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REAL HYPERSURFACES WITH *-RICCI SOLITONS OF NON-FLAT
COMPLEX SPACE FORMS

XIAOMIN CHEN

ABSTRACT. Kaimakamis and Panagiotidou in [I1] introduced the notion of *-Ricci soli-
ton and studied the real hypersurfaces of a non-flat complex space form admitting a
*-Ricci soliton whose potential vector field is the structure vector field. In this article,
we consider that a real hypersurface of a non-flat complex space form admits a *-Ricci
soliton whose potential vector field belongs to the principal curvature space and the
holomorphic distribution.

1. INTRODUCTION

An n-dimensional complex space form is an n-dimensional Kéhler manifold with constant
sectional curvature c¢. A complete and simple connected complex space form with ¢ # 0(i.e.
a complex projective space CP™ or a complex hyperbolic space CH") is called a non-flat
complex space form and denoted by M™(c).

Let M be a real hypersurface of M "(c), then there exists an almost contact structure
(¢,m,&,g) on M induced from M ™(c). The study of real hypersurfaces in a non-flat complex
space form is a very interesting and active field in recent decades and many results of the
classification of real hypersurfaces in non-flat complex space forms were achieved (cf.[1} 13|
[I7, 18, 20]). In particular, if £ is an eigenvector of shape operator A then M is called a
Hopf hypersurface, and we note that the following conclusion is due to Kimura and Takagi
for CP™ and Berndt for CH™.

Theorem 1.1 ([12],[19],[1]). Let M be a Hopf hypersurface in non-flat complex space form
M™(c),n > 2. If M has constant principal curvatures, then the classification is as follows:
e In case of CP™, M is locally congruent to one of the following:

(1) Ai: Geodesic hyperspheres.

(2) Ag: Tubes over a totally geodesic complex projective space CP* for 1 <k <mn — 2.

(3) B: Tubes over a complex quadric Qn—1 and RP™.

(4) C: Tubes over Segre embedding of CP* x CP™= and n(>5) and is odd.

(5) D: Tubes over Plicker embedding of the complex Grassmannian manifold Ga 5.
Occur only for n =9.

(6) E: Tubes over the canonical embedding Hermitian symmetry space SO(10)/U(5).

Occur only for n = 15.

e In case of CH™, M s locally congruent to one of the following:
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(1) Ai1: Geodesic hyperspheres (Type A11) and tubes over totally geodesic complex hy-
perbolic hyperplanes (Type A12).

(2) As: Tubes over totally geodesic CH* C CH™ for some k € {1,--- ,n —2}.

(3) B: Tubes over a totally geodesic real hyperbolic space RH™ C CH™.

(4) N: Horospheres.

In particular, if M has two distinct constant principal curvatures, the classification is as
follows:

Theorem 1.2 ([I7], Corollary 2 in [3]). Let M be a hypersurface in non-flat complex space
form M "(c),n > 2, with two distinct constant principal curvatures. Then

e in case of CP™, M is locally congruent geodesic hyperspheres in CP™(Type A1 );

e in case of CH™, M is locally congruent to one of the following:

(1) A11: Geodesic hyperspheres in CH™.

(2) As: Tubes around a totally geodesic CH"~1 c CH™.

(3) B: Tubes of radius r = In(2 + +/3) around a totally geodesic real hyperbolic space
RH™ C CH™.

(4) N: Horospheres in CH™.

Since there are no Einstein real hypersurfaces in M"(c) (see [4] and [14]), Cho and Kimura
in [5] considered a real hypersurface in M"(c) admitting a Ricci soliton. The notion of Ricci
soliton, introduced firstly by Hamilton in [7], is the generalization of Einstein metric, that
is, a Riemannian metric g satisfying

1
§£Wg + Ric—Ag =0,

where A is a constant and Ric is the Ricci tensor of M. The vector field W is called potential
vector field. Moreover, the Ricci soliton is called shrinking, steady and expanding according
as A is positive, zero and negative respectively. In [5], it is proved that there does not admit
a Ricci soliton on M when the potential vector field is the structure field €. At the same
time, by introducing a so-called n-Ricci soliton (7, g) on M, which satisfies

1 .
§£Wg+ch—)\g—/m®77=0,

for constants A, u, they gave a classification of a real hypersurface admitting an n-Ricci
soliton whose potential vector is the structure field £. In [6], Cho and Kimura also proved
that a compact real hypersurface of contact-type in a complex number space admitting a
Ricci soliton is a sphere and a compact Hopf hypersurface in a non-flat complex space form
does not admit a Ricci soliton.

As the corresponding of Ricci tensor, in [8] Hamada defined the *-Ricci tensor Ric* in
real hypersurfaces of complex space form as

Ric*(X,Y) = %(trace{qﬁ oR(X,¢Y)}), forall X,Y € TM,

and if the *-Ricci tensor is a constant multiple of g(X,Y") for all X, Y orthogonal to &, then
M is said to be a *-Finstein manifold. Furthermore, Hamada gave the following result of
the *-Einstein Hopf hypersurfaces in non-flat space forms.

Theorem 1.3 ([§]). Let M be a *-FEinstein Hopf hypersurface in non-flat complex space
form M™(c),n > 2.
e In case of CP™, M is an open part of one of the following:
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(1) Ai: a geodesic hypersphere;

(2) As: a tuber over a totally geodesic complex projective space CP* of radius T for
1<k<n-2, wherer:%;
(3) B: a tuber over a complex quadric Qn—1 and RP"™.

e In case of CH™, M is an open part of one of the following
(1) Ai1: a geodesic hypersphere;
(2) A1z : a tube around a totally geodesic complex hyperbolic hyperplane;
(3) B: a tube around a totally geodesic real hyperbolic space RH™;
(4) N: a horosphere.

Motivated by the work in [5l [6, 8], Kaimakamis and Panagiotidou in [I1] introduced a
so-called *-Ricci soliton, that is, a Riemannain metric g on M satisfying

1
(1.1) §£Wg+Ric* —Ag =0,

where A is constant and Ric* is the *-Ricci tensor of M. They considered the case where W is
the structure field £ and obtained that a real hypersurface in complex projective space does
not admit a *-Ricci soliton and a real hypersurface in complex hyperbolic space admitting
a *-Ricci soltion is locally congruent to a geodesic hypersphere.

It is well-known that the tangent bundle TM can be decomposed as TM = R¢ & D,
where D = {X € TM,n(X) = 0} is called holomorphic distribution. In the last part of [I1],
they proposed two open problems:

Problem 1: Are there real hypersurfaces admitting a *-Ricci soliton whose potential
vector field is a principal vector field of the real hypersurface?

Problem 2: Are there real hypersurfaces admitting a *-Ricci soliton whose potential
vector field belongs to the holomorphic distribution D?

In the present paper, we shall consider the above two problems. For the Problem 1,
we consider the case of 2-dimensional non-flat complex space forms. Denote by T, the
distribution on M formed by principal curvature spaces of x and I'(Ty) by the all smooth
sections of 7). We obtain the following conclusions:

Theorem 1.4. Let M be a hypersurface of non-flat complex space form MQ(C) with a *-
Ricci soliton whose potential vector field W € T'(Ty), x # 0. If the principal curvatures are
constant along & and A€ then
o in case of CP?, M is an open part of a tube around the complex quadric, or a geodesic
hypersphere;
o in case of CH?, M is an open part of

(1) a geodesic hypersphere, or

(2) a tubes around a totally geodesic CH*, or

(3) a tubes around a totally geodesic real hyperbolic space RH?, or

(4) a horosphere.

*

Theorem 1.5. Let M be a hypersurface of complex projective space CP?, admitting a *-
Ricci soliton whose potential vector field W € I'(Ty). Then M is an open part of a tube
around the complex quadric.

For the Problem 2, we first obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.6. Let M be a hypersurface of complex projective space CP? with a *-Ricci
soliton whose potential vector field W € D. If the principal curvatures are constant along
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¢ and A€, then M is locally congruent to a geodesic hypersphere in CP2%. Moreover, if
g(AE, &) =0 then W is Killing.

Furthermore, due to the decomposition TM = R & D, we have AS = a€ 4+ V, where
V € D and a is a smooth function on M. The following conclusion is obtained:

Theorem 1.7. Let M7~ be a hypersurface of complex space form M”(c), n > 2. Then
e in case of CP™ there are no real hypersurfaces admitting a *-Ricci soliton with potential
vector field W =V ;

e in case of CH™, if M admits a *-Ricci soliton with potential vector field W =V, it is
locally congruent to a geodesic hypersphere.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, some basic concepts and formulas are
presented. To prove M is Hopf under the assumptions of theorems, in Section 3 we give some
formulas for the non-Hopf hypersurfaces with *-Ricci solitons, and the proofs of theorems
are given in Section 4, Section 5 and Section 6, respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let (M ",g) be a complex n-dimensional Kéhler manifold and M be an immersed real
hypersurface of M™ with induced metric g. We denote by J the complex structure on Mn.
There exists a local defined unit normal vector field N on M and we write £ := —JN
by the structure vector field of M. An induced one-form 7 is defined by n(-) = g(J-,N),
which is dual to £&. For any vector field X on M the tangent part of JX is denoted by
¢X = JX —n(X)N. Moreover, the following identities hold:

(2.1) ¢*=—-Id+n®E& nop=0, ¢o&=0, n&) =1,
(2.2) 9(¢X,9Y) = g(X,Y) —n(X)n(Y),
(2.3) 9(X,§) = n(X),

where X,Y € X(M). By @2I)-23), we know that (¢,7,&,g) is an almost contact metric
structure on M.

Denote by V, A the induced Riemannian connection and the shape operator on M, re-
spectively. Then the Gauss and Weingarten formulas are given by

(2.4) VxY = VxY +g(AX,Y)N, VxN=—-AX,
where V is the connection on M™ with respect to g. Also, we have
(25) (Vx9)YV =n(Y)AX — g(AX,Y)S, Vx¢{=9gAX.

M is said to be a Hopf hypersurface if the structure vector field £ is an eigenvector of A.

From now on we always assume that the sectional curvature of M™ is contant ¢ #0, ie.
M" is a non-flat complex space form, denoted by M ™(c), then the curvature tensor R of M
is given by

ng V7= (90V.2)X = g(X, 2)Y + (oY, 2)6X — g(6X, Z)6Y
' +29(X, ¢Y)¢Z)) + g(AY, Z2)AX — g(AX, Z)AY,

and the shape operator A satisfies

(2.7) (VxA)Y = (Ty X = £(n(X)6Y = n(Y)6X - 29(6X,Y)E).
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for any vector fields X,Y, Z on M.
Recall that the *-Ricci operator Q* of M is defined by

1
9(Q*X,Y) = Ric"(X,Y) = §trace{¢ oR(X,¢Y)}, forallX,Y e TM.
By (2.6]), it is proved in Theorem 2 of [9] that the *-Ricci operator is expressed as
. en
(2.8) Q" = —[7¢2 +(pA)?].

In particular, if @* = 0 then M is said to be a *-Ricci flat hypersurface. Due to (2.1 the
*-Ricci soliton equation (L) becomes

2.9) g(VxW,Y) +g(X, Vy W) + ncg(X,Y) — nen(X)n(Y')

+29(pAX, ApY) — 2Xg(X,Y) =0,
for any vector fields X,Y on M.

3. NON-HOPF HYPERSURFACES WITH *-RICCI SOLITONS

In this section we assume that M is a non-Hopf hypersurface in M? (¢) with a *-Ricci
soliton. Since M is not Hopf, due to the decomposition TM = RE @ D, we can write A as

(3.1) A€ = a& + AU,

where a = n(A£), 8 = [¢pVe£]| are the smooth functions on M and U = —%(ng{ €Disa
unit vector field with 5 # 0. Write

N:={peM:8+#0 in aneighbourhood of p}.
Lemma 3.1. On N, we have ApU = 0.
Proof. In view of *-Ricci soliton equation (III), we know Ric*(X,Y) = Ric*(Y, X) for every
vector fields X, Y € TM. That means that for every vector field X,
(3.2) PAPAX = ApAPX.
On the other hand, we have
PPAPAX = —APAX + n(APAX)E
= —APpAX + g(a€ + U, pAX)E
— _AGAX — Bg(0U, AX)¢
and
DAPAGX = ApAP* X
= —APAX + n(X)ApAE
= —ApAX + Bn(X)AsU.
Since 8 # 0 on N, we get from [B2) that —g(¢U, AX)E = n(X)ApU. Taking X = ¢ in this

formula we obtain the desired result. O

Since {&,U, ¢U} is a locally orthonormal frame on A, there are smooth functions =, i, &
such that
(3.3) AU = BE+~+U + 69U, ApU = 6U + poU.

By Lemma Bl we have 6 = u = 0. Moreover, in [16] the following lemma was proved:
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Lemma 3.2. With respect to the orthonormal basis {&, U, oU}, we have

ng = 'Y(ZSU, V¢U§ = 07 vﬁg = ﬁ¢U7
VoU = kioU,  VouU = kadU, VU = ksoU,
VuoU = —kiU =78, VeudU = —koU, VU = —ksU — f3¢,

where ki, ko, ks are smooth functions on M.
Applying Lemma [3.2] we have
Proposition 3.1. The following formulas on N are valid:

(34) k36 + aﬁ - (bU(Oé) = 05 ke = 07
c

(35) Ry + 6% = 6U(8) = — 1,
(3.6) £(8)=Ula), &(y) =U(B),
(3.7) B% + ksy — oy — Bky = 2,
(3.8) ki +ay = gU(8) = —3.

Proof. By taking X = ¢ and Y = ¢U in ([27), we obtain
c
(VeA)oU — (Vo A)E = U,

In view of ([B.3)) and Lemma B2l the above formula leads to kg = 0 since 8 # 0. Also (B4)
and (30 are attained. By a straightforward computation, the relation Z1) for X = &
and Y = U implies (B:6) and [B7). And the relation 7)) for X = U and Y = ¢U gives

B3). 0

Let us assume that W is an eigenvector of A, namely, there is a smooth function y such
that AW = xW holds. On N, in the basis of {£,U, U} the potential vector W may be
expressed as

W = fi€ + f2U + f3¢U,

where f1, f2, f3 are the smooth functions on N.
In view of Lemma [3.2] by a direct computation, we have

(3.9) VeW = (§(f1) — f38)E + (§(f2) — f3ka)U + (f18 + foks +&(f3)) U,
(3.10) VoW = (U(f1) = f37)§ + (U(f2) — fsk1)U + (fry + fak1 + U(f3)) U,
(3.11) VouW = ¢U(f1)€ + dU(f2)U + ¢U(f3)9U.

Putting X =Y = ¢ in (Z9), by 39) we find
(3.12) () — 8=\

Furthermore, putting X =Y = U and X =Y = ¢U in (29) respectively, we get from
BI0) and BII) that

(3.13) U(fz) — faks+c—A=0,
(3.14) SU(f3) +¢—A=0.
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Also, when X and Y are taken as the different vectors of £,U, and ¢U in ([2.9)), a similar
computation leads to

§(f2) = f3ks +U(f1) — f3v =0,
(3.15) 1B + faks +&(f3) + oU(f1) =0,
fiy+ fak1 + U(f3) + oU(f2) = 0.

Actually, Lemma, [B.1] shows that at every point of A/ there exists a principal curvature
0 and ¢U is the corresponding principal vector. It turns out that there are at least two
distinct principal curvatures in non-flat complex space forms (see [15, Theorem 1.5]).

Let A; be the principal curvatures for ¢ = 1,2,3, where A3 = 0. We may assume that
e1 = cos B¢ + sinOU, e; = sin ¢ — cos AU are the unit principal vectors corresponding to \;
and \g, respectively, where 6 is the angle between principal vector e; and £. It is clear that
{e1, ea,e3 = ¢U} is also an orthonormal frame. Namely,

A1
Aler, ez, e3) = (e1,e2,e3) A2
0
Denote by
cosf sinf 0
B=| sinf —cosf 0
0 0 1
the transformation matrix of two frames, i.e.
(elu 627 63) = (57 U7 ¢U)B
Moreover, since
a B 0
AU 0U) = (§U,0U) | B v 0 |,
0 0 0
we get
(0% [3 0 /\1
6 v 0 |=B Ao BT.
0 0 O 0
A straightforward calculation leads to

1
(3.16) o= A cos?f+ N\ysin?h, B = 5()\1 — X2)sin26, = A;sin?60 + Ay cos? 6.

If M has only two distinct principal curvatures at any point p € A, then either \; =
A2 # 0, or one of \; and Ay vanishes. However, the second of (BI6) will come to 8 = 0 if
A1 = Ag, thus it is impossible. Without loss generality, we set A\; = 0 and A2 # 0. In terms
of [I0, Theorem 4], a, 8 and ~y satisfy

{(a) =¢(B) = &(v) =0,
U(a) =B(a + 7).

Using (B.6]), we thus derive a + v = 0 because 8 # 0. This shows Ay = 0 from the first
and third of BI6). It is a contradiction. Therefore on A there are three distinct principal
curvatures, i.e. A1, Ay are not zero and A1 # Aq.
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Using (3.6 again, we derive from ([B.I6]) that
U(M)cos? 0 + U(Xg)sin® 0 — (A — Ap) sin 20U(0)
= %f()\l — A2)8in 260 4+ (A1 — A2) cos 26£(0),
€(A\1)sin? 0 4 €(Na) cos? 0 + (A1 — Ag) sin 20€(0)
= %U()\l — A2)8in 20 4+ (A1 — A2) cos 20U (0).

From which we arrive at

. U(/\1 — )\2) + U(/\1 + )\2) cos 20 — 5()\1 + /\Q)Sin29

£(0) = 00— )
U) = —&(A1 — A2) + &A1+ A2) cos 20 + U (A1 + A2) sin 260
B 2(M\ — A2) '

Thus we obtain

Proposition 3.2. If on N the principal curvatures are constant along & and AE, then the
following equations hold:

(3.17) £(0) = U(0) =0,
(3.18) §(B) =Ula) =¢(y) =U(B) =0.
4. PROOFS OF THEOREM [[.4] AND THEOREM
In order to prove our theorems, we first prove the following two conclusions.

Proposition 4.1. Let M be a real hypersurface in M2(C) with a *-Ricct soliton whose
potential vector field W € I'(Ty), x # 0. If the principal curvatures are constant along £ and
A& then M is Hopf.

Proof. Suppose that M is not Hopf, then A is not empty. Write W = aie; + ases + ases,
where a1, a2, a3 are the smooth functions on N. Since x # 0, a3 = 0 and x = A1 or As.
Since aq, as are not all zero, without loss of generality, we may assume a; # 0, then

AW =xW = x =X and az =0 since A # A\o.
Thus the potential vector field can be written as
W = aj cos 0¢ 4 aq sin GU.
Replacing f; in (B12) and f3 in BI3) by a1 cosd and aq sin , respectively, we have
(4.1) &(agcosf) =N, U(arsinf) =0

because ¢ = A followed from [B.I4]). Similarly, in view of the first equation of BI%]), we
obtain

(4.2) &(aysin®) 4+ U(aq cos) = 0.
With the help of (@) and [@.2]), we further obtain
a1(sin 0€(0) — cos U (0)) = —Asin? 6.

By BI7), Asin?@ = 0. If sinf # 0 then A = 0. This leads to a contradiction because
A=c#0. If sinf = 0 then W = a; cosbf, i.e. £ is a principal vector, which is also a
contradiction. Therefore we complete the proof. 0
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Proposition 4.2. A real hypersurface in CP?, admitting a *-Ricci soliton whose potential
vector field W € T'(Ty), is Hopf.

Proof. Suppose that M is not Hopf, then A is not empty. We may write W = bye; + baea +
bses in the basis {ej, e, ez}, where by, be, b3 are smooth functions on A. By Lemma [B]
ApU = 0, so AW = 0 implies by = by = 0, i.e. W = b3oU with b3 # 0. Hence (B.I5)
becomes

(43) ks ==, €(bg) =0, Ulbs)=0.
And the formula (3I3]) becomes
(4.4) —byy=c— A\

Since b; = 0, the relation ([B12) becomes
(4.5) —bsf =\
So by taking the differentiation of the formula [@4) along ¢U, we derive from (3.I4) that
(4.6) bagU (8) = (c = N)B.
On the other hand, it follows from [4) and [@H) that

c

(4.7) % -5t

If ¢ = A, then the equation ([@T) shows v = 0. Further, in view of [BI4) we find
oU(bs) = A — ¢ = 0, which means that b3 is constant since {(b3) = U(b3) = 0. Now we
derive from (@F) that § is constant. Hence together (3.7) with [B.8), we obtain > = —.
It is impossible.

Next we assume ¢ # A. Thus the relation ([@.7]) follows v # 0 and the formula (B.5]) follows

f
o B QU(B) = B% — >+ =.

4
Substituting this into (£6), we get from [@4]) that
c. 1 Y9 c o
-+ =—B=1-P+ ==
( 73 B =8
which reduces from (7)) that § is constant. Finally we derive a contradiction from (.6l
Hence we complete the proof of proposition. O

Proof of Theorem [1.4} Under the hypothesis of Theorem [[.4, by Proposition I M is
a Hopf hypersurface of M?(c), i.e. A¢ = a&. Due to [I5, Theorem 2.1], « is constant. We
consider a point p € M and a unit vector field e € D, such that Ae = ke and Age = v¢e,
where k, v are smooth functions on M. Then {£, e, ¢e} is a local orthonormal basis of M.
By Corollary 2.3 in [I5],
K+ v c

5 o+ 1
Moreover, by a straightforward computation, we have the following lemma.

(4.8) KU =

Lemma 4.1. With respect to {£, e, gpe} the Levi-Civita connection is given by
V€ = Koe, Vel = —ve, V€ =0,
Ve = aide, Vgee = V€ + azpe, Vee = aspe,
Vepe = —are — kE, Vgetpe = —aze, Vepe = —age,
where a1 = g(Vee, ¢e), az = g(Vgee, ge), as = g(Vee, pe) are smooth functions on M.
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Under the orthonormal basis {&, e, pe} we may assume that there are smooth functions
g1, g2, g3 such that the potential vector filed W can be written as
W = g1€ + g2e + gsde.
Since AW = xW with x # 0, we get ag1 = x91, kg2 = x¢g2 and vg3 = xg3.

Next we consider the following cases:

e Case I: g1, g2, g3 are not equal zero.

Then k = v = «, which leads to ¢ = 0 from (£.8). This is a contradiction.

e Case II: Only one of g1, g2, g3 is equal zero.

If g1 = 0, then & = v. The relation @) yields (k — §)* = 0‘24+C, which shows k = v =
constant and « # k; If go = 0, then o = v, (L)) implies k = % with k # «a; If g3 = 0,
then # = a, which implies v = <222 1 £ o by @3).

200

e Case III: Two of g1, g2, g3 are equal zero.

When g1 = g2 = 0. The formula 29) for X = ¢ and Y = e implies
g(VgW, e) +9g(§, VW) =0.

In view of LemmaldT] a simple calculation leads to kK = —a3. On the other hand, the relation
@Z1) for X =e and Y = ¢ yields (V. A)§ — (VeA)e = —{¢pe. By Lemma AT} we find
(4.9) oK — KV — Ka3 + asv = —2.

A similar computation using relation ([2.7) for X = ¢e, Y = ¢ yields

c
(4.10) —av + kv — Kaz + azv = 1
Moreover, inserting x = —ags into the above equation gives
(4.11) K:—av = 2

The combination of (£9) and [@I0) leads to (k — v)(2k + ) = 0 because a3 = —k. If
v = Kk then a # K, otherwise, the formula (&TII) will lead to ¢ = 0. If v # & then kK = —5

2_
and v = a4 <,
o

When g1 = g3 =0, we put X =&, Y = ¢e in (Z9). By Lemma LTl a3 = —v, so we get
(k= v)(2v 4+ a) = 0 from (@) and [@I0). If kK = v then « # v as before. If kK # v then

[e3 o —cC

v=—5and Kk = ¥

When go = g3 = 0 the relation 7)) for X = e,Y = ¢e leads to ¢ = 0 by Lemma [L1]
which is a contradiction.

In a word we have proved that there are two or three distinct constant principal curvatures
on M. For the case of CP?, by Theorem [L2 and [20, Theorem 4.1], M is an open part of a
hypersphere, or a tuber around the complex quadric.

For the case of CH?, if M has three distinct principal curvatures, by the proof of [2],
we know that the ruled real hypersurfaces can not be Hopf, which is a contradiction with
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Proposition BIl Thus in this case M has only two distinct constant principle curvatures.
In view of Theorem [[.2] the real hypersurface M is one of Type Ai1, A2, B and N.
This finishes the proof of Theorem [[.4] O

Proof of Theorem [[.J Under the assumption of Theorem [[O by Proposition we
know that M is a Hopf hypersurface of CP2. Hence the equation (8] and Lemma F1] are
valid. We adopt the same notations as the proof of Theorem [[.4]

Since AW = 0, we have ag; = kg = vgs = 0. If & = 0 then it follows from (L8] that
kv = 7, which means that x,v are non-zero. So we get go = g3 = 0. From the Case III in
the proof of Theorem [[L4] we know it is impossible.

In the following we assume « # 0, then g; = 0. If g5 is also equal zero, then g3 must be
non-zero, and further we obtain v = 0 and k = —§ # 0 from the Case III in the proof of
Theorem [L4l If g5 is non-zero then x = 0. The formula ([8)) implies av = —§, that shows
v is a non-zero constant. Further we know « # v since ¢ > 0.

Summarizing the above discussion, we have proved that there are three distinct constant
principal curvatures in M. Therefore we complete the proof of Theorem [L.5l by [20, Theorem
4.1]. |

5. PROOF THEOREM

In this section we suppose that M is a real hypersurface of CP? with a *-Ricci soliton
whose potential vector field W belongs to the holomorphic distribution D. First we prove
the following result:

Proposition 5.1. Let M be a real hypersurface in CP? with a *-Ricci soliton whose potential
vector field W € D. If the principal curvatures are constant along & and A€ then M is Hopf.

Proof. If M is not Hopf then N is not empty. Let W = cie; + caes + cze3 € D, where c¢;
are smooth functions on A/, then

(5.1) c1 086 4 casinf = 0.

The formula (B12)) becomes

(5.2) —c3B= A

And by Proposition B2 the equations (BI3)-(B15) accordingly become
(5.3) U(ey)sin — U(ez) cos O — cshks +c— A =0,
(5.4) oU(cz) +c—A=0
and

&(eq)sinf — &(ez) cos @ — czks — ey =0,
(5.5) (c18in6 — cocosO)ks + £(c3) =0,
(c18in0 — cacos0)ky + U(cz) + ¢U(cq sinf — co cosf) = 0.

If ¢c5 = 0, then the equations (5.2) and (54) show ¢ = A = 0. It is impossible. Thus ¢z # 0,
which further implies A # 0 from (52). By 1) and (E4), differentiating (52 along ¢U
gives

5.6 k R
(5.6) 7 +B S+
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When v = 0, this shows 3 is constant. So it follows from the formula ([3.5) that 32 = -4
which is impossible because ¢ > 0. Hence v # 0 and we get from (5.6]) that
2c c
hy— AT
Y

If ¢; = ca = 0, as the proof of Proposition 2] by using (B.2)-(EH), we arrive at a
contradiction. Thus one of ¢1, ¢co must be not zero.

Without loss of generality we set ¢; # 0. Taking the differentiation of (5.2]) along & and
U, respectively, we obtain from BI8) that &(c3) = U(cz) = 0 since 8 # 0. In view of the
second equation of (@) and (B1I), we find k3 = 0, that is,

sC C
2129
Fr+g=0.
thus 3 is constant. As before from (3.5 we have 32 = — 4, which is impossible. This finishes
the proof. O

Proof of Theorem Under the hypothesis of Theorem [L.6] by Proposition 5.1l we know
that M is a Hopf hypersurface of CP2. That means that the structure vector field £ is a
principal vector field, i.e. A¢ = a§ and a is constant as before.

For any point p € M we consider a unit vector Z € D, such that AZ = uZ, then the
following relation holds (see [I5 Corollary 2.3]):

a pa ¢
— = )APZ = (— + - )pZ.
(= 5)A0Z = (5 + )¢
If 4 = § the above equation implies &* + ¢ = 0, i.e. w2 + % = 0, that is impossible. Hence

W # 5, which means that ¢Z is a principal vector with principal curvature v satisfying

w+v c
5.7 = —.
(5.7) v 5 ¢ + 1

Now we know that Span{Z, ¢Z} = D, and {{, Z,¢Z} is an orthonormal basis of T, M. By
a straightforward computation, we have

V292 =—-9(Nz22,02)Z — &, VezZ =vE+g(VezZ,02)9Z.
Taking X = Z and Y = ¢Z in (Z71) and using the above formulas, we get

C
vV —rva= —.
H 4

Next we divide into two cases to discuss.

Case 1. If a # 0 then it follows 1 = v by combining with (51) and further u, v are constant.
Furthermore, we find u = v # a, otherwise, the above formula will lead to ¢ = 0. By
Theorem we get that M is of Type A;.

Case 2. We assume a = 0, then pv = §. In this case M is a *-Einstein hypersurface(see [9,
Remark 1]). The *-Ricci soliton equation (II) shows W is a conformal Killing vector field,
ie. Liyg=2(A—5c)g. From (28], we calculate the Ricci operator

QX = 2{5){ — 3n(X)E} + hAX — A%X, for all X € TM,

where h = trace(A). Hence by a direct computation we can get that the scalar curvature
r=3c+ 2uv.
Notice that on an n-dimensional Riemannian manifold a conformal Killing vector field
X, ie. Lxg=2pg, satisfies
Lxr=2(n—1)Ap—2pr,
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where 7 is the scalar curvature (see Eq.(5.38) in [21]). Since uv = §, the scalar curvature
= % # 0. Using the above formula we find that W is a Killing vector field.

Moreover, since M is *-Einstein, we derive from Theorem [[.3] that M is one of Type
Ay, Az, and B. But according to the list of principal curvatures of Type A;, A> and B
hypersurfaces(see [15, Theorem 3.13-3.15]), we find that in this case only Type A; is satisfied.

Therefore we complete the proof of Theorem O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.7]

Since the tangent bundle TM can be decomposed as TM = RE @ D, where D = {X €
TM :n(X)=0}. Then A can be written as

(6.1) AE = at+V,

where V' € D and a is a smooth function on M. In this section we assume that the
hypersurface M of M™(c) is equipped with a *-Ricci soliton such that the potential vector
field W =V.

Lemma 6.1. On M the following equation is valid:
(6.2) (VeA) = Da + 2A¢V,
where Da denotes the gradient vector field of a.

Proof. By [2.3) and (G.I)), for any vector field X

(6.3) (VxA)§ = Vx(AL) — AV
=X(a)f+aVx{+VxV — ApAX.

Thus
X(a) = g(V,Vx§) — g(pAX, AL)
X(a)+29(AX, pV).
)

From the well-known relation g((VxA)§, &) = g((VeA)E, X) (see [I5, Corollary 2.1]), we
arrive at (6.2)). O

Next it follows from (G3]) and (Z77) that

ViV = (VxA)XE — X(a)é — aVxé + APAX
= (VeA)X — 06X — X(a)f — apAX + ApAX.

Therefore, by Lemma we have
VeV =(VeA)E — £(a)€ — ag AL + APAS
=—a@V + Da — &(a)€ + 3AQV.
Since n(V) = 0, differentiating this along any vector X, we have
(6.6) 9(VxV,&) +g(V,0AX) = 0.

In particular, by taking X = ¢ in ([6.6), we find g(V¢V, §) = 0 because of V£ = ¢V. Hence,
taking into account X =Y = ¢ in (Z9), we conclude that A = 0.
Take X = ¢ and Y = £ respectively in (2.9), and it follows from (6.5) and (6.6) that

—a@V + Da — &(a)é + 4APV — 290 AV = 0,
—adV + Da — £(a)€ + 449V = 0.

(6.4)

(6.5)
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Hence ¢pApV = 0, which implies ApV = 0 because of (Z2) and (GI). Differentiating
ApV = 0 along vector field £ and using the first equation of (Z3), (64) and (GH), we get

0= Ve(ADV) = (VeA)V + A(Ved)V + A(VeV)
= VeV — zv + (8V)(a)€ + aAV + Ad(Da).
Therefore
(6.7) VeV = ZV — (¢V)(a)¢ — aAV — Ap(Da).

If we put X =Y = ¢V in ([23), then the Eq.([@1) leads to nc|V|? = 0, i.e. V is a zero
vector field. Since A = 0, the following proposition is proved:

Proposition 6.1. Every real hypersurface in a non-flat complex space form M"(c), n>2,
admitting a *-Ricci soliton with potential vector field V', is a *-Ricci flat Hopf hypersurface.

Proof Theorem [I. Let M be a *-Ricci flat Hopf hypersurface, namely, A = af and
Q*X = 0 for all X, where a is constant. In view of (Z38), we have Z¢*X + (¢A4)*°X =0
for all X, which further implies

(6.8) %¢X + ApAX = 0.

For any point p € M, let Z € D, is a principal vector, namely, there is a certain function
p1 such that AZ = uy Z, then

(6.9) mAYZ = —36Z,

which shows that ¢Z is also a principal curvature vector, i.e. ApZ = v¢pZ with v = -2+

2p1°
On the other hand, as before we know the following relation is also valid: '
a pa ¢
(6.10) (1 = 5)A6Z = (5= + 7)o Z.

In the following we divide into two cases.

e Case I: a® + ¢ # 0.

If g = § then 5% + ¢ = 0, which is a contradiction. Hence p; # § and from ([6.I0) we
find that the principal curvature v is also equal (5% + §) / (u1 — §). Hence we obtain that
w1 satisfies

(6.11) 2au3 + (14 2n)cpy — acn = 0,

from which we can see that p; is constant. Thus M has constant principal curvatures.
However, since M is *-Ricci flat, in view of Theorem [T and Section 3 in [§], we find that
there are no hypersurfaces in CP™ satisfying this case.

For the case of CH™, in terms of Section 3 in [8], only Type Aj; and Ay hypersurfaces
may be *-Ricci flat. But for the Type Ai2, we further get 2n = tanhz(u), which is impossible
since 0 < tanh(u) < 1.

e Case II: a®> + ¢ =0.

In this case the ambient space is CH™, since ¢ = —a® < 0, a # 0. If 3 # %, by @I1), we

get p1 = na and v = 5. If py = § then v = na. Hence it is proved that there are three

distinct constant principal curvatures for all p € M.
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However, since M is a Hopf, in terms of Theorem [[.T] and the analysis of Section 3 in [§],
we know that the Type A, hypersurfaces can not be *-Einstein, and the Type B and Type
N hyersurfaces can not be *-Ricci flat.

Summarizing this two cases we complete the proof of Theorem [[.71 O
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