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REALIZATION OF HCMU METRICS IN 3-DIMENSIONAL SPACE FORMS

AS WEINGARTEN SURFACES

ZHIQIANG WEI AND YINGYI WU

ABSTRACT. In [15] (J. Geom. Anal. 32, 199(2022)), we classified HCMU surfaces in

3-dimensional Euclidean space as Weingarten surfaces by holomorphic functions. In this

paper, using a totally different method from [15], we will classify HCMU surfaces in 3-

dimensional space forms as Weingarten surfaces. Moreover we will give a criteria of a

Weingarten surface which is also an HCMU surface.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a fixed Kähler class on a compact Kähler manifold M , an extremal Kähler metric

which was introduced by Calabi [1] is the critical point of the following Calabi energy

functional

C(g) =
∫

M

R2dg,

where R is the scalar curvature of the metric g in the given Kähler class. The Euler-

Lagrange equations of C(g) are R,αβ = 0 for all indices α, β, where R,αβ is the second-

order (0, 2) covariant derivative of R. When M is a compact Riemann surface, Calabi in

[1] proved that an extremal Kähler metric is a CSC (constant scalar curvature) metric.

A natural question is whether or not an extremal Kähler metric with singularities on

a compact Riemann surface is still a CSC metric. In [4], Chen first gave an example

of a non-CSC extremal Kähler metric with singularities. Now we often call a non-CSC

extremal Kähler metric with finite singularities on a compact Riemann surface an HCMU

(the Hessian of the Curvature of the Metric is Umbilical) metric.

Since [4], HCMU metrics has been widely studied. In [5], Chen gave an obstruction

theorem of the existence of HCMU metrics. In [10], Lin and Zhu proved that the com-

plex gradient of Gauss curvature K (i.e., ∇K =
√
−1e−2ϕKz

∂
∂z

when the metric is

g = e2ϕ|dz|2) is a meromorphic vector field on the underlying Rieamnn surface and gave

an explicit construction of a kind of HCMU metrics on S2. In [5] and [10], Chen and

Lin-Zhu independently proved that the Gauss curvature of an HCMU can be continuously

extended to the whole underlying compact Riemann surface. In [6], Chen, Chen and the

second author proved that any HCMU metric is locally isometric to an HCMU metric on

S2 with only two singularities (they called this kind of HCMU metrics football). In [8],

Chen and the second author reduced the existence of an HCMU metric with conical sin-

gularities to the existence of a meromorphic 1-form on the underlying Riemann surface.

Later, in [9], Chen, Xu and the second author reduced the existence of an HCMU metric

with both conical singularities and cusp singularities to the existence of a meromorphic

1-form on the underlying Riemann surface. It is interesting that on any compact Riemann
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surface there always exists an HCMU metric without considering the positions of singu-

larities. However, if considering the positions of the singularities, the existence of HCMU

metrics is very complication. More results of the existence of HCMU metrics, one can

refer to[5],[7],[13] and the references cited in.

Recently, Peng and the second author [11] proposed the question: whether or not an

HCMU metirc can be isometrically imbedded into some “good” spaces, for example, 3-

dimensional space forms or CPN . For R3, they [11] got a one-parameter family of im-

mersions into R3, each of whom is a Weingarten surface. In [14], we proved that any

HCMU metric locally can be isometrically imbedded into 3-dimensional space forms as

Weingarten surfaces. As an application, we proved that any HCMU metric locally can be

isometrically imbedded into CP 3. In [15], we classified the isometrically imbedded of

an HCMU metric into R3 as Weingarten surfaces by holomorphic functions. In [16], we

proved that any HCMU metric locally can not be minimal immersed into 3-dimensional

space forms by moving frames.

In this paper, we will systematic study the realization of an HCMU metric into 3-

dimensional space forms as Weingarten surfaces by Hopf differential.

Let g be an HCMU metric on a compact Riemann surface M with the character 1-

form ω. Suppose the Gauss curvature of g is K with the maximum K1 and the minimum

K2. Denote − 1
3 (K − K1)(K − K2)(K + K1 + K2) by p. Then g = 4pωω (see [8]).

Denote M∗ = M \ {zeros and poles of ω}. Let Q3
c be the space form of constant sectional

curvature c. Our main results can be stated as follows.

Theorem A. For any point P ∈ M∗, there exist a neighborhood U ⊆ M∗ of P and an

isometric immersion F : U → Q3
c which is a Weingarten surface without umbilical points

if and only if there exists a real constant A such that the mean curvature H of F satisfying

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2[pH ±
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2 ]
,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”.

Theorem B. Let z = x +
√
−1y be a complex coordinate on U ⊆ M∗ such that the

HCMU metric of r : U → Q3
c can be written as

g = −4

3
(K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)|dz|2.

Suppose the second fundamental form of r is

B = h11dx
2 + 2h12dxdy + h22dy

2.

Then r is a Weingarten surface if and only if h12 is a constant.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Definition 2.1 ([12]). Let M be a Riemann surface, P ∈ M . A conformal metric g on M

is said to have a conical singularity at P with the singular angle 2πα (α > 0, α 6= 1) if in

a neighborhood of P

g = e2ϕ|dz|2,
where z is a local complex coordinate defined in the neighborhood of P with z(P ) = 0
and

ϕ− (α− 1) ln |z|
is continuous at 0.
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Definition 2.2 ([9]). Let M be a Riemann surface, P ∈ M . A conformal metric g on M

is said to have a cusp singularity at P if in a neighborhood of P

g = e2ϕ|dz|2,
where z is a local complex coordinate defined in the neighborhood of P with z(P ) = 0
and

lim
z→0

ϕ+ ln |z|
ln |z| = 0.

Definition 2.3 ([5]). Let M be a compact Riemann surface and P1, · · · , PN be N points

on M . Denote M\{P1, . . . , PN} by M∗. Let g be a conformal metric on M∗. If the Gauss

curvature K of g satisfies

(2.1) K,zz = 0

and K is not a constant, we call g an HCMU metric on M .

In this paper we always consider HCMU metrics with finite area and finite Calabi en-

ergy, that is,
∫

M∗

dg < +∞,

∫

M∗

K2dg < +∞.

From [3], [10], [17], we know that each singularity of an HCMU metric is conical

singularity or cusp if it has finite area and finite Calabi energy.

We now list some results of HCMU metrics, which will be used in this paper. For more

results one can refer to [8],[9] and the references cited in.

First the equation (2.1) is equivalent to

∇K =
√
−1e−2ϕKz̄

∂

∂z
,

which is a holomorphic vector field on M∗. In [10], Lin and Zhu proved that ∇K is

actually a meromorphic vector field on M . In [8], Chen and the second author defined the

dual 1-form of ∇K by ω(∇K) =
√
−1
4 . They call ω the character 1-form of the metric.

In [5],[10], the authors proved that the curvature K can be continuously extended to M

and there are finite smooth extremal points of K on M∗. In [6],[9], the authors proved the

following facts: each smooth extremal point of K is either the maximum point of K or the

minimum point of K , and if we denote the maximum of K by K1 and the minimum of K

by K2 then if all the singularities of g are conical singularities,

K1 > 0, K1 > K2 > −(K1 +K2);

if there exist cusps in the singularities,

K1 > 0, K2 = −1

2
K1.

Denote M∗ \ {smooth extremal points of K} by M ′. Then on M ′

(2.2)











dK

− 1
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)

= ω + ω̄,

g = − 4
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)ωω̄.

By (2.2), some properties of ω are got in [8]:

• ω only has simple poles,

• at each pole, the residue of ω is a non-zero real number,

• ω + ω̄ is exact on M \ {poles of ω}.
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Conversely, if a meromorphic 1-form ω on M which satisfies the properties above, then

we pick two real numbers K1,K2 such that K1 > 0,K1 > K2 > −(K1 + K2) or

K1 > 0, K2 = − 1
2K1, and consider the following equation on M \ {poles of ω}

(2.3)











dK

− 1
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)

= ω + ω̄,

K(P0) = K0,

where P0 ∈ M \{poles of ω} and K2 < K0 < K1. We get that (2.3) has a unique solution

K on M \{poles of ω} and K can be continuously extended to M . Furthermore, we define

a metric g on M \ {poles of ω} by

g = −4

3
(K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)ωω,

where K is the solution of (2.3). Then it can be proved that g is an HCMU metric, K is

the Gauss curvature of g and ω is the character 1-form of g.

It is interesting that on any compact Riemann surface there always exists a meromorphic

1-form satisfying the properties (see [8]). So there always exists an HCMU metric on a

compact Riemann surface.

3. SOME KNOWN RESULTS

In this section, we will recall some results of isometric immersion of HCMU metrics

into 3-dimensional space forms. For more results, one may refer to [11] and [14, 15].

Suppose g is an HCMU metric on compact Riemann surface M with the character 1-

form ω. Let K be the Gauss curvature of g with the maximum K1 and the minimum K2.

Denote M∗ = M \ {zeros and poles of ω}. Let Q3
c be the 3-dimensional space form of

constant sectional curvature c. In [14], we proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1 ([14]). For any point P ∈ M∗, there exist a neighborhood U ⊆ M∗ of P

and an isometric immersion F : U → Q3
c which is a Weingarten surface.

When Q3
c = R3, Peng and the second author using moving frames proved the following

theorem.

Theorem 3.2 ([11]). Denote

√

− 4
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2) by µ(K) and

1
6 (K

2
1 + K1K2 + K2

2 ) by δ. Then at any point P of M∗ there is an open neighborhood

U of P such that exists a one-parameter family of isometric immersions of g from U to R3

such the mean curvature of each immersion has the following expression:

H = ± 1

µ(K)
(

−Kµ2(K)

4
√

−K4

4 + δK2 + s
−
√

−K4

4
+ δK2 + s),

where s is a constant with s ≥ 1
12K

2
1 (K

2
1 − 2K1K2 − 2K2

2).

We [15] classified HCMU surfaces as Weingarten surfaces in R3 by holomorphic func-

tions.

Theorem 3.3 ([15]). On M∗, if S is a local isometric immersion into R3, that is, S is

an HCMU surface and S is a Weingarten surface without umbilical points, then the mean

curvature H of S satisfies

(3.1) H ′ =
2p′(K)(H2 −K)− p(K)

√

4p2(K)(H2 −K)− ε− 2p(K)H
,
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or

(3.2) H ′ = − 2p′(K)(H2 −K)− p(K)
√

4p2(K)(H2 −K)− ε+ 2p(K)H
,

where “ ′” means “ d
dK

”, p(K) = − 1
3 (K − K1)(K − K2)(K + K1 + K2) and ε is a

constant with ε ≥ 0 and 4p2(K)(H2 −K)− ε > 0. Conversely, if H is a solution of (3.1)

or (3.2), then there exists a local HCMU surface S which is a Weingarten surface in R3

without umbilical points such that the mean curvature of S is H .

4. PROOFS OF THEOREM A AND B

Suppose g is an HCMU metric on compact Riemann surface M with the character 1-

form ω. Let K be the Gauss curvature of g with the maximum K1 and the minimum K2.

Denote M∗ = M \ {zeros and poles of ω}. Let Q3
c be the 3-dimensional space form of

constant sectional curvature c. Suppose F : U → Q3
c is an isometric immersion without

umbilical point, where P ∈ M∗ and U ⊆ M∗ is an open neighborhood of P . Since

ω is a non-vanishing holomorphic 1-form on M∗, locally we can write ω as dz, where

z = x+
√
−1y is a local complex coordinate defined in a neighborhood of P . Moreover

g = eu|dz|2 = −4

3
(K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)|dz|2,

where eu = − 4
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2).

Denote − 1
3 (K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2) by p(K). Then by equation (2.3)

dK

p(K)
= 2dx,

so K depends only on x. In fact,

(4.1) x =
1

2
ln[(K1 −K)σ(K −K2)

β(K +K1 +K2)
γ ] + c1,

where σ = −3
(K1−K2)(K2+2K1)

, β = −3
(K2−K1)(2K2+K1)

, γ = −3
(K2+2K1)(2K2+K1)

, c1 is a

real constant.

Suppose that the second fundamental form of F : U → Q3
c is

B = h11dx
2 + 2h12dxdy + h22dy

2.

Then the mean curvature H of F is

(4.2) H =
1

2eu
(h11 + h22).

Let

(4.3) Q =
1

4
(h11 − h22 − 2

√
−1h12).

Then Qdz ⊗ dz is a globally defined quadratic form which is called the Hopf differential

of the surface. Furthermore, the Gauss equation can be written as (see [2])

4|Q|2 = e2u(H2 −K + c).

Suppose that

Q =
1

2
eu
√

H2 −K + c(cos θ +
√
−1 sin θ).

Since F has no umbilical point, θ is a smooth function of x, y.
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By equations (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain










h11 = euH + eu
√
H2 −K + c cos θ,

h12 = −eu
√
H2 −K + c sin θ,

h22 = euH − eu
√
H2 −K + c cos θ.

If F (U) is a Weingarten surface without umbilical point, i.e., dK ∧ dH = 0, we obtain

Hy = 0, that is, H also depends only on x.

The Codazzi equation (see [2])

Qz =
1

2
euHz,

can be written as

(4.4)

{

Hx sin θ = −
√
H2 −K + cθx,

euHx cos θ = −eu
√
H2 −K + cθy + (eu

√
H2 −K + c)x,

Proposition 4.1. H is not a constant.

Proof. If H is a constant, since K is not a constant, then H2 − K + c is not identically

vanishing. Thus the Codazzi equation (4.4) converts to
{

θx = 0,

θy = (ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)x.

So there exists a constant A 6= 0 such that










θx = 0,

θy = A,

(ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)x = A.

Since dK
dx

= 2p,

(ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)K =
A

2p
.

By
d

dK
ln[(K1 −K)σ(K −K2)

β(K +K1 +K2)
γ ] =

1

p(K)
,

where σ = −3
(K1−K2)(K2+2K1)

, β = −3
(K2−K1)(2K2+K1)

, γ = −3
(K2+2K1)(2K2+K1)

, we ob-

tain
{

θ = Ay +A1,

ln eu
√
H2 −K + c = A

2 ln[(K1 −K)σ(K −K2)
β(K +K1 +K2)

γ ] +A2,

where A1, A2 are constants. Thus

eu
√

H2 −K + c = eA2 [(K1 −K)σ(K −K2)
β(K +K1 +K2)

γ ]
A

2 .

Since eu = 4p(K),

H2 =
e2A2

16p2
[(K1 −K)σ(K −K2)

β(K +K1 +K2)
γ ]A +K − c.

This is a contradiction!

�

Remark 4.2. In [16], using moving frames, we have proved this property.
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Proposition 4.3. H2 −K + c is not identically vanishing.

Proof. Suppose H2 −K + c ≡ 0. The Codazzi equation (4.4) can be written as
{

Hx sin θ = 0,

Hx cos θ = 0.

Then H is a constant. It is a contradiction. �

Now the Codazzi equation (4.4) can be written as

(4.5)

{

θx = − Hx√
H2−K+c

sin θ,

θy = (ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)x − Hx√

H2−K+c
cos θ.

Proposition 4.4. θy = 0, i.e., θ is a function depending only on x.

Proof. By the Codazzi equation (4.5),

(4.6)

{

θxy = − Hx√
H2−K+c

cos θθy,

θyx = (ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)xx − ( Hx√

H2−K+c
)x cos θ +

Hx√
H2−K+c

sin θθx.

Since θxy = θyx,

Hx√
H2 −K + c

(sin θθx+cos θθy) = (
Hx√

H2 −K + c
)x cos θ−(ln eu

√

H2 −K + c)xx.

Also by the Codazzi equation (4.5),

sin θθx + cos θθy = (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)x cos θ −
Hx√

H2 −K + c
.

Thus we obtain

[(
Hx√

H2 −K + c
)x − Hx√

H2 −K + c
× (ln eu

√

H2 −K + c)x] cos θ

= (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)xx − H2
x

H2 −K + c
.

Since H,K are functions depending only on x, the following two cases may happen:

Case A:

(4.7)

{

( Hx√
H2−K+c

)x − Hx√
H2−K+c

× (ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)x = 0,

(ln eu
√
H2 −K + c)xx − H2

x

H2−K+c
= 0.

Case B: θ is a function depending only on x, i.e., θy = 0.

Suppose Case A holds. By the first equation in (4.7), there exists a constant A 6= 0 such

that

(4.8) Hx = Aeu(H2 −K + c).

Then by the second equation in (4.7),

(4.9) (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)xx = A2e2u(H2 −K + c).

Set

eu
√

H2 −K + c = eξ(x).

then equation (4.9) can be written as

(4.10) ξ′′ = A2e2ξ,

where “ ′ ” denotes“ d
dx

”.
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Multiplying 2ξ′ in both sides of (4.10), we obtain

[(ξ′)2]′ = 2ξ′ξ′′ = 2A2e2ξξ′ = A2(e2ξ)′,

so there exists a constant B such that

(ξ′)2 = A2(e2ξ +B),

i.e.,

ξ′ = ±A
√

e2ξ +B.

Then

de2ξ

e2ξ
√
e2ξ +B

= ±2Adx.

Set
√
e2ξ +B = t, then e2ξ = t2 −B. Then

dt

t2 −B
= ±Adx.

(a) If B = 0,

t =
1

±Ax+D1
,

where D1 is a constant.

By e2u(H2 −K + c) = e2ξ = t2,

H = ±
√

1

16p2
· 1

(±Ax+D1)2
+K − c.

However, by (4.8),

Hx =
Ae2ξ

eu
=

At2

eu
=

A

4p(±Ax+D1)2
,

Since (4.1), we obtain a contradiction.

(b) If B > 0

t =

√
B(e±2A

√
Bx+D1 + 1)

1− e±2A
√
Bx+D1

,

where D1 is a constant. Thus,

H = ±
√

Be±2A
√
Bx+D1

4p2(1 − e±2A
√
Bx+D1)2

+K − c.

(c) If B < 0,

t =
√
−B tan[

√
−B(±Ax+D1)],

where D1 is a constant. Thus,

H = ±

√

−B(tan2[
√
−B(±Ax+D1)] + 1)

16p2
+K − c.

Similar as case (a), for cases (b)(c), we obtain Hx 6= ±Aeu(H2 − K + c), so θ is a

function depending only on x, i.e., θy = 0. �
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Remark 4.5. By dK
dx

= 2p, equation (4.7) converts to
{

H ′ = ±2A(H2 −K + c),

(2p′′ + 4p′HA)(H2 −K + c)2 + (4AH − p′)(H2 −K + c)− p = 0,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dx

”. So the above equation has no solution.

Proposition 4.6. There exists a constant A such that

(4.11) H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2[pH ±
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2]
,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”.

Proof. Since θ is a function depending only on x, the Codazzi equation (4.5) converts to

(4.12)

{

Hx√
H2−K+c

sin θ = −θx,
Hx√

H2−K+c
cos θ = (ln eu

√
H2 −K + c)x.

(1) If θ ≡ 0 , the Codazzi equation (4.12) converts to

Hx√
H2 −K + c

= (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)x,

i.e.,
H ′

√
H2 −K + c

= (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)′.

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”. That is

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2p[H −
√
H2 −K + c]

.

(2) If θ ≡ π, the Codazzi equation (4.12) converts to

Hx√
H2 −K + c

= −(ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)x.

Similar as the case (1),

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2p[H +
√
H2 −K + c]

,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”

(3) If sin θ 6= 0, by the Codazzi equation (4.12),

−cos θθx
sin θ

= −d ln | sin θ|
dx

= (ln eu
√

H2 −K + c)x,

i.e.,

[ln | sin θ|eu
√

H2 −K + c]x = 0,

so there exists a constant A 6= 0 such that (Noticing eu = 4p)

sin θ =
A

p
√
H2 −K + c

∈ [−1, 1].

Then

cos θ = ±
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2

p
√
H2 −K + c

,

cos θθ′ = −A[2p′(H2 −K + c) + p(2HH ′ − 1)]

2p2(H2 −K + c)
√
H2 −K + c

,
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where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

.

Thus, if


















sin θ = A

p
√
H2−K+c

,

cos θ =

√
p2(H2−K+c)−A2

p
√
H2−K+c

,

θ′ = − A[2p′(H2−K+c)+p(2HH′−1)]

2p(H2−K+c)
√

p2(H2−K+c)−A2

the Codazzi equation (4.12) converts to

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2[pH −
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2]
,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”.

If


















sin θ = A

p
√
H2−K+c

,

cos θ = −
√

p2(H2−K+c)−A2

p
√
H2−K+c

,

θ′ = A[2p′(H2−K+c)+p(2HH′−1)]

2p(H2−K+c)
√

p2(H2−K+c)−A2

the Codazzi equation (4.12) converts to

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2[pH +
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2 ]
,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”.

To sum up, there exists a constant A such that

H ′ =
p− 2p′(H2 −K + c)

2[pH ±
√

p2(H2 −K + c)−A2 ]
,

where “ ′ ” denotes “ d
dK

”. �

By the fundamental theorem of hypersurfaces (see [18]) in space forms and Proposition

4.6, we finish the proof of Theorem A.

Remark 4.7. If A = 0, by direct calculation,

H =∓ 1

2
√
p
[

(c−K)p(K)
√

− 1
4K

4 + c
3K

3 + δK2 − 2cδK + s
−
√

−1

4
K4 +

c

3
K3 + δK2 − 2cδK + s ],

is the solution of equation (4.11), where δ = 1
6 (K

2
1 +K1K2 +K2

2), and s is a constant.

Now we give more results of realization of HCMU metrics in Q3
c .

Corollary 4.8. h12 is a constant.

Proof. By the proof of 4.6, there exists a constant A such that

eu
√

H2 −K + c sin θ = A,

so

h12 = −eu
√

H2 −K + c sin θ = −A.

�
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Theorem 4.9. Let r : U → Q3
c be an HCMU surface with metric

g = −4

3
(K −K1)(K −K2)(K +K1 +K2)|dz|2.

Suppose the second fundamental form of r is

B = h11dx
2 + 2h12dxdy + h22dy

2.

If h12 is a constant, then r is a Weingarten surface.

Proof. Since h12 is a constant, the Codazzi equation of r is
{

h11y = 0,

(h11 + h22)ux = 2h22x.

Then we can suppose h11 = f(x). By the Gauss equation

e2u(K − c) = h11h22 − h2
12,

f 6= 0, and

h22 =
e2u(K − c) + h2

12

f(x)
.

So h22 is a function depending only on x. Moreover,H = h11+h22

2eu is a function depending

only on x. Then r : Σ → Q3
c is a Weingarten surface. �

By Proposition 4.6 and Theorem 4.9, we obtain Theorem B.
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