
—(Glal?Haf = (e, X

2In Appendix B below, we verify that twisted and untwisted Bécklund transformation parameters
conditions at a point are not equivalent.
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Hence the linear dependency of 77— and its complex conjugate implies, in particular,

(9.61) oo =aat
and
1 1
(9.62) (5 ot +a)Tp = (56_1 — @)

Condition (@.61)) consists of the reality of a2, whereas equation (3.62) forces, in partic-

ular,
(1 —2a2)(1 — 2a?)
vy = 3 —5 -
(1+2a2)(1 + 2a2)

. . _ a2
As vg is non-zero, we conclude that, if (7, 7,7 v_) has rank 1, then 1 +§g2 = +1,

which contradicts the fact that « is non-zero.
Now consider projections 77z : A2C* — IO, T, Ta A2CH — pyL® and 7/ :
A2C* — (L™ @ py L)+ with respect to the decomposition

A2C* = Lo @ (L@ @ py L) * @ py LA,

provided by the non-orthogonality of L® and py L®, consequent to the non-orthogonality
of L% and py L%. Set

Then
pva(a)l® = Apympsl® + pym 1%+ A pym, 119,

and, therefore,

(pva(@)l®, q(a)l®) = A*(rpzl® pyrpzl)
+ (%, pym 1)
+ A_2(7TPVLT la, pv?TPVLT la)

At the point p,

(0% —_ 1 P — [e% — —
e 1% = a(ty — S -+ vo),  w, el =0b(v0 + 5 V-~ o),
for some a,b € C, and, therefore,
1 1
T % = vy — (a—i—b)%— (5 +a— b)’U__+ (1 + 5(&— b))?}_.
The orthogonality relations (m/1%,1%) = 0 = (7 al®, pyl®) establish then a = 5! and
b= %. It follows that, at the point p,

= a ay 1 3 9 _
(v, 7) " (ova(e)l®, g(a)1) = A + S+ AT
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Ultimately, the fact that A is real, and, therefore, A% and A=2 are positive, shows that,
at p,
(pva(a)l®, q(a)l®) # 0.

The proof is complete by observing that the non-orthogonality of py L® and L¢,
characterized by (pyl,l) # 0, fixing [ € I'(L®) non-zero, is an open condition on the
points in M. And so is, similarly, the non-orthogonality of pVI:O‘ and L. And so are
the non-reality of 7(a)) L* and the non-j-stability of r(0)S, as observed previously. [

For such a choice of parameters, we are in a position to refer to both R()\), as
defined in the previous section, and (pq)~!(1)pg().

ProroSITION 9.21.

(9.63) R(A) = (pg) " (1) (pg) (V)
for all .

The proof of the proposition is based on Lemma

PROOF. Equation (0.63]) holds for A\ = 1. The proof will consist of showing that & :=
7*A) "L r(A2) 7(A\)g L (A\)p~H (M) (pg)(1) is holomorphic in P! (and, therefore, constant).
For that, first note that, at most, ¢ has simple poles at 0,00, +a and +a!. The
holomorphicity of ¢ at 0, equivalent to the holomorphicity of 7*(A)~17(A2)7()\) at
A =0, is already known to us, from the previous section, as well as the holomorphicity

of € at A = co. Observe, on the other hand, that we can decompose 7(\?) as

r(A?) = ri(M)ra(A) = ra(AN)ri (V)

for
c )\i_agl onT(a)L®
ri(A)=1¢ 1 on (7(a)L® 4 7(a) L)+
c ! A;_a;l on7(a)L®
and
% onT(a)L®
ro(A):=I¢ 1 on (1(a)L® 4+ 7(a) L)
A;f;l on7(a)L®
with ¢ := % After appropriate changes of variable and having in consideration

@50) and ([@.57), we conclude the holomorphicity of £ at any of the other candidates
for poles. O

Thus:

THEOREM 9.22. When both are defined, twisted Bdcklund transformation of param-

eters a, L% coincides with untwisted Bdcklund transformation of parameters o, L“.
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2

Proposition [9.30] below provides a characterization, for the particular case o is real,

of untwisted Béacklund transformations of parameters «, L% defining twisted Backlund

transformations of the same parameters.

9.3.3. Darboux transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-
space. Characterized by the equation d* (Q+¢) = 0, for some ¢ € Q!(End; (C*/L,L))
in certain conditions, a constrained Willmore surface L in S* ensures the existence of
G € T(End;(C*)) with dG = 2 % (Q + q), as well as the integrability of the Riccati
equation dT' = pT'(dG)T — dF + 4pqT, for each p € R\{0}, fixing such a G and set-
ting F' := G — S. For a local solution 7' € T'(GI;(C")) of the p-Ricatti equation, we
define the constrained Willmore Darbouz transform of L of parameters p,T" by setting
L:=T7'L, and extend, in this way, the Darboux transformation of Willmore surfaces

in S presented in [12] to a transformation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space.

Consider G € I'(End;(C*)) with
dG =2x% (Q +q)

(cf. Proposition [0.13)) and set
F:=G-5.

For p € R\{0}, consider the p-Riccati equation
(9.64) dT" = pT'(dG)T — dF + 4pqT.
Because L is g-constrained Willmore, we have
dg = [NsNgl=NsNq+qgANs,
so that the integrability condition for equation (9.64]),
0 = d(pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT)
= pdT A (dG)T + pT(d*G)T — pT(dG) A dT — d*F +4pdqT — 4pq A dT
= p(pT(dG)T — dF 4+ 4pqT) A (dG)T — pT(dG) A (pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT)
+4pdqT —4pg N (pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT)
= —pdF A (dG)T + 4p*qT A (dG)T + pT(dG) A dF — 4p*T(dG) A qT
+4p[Ns A q|T — 4p*¢ ANT(dG)T +4pq A dF
= —pdF A (dG)T + pT(dG) A dF — 4p*T(dG) A qT + 4p[Ns A q|T +4pq A dF
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is, equivalently, characterized by
0 = —dp(xAN*Q++xAN*q+*xqNxQ)T
+4pT(xQ N*xA+xQ Nxq+xqA*A)
—8p°T + (Q+q) NqT +8pq A (A +q)
+4p(ANg+QNqg+gNA+qgNQ)T.

Obviously, given w and v 1-forms with values in a same bundle over M, * WAy = —wA* 7
and, in particular, *w A %y = w A 7. Hence equation ([0.64)) is integrable if and only if

0 = —dp*x AN*QT +4pT(xQ AxA+xQ NAxq+xqA*A)
=80T+ (Q+q) AT +8pg N ¥(A+q) +4p(QAqg+qNAT.

We introduce now the concept of left and right-K and K type, which will prove very
efficient in showing the vanishing of each of the terms above. Given ¢ € Q'(End(C*)),
we say that & is of left-K (respectively, right-K) type if x ¢ = S (respectively, x & = £S5),
referring to left-K and right-K type in the case x & = —S€ or, respectively, * & = —£8.
For example, ¢ is of both left-K and right-K type, whilst A is of left-K type and,
therefore, given that it anti-commutes with S, of right-K type, as well; whereas Q is
of both left-K and right-K type. It is obvious that the Hodge *- operator preserves
types. Observe also that, given & of right-K (respectively, right-K) type and & of
left-K (respectively, left-K) type, & A &g = *& A*&y = E1.5 A S& = —&1 A &, and,
therefore, & A & = 0. We conclude in this way the integrability of equation (0.64]),
ensuring the existence, for each p € R\{0}, of a solution 7" € T'(End;(C*)). Observe
that the Riccati equation (9.64]) has a conserved quantity, namely, given a solution T,
if (T —9)%(po) = (p~t — 1)1, at some py € M, then

(9.65) (T—8)?=(pt—1I
everywhere. In fact, setting
Xo=(T-8?*-p "U+T1=T>-TS - ST —p'I,
we have
dXg = (dT —dS)(T —S)+ (T — S)(dT — dS)
= (T (dG)T —dF 4 4pqT — dS)T — (pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT — dS)S
+ T (pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT — dS) — S(pT(dG)T — dF + 4pqT — dS)
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or, equivalently, as dS = dG — dF,

dXo = (pT(dG)T —dG + 4pqT)T — (pT(dG)T — dG + 4pqT)S
+ T(pT(dG)T — dG + 4pqT) — S(pT (dG)T — dG + 4pqT)
pT(dG)(T? =TS — p~ 1) + (T? — ST — p 1) p(dG)T
+4pTqT +4pq(T? =TS — ST — p~ 1),

having in consideration that S @ = S(—SQ) = SQS = —(xQ)S and that, according
to (@),

(9.66) Sxq=—q=(xq)8S.
These relations make clear, on the other hand, that
pT(dG)ST + pTS(dG)T = pT(—4q)T.
We conclude that X solves the first order linear equation
dX = pT(dG)X + Xp(dG)T + 4pqX,

on X, and, therefore, that, if Xg(pg) = 0 at some point pg € M, then Xy = 0. It
follows that, by imposing, as initial condition,

Vo T—1 on W(m)
Vr i1 on jW(p)

for some pg € M, some choice of \/;)—17—1, and some subspace W (pg) of C*, chosen
as C* itself, in the case p < 1, and as a non-j-stable 2-plane, otherwise; we define a
local solution T' € T'(G1;(C*)) of equation (0.64)) with a conserved quantity satisfying
equation ([@.65). For such a solution T" of the p-Riccati equation (9.64)), we define the
constrained Willmore Darboux transform of L of parameters p,T by setting

T'(po) = S(po) + [{

L:= T'L,

for T~! the section of End;(C*) given by T~!(p) := T(p)~?, for all p. Observe that
constrained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p, T’ with p <1 is trivial.
In fact, if p~1 =1 >0, then T = S+ \/,0_17—1[, for one of the square roots of p~! —1,
and, therefore, L = L, by equation ©@I0). Of course, since L is a j-stable 2-plane, so
is L. As

AT = —T7'dD)T™! = —pdG + T Y dF)T™' — 4pT ¢
and both @ and ¢ vanish on L, whilst

ImdF C L,

we have
(I YLcL
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and, therefore, given [ € I'(L),
AT )+ L=@r Y +T "l +L="T"dl+1L,
showing that the derivative 6 of L relates to the one of L by
0 =T8T .
L
In particular, L is immersed. Equation (3.65) establishes, in particular,
0= (T—-2S)28—S(T—8)?=T1% — ST?
and, therefore,
T%S = ST
Thus
T'ST =T'ST*T~ ' =TST .

Set then
S:=7T8ST~ ' =T7718T,

A

which, as we verify next, consists of the mean curvature sphere of L. Obviously, SL=1L
and 6 = S 0 4. According to (@65), on the other hand,

(9.67) T* =TS+ ST +p I,
so that

S=THT?-TS—p H=T-S—p ' T ' =F4+T - (G+p'T™h

and then

dS = p(T(dG)T + 4qT) — (p~ ' T~ Y dF)T~! — 4T 1q).
As QL =0=¢qL and Imgq, Im A C L, it is now clear that (dS’)ﬁ C L, as well as, from
S+ Q=0Qand S*A=—A, that

SdS —«dS = pTS(AG)T + 4pT ST qT — p~ ' T S(dF)T ™ + 4TS¢
—pT % (dGT —4p* qT + p T (xdF)T™' — 4T 1 5 ¢
= 4p(TQT + TST 1qT — xqT).

Thus (SdS’ — %dS )ﬁ = 0. This proves that S is the mean curvature sphere of L, as well
as that the Hopf fields of L relate to the Hopf fields of L by

Q= p(TQT + TST1qT — xqT)
and, in view of the fact that A = % % dS + Q,

A= pTST YqT — px qT — pTqT +2p% qT + p ' T YAT ' 4+ p7 T g7 + 2T 1 % q.
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Aiming for a simpler relation between A and A, observe that, since dS is S-anti-
commuting,

SdS = S(do S —Sod) =—(dS)S,
dS reduces to the difference of the S-anti-commuting parts of p(T(dG)T + 4¢T) and
p ' T~YdF)T~" — 4T~'q. The S-anti-commuting part of T(dG)T is

%(T(dG)T 4 ST(AG)TS) = T(xQ + S+ QS +%q+ S ¢S)T = 2T+ QT.

and, similarly, that of 7= (dF)T~! is 27! «+ AT~!; while the S-anti-commuting parts
of ¢T and T~ 1q are %(qT—i— TST~1¢ST) and %(T‘lq +T-1SqT~1ST), respectively. It
follows that

N

dS =2+Q — (p ' T '« AT =T Yq =T % qT718T))
and, ultimately, that
A=p ' AT — T s g+ T g7 ST.

Set
G:=T'qT € Q' (End(C*/L,L)).

THEOREM 9.23. L is a §-constrained Willmore surface in S*.

PRrROOF. Obviously, SG = %4 = gS. As we have previously observed, the S-anti-
commuting part of d(F +T) = p(T(dG)T + 4¢T) is 2 * Q. On the other hand, as 7?2
commutes with S, so does T2,

ST~ 2 =T72T?ST~% =725,
which, together with equation (@.67]), shows that
I=(TS+ST+p ' NT2=T71S+ 8T 4 p~iT72

Thus

S(T(dG)T + 4qT)S = TS(dG)ST +4T(I —T71S — p~'T72)¢ST
= TS(dG)ST + 4(TgST — S¢ST — p~'T~'¢ST).

It follows that the S-commuting part of d(F + T) is

%(d(F—I-T)—S’d(F—I—T)S‘) = pT(xQ—S*x QS +x*q—SxqS)T

+ 2pqT — 2pT % qT + 2pSqST + 2T 1¢ST
= 27 1« ¢T
= 2xq.
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Hence
A(F +T) =2 (Q +4),

and, therefore,

completing the proof. O

We complete this section by noting that
S, =T7'S, =TS,, S_=T"'S_=T5_
and, consequently,

Ly=T"'L,, L.=T77'L_.

9.3.4. Bicklund transformation vs. Darboux transformation of con-
strained Willmore surfaces in 4-space. Constrained Willmore Darboux transfor-
mation of parameters p, T’ with p < 1 is trivial. We establish a correspondence between
constrained Willmore Darboux transformation parameters p,T" with p > 1 and pairs
a, L% —a, py L of untwisted Bécklund transformation parameters with o? real, and
show that the corresponding transformations coincide. Non-trivial Darboux transfor-
mation of constrained Willmore surfaces in 4-space is, in this way, established as a

particular case of constrained Wilmore Bécklund transformation.

Suppose p > 1 and T be constrained Willmore Darboux transformation parameters
to L. Fix a choice of y/p~1 — 1. Then

_1_
T—S:I{ 0 1 onW

Vpl—=1 onjWw
for some non-j-stable bundle W of 2-planes in C*. Set
(9.68) o = 2ip\/pt —1—2p+1.

LEMMA 9.24. The bundle W is d§2 q-pamllel.

ProOOF. For simplicity, set u := \//)_17—1 and X :=T — S. Note that
a2 = —2ipu—2p+1.
Hence, according to Lemma [9.14]
oy = d+2ou%(Q+q) —20(Q+0q)
= d+ pudG+p xdG,

as well as
d§,27q =d— pudG+p *dG.
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On the one hand, straightforward computation establishes
(uI = X) o ds go (X +pl) + (u + X) o ds 5 o (X —pl) =
= 2u(dX + p(xdG)X + ppdG — pX (dG)X — pX * dG),
or, equivalently,
(9.69) (uI — X)o ds o (X +pl)+ (ul +X)o di o, 0 (X — pl) =2u(dX — ®),
for
¢ = p X(dG)X + p|X,*dG] + (p — 1)dG.
On the other hand, in view of ([9.66]), together with S« Q = Q = —(xQ)S, we have
® = pT(dG)T —pT(dG)S — pS(AG)T + pS(dG)S
+pT +dG — pS+dG — p(xdG)T + p (xdG)S + pdG — dG
= pT(dG)T +2pTQ+2pTq—2pQT +2pqT —2pSQ —2pSq—2pTQ
—20Tq+2pSQ+2pSq+20QT +2pqT —2pQS —2p* q+2pQS
+2p%xq—2%xQ—2%¢q
and, therefore,
(9.70) O =pT(dG)T — dG + 4p T,
or, equivalently, dX = ®. Thus
(ul — X) o diz’q o(X+pul)+ (pl+X)o dg,z’q o(X —ul)=0.

Obviously,
X +pl =2pmw, X —pl = —2umjw,

for my : C* — W and W - C* — jW projections with respect to the decomposition
C* = W @ jW. Tt follows that, given o € I'(W), (uI — X) o d§2 O = 0, or, equivalently,

Xd> 0 = pd2s 0,
completing the proof.
For either choice of a& = Va2, define a null line subbundle of A2C* by
(9.71) L% :=71(a) P A2 W,

Note that L™% = py L*. The dgz q—parallelness of W is equivalent to the d{'j’q—parallelness
of L*. The complementarity of W and jW in C*, AZjW N (A2W)+ = {0}, is equivalent
to the non-reality of 7(a)L®. Observe that r(0) := r — r(\/ﬁ)*lﬂw(o) and T'— S

7’(0):[{ 74(0) on W

share eigenspaces:

r(0) 71 onjW
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Fixing a choice of \/—p according to the choices of \/p~1 —1 and /7,(0), we get
V7a(0) = /=p(1/p~! — 1+i), and, consequently, /74 (0) ~t = \/=p (—/p~1 — 1+1).

We conclude that

(9.72) r(0) =v—=p(T — S +1).
Hence

T(O)S-i- = S-H
establishing, in particular, the non-j-stability of r(0)S...

Note that, since /p~1 —1 and —y/p~! — 1 are complex conjugate of each other,

a? is real. Thus o? is unit if and only o = 41, which, in view of p # 1, is impossible.

It is immediate to verify that a2 is non-zero.
Conversely, given a non-zero a € C\S!, with o? real, and L* a d{'}’q—parallel null
line subbundle of A2C*, with 7(a) L® non-real, equation (3.68) determines
202 —1—at
402
as well as a choice of \/p—li—l, whereas equation (O.71]) determines a non-j-stable
d§27q—parallel bundle W of 2-planes in C*. Obviously, the pair (—a, py L%) determines

p= > 1,

the same pair (p, W). Set

T::I{ P WL

Vpt—1 onjWw

Observe that

(@) odyTor(a) P N2 W = 1(a) ody? o ()~ A% W,

the d§2 q—parallelness of W is equivalent to the parallelness of jW with respect to the

connection

T(a)odg?or(a)t=7(@ ') o dgil’q ot(@) = dg,zﬂ.

Given that a? is real, we conclude that jW is di s q-parallel. It follows, in particular,
that, for p:=+/p~! —1land X :=T — S,
450 (X + uI)D(CY) € QUW), d 0 (X —uD)T(CY) € Q'(GW),
or, equivalently,
(ul = X)ods jo (X +pl)=0=(ul +X)od) » o (X —puI).

From equations (0.69) and (@.70) - which derive solely from the fact that 7" satisfies
equation (@.65)), independently of T being a solution of equation (@.64]) or not - we
conclude that T' is a solution of p-Riccati equation (9.64]) (with a conserved quantity

satisfying equation (9.65])).
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This correspondence between constrained Willmore Darboux transformation pa-
rameters p, T with p > 1 and pairs a, LY, —«, py LY of untwisted Béacklund transfor-
mation parameters, with a? real, establishes, furthermore, a correspondence between
transforms, as we verify next.

Suppose that the parameters a, L% define an untwisted Béacklund transform of L
(i.e., that L* immerses). Following (@.72), and in view of

Im(—5 +i) C S_,

we conclude that, with respect to the decomposition of C* into the direct sum of S,
and S_,

Ts, (0T Ly = L.
Equivalently,

Wser(OO)L+ = T_1L+,
with respect to the decomposition of C* into the direct sum of St and S*. In fact,
given I € I'(L4), mgxr(00)ly is a section of T—1L, if and only if, for some A € C,
r(0o0)ly — AT~ is a section of r(00)S_, or, equivalently, recalling (9.40),

It = Mg, (r(0)T1y).

We conclude that L7 = i}+, or, equivalently,

L* = L.
If L* does not immerse, we define the untwisted Bécklund transform of L of pa-

rameters «, L to be L. In this sense, we have just proven the following:

THEOREM 9.25. Constrained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p, T
with p > 1 is equivalent to untwisted Backlund transformation of parameters o, LY with
a? real. Constrained Willmore Darbouz transformation of parameters p, T with p < 1
1$ trivial.

In particular, twisted Béicklund transforms of parameters o, L® with o? real, 7(a) L%
non-real and r(0)S+ non-j-stable, are constrained Willmore Darboux transforms. Next
we examine what they correspond to under the correspondence established above be-
tween untwisted Bicklund transformation of parameters a, L* with a? real and con-
strained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters p, T with p > 1.

In what follows, let p, T be constrained Willmore Darboux transformation param-
eters, with p > 1, and «, L® be corresponding untwisted Bécklund transformation

parameters, under the correspondence established above.

LEMMA 9.26. L is orthogonal to py L% at a point in M if and only if, at that
point, either W N Sy # {0} or WNS_ # {0}.
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Before proceeding to the proof of the lemma, it is opportune to emphasize the
following fact.

LEMMA 9.27. Letwy := wf—i—wl_, wo 1= w;—kw; be a frame of W with fwijE e I'(Sy),
respectively, fori = 1,2. Then, at each point, WNSy # {0} if and only if wi Aw3 =0,
respectively.

PROOF. Let p be a point in M. Let w := aw; + bwe € T'(W), with a,b € T'(C),
be not-zero at p. Then w(p) is in Sy (p) if and only if, at the point p, one has either
b# 0and wj = —%wf or b = 0 # a and wi = 0, respectively. On the other
hand, if, at p, w” A wj = 0, then either w;(p) € W (p) N S+ (p), respectively, for some
i =1,2; or wj (p) = My (p), for some A € C\{0}, in which case — w1 (p) + wa(p) €

W (p) N S+(p)\{0}, respectively.
U

Now we proceed to the proof of Lemma [9.20]

PROOF. Let wy := w] + wi,we := wj +w; be a frame of W with wi® € '(Sy),
respectively, for ¢ = 1,2. Recall that py = 7(—1). At each point, the orthogonality of
L% to py L® is characterized by

(p(wy A wa),w; Awsy) =0,
or, equivalently,
(9.73) (w Awy,wy Awy ) = 0.
On the other hand, at each point, equation (9.73]) holds if and only if either wf/\wgr =0
or w; Aw, =0, which, according to Lemma [0.27] completes the proof. O
LEMMA 9.28. If, at some point , W NSy = {0} = WNS_, then, at that point,
¢ -1 7a () L® is not orthogonal to pyq, -1 a (o) L%.

PrROOF. Our argument is pointwise, so we work in a single fibre.

Suppose W NSy = {0} = W N S_. In that case, according to Lemma [0.26, L* is
not orthogonal to py L%, or, equivalently, (A7 (@)jW) N (A21(—a@)jW)+ = {0}, which
characterizes the complementarity of 7(@)jW and 7(—a)jW in C*. Set A := %
and fix a choice of vA. Then
q =gz 17 () :1{ \/Z_l "”(a)_jv.v
’ VA ont(—a)jWw

Let wy := wi +w],wq := wj +w, be a frame of W with wijE € I'(S1), respectively,
for i =1,2. L® is spanned by
1 = 7(a)  (wy Awy)

= aw Awy +wi Awy +wi Awd + o tw] Ay
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The proof will consist of showing that (pyql®,ql®) # 0, or, equivalently, in view of the
nullity of ¢l®, that

(7TA2S+qla77TA2S,qla) # 0,
for mreg, : A2CY — A28, and mr2g : A2C' — A2S_ projections with respect to

decomposition (@.15]).
Fix a choice of y/a. Then

on Sy

I v
T(a)_l{ﬁ onS_

=1 iva~! onS,
B —iﬁ onS_

whereas

pni
|
Q|

and, therefore,
T(@)jW = (u = ajwf + jwy, ug = ajw; + jwsy ),
whereas
T(—a)jW = (vy := —ajwfr + jwy, vy = —ij; + jwy ).
Given i = 1,2 and afc, bgt, czi,dfc € I'(C) for which

+_ 4+ + + +
w;” = a; u + b; ug + ¢; v + d; v,

respectively, the fact that W N Sy = {0} = W N S_, or, equivalently,

(9.74) Jwi Ajwy #0# jwy A jwy,
forces

(9.75) o =af, df =bf, ¢ =—a;, di =-0;.
Hence

quf = aFa(VAF VAT juf +aF (VA £ VAT jup
+oFa(VAF VA Yjug + bE(VAE VAT jwy,
respectively, for ¢ = 1,2; and, therefore,
qui Aqus = (afbf —biad) 2(VAF VAT 5wl A jus
+(aiby —biay) @ (A~ AT (wi Ajuy + jui Ajw])
+(aiby —byay) (VAE VAT juy Aguwy
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respectively, as well as

qui Aqu, = (A—A"N(a] b, — bfa;)(oPjwf A jwi + jwi A jwy)

( )
+aafa;;((\/z—\/z N2 — (VA+ VA ) jwf A juy

+a(afb, (VA - VA —bra; (VA+VATH)jwl A jwy
+a(af b (VA+ VA —bFa; (VA - VATH)jw; A jws
+abf b, (VA- VAT — (VA+ VAT juwf Ajuwy,

for ¢ # k. It follows that
Trzg, dl® = Xy jwi A juwy
and
Ta2g ql® = X_ jwl A jw],
for
Xi = a(VA+ VAT (afby —bfaf) + o (VA= VAT (a7 by —bray)
+ (A= AT (afby —blay +ayb] —braz)

and

a?X_ = a(VA-VA Y b —bfad) +a M (VA+ VAT (aTby —brag)
+(A—AY(afby —bfay +a;bf — by aF).
According to ([©9.74)),
(i A jwg, jwy Ajwy) #0,
so that (pyql®,ql®) vanishes if and only if X, a=2X_ does. As o? is real, or, equiva-
lently, « is either real or pure imaginary, we have

4ot3
HWALVATYY? = =
a? —a~
and -
4o
FWVAF VAT =
respectively, whilst, depending, respectively, on « being real or pure imaginary,
4
-1 _
A-A _:Fa2—a—2'

Hence the orthogonality of pyql® to ¢l® is characterized, equivalently, by the equation
0 = o*(afby —bfaf)’ + (o’ +a7")(ai by —biaz)(ayby — byay)
F (o’ +a” )(a1 by —bfag)(afby —bfay +arby —byay)
F (@7 +a)(ay by —bray)(afby —bfay +ayby —byay)
a”

+a *(ayby —byay)® + (afby —bfay +aiby —byag)?,
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depending on « being real or pure imaginary, respectively. Observe now that, on the
other hand, according to (9.75)),

wi =2(af jwy +bfjwy), w; =2a(a; jm{ +b; jwi),

and, therefore,

Jw = —2(a7w1_ +b7w2_), Jw; = -2a(a;

1 7 2_ wf_ + bz_ ’LU;),
for i = 1,2. It follows, in particular, that

jwi Ajwyg =4(af bl —bfad)wy Awy
and, consequently, that

(jw Ajwy,wi Awd) =4 (afby — b a) (wi Awy,wi Awy),

or, equivalently,
(wy” Awg, jwy A jwy)

1
+7+ + +
al b2 - bl CL2 == — PR P - .
4 (jwy A jwy ,jwf— /\jw;)
Similarly, from
Jwi Ajwy =4a?(apby —byay)wi Awy,
we conclude that

1 w; ANw, , Jw; A jws,
al_bz_—bl_az ( 1 27] 1 J 2)

T 40? (jui Ajwy, jup Ajwy)
On the other hand,
jwi Ajwy =4da(afayw] Awl + afbyw] Aws + blagwy Awl + b by wy Awy),

showing that
1 (wf Awy,jwi A jwy)

ail—bg_:___.+.+._._7
4a (jw A jwy , jwy A jwy )
as well as
bra- — 1 (wf Awy, jwi Ajwy)
102 = —

4a (jul A jwys juwi Ajwy)
Similarly, the fact that

Jwi Ajwy =4da(ayajwy Awp + abgwl Awy + byagwy Awy + by by wy Awy)

establishes _ o4
a_b+:—i (wy Awy, jwy A jwy )
172 4a (jwi A jwy, jwy A jwsy)
and _ + .+ -
- +_ 1 (wy Awy, jwi™ A jwy )
1a2 - 4@ . +/\ . + . _/\ . — "
(]wl JWy , JWq JWy )
Set

+ + .+ .+
Y = (wp Awy, jwi A jwy),
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respectively, and
Y = (w] Awy,jwi A jwy )+ (wi Awy, jwy A jwy)
+ (wy Awg, jw] A jwd) + (w] Awy, jw] A jwy).
It follows that py{® is orthogonal to ¢l* if and only if

o+ a7t 34

QY2+ (@2 +a Y,V +a0y2ih v,y +2 "% v 1 a2y2 =y,

a’a
depending on « being real or pure imaginary, respectively. But, obviously, depending

on « being real or pure imaginary, respectively,
o+ a7t a3+«

=+ (a?+a7?),

_ -6, 2
— e =+(a " +a 7).

Set
V=Y + Y, +Y_ = (w Awa, jw A jws) # 0.

To complete the proof, we are left to verify that
V2 4+ a Y2+ a Y2 4oV (Y — Y ) +a Y (Y —Y) +a Y (Y - Y_) £0,
or, equivalently, as Y is not zero, that
Y, +a?Y + a7 8Y_ #£0.
According to (@.7), for i # k,
(w;™ A w,;,jw;F A jwy ) >0,
and, therefore,
Y >0.
On the other hand, the fact that W NS, = {0} = W N S_, or, equivalently,
wi Awy # 0 # w] Awy,
intervenes, yet again, to ensure, according to Remark 0.3 that
YL > 0.

The fact that o € R\{0} completes the proof. O

LEMMA 9.29. The following are equivalent, respectively and pointwise:
i) W N Ss # {0}

i) L™ C A2Sy @ Si A S%;

iii) A28y N (L) #£ {0}

PROOF. Since W has rank 2, or, equivalently, A2W has rank 1, it is clear that
W NSy # {0} if and only if AW C A2Sy @ Sy A S+, respectively. The fact that
7(a) preserves A2S1 and Sy A Sy establishes then the equivalence of i) and ii). The
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equivalence of ii) and iii) is obvious, in view of the complementarity of S; and S_ in
C*. Lastly, it is obvious that a subbundle of A2C* is orthogonal to A2S. if and only
if its projection onto /\QS% respectively, with respect to the decomposition (O.15]), is
zero. The fact that L® is a line bundle completes the proof. O

We refer to an untwisted Béacklund transformation of parameters «, L for which,

locally,
L*Z N*S. @S AS_ and L*Z A*S_ @S, AS_,
as reqular; as well as to a constrained Willmore Darboux transformation of parameters
p, T for which, locally,
wWnsSy={0}=Wns_,

for W the eigenspace of T'— S associated to the eigenvalue \//)—17—1 . The regularity of
an untwisted Bicklund transformation of parameters a, L® with o? real is equivalent
to the regularity of the corresponding Darboux transformation of parameters p,T" with
p > 1. The fact that regularity can, equivalently, be characterized by

AZS, N (LYt = {0} = A2S_n (L)t

makes clear that it is an open condition on the points of M.
According to Lemmas [0.26] and [@.28] we have:

ProrosITION 9.30. An untwisted Bdcklund transformation of parameters o, L“
with o real defines a twisted Béicklund transformation of parameters o, L if and only

if it is reqular.
Hence, following Theorem [9.27]

PROPOSITION 9.31. Twisted Béicklund transformation of parameters o, L% with o
real, T(c)L* non-real and r(0)S+ non-j-stable is equivalent to reqular constrained Will-

more Darbouz transformation of parameters p,’T" with p > 1.
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Hopf differential and umbilics

According to (5.2]), given z and w holomorphic charts of (M,Cy), k* vanishes if and
only if k¥ does.

PROPOSITION A.l. Suppose A C R is an isothermic surface in 3-space. Then,
given v € RYY light-like, the umbilic points of the surface in S, defined by A are the
points at which the Hopf differential of A vanishes.

To prove the proposition, we start by establishing a relation between the Hopf
differential of A and the (classical) Hopf differential of o*:

LEMMA A.2. Let voo € R™ 11 be non-zero, oo be the surface defined by A in S,_,

and & be a normal vector field to oo,. Let z be a holomorphic chart of M. Then

(02.,8) = A(K*, QF),
for Q@ : Noo — St the isometry defined in Section 22 and X € T'(R) defined by 0° =

A0 oo -

PROOF. Recall, yet again, that o T'S,_ consists of the orthogonal complement
in R"™51 of the non-degenerate bundle (04,vs0). Let 7y denote the orthogonal
projection of R"5! = doo (TM) @ Nao @ (Vo, o) 0nto Noo. Following equation (83,
we have ((000)22,€) = (TN, (000)22,€) = (Tg1 (0c0) 22, QE). On the other hand, writing
0% = Ao with A € T'(R), we have 6%, = AM(0x0)2z + 2X:(000)z + A22000 and, therefore,

(A’l) (02.,6) = )‘((Uoo)sz)7
which, together with equation (8.6]), completes the proof. O

Now suppose A C R*! is an isothermic surface in 3-space. Let vy € R*! be light-
like and oo be the surface in S, defined by A. Cf. Theorem B.6] 0, is isothermic.
Let x,y be conformal curvature line coordinates of 0. Fix { € I'(Ny) unit. Let AS,

denote the shape operator of o with respect to £&. Then
Ago(‘sx) = k10g, A§0(5y) = k20y,

for some k1, ko € T'(R), the principal curvatures of 0., locally, in the domain of the
chart z := x + iy of M. In view of the conformality of the coordinates = and y, z is, up
to a change of orientation in M, a holomorphic chart of (M,Cy). In these conditions:
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LEMMA A.3. The (local) principal curvatures, ki and ko, of 0 relate to the Hopf
differential of A by
(k1 — k) = 4(k7, QE),
with v € T'(R).

PRrOOF. The fact that x,y are conformal, dz? 4+ dy? € Cn O ¢oo, establishes, in

particular,
goo((s:cy(sx) =e' = goo(6y7 6y)7

for some u € I'(R), and, therefore,
900 (A% (02), 02) — goo(AS(0y),0y) = € (kn — kz).
On the other hand, according to equation (2.2)),
Goo (A5 (02), 02) = Goo (AL (8y), by) = (Moo (82, 02), €) = (Moo 8y, 3y), €).

Since the conformal coordinates z,y are curvature line, it follows, by equation (8I),
that
eu(kl - k2) = 4(Hoo(527 52)75) = 4(7TN00 (Uoo)zzyg)a
for wx_ the orthogonal projection of R = doo(TM) ® Now @ (Voo, 0oo) ONto
Noo C 05 TS,. = (Voo, 0oo) ™

)

and, consequently, e“(k1 — k2) = 4((0x0)22,&). Now write 0% = Ao, with A € T'(R).
By equation (AT, we get e“(k; — ko) = 4\"1(0Z,,€) and the conclusion follows then
from Lemma O

Proposition [A] follows.
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Twisted vs. untwisted Backlund transformation

parameters

Twisted and untwisted Béacklund transformation parameters conditions at a point
are not equivalent. On the one hand, the choice of L* as a null line bundle defined

«
p

point in M, establishes the existence of untwisted Béacklund transformation parameters

naturally by d?‘,’q-parallel transport of [, for I* a non-zero section of A2S, and p a
«, L%, at the point p, with py L orthogonal to L® at p. On the other hand, the choice
of L* as a null line bundle defined naturally by d{‘}’q—parallel transport of [}, for some
point p € M and some % := vy + vy +v_ € F(/\2Q4) with vg € I'(S4+ A S_) purely
imaginary unit, v_ € I'(A29_) with

1
(B'l) (0—77}_—) = 9 ’ « ‘_27

15, establishes the existence of twisted Biacklund transforma-

and vy = —5 (v_,70)
tion parameters «, L%, at the point p, with 7(a)L* real at p. Indeed, the conditions
on vy, v— and vy ensure immediately the non-orthogonality of L% and py L% and the
reality of 7(a)L®, at the point p, which, together, ensure the non-orthogonality of Lo
and py LY at p, as we verify next. We work in the fibre at p. Computation shows that,
as L® is null and not orthogonal to py L*

q(a)l® = vy + Xovg + X_v_ + X 7=

for
o (UOv%) . (U_,’U__) . (7}07?}0)
do = A(2(vo,vo) 2(wo, vo) 8(”—70_—))

B (7}077}_0) A—l (7}07%) (U—7U_—) (7}07?}0) )7

(vo,v0) 2(vo,v0)  2(vg,wp) 8(v-,2)
| (vo,v0) 2 (vo,m0) , 1, 1
*- T PR T B

| (vo, o) |? ATy | (vo,vo) |? (vo,0) n 1)

8(v_,v-)? 16(v_,7=)2 ' 4(v_,oo) 4

[e3

IThe intervention of the reality of 7(a)L® is deliberately left to the next stage.
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and
(vo, 1p) B (v_,o2) B (vo, Vo) (v_,72)
2(”0)”0) 2(U0,U0) 8(’”—7’0_—) (Uo,vo)

_ (wo,w0) | (wo,w0) oy (v0,T0) | (vo,v0) | (v-, D),
2(’”—7’0_—) 4(’”—7’0_—) 4 2(210,’[)0) " 8(’”—7’0_—) " 2(’[)0,’[)0))7

and, therefore,

(U07W)2 - 2(”—71)_—)(?}077}_0) + (U_,’U__)2 + A2 (UOvUO)
2(1)0,1)0) 4

2 (v0,0) (vo, Vo)

(pva(a)l®,q(a)l®) = A®

A2 (v0,v0)?(vo, vo)

4(v_,72) 32(v_,v2)?
(v0,0)? + (v—,72)%  3(vo,v0)  (vo,v0)?(vo, vo)
(7)077}0) 2 16(?}_,?}_)
L -2 (00, T0) 4 2(00, ) (v, T5) + (v, 75)7
2(wo, vo)
P 27
A—2 (’U(], UO) A—2 (U07 UO)(U07 UO) A—2 (U07 UO) (U07 UO) .
* VR oo,oo) 8 T3
with . )
A::a_a :|a| _1€]R.

at+a-l  |al?2+1
On the other hand, in view of the reality of 7(«)l%, or, equivalently, of the fact that vy
is a purely imaginary unit, together with equation (B.I]), the coefficients Xy, X_ and
X, simplify to

1 1 1 1
X0+1=A(§\04\_1+§’04’)2—14_1(5’04’_1—5’04’)27
1 1 1 1
X_ = A(= 2 ~\2 A—l_ 2 7T\2
GlalP+3)"+A7 G al” =3)
and 1 1 1 1
X, = A(= —1 - 2 A—l_ - —1\2
+=AGlalT H5la)+ A7 G lal =5 [a]7),

respectively. In that case,
(v, v0) M (pva(@)l®,q(e)l®) = (Xo + 1)+ | a |2 XX,

whilst the reality of A ensures the reality of Xy, as well as the positiveness of X_ X,
leading us to conclude that

(pva(a)l®, q(a)l) # 0.
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ERRATA

January 2010

Page 132, lines 18 — 21: replace "The existence of a conserved quantity p(\) of A establishes (...) establishing
A as a CMC surface in the space-form Sioo-” by ”The existence of a conserved quantity p(\) = A"t 4 v + AT of

A establishes, in particular, the constancy of #., := p(1). To complete the proof, we establish d(9%,9%) = 0, or,
equivalently, do‘l(fzé‘o, ﬂi‘o) = 0, for the case f}i‘o # 0. First note that, if f}i‘o # 0, then v # 0 and, therefore, S* = (v)
(locally), so that v = Av, with XA € T'(C). According to Remark 7.5., it follows that
d(is,v) = d(v,v)+2d(v,7) + d(v, v)
= 2d(v, \v)
= 2(d\)(v,v).

On the other hand, the constancy of 90, (dA)v = —dvg—(A+1)dv, establishes, in particular, (d\)v = —Nvo—(A+1)Do,
by orthogonal projection onto the normal bundle to the central sphere congruence of A. Considering (0, 1)-parts, we
conclude then, according to Theorem 7.2., that (d°*X\)v = —AN%1v,. Hence

d®M (0L, 05) = —2(W Mg, v) = 2(vo, N* ') = 2X(vo, NT:00),

having in consideration the reality of vg. The fact that (vo,Nl’Ov) = 0, as observed in Remark 7.5., completes the
proof.”
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