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CLASSIFICATION OF HOMOGENEOUS WILLMORE SURFACES IN sV

JOSEF DORFMEISTER, PENG WANG

ABSTRACT. In this note we consider homogeneous Willmore surfaces in S""2. The main result
is that a homogeneous Willmore two-sphere is conformally equivalent to a homogeneous minimal
two-sphere in "2, i.e., either a round two-sphere or one of the Bortivka-Veronese 2-spheres in
52™ . This entails a classification of all Willmore CP! in S?™. As a second main result we show
that there exists no homogeneous Willmore upper-half plane in $"*2? and we give, in terms of
special constant potentials, a simple loop group characterization of all homogeneous surfaces
which have an abelian transitive group.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Homogeneous Willmore surfaces are the simplest ones among all Willmore surfaces. Ejiri [10]
constructed the first homogeneous Willmore torus which is not conformally equivalent to any
minimal surface in space forms. In [I2], homogeneous minimal tori in $?"*! and in CP" are
discussed systematically. So far there has not been any systematic discussion of homogeneous
Willmore surfaces. Very recently homogeneous Willmore 2-spheres have been studied by Pedit,
Ma and Wang in terms of a variational method [14]. In this note we provide a description of all
homogeneous Willmore surfaces in spheres in terms of the loop group theory developed in [6].
As an application, we derive a classification of homogeneous Willmore 2-spheres in S™"*2. They
turn out to be exactly the only homogeneous minimal 2-spheres. Using the loop group theory,
it is also easy to derive a characterization of homogeneous Willmore complex planes (including
tori) in terms of potentials. Note there exist examples of homogeneous Willmore tori and planes
which are not minimal in any space form, which is different from the 2-sphere. See e.g. [6], [10]
and [I3]. Moreover, we also show that there exists no homogeneous Willmore upper half plane.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 is a collection of basic results on homogeneous
Riemann surfaces. In Section 3 we derive a description of homogeneous Willmore planes with
abelian group action. Then we recall some basic results on the loop group theory of Willmore
surfaces in Section 4. Section 5 provides a non-existence theorem of homogeneous Willmore
upper half plane. Then we end this paper with a proof of the classification of homogeneous
Willmore 2-spheres in spheres.

The present paper was basically finished in 2012. It was finalized after the second named
author had written separately a note on a partial result of this paper.

2. BAsIC RESULTS

2.1. Introductory definitions and results. The notion of a homogeneous Willmore surface
can be given in several ways, We adopt here the most direct one. Note that for a Riemannian
manifold we denote by Conf(M) the group of conformal diffeomorphisms.

Definition 2.1. Let X = H/Hy be a connected homogeneous Riemann surface with a connected

Lie group H and a closed Lie subgroup Hy of bi-holomorphic maps of X and let y : X — S™

be a Willmore immersion. Then y is called “homogeneous” relative to H, if there exists a
1
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(continuous) homomorphism R : H — Conf(S™) such that y(h.p) = R(h)y(p) for allp € X
and all h € H.

Since X = H/Hj is a two-dimensional real manifold with a Riemannian metric g and a
transitive conformal action of the connected group H, we can assume that either X =2 RP? or
X = H/H, is a Riemann surface and H a transitive group of bi-holomorphic maps.

From the classification of homogeneous Riemann surfaces we obtain:

(1) The universal cover X of X is either the unit sphere S, the unit disk E (which we
will frequently replace by the bi-holomorphically equivalent upper half-plane H), or the
whole complex plane.

(2) the three conformal types of cylinders, C* = C\ {0}, E\ 0 and A, where A, ; denotes
the annulus 0 < a < |z| < b.

(3) the tori T = C/L, where L is a rank two lattice in C.

Remark 2.2.

(1) The cylinders above can be realized naturally in the form C/Z, H/T and H/M respec-
tively, where Z means translations by integers in xz—direction, and T and M are the
discrete subgroups of SL(2,R) generated by the matrices

1 b 0
(2.1) t0:<0 1> andm():(g c‘1>

(2) Tori consist of many conformal equivalence classes.

It turns out that for each of the spaces listed above any (connected) transitive Lie group of
bi-holomorphic automorphisms contains a transitive subgroup of a special type. Below we list
these groups. The result is well known.

Theorem 2.3. Let X denote any of the homogeneous Riemann surfaces listed above.
(1) If X = 52, then each transitive Lie group of bi-holomorphic maps contains a conjugate

of SU(2)/{xI}.

(2) If X = H, then each transitive Lie group of bi-holomorphic maps contains a conjugate
of the group A of real upper triangular matrices of determinant 1 and positive diagonal
elements.

(3) If X =2 C, then each transitive Lie group of bi-holomorphic maps contains the group of
all translations.

(4) If X = C*, then each transitive Lie group of bi-holomorphic automorphisms contains C*
acting by multiplication.

(5) If X 2T = C/L, then each transitive Lie group of bi-holomorphic maps contains the
group of all translations.

The original question of dealing with conformal transformations has turned a question of
dealing with bi-holomorphic automorphisms of Riemann surfaces. In particular, if X = H/H,
is a Riemann surface on which the connected group H acts bi-holomorphically and transitively
and y : X — S™ is a homogeneous Willmore surface relative to H, then the natural projection
7 : M — M yields a Willmore immersion § : M — S™, given by § = y o #. Moreover, there
exists some connected transitive group H of bi-holomorphic automorphisms of X which acts
transitively on X and satisfies

7(3.2) = R(3)§(z) for all z € M and all 5 € H.
As a consequence we obtain:

Theorem 2.4. If y : X = H/Hy — S™ is a homogenequs Willmore surface different from
S? and 7 the natural projection from the universal cover X to X, then the lift § = yo 7 is a
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homogeneous Willmore surface defined on M. In particular, § satisfies
(2.2) §(3.2) = R(7)§(2) for all z € M and all ¥ € H,

and R is a homomorphism of Lie groups.

3. THE CASE OF UNIVERSAL COVER C

In this section we deal with the cases (3) and (5) above. Let H be a connected Lie subroup of
the group of bi-holomorphic automorphisms of C. Then Theorem 2.3l implies that in this case
there always exists a connected abelian transitive Lie group.

Theorem 3.1.

(1) Ify: C — S™*2 is a homogeneous Willmore surface relative to a group H of translations,
then y can be obtained from some constant Maurer-Cartan form o = A(N)du + B(\)dv
of the moving frame satisfying

(3.1) [A(A), BAA)] = 0.

(2) Conwversely, if « = A(N)du + B(A)dv has the same form as the Maurer-Cartan form in
Proposition 2.2 of [6] for each A € S, with A()\) and B()\) being constant in (u,v) and
satisfying (B.)), then

(3.2) F(z,7,)) = e*ANTBQY

1s the extended frame of the conformal Gauss map of a homogeneous Willmore immersion
y: C — S"2. In particular, y can be read off from F(z,Z,\) by Proposition 2.2 of [6].

Proof. One can apply Proposition 2.2 of [6] and obtain that the Maurer-Cartan form o of
an extended frame F'(z,\) of y satisfying F'(0,\) = I is of the form a = A(A)du + B(\)dw.
The integrability condition then yields that A(A) and B(A) commute. The property of being
equivariant relative to all translations implies F'(z+4zp, A)[a=1 = R(20)F (2, A)|a=1 for any zy € C.
As a consequence, one has

F(u+vi,\)|x=1 = exp(uE1 + vE3))F(0,\) =1 = exp(uE) + vE»)

for some E; and Fy. Hence A(\)|x=1 = E7 and B(A\)|[y=1 = E>. In particular, A(\) and B(\)
are constant in z and Z.

The converse part is also a straightforward application of Proposition 2.2 of [6]. From the
form of F stated in ([B:2]) above it follows that y is homogeneous. O

In the case just discussed one only needs to quote a result which involves the loop group
technique for Willmore surfaces. For the other cases we will need to involve the loop group
technique in more detail.

4. THE LOOP GROUP FORMALISM

From now on, let y : X — S"*2 denote a homogeneous Willmore surface. Then with X
denoting the universal cover of X we obtain a homogeneous Willmore immersion § : X — S"t2.
We recall briefly from [6] the basic facts about the loop group approach to Willmore immersions.

If X is non-compact, then there exists a smooth extended frame F (2,2, A), the frame of the
conformal Gauss map f of §. Moreover, f : X — SOt(1,n 4 3)/S01(1,3) x SO(n) is an
associated family of conformally harmonic maps, where f = F mod SO™(1,n+3)/SO7 (1, 3) x
SO(n) for some frame F of f. Every harmonic map from X to some symmetric space can be
derived from some holomorphic potential as well as from some normalized potential (For notation
see [6]).

In the case of X = S? there exists some meromorphic potential, a meromorphic one form on
5?2, with the appropriate behaviour in A which induces the conformal Gauss map f associated
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with the Willmore immersion y. Moreover, the monodromy at each pole of the potential is
trivial (= £1). For more details concerning this case see [6], [7].

So far we have only discussed potentials for Willmore immersions from X (and its universal
cover X ) to S"*2. The assumed homogeneity imposes additional restrictions. We have seen
above that there exists some subgroup H of the group of all conformal transformations of X )
which acts transitively on X and for which we have:

(4.1) Ry(z) =y(h(z)), forall z€ X, Re H.
This induces (see e.g. [4, 5, 8] ) the relation
(4.2) X(R,\F(2,2,\) = F(h(2),h(2), \k(z,2), forall zeX,

where R € H is arbitrary and h = hr € H is appropriately chosen and k is a A—independent
matrix function with values in the stabilizer group K = SO (1,3) x SO(n). On the level of
potentials we consider on the universal cover X of X a potential which is the pull-back of some
one-form defined on X. Then the fundamental group 71 (X) acts on X and induces the following
conditions

(4.3) h*n=mn forall hem(X).

In the orientable case, this has some restrictive meaning only in the case of cylinders and tori.
Later a similar formula will apply to the only non-orientable homogeneous case.

We will now continue to discuss the homogeneous Willmore surfaces according to what uni-
versal cover they have. We recall, that the case of X = C has already been settled above.

5. THE CASE OF X = H

In this case, we can assume w.l.g. that the group H contains at least the group

(5.1) H, = {fy = < 8 aél > la e RT, b e ]R}, with v.z = % = a’z + ab.
So we have
(5.2) y(v-2) = x(My(2)
for . Set
03:<1 0 > andy:<0 1>.
0 -1 0 0
We have
y(e'73.2) = eBy(z) and y(e*.z) = e*Py(2).

Here B and D are the images of o3 and v by the monodromy representation y respectively.
Note: we obtain

(5.3) [B, D] = 2D.
It is straightforward to compute
(61/2 1n(v)agev*1uu)_i — 5
Altogether we thus obtain
(5.4) y(2) = y(u + iv) = el/21n(v)Bev*1uDy(Z-) — (D1 /2I()By ().

Similarly we obtain for the frame (and equally well for the extended frame):

(5.5) F(z) = F(u+ iv) = '/? ln(”)Befl“DF(i)k(u, v) = P el2mWB (i (u, v).

Now we apply what was mentioned at the end of the last section. It is well known that one can
classify, up to conjugation, which choices there exist for B and D. In formula (7) of [15], it is
shown that each non-abelian maximal solvable subalgebra of so(1,p) is of the form s = RS & N
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with S a semisimple matrix and AN an abelian subalgebra of nilpotent matrices of dimension
p — 1 such that [S, N] = N for all N € N. Considering

0 a X!
(5.6) S = a 0 —-X!
X X 0

it is easy to verify the properties listed above for a maximal solvable subalgebra of so(1,p).
Therefore S is maximal solvable.

It follows that up to a conformal transformation of our original Willmore immersion we can
assume that the monodromy group of our homogeneous Willmore upper half-plane has the form
(56). In particular, D has the form

0 0 X!
0 0 -—-Xt
X X 0

On the other hand since exp(tv) is a translation along the v—axis, we can view y as an equivariant
surface along v direction. So the corresponding monodromy gives a Delauney type matrix [2} [9].
But a Delauney type matrix can not be of the above form, since it is derived by the Maurer-
Cartan form of F'(z,\) [9]. Altogether we obtain

Theorem 5.1. There exists no homogeneous Willmore immersion from H to S"+2.

6. THE CASE OF X = §2

In this section, we will show that a homogeneous Willmore 2-sphere is conformally equivalent
to either the round 2-sphere or one of the Bortivka-Veronese 2-spheres in S?”. The main idea
is to use the representations of $0(3) in so*(1,n + 3) and loop group theory to show that a
representation is irreducible and hence the orbit gives one of the Boruvka-Veronese 2-spheres.

We introduce our main result in Section 6.1. Then we consider the monodromy matrices
of S? and their representations in Section 6.2. Using these matrices, in Section 6.3 we obtain
the normalized potentials of the homogeneous Willmore 2-spheres as well as a property of the
matrices. With these preparations, we can show in Section 6.4 that the representation is neces-
sarily irreducible and obtain the proof of our main result. Finally we also consider the antipodal
symmetries of the surfaces and show whether they will reduce to RP? or not.

6.1. The main result.

Theorem 6.1. Let y : M — S™2 be a homogeneous and full Willmore S%, n > 1. Then
n =2m — 2 and y is conformally equivalent to the full Borivka- Veronese 2-sphere in S*™.

The theorem is a corollary of the following result and the classical results of Boruvka [I] and
Calabi [3] describing homogeneous minimal two-spheres in S"*+2.

Proposition 6.2. FEach full homogeneous Willmore two-sphere is conformally equivalent to a
minimal two-sphere in S™T2.

In Section 6.4 we will provide a proof of Proposition Before proceeding, let’s first explain
the idea of the proof. Since the surface is homogeneous, it can be viewed as an orbit of a
group SO(3) € SO*(1,n + 3). This induces a representation of s0(3) in so*(1,n + 3). Using
this representation, we can describe the Maurer-Cartan form of the surface y. The Willmore
property allows us to introduce the loop parameter A into the M-C form. Moreover, we can
obtain the normalized potential of y. Finally with the help of the loop parameter, we can show
that the representation is irreducible and hence we can determine the form of the normalized
potential of y. Then by Theorem 1.1 of [16], the surface is minimal in S™*2,
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6.2. The monodromy matrices. To begin with, let us first recall some basic results concerning
SO(3). Let T; be a basis of s0(3) which satisfies the commutation relations (see [11])

(6.1) (T3, 15] = =T, [T, Th] =15, [T1,T5] =T5.

Actually we assume ( setting S? = C U {oo}):

Ty o zcos(%t)—isin(%t) .
’ —zi sin(%t)+cos %t)’

(1) The matrix 7} generates rotations about 1 € C: e

(
14)_sin(L
(2) The matrix Th generates rotations about i € C: /2.2 = zeoslgt Sm(i;.

zsin(%t)—l—cos(% ’
(3) The matrix T3 generates rotations about 0 € C: €73,z = e~ 2.
If we have a symmetry y(g.2) = Uy(2) of some Willmore surface into S"*2 with U € SO(n+3),
then the corresponding matrix in SO*(1,n + 3), acting on the Grassmannian, the frames etc,

is naturally of the form
1 0
0o U )’

For a homogeneous Willmore S?, we can assume that the group acting on the Grassmannian is
contained in the natural SO(n + 3) as above. So the monodromy representation xy (g, A = 1)
takes values in SO(n+ 3). Considering the representation xy/(g, A) of SO(3) in ASO™(1,n+3),
one can decompose it into irreducible ones.

It is well known that all irreducible representations of SO(3) act on odd-dimensional spaces
and are uniquely determined by the eigenvalues of the image xy (75, A) of T = %dz‘ag(—i,z’) €
su(2) under xy (See e.g, Theorem 4.12 of [I1]). These eigenvalues all are of the form ik, where
k € Z. Moreover, the irreducible summands can be read off from the multiplicities of the
eigenvalues of xy (73, ). As a consequence, we have

Corollary 6.3. The monodromy representation of SO(3) is irreducible on R™*3 if and only if
the 0—eigenvalue of xu (T3, A), acting on R"*, has multiplicity 2.

Let y : S? — S™*2 be a homogeneous Willmore two-sphere. Then the approach of [6] requires
to consider an extended frame, from which y can be reproduced again. If Fy7(z, A) denotes the
extended frame associated with the representation yy above, then it turns out to be useful to
also consider the extended frame F'(z, \) = Fy;(0,\) ' Fy(2, \). This yields the representation

)A((g? )‘) = FU(07 )‘)_1XU(97 )‘)FU(()? )‘)

of SO(3) in ASO™(1,n + 3),. Note that the image of SO(3) of x is again compact, but not
necessarily contained in ASO(n + 3),. But all statements about eigenvalues and irreducible
representations made above still hold in the present situation as well.

Under the monodromy representation x(-,\) relative to F we define (using, by abuse of
notation, x for dy):

(6.2) X(T1,A) = A1(N), X(T2,\) = A2(\) an x(T3,)\) = As.

Note that by [9] (also see below at the end of the roof of the next proposition), As does not
depend on A and is contained in £ and in so(n + 3). More precisely, using also the notation

(6.3) 5:(_01 é)

we will show

Proposition 6.4. The matrices A;(X) only contain the powers AL A0 and M. Moreover, the
matrices A1 () and A2(\) have the form of a generator of a translationally equivariant Willmore
surface and Ag has the diagonal block form Az = (0,5, Asz2), with the 2 x 2 matrices 0 and S
and the n X n matriz Ass.



CLASSIFICATION OF HOMOGENEOUS WILLMORE SURFACES IN sV 7

Proof. Let’s consider the matrix A;(\). We remove 1 from C and consider the universal cover
M = Cof M = C\ {1}. We can do this such that the covering map maps 0 to 0 and that
the action of the one parameter group e'’! lifted to M acts by translations parallel to the real
axis. Lifting the extended frame to the universal cover we observe that it attains the value I
at 0, whence the monodromy is of the form et and by [2] it follows that A;(\) has the form
as claimed. It is easy to see that actually A;(\) = A;(\) holds. The claim for Ay()\) follows
verbatim. Let’s consider finally As. The relation

(6.4) Fez \) = F(em 2, \) = e 3N P2, Nks(t, 2)

and the property F(O, A) = I imply

(6.5) I = e W Eg(t,0).

From this we infer that A3(\) actually is independent of A and contained in €. From (4.7) of [§]

and the last equation we know how the first 4 x 4 block of A3 looks like. Now it is straightforward
to verify that As has the form stated. O

6.3. An Application of Wu’s Formula. Using the transformation properties of the one-
parameter groups generated by the T; we introduce a new frame F which permits to apply Wu’s
formula easily. We have y(e?r) = y(e™973.2) = e7%43 y(r). Moreover, considering the rotation
about i € C C 52, we have y(r) = e~2&%@n(")42 4(() and altogether we have the formula

(66) y(eier) — 6—6A36—2 arctan(r)Az'y(O)'
For the frame F', which satisfies F'(z = 0) = I, we obtain
(6.7) F(ewr) = ¢ 043~ 2arctan(r) 4z ko (0,7)ks(0,1),

where kg and k3 are the factors occurring in formula (4.7) of [8]. These equations also hold after
introducing A (note that there is no X inside the &’s !). Since ko (0, r)k3(8,7) € SO*(1,3)xSO(n),
we consider a new extended frame of y:

(6.8) F(eiﬁr’ )\) _ 6—6A36—2arctan(r)Az()\)eeAg‘

Note that F' and F have the same monodromy representation, since they only differ by a gauge in
K. Moreover, F is a priori only defined, where the polar representation for z is valid. However,
since Ag is independent of A and has purely imaginary eigenvalues with integer imaginary parts,
the frame F actually is defined on C*. The following proposition shows it is in fact defined on

Q

Proposition 6.5. The frame F has the form

(69)  F(z,0) = B, X) = e-0sem2arctan(r) da() 44y _ o =50 (wdarrud)

In particular, F is real analytic at z = 0 and we have F(O, A) =1. As a consequence, F and F
have the same normalized potential and generate the same Willmore surface.

Proof. In view of (6.8) it suffices to consider
E = e % arctan(r) Ay (\)e?1? = arctan(r)exzp(—fad(Az)(Az)).
But by (6] this unravels to
E = arctan(r)(Ag cos + Ap sinf).

Now in the upper half-plane the angle 6 of an element of C in the range (—m,7) is given
by arccos(u/r) and by —arccos(u/r) in the lower half-plane. Hence E = arctan(r)(%As +

Vrlou? A1) = w(u/lg +vAy) for u +4v in the upper half-plane and £ = arctan(r)(% Az —

\/7“27;—1L2A1) _ arctan(r)

T T

(uAz + vA;) for u + v in the lower half-plane. As a consequence, E is
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well defined on C and real-analytic there. Finally, it is clear now that E(z = 0) = 0, whence
F(0,\) =1. O

As a consequence of ([6.9) we can compute the normalized potential of the given Willmore
immersion by using Wu’s Formula [I7]. In the statement of loc.cit one considers the Maurer-
Cartan form of some frame for the given harmonic map (in our case the conformal Gauss map of
the given Willmore surface). Then, at least in some neighbourhood of the base point, say, z = 0,
one can set Z = 0, since the frame is real-analytic. From the resulting differential one-form one
computes the normalized potential.

Actually, since the frame F' is real-analytic near the origin, one can set z = 0 already directly
in the frame. Doing this we obtain (by using (6.9) )

F(z z2=0,\) = e~ #A2tizAr

since the real analytic function arctan(r)/r attains the value 1 at r = 0. Now, the Maurer-Cartan
form of F(z,Z =0, ) is

(6.10) hol(a) = (—Az +iA;)dz.
In view of Proposition we can write
(611) Al = )\_1H1 + Hy + )\Hl and Ay = )\_1L1 + Lo+ )\Ijl

From this we derive

Theorem 6.6. We have

(6.12) L, = —iH;,
and the normalized potential & of the given homogeneous Willmore surface is
(6.13) £(z)dz = ePo g e=#Po — ezad(ﬁo)ﬁl,

where By = —Lo +iHy and 81 = )\_1(—L1 + iHl).

Proof. The first claim follows from the fact that hol(a) does not contain the power A = !, as
stated in the proof of “Wu’s Formula”, Theorem 2.1 of [I7]. From the proof of loc.cit it is also
clear that we need to consider 8y = A™'(—L; + iH;) and By = —Lg + iHp and solve the ode
dipy = oo with 19(0) = I. Since this solution is ¥,(z) = €#% the claim follows directly from
loc.cit. O

6.4. Uniqueness of the monodromy representation. First we describe As explicitly in
view of Proposition [6.4]

Lemma 6.7. We have (up to a conjugation in K )

(6.14)
S 0 0

Agz diag{Ozxg,S,Sj}, with S = (S(),Sl,...) and Sj :j o --- 0 s OSJ <m.
0 0

2nj ><2nj

6.4.1. Irreducibility of the monodromy representation. By Corollary [6.3] the monodromy rep-
resentation is irreducible if and only if the Sy—term does not show up in (6.14). Substitut-
ing (6II) and (6I12) into the commutation properties [As, A2(N)] = —A1(N), [As, A1(N)] =
Ag()\), [Al()\),Ag()\)] = Ag, we obtain

Lemma 6.8.
(1) [As, L1] = —iLy, [As,[A3, L1]] = —La;
(2) [As,—Lo+ iHy)] = —i(—Lo + iHy), [As, [As, —Lo + iHo|] = —(—Lo + iHp);
(3) [Ho, Lo] + 2i[L1, L] = As;
(4) [Ll, —Lg+ iH()] =0.
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We decompose L; and —Lg + iHy according to (6.14])

B 0 By . _( B -+ DBim
L1 = < —B{Il,g 0 > with Bl = < B20 . B2m >
and . .
Ry Roo 0 ce 0
. _RBOILl Roo 0 e 0
—Log+1tHy = 0 0 Ry ~++ Rom
0 0 —R. - Rum
Set

1 — 1 — 1
Q1_<_1 Z>7Q2_<Z 1>3«nd€0—<_i>-
By using (1) and (2) of Lemma [6.8 and elementary computations, we derive

Lemma 6.9.

(1) Blj =0 fOT all] 75 1 and BH = ( CL11Q1 ce al,lel ) N
(2) Byj =0 forall j # 0,2, and
Byo = ( biieo bireo -+ bingeo bimeeo ) Bz =(c11Qz -+ c1@2 ).

(3) BRiy = Ros = 0and Ry = (¢ " ), Ry =0, forallj—1#1,j <1, and
c 7

—ic
Riiiqg = ( (4) ) )
J,J+1 i Q2 \<h<n1<i<nj 1

Lemma 6.10. If Byy =0, then A1(X), As(X) and As define an irreducible representation.
Proof. In this case, by (3) of Lemma 6.8, we have Ry Rl — Ro1 RS, = 0. As a consequence we
have )1, |q/gl))|2 =0, forall k=1, --- ,ng. That is, Rpy = 0. So all A1()\), Az()\) and As are
of the form

A

0 0 0

N
As a consequence, the representation is in a smaller space, contradicting the fullness of the

surface. Hence A3 has no Sy term, i.e., A3 has exactly two 0—eigenvalues and by Corollary [6.3]
the representation is irreducible. O

So we only need to show
Lemma 6.11. Byy = 0.

Proof. Suppose Byy # 0. Recall that for Willmore surfaces one has Bf[l,gBl = 0. As a conse-
quence

BiaBao = (¢13b15€0)1 <j <y 1<ksng = O-
Since Bgy # 0, one of the by, satisfies b1z, # 0 and hence ¢;; = 0 for all j, whence, Bay = 0.
Moreover, by (4) of Lemma [6.3] we have

_R60I1,1B11 + BZOROl =0 and BllRBl + ROOBQO =0.

The last equation reads
(6.15)

biy abyy - abi, ab
( S 2000 ) Qe S0 20150, Q1 )+2 ( o an “oLno G2Lina ) = 0.

Cbll Cbll Cblmo Cblmo
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Next we claim that |a| < |c| holds. As a consequence, (6.I5]) can not holds, since one of the by
satisfies by # 0.

Now let’s prove the claim. Consider the left upper 4 x 4 diagonal block of the equation (3) of
Lemma [6.8F [Hy, Lo] + 2i[L1, L1] = A3. We obtain that

e = laf® = 1+2 " (1ba; I + [by]* + 2le; ),
i

from which we see that |c|2 — |a|? > 1 > 0.

The above contradiction indicates Bsg = 0, which finishes the proof.
O

Proof of Proposition [6.2: From the proof of the above lemma we see that |¢| > |a| and

a/c € R. Consider the hyperbolic rotation Ty = diag{T¢, I} with Ty, = < :?SE; :g;lﬁi > and

acosht + csinht = 0. The new representation 71 1AjT1_1 has the same form as A; except that
now the new @ = 0. So w.l.g. we can assume that a = 0. Now we see that all of A;()), A2(X)
and As take values in so(n + 3) and as a consequence, the normalized potential (6.13) takes
values in so(n + 3). By Theorem 1.1 of [16], y is a minimal surface in S™*2. 0

6.5. On homongeneous Willmore RP?. Finally we consider the case where a homogeneous
Willmore immersion from the two-sphere descends to a map defined on RP?, i.e., where the
Willmore two-sphere is invariant under the fixed point free antiholomorphic involution u(z) =

—1. By (6.18), we obtain

7 1 - arctan(L — —2arctan(r T
(6.16) Y(u(z) = y(—e~) = e7Paezaretantils y(0) = 70ag2arcrn(dze 4y ().

Here we have used the fact that arctan(l) + arctan(r) = Z.

Let’s consider next the action €™2.4(0). It is a rotation of y(0) by degree mm. Here m is the
degree of the representation and hence half of the dimension of S?™ if y is full in S*™. Obviously,
e™2 y(0) = y(0) if m = 2/ and e™2.y(0) = —y(0) if m = 2m + 1.

If e™2.4(0) = 4(0), then we have y(u(z)) = y(2). If e™2.4(0) = —y(0), we have y(u(z)) =
—y(2).

Summing up we obtain:

Corollary 6.12. Let y be a homogeneous Willmore two-sphere.

(1) If y is full in S*™, it descends to a Willmore immersion from RP2.
(2) The full homogeneous Willmore two-sphere in S*™~2 has an antipodal symmetry

y(=2) = —y(2).

Remark 6.13. This can also be read off from the spherical harmonics functions. If the degree
of these function is even, then the surface reduces to an immersion from RP?. Otherwise the
surface has an antipodal symmetry as above. We believe this result is well-known to experts.
But so far we do not have a reference in literature.
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