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PCR KAHLER EQUIVALENT METRICS IN THE SIEGEL DOMAIN
JOONHYUNG KIM & IOANNIS D. PLATIS & LI-JIE SUN

ABSTRACT. Let $) be the Heisenberg group. From the standard CR structure H of $ we
construct the complex hyperbolic structure of the Siegel domain. Additionally, using the same
minimal data for $), that is, its Sasakian structure, we provide the Siegel domain with yet
another Kéhler structure: this structure is of unbounded negative sectional curvature, and its
complex structure does not commute with the standard complex structure. However, we show
that those two Kahler structures are PCR Kéahler equivalent, that is to say, essentially the same

when restricted to H.

1. INTRODUCTION

Roughly speaking, there is neither an obvious nor a natural way to construct a Kahler metric in
a manifold from a CR structure given on its boundary. Obstacles to the solution to this problem
may come from various directions; the topology of the manifold plays a rather important role.
In this paper we deal with this problem in the case of a topologically "nice” manifold, that is
the Siegel domain in C2. The Siegel domain

S ={(21,22) € C*: 2R(21) + |22|* < 0},

is the underlying manifold of the complex hyperbolic plane H(2c, the latter being S equipped
with the Bergman metric, see Section 6 for details. H% is a Kahler manifold, with constant
holomorphic sectional curvature —1 and real sectional curvature pinched between —1 and —1/4.
Its group of holomorphic isometries is PU(2, 1) which is a triple cover of SU(2,1). The complex
hyperbolic plane equipped with this Kahler metric is being widely studied from many aspects,
see for example [7, 9, 12] and many others.

The topological boundary OH% of HZ can be identified to the one point compactification
of the Heisenberg group $) and it plays a vital and important role in the study of complex
hyperbolic geometry. Recall that $ is the 2-step nilpotent Lie group with underlying manifold
C x R and multiplication law given by

(z,t) x (w,s) = (z+w, t+ s+ 23(2W)) .
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The Heisenberg group $) is a contact manifold, its contact form being
w = dt + 23(zdz).

As such, it is also a CR-manifold, its CR-structure is H = ker(w) (see Sections 2 and in particular
3.1).

In the context of this paper, starting from the Heisenberg group and using the least possible
data about it, that is, its CR structure, we are able to make two constructions: firstly, we derive
the complex hyperbolic structure of the Siegel domain from a Ké&hler structure of constant
negative holomorphic sectional curvature on the Lie group $ x R (the cone of $); this is
actually the horospherical model of HZ, see Section 6.2.

Secondly, starting now from Riemannian metrics for § introduced in [5], we prove that there
is only one of them which is Sasakian, see Section 2 for the definition. From the sub-Riemannian
geometry point of view, the Carnot-Carathéodory metric of §) can be viewed as the Gromov-
Hausdorff limit of a sequence of Riemannian approximates gy, which could be identified as an
anisotropic blow-up of the Riemannian metric g = g.. + 17 ® 1, see Section 2 for more details.
Here, we construct a Sasakian structure from the Riemannian approximates gy, see Section 3.2,
recovering in this way the well known standard Sasakian structure of $. This metric appears
to have been discovered long ago by Sasaki [13] and Tanno [14], although the relation with the
Heisenberg group was not noticed at that time. This happened a bit later, see [3, 4]. Moreover,
its appearance in CR spherical geometry was studied further in [3].

The Sasakian structure on ) induces a natural Kahler structure on £ x R+, which is different
from the complex hyperbolic Kéhler structure. In fact, that Kéhler metric is a warped product
metric, and there is no isometric minimal immersion into any complex hyperbolic space, see
Section 2 for the definition and details.

However, it shows that the Siegel domain with the constructed warped product metric is
Kahler with unbounded negative curvature, see Corollary 4.2. More importantly, we compare
our obtained Kéhler metric in the Siegel domain with the natural Kahler metric of the complex
hyperbolic plane and prove that they are PCR-Kahler equivalent, see Section 5.2 for the precise
definition. In fact, what actually happens is that complex structures do not commute but they
coincide when restricted to H. This is within the concept of PCR-mappings, see Section 5, and
we show that there are at least two Kéhler structures in the PCR-Kéahler equivalence class of
the Siegel domain, see Theorem 5.6 as well as Corollary 6.3.

The paper is organised as follows: in Section 2, we review some standard facts on CR struc-
tures, Sasakian structures, sub-Riemannian geometry and warped products. Section 3 provides
a detailed exposition of a Sasakian structure on the Heisenberg group from its Riemannian ap-
proximates. In Section 4, the two Kahler structures of the Siegel domain are clarified from the
viewpoint of the Riemannian cone of the Heisenberg group. Section 5 is mainly intended to
exhibit that the obtained two Kéhler manifolds are PCR-Kahler equivalent. Finally, in Section
6, we recall the Siegel domain model of the complex hyperbolic plane and prove that one of the

Kaéhler manifolds we obtained is holomorphically isometric to the complex hyperbolic plane via
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the horospherical map, see 6.2. . Finally, geodesics on the Heisenberg group and its Riemannian

cone are presented in Section 7.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The material of this section is standard: See for instance [1], [3], for further details.

CR structures. A codimension s CR structure in (2p 4 s)-dimensional real manifold M is a
pair (H,J) where H is a 2p-dimensional smooth subbundle of T(M) and J is an almost complex
endomorphism of A which is formally integrable: that is, if X and Y are sections of H then
the same holds for [X,Y] - [JX,JY],[JX,Y]+ [X, JY] and moreover, J([X,Y]—[JX,JY]) =
JX, Y]+ [X,JY].

Contact structures. If s = 1, a contact structure on M is a codimension 1 subbundle H of
T(M) which is completely non-integrable; alternatively, H may be defined as the kernel of a 1-
form 7, called the contact form of M, such that nA(dn)P # 0. H depends on 1 up to multiplication
of n by a nowhere vanishing smooth function. By choosing an almost complex structure J defined
in H we obtain a CR structure (#, J) of codimension 1 in M. The subbundle # is also called
the horizontal subbundle of T(M). The closed form dn endows H with a symplectic structure
and we may demand from J to be such that dn(X, JX) > 0 for each X € H; we then say that
H is strictly pseudoconvex. The Reeb vector field & is the vector field which satisfies () = 1
and ¢ € ker(dn). Note that the Reeb vector field is uniquely determined by the contact form.

Strictly pseudoconvex domains. Strictly pseudoconvex CR structures on boundaries
of domains in C? are the most illustrative examples of contact structures on 3-dimensional
manifolds. Let D C C2 be a domain with defining function p : D — Ry, p = p(z1,22). On the
boundary M = 0D we consider the form dp; if J is the complex structure of C? we then let

1
n=—3(0p) = —§Jdp.

We thus obtain the CR structure (H = ker(n),J). This is a contact structure if and only if the
Levi form L = dn = i00p is positively oriented.

Contact metric structures. Let (M,n) be a (2p + 1)-dimensional pseudo-hermitian man-
ifold equipped with a CR structure (H = ker(n),J). The almost complex structure J on H is
then extended to an endomorphism ¢ of the whole tangent bundle T(M) by setting ¢(&) = 0.
Subsequently, a canonical Riemannian metric g is defined in M from the relations

(1) n(X) = g(X,¢), %dn(X7Y)=g(¢X7Y)7 ¢*(X) = —X +n(X)E,

for all vector fields X,Y in X(M). We then call (M;n,&, ¢, g) the contact Riemannian structure
on M associated to the pseudo-hermitian structure (M,n). If f: M — M is an automorphism
which preserves the contact Riemannian structure, f*n = 7, then one may use equations (1) to
verify straightforwardly that this happens if and only if f is CR, that is f,J = J f.
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Sasakian structures. A contact Riemannian manifold for which the Reeb vector field ¢ is
Killing (equivalently, £ is an infinitesimal CR transformation) is called a K-contact Riemannian
manifold.

Consider now the Riemannian cone C(M) = (M x Rsq, g, = dr? +1r2g). We may define an
almost complex structure J in C(M) by setting

IX =JX, X eHM), I(rd)=¢

The fundamental 2-form for C(M) is then the exact form

2 2
Qr:d<5n> :rdr/\n—{—gdn,

and therefore it is closed. We have then that (M;n,&, ¢, g) is Sasakian if and only if the
Riemannian cone (C(M);J, g-,,) is Kéhler. The following proposition is often useful.

Proposition 2.1. Let (n,£,¢,9) be a K-contact Riemannian structure on M. Then M is a
Sasakian manifold if and only if the contact Riemannian structure satisfies

R(X, QY = g(X,Y)§ —g(€,Y)X,

for any vector fields X, Y in X(M). Here R is the Riemannian curvature tensor of g.

Sub-Riemannian geometry. The sub-Riemannian geometry of a contact (and a contact
Riemannian) is described in what follows. If (M, n) is a (2p + 1)-dimensional pseudo-hermitian
manifold equipped with a CR structure (H = ker(n), J), we define a Riemannian metric g.. in H
(the sub-Riemannian metric); the distance d..(p, q¢) between two points p, g of M is given by the
infimum of the g..-length of horizontal curves joining p and ¢. By a horizontal curve v we mean
a piece-wise smooth curve in M such that 4 € H. The metric d.. is the Carnot-Carathéodory
metric and there are two interesting facts about it: firstly, the metric topology coincides with
the manifold topology and secondly, if ¢.. is another sub-Riemannain metric, then d.. and d,
are bi-Lipschitz equivalent on compact subsets of M. In the case where we construct a contact
Riemannian structure (M;n,&, ¢, g) out of a pseudo-hermitian structure (M,n) as above, the
sub-Riemannian metric g.. may be taken as the restriction of g into H x H, i.e., g = gec+n®n. If
dg is the Riemannian distance corresponding to the Riemannian metric g and d,. is the Carnot-
Carathéodory distance corresponding to g.., then we always have d, < d... It also follows that
the group Aut(M) of automorphisms of the contact Riemannian structure g is just the group
Isom.(M) of isometries of d... If the contact Riemannian structure is Sasakian, then the group
Aut(C(M)) of automorphisms of C(M) is just Isom..(M).

Warped products. Let M; and Ms be two pseudo-Riemannian manifolds equipped with
pseudo-Riemannian metrics g; and go, respectively, and let f be a positive smooth function on
M. Consider the product manifold M; x My with the following natural projections:

7T12M1XM2—>M1, 7T22M1XM2—>M2.
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Then the warped product M = M; Xy M> is the manifold M; x Ms equipped with the pseudo-

Riemannian structures such that
(X, X) = (my(X), mi (X)) + [ (' (2)) (72 (X), 72 (X))

for any tangent vector X € T'M. Thus one can have gy; = g1 + f2go, where the function f is
named the warping function of the warped product.

Chen in [6] stated that if ¢ : My x y My — HE is an isometric immersion of a warped product
My x ¢ My into the complex hyperbolic n-space with constant holomorphic sectional curvature

—4, then one can get that

A 2
_f < (m1 —i—mz) 2 -
f 4dmeo
where m; = dimM;,i = 1,2, H? is the squared mean curvature of ¢, and A is the Laplacian

operator of M.

Within the context of this paper, our interst is in the warped product manifold
M = R>0 Xy ‘565

that is, the Riemannian cone on the Heisenberg group . It follows from A f = 0 that Ry x, $
does not admit any isometric minimal immersion into any complex hyperbolic space. However,
the manifold M can be mapped to the complex hyperbolic plane by a horospherical map, see
Definition 6.1. In order to reveal more relations between these two Riemannian manifolds, it is

natural to consider the metric of M obtained from the Heisenberg group, see Section 3.2 below.

3. HEISENBERG GROUP

3.1. Definition, contact structure. The Heisenberg group $ is the set C x R with multipli-
cation * given by

(z,t) % (w,8) = (z +w, t + s + 23(zw)).
The Heisenberg group $ is a 2-step nilpotent Lie group. Consider the left-invariant vector fields

0 0 0 0 0
X=—+42y—, Y=— 20—, T=—.
o Var oy o ol
We also use complex fields
1 ) o _0 = 1 ) o .0

The vector fields X, Y, T form a basis for the Lie algebra of left-invariant vector fields of $. The
Lie algebra h of ) has a grading h = vy @ vy with

v; = spanp{X,Y} and vy =spang{T}.
In $ we consider the 1-form
(2) w = dt + 2zdy — 2ydz = dt 4+ 23 (zdz).

The following proposition holds; it summarises well-known facts about $:
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Proposition 3.1. Let the Heisenberg group $) together with the 1-form w as in (2). Then the
manifold ($),w) is pseudo-hermitian. Explicitly:
1) The form w of § is left-invariant.

) If dm is the Haar measure for ) then dm = —(1/4) w A dw.

) The kernel of w is generated by X and Y.
4) The Reeb vector field for w is T'.

) The only non trivial Lie bracket relation is [X,Y] = —4T.

) Let H = ker(w) and consider the almost complex structure J defined on H by JX =Y,
JY = —X. Then J is compatible with dw and moreover, H is a strictly pseudoconvex

CR structure; that is, dw is positively oriented on H.

The sub-Riemannian structure of H is defined by the relations
gee(X, X) = gee(Y,Y) =1, gee(X,Y) = 0.
The sub-Riemannian metric is then given by
Gee = ds?, = dz® + dy?.

The isometry group Isom..($)) of the sub-Riemannian metric g.. comprises compositions of:

(1) Left-translations Ti¢ 4, (¢,s) € 9, defined by T{¢ 5)(z,t) = ((, ) * (2,t). The group of
left-translations is isomorphic to §.

(2) Conjugation j, defined by j(z,t) = (Z, —t).

(3) Rotations Ry, § € R, defined by Ry(z,t) = (ze%,t) for every (z,t) € $. The group of
rotations is isomorphic to U(1).

Left-translations and rotations are CR maps which preserve w whereas conjugation is anti-CR
which skew-preserves w: j*(w) = —w. The isometry group of g.. comprises of composites of the
above mappings:

Isom($), gee) ~ H x U(1) X Zs.

The dilations Ds (6 > 0) which are defined by
Ds(z,t) = (62,6%t)

for every (z,t) € $ are homotheties for the metric g.. and they are also CR maps. The group

of dilations is isomorphic to the multiplicative group Rg.

3.2. From Riemannian approximants to contact Riemannian structure. Using the sub-
Riemannian metric of ) we construct contact Riemannian structure in the Heisenberg group as

follows: for L > 0 we consider a Riemannian metric in $) such that the frame
{X, Y, TL = T/\/Z}
is orthonormal. Explicitly,

g1, = ds? = dz* + dy? + Lw? = ds?. + Lw?.
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Note here that gy, is the metric defined in [5] (mind only the different notation of the definition of
the Heisenberg group). Let ¢ be the extension of J in the whole tangent bundle T($)) by setting
¢(Tr) = 0. Then ($; v Lw, Tr, ¢,91) is contact Riemannian structure if and only if L = 1/4 by
checking the equations (1): the equation

(1/2) d(VLw)(X,Y) = gL(¢X,Y),

is equivalent to
(VL/2)dw(X,Y) =2VL = g (YY) = 1,
i.e., L = 1/4. From now, we will write g instead of g /4, T instead of 2T and & instead of (1/2)w.

Let V be the Levi-Civita connection. Using Koszul’s formula (in the case of orthonormal

frames)
(3) g(VvUW) = —(1/2) (g([U W], V) + g([V.W],U) + g([U, V], W)),
we find
VxX =0, VyY=-T, VxT=Y,
VyX =T, VyY =0, VyT=-X,
VzX=Y, Vz¥ =-X, VzT=0.
Let
(4) R(U,V)W = VyVyW — VuVyW + VW,

be the Riemannian curvature tensor. We have

RX,T)X =T, RX,T)Y =0, RX,T)T=-X,

R(YY,T)X =0, R(Y,T)Y =T, R(Y,T)T=-Y

R(X,Y)X =-3Y, R(X,Y)Y =3X, R(X,Y)f =0.
Using the relation K(U,V) = g(R(U,V)U, V) for sectional curvature of planes spanned by unit
vectors U,V we obtain the following:
Corollary 3.2. The sectional curvatures of the distinguished planes spanned by a) X,Y, b)
X,T and ¢) Y, T are, respectively:

K(X,)Y)=-3, KX, T)=1, K(,T)=1.

3.3. Sasakian structure. A contact Riemannian manifold (M;n,&, ¢, gar) such that:

(1) The Reeb vector field ¢ is Killing (equivalently, ¢ is an infinitesimal CR transformation);
(2) £ is unit vector field and

R(X,8)Y = gu(X,Y)§ —gu (€, V)X,
for all vector fields X, Y in X(M),

is called Sasakian. In our case, we have first that the Reeb vector field T is by definition unit;

it is also Killing.



8 JOONHYUNG KIM & IOANNIS D. PLATIS & LI-JIE SUN

Lemma 3.3. The Reeb vector field T is Killing for the metric g.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that for every vector fields U, V' we have
g(VyT,U) + g(VyT,V) =0.
Set U=a1 X +b01Y + clTv, V =a X + bY + CQTV. Then
VT =a1Y — b X,
VyT = ayV — by X

and

g(VV’f, U) + g(VUT, V) = a2b1 — b2a1 + a1b2 — b1a2 = 0.

Now, if U and V are as above then
R(U, TV = —a1caX — bicaY + (aras + bibo)T.
On the other hand, a direct calculation yields to
gU, VT = g(T,V)U = —a1c2X — bicaY + (arag + bibo)T.
From Lemma 3.3 and the above relations we have

Proposition 3.4. The structure (@,f, ®,9) on $) is Sasakian.

3.4. CR and Sasakian automorphisms. Let €R($) be the group of CR maps of $ and let
also Aut($)) be the group of Sasakian automorphisms of $): that is, g-isometries f which also
satisfy f*@w = w. Denote by (€R(9))o and (Aut($))o their respective connected components of
identity. We have the following theorem (Theorem 5.3 of [2]):

Theorem 3.5. The group (ER($))o is isomorphic to the semi-direct product (U(1) x Rsq) X §.
The group (Aut($))o is isomorphic to the semi-direct product U(1) x .

4. KAHLER FORMS ON $) X Ry

4.1. Kéahler form I. Let C(M) be the cone over a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold (M, g).
The manifold (M, g) is Sasakian if and only if the holonomy group of C(M) reduces to a subgroup
of unitary group. Thus C(M) = (M x Rsq,dr? + r?g) is Kihler with dimension n + 1. Now
Proposition 3.4 immediately implies that C($) = ($ x R<o,J, g,,,) is Kdhler. We describe
below the features of C($)): first, we consider the orthonormal basis { X, Y;, T}, 0, } for the metric
gr, that is,
X, =1/nX, Y.=(1/r)Y, T.=1/r)T, 8, =d/dr.

We note that all Lie brackets vanish besides

(X0 Yol = =2/r)T,  [X0e 0/l = (/1) X, Y3, 00) = (1/r)Y,,  [T0,0,] = (1/7)T.
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The action of the complex structure J is given by
IX, =Y, W, =-X,, JI, =-0,, J0 =T1,.
Let also ¢ = dx and 1 = dy. The following hold:
ro=X:, rp=Y' rw=1T; dr=0;.

We write ¢ = (¢ + 1)), ¢po = dr +irw and Z, = (1/2)(X, —iY;), V, = (1/2)(d, —iT}), so that
¢1 = 2 and ¢ = V,*. The Kahler metric g, and the Kéhler form €2, are given respectively by

gr = dr? + 779 = dr? + 176" + 47 + (@)°) = 1] + |2,
r? _ - ] — —
Q. =d<5w> =rdr ANG+r* pAp = §(¢1/\¢1+¢2/\¢2)-
4.1.1. Curvature. If V" is the Riemannian connection, we obtain by Koszul’s formula that
Vi, Xy = —(1/r)o,, v Xo =1/, Vi X,.=(1/r)Y,, VX, =0,
Y, =—(1/r)T;, v, Y, =—(1/r)o,, 7Y, =—(1/r)X,, V3Y, =0,
I = (1/r)Y,, v, =—-1/r)X,, VpT,=-(1/r)0,, V3T =0,
O =(1/r)X;, VY0, =1/r)Y,, V30.=1/r)T.,, Vj0,=0.
In the next proposition we compute the sectional curvatures of distinguished planes.

Proposition 4.1. The sectional curvatures at all other pairs of distinguished planes vanish
besides that of the distinguished plane spanned by X,., Y, :

K.(X,,Y,) = —4/r? <0.
Proof. If R, is the Riemannian curvature tensor, we have
Re(X,,Yy) X, = —(4/1)Y,,
and
R (Xr, Tr) Xy = Re(Xy, 0r) X = R (Y, 7)Y,
= Ry(Yy,0,)Yy = Ro(Ty,0,)T, = 0,

Thus the holomorphic sectional curvature of the plane spanned by X, and Y, is K,.(X,,Y,) =

—4/r? < 0. All other sectional curvatures of distinguished planes vanish. O
Corollary 4.2. The Ricci curvatures of g, in the directions of X,.,Y,, T, and O, are respectively

4
Ric(X,) = Ric(Y;) =~ 15, Ric(T}) = Rie(d) = 0,
and the scalar curvature is
2

K=——
3r2
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4.1.2. Submanifolds. (i) Upper half-plane. We embed U = {(¢,r) :t € R,r > 0} into C(9)
by setting
lel(ta T) = (07 2t7 T)'
The pullback metric is then
qu = 1,9, = dr* + r2dt?

and is a flat Kéhler metric on ¢ and the submanifold U is a totally geodesic submanifold of
C(9) (the second fundamental form vanishes). To see this, let {0,, (1/r)0;} be an (orthonormal)
basis for U and let {9,, (1/2)T},} be a local extension to the tangent bundle of C($)). If B is the
second fundamental form then

B(8,,0,) = (V4 9,)" =0V =0,

B(0,, (1/r)d;) = ((1/2)V3 T,)" = 0N =0,

B((1/r)ar, (1/1)20) = (1/HVET) Y = (=1/(4r)o,)" =0,
Therefore we obtain that the second fundamental form is identically zero and hence (U, g) is

totally geodesic. As for the curvature, it follows from Proposition 4.1, Gauss Theorem and the

vanishing of the second fundamental form that the sectional curvature is zero.
(ii) Complex plane. We embed C into C($)) by setting
te(z) = (2,0,1).
The pullback metric is
(5) gc = 1&gr = |dz” + §*(zdz) = (1 + y*)da? — 2zydudy + (1 + 2°)dy”,

which is again Kahler. It is not totally geodesic: to see this, we consider vector fields 9, and 9,
on C and their respective local extensions to C($)). The normal space to C is spanned by the
orthonormal vector fields

Y0y — 20y +2(1 + 2 + y)o,
T Jiarg

If B is the second fundamental form, then

Nl Ngzar.

2zy
V1422 +y?
y? — o2
B(9,,0,) = ————=N; + 2yNy,
( y) T+a2 12 1 YiN2
2zy
B(0,,0,) = ——d
Vi+azi+y
Thus, submanifold C is not a totally geodesic submanifold of C($)). Now, R,(03,0y)0, =
R.(X,Y)X = —40, + 820, and g,(R,(0x,0y)0:, 0y) = —4 and by Gauss equation we obtain

3+ 222 + 2y°
(1 —|—,I2 _|_y2)2'

In this way, C is a submanifold with unbounded negative (holomorphic) sectional curvature.

B(0y,0,) = Ny — (14 y*) Ny,

Ny — (1 + .%'Q)NQ.

K(0;,0y) = —
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(iii) Upper half-space. We embed the upper half space Us = C x R into C($)) by setting
s (z,m) = (2,0,7)
and the induced metric is
qus = dr® + 1% (1 + y?)da® — 2zydady + (1 + xQ)dy2) ;

thus U3 is indeed the warped product Rsg X, C and C here is considered with the metric as in
(5). The tangent space of Us is generated by the vector fields (1/7)0;, (1/1)0,, Or which are all
normal to the unit vector field

Y0y — 20y + 2(1 + 2% + y?) 0y

ry/1+ 22 + 42

If B is the second fundamental form, then simple calculations deduce

N =

. 2 _ 2
B((1/r)0s, (1/r)0,) = r\/ui—jTy?N’ B((1/1)0,, (1/1)0,) = —T\/LT?PN
2zy

B((1/r)0y, (1/1)0y) = _MH—xTy?N’ B((1/r)0y,0,) =0,
B((1/r)d,,8,) =0, B(d,,0,) = 0.

Therefore Us is not totally geodesic. By Gauss equation we obtain for the sectional curvatures
of distinguished planes that

4+ (22 +9?)?
7”2(1+.%'2+y2)2

K((1/r)0s,(1/7)0y) =
whereas all other sectional curvatures vanish.
(iv) Heisenberg group. We embed the Heisenberg group $) into C(£)) by setting
Lg(z,t) = (2,t,1)

and the induced metric is of course g as in Section 3.2. The tangent space of § is generated
by the vector fields X,Y, T, which are all normal to the unit field N = 0,. If B is the second

fundamental form, then
B(X,X)=B(Y,Y)=B(T,T) = —N,

whereas all other components of B vanish. Therefore § is not totally geodesic. Now by Gauss
equation we subsequently recover the formulas for the sectional curvatures of distinguished

planes as in Corollary 3.2.
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4.2. Kahler form II. On $ x Ry we consider the basis of the tangent space comprising
X, Y, T,0,
and we define an almost complex structure I on C($)) by the relations
IX=Y, IY=-X, IT=0, Io=-T.

For positive functions a = a(r) and b = b(r) we consider the Riemannian metrics g, on C(9)

defined by

dx? + dy2 w? + dr?
ga,b = a2 + bQ .

An orthonormal basis for this metric comprises the vector fields
X' =aX, Y =aY T =0T, R =0b0,,
which satisfy the following bracket relations:
(XY= —(4a®/0)T', [X',T1=0, [X R]=—(baja)X’,
Y. T1=0, [Y' R]=—(ba/a)Y’,
[T',R'] = —bT".

The corresponding fundamental form for g, is

de Ndy wAdr
T a2 + b2

The triple (I, gq.p,€24,) is a Hermitian structure on $ x R>g: we verify that I is integrable since

Qab

)

the Nijenhuis tensor vanishes. Moreover,
9ap (WU, IV) = gap(U, V),  Qap(U, V) = gap(IU, V)
for any vector fields U, V.
Lemma 4.3. The Hermitian manifold ($x R0, 1, gap, Qap) is Kéihler if and only if a = 2a3/b%.

Proof. The Hermitian manifold (£ X Rxq, 1, ga b, 2q5) is Kéhler if and only if Q4 is closed. We
check at once that
dQqp = —2(a/a®)dr Adz A dy + (4/b*)dx A dy A dr
= (4/b* = 2a/a®) dx A dy A dr.

If V is the Riemannian connection, then
Vx' X' = (ba/a)R, Vy:X = (2d°/b)T', VpX' =(2d*/b)Y, VpX =0,
VxY' = —=(2a*/0)T', VyY' = (ba/a)R, VY =—(2a*/b)X', VepY' =0,
VT = (2a2/b)Y', VyT' = —(2d%/b)X', VpT =bR, VrT =0,
VxR =—(baja)X', Vy/R =—(ba/a)Y', VpR =—bT", VR =0.
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By requiring €2, to be closed, we obtain that
Vx X' =VyY' = (2d*/b)R,
VxR = —(2a*/b)X', Vy/R = —(24*/b)Y".
By calculating the Riemannian curvature tensor R, we find that
R(X', YX' = —(16a*/b*)Y’, R(T',RT' = (bb — b*)R'
RX', T)X' = <(2a2 /b)? — (242 /b)b) T, R(X',R)X' = ((d/dr)(2a*/b) — (242/b)) R,
RY',T)Y' = ((2a2 /b)? — (24> /b)z}) T, R(Y',R)Y' = ((d/dr)(2d2/b) — (2% /b)) R’
Therefore, it follows that
K(X')Y'") = —16a*/b*, K(T',R')=bb— 1?,
K(X', T = (2a*/b)* — (2a®/b)b, K(X',R') = (d/dr)(2a*/b) — (242 /b),
K(Y' T = (2a%/b)> — (24%/b)b, K(Y',R') = (d/dr)(24°/b) — (242 /b).

At this point we need the following lemma which is verified after straightforward calculations:
Lemma 4.4. If C' > 0, equations
—16a*/b? = —C?%, bb—b* = —C?,

have positive solutions
a=VCb/2, b(r)=Cr.

For such a and b, we have:

=
g
X
]
~

(Y' R = -C/2,
KX, T =KY' T)=C?/4—C/2.

Observe that the sectional curvature is negative if 0 < C' < 2. The following proposition now

follows immediately.

Proposition 4.5. The set ($ x Rxo,1, gap, Qap) is a Kdhler manifold of constant holomorphic
sectional curvature —1 if and only if a = \/r/2 and b = r. For those values of a and b, the real

sectional curvature is pinched between —1 and —1/4.

For a and b as above we shall write ¢’ and Q' instead of g,; and €, 5, respectively.

5. PCR-EQUIVALENCE

In this section we review PCR-mappings in Section 5.1 and we define PCR-Ké&hler equivalence

in Section 5.2 and prove Theorem 5.6.
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5.1. PCR-mappings. The definitions stated below are based on definitions given in [12] as well

as in [1].

Definition 5.1. Let M be a manifold with a CR structure (H,J). Let (N,J) be a complex
manifold. Suppose that H' < TWO(N) and there exists an immersion F : M — N such that
Fo(H) = Hippp)- The map F is called (1, H')-PCR.

We comment that the condition of the definition implies F,(JX) = J(F.X) for every vector
field X in the underlying real subbundle of H. We also wish to comment that this is a weaker

version of the definition of CR submanifold, as it is given by Bejancu in [1], p. 20.

Definition 5.2. Let M, N, H, H and F : M — N an (H,H')-PCR immersion be as in
Definition 5.1. Suppose now that H is strictly pseudoconvex with contact form n, Reeb vector field
¢ and contact metric g = (1/2)dn. Suppose also that N is a Kdhler manifold with metric g and
fundamental form Q. Then an immersion F': M — N is called (H,H')-Kdihler if F* (g ) =

G HxH-

Again, compare Definition 5.2 with Bejancu’s definition. Note that our definition implies
F.£e (H )1%“( M) We are interested in the particular case which is described in the next propo-

sition.

Proposition 5.3. Let M = (M;n,&,¢,9) be a Sasakian manifold, H = ker(n), and let also
N = (C(M);],g,,9) be its Kihler cone and H, = ker(dr + irn) ¢ THO(C(M)). Then the
embedding v : M — C(M) as the hypersurface r = 1 is (H,H,)-Kdihler.

Proof. Let H = ker(n) be the strictly pseudoconvex CR structure of M, and let ¢ : M — C(M)
be the mapping p — (p,1). Then ¢ is clearly an embedding and if Z,, € H,, p € M, then

L*,p(Zp) = Z(p,l)(: Zp + 01) € (Hr)(p,l)-
Hence ¢ is (H,H,)-PCR. On the other hand, (g, )3, xn, = r2ge. and thus

L*((gr)\HTx’Hr) = Yec = G HxH-

From Example iv) of Section 4.1.2 and Proposition 5.3 we obtain the following;:

Proposition 5.4. The Heisenberg group $) is embedded into C($)) as the hypersurface r = 1. If
H is the CR structure of $ and H, = ker(dr + irw), then the embedding is (H, H,)-Kdhler.

5.2. PCR-Kahler equivalence.

Definition 5.5. Let (N,J,g,Q) and (N', ¢, ', 1) be two Kdhler manifolds of the same dimen-
sion and let G : N — N’ be a diffeomorphism. Let also H be a subbundle of T(10) (N) and H’
be a subbundle of T (N'). The map G is called:

i) (H,H)-PCR if G.(H) = H';
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ii) (H,H')-Kdahler if G*(ng/xH') = 9rxH-
Note that condition ii) is equivalent to
ii") (H,H')-Kdahler if G*(inx?{,) = Q-
When the above hold, the manifolds N and N’ are called PCR-Kéhler equivalent.

Theorem 5.6. The manifolds (C($),J, g, Q) and (H x Rso, L, ¢, Q') are PCR-Kdhler equiva-
lent.

Proof. Let G : (C($),J,9:,2) = ( X Rxg, I, ¢/, Q) with formula
G(z,t,r) = (2,t,2/7).
If H=(X,Y), then we have G.(Z) = Z, hence G is (H,H)-PCR. On the other hand,
G luxn = (4/7)(dz® + dy*) = grluxn
and thus G is also (H, #H)-Kéhler. O

6. COMPLEX HYPERBOLIC PLANE AND C(9)

6.1. Complex hyperbolic plane. The Heisenberg group $) appears naturally within the con-
text of complex hyperbolic geometry as the boundary of the complex hyperbolic plane. In the
concept of this paper, the complex hyperbolic plane H% is the one point compactification of
the Siegel domain S = {(21,22) € C? | p(21,22) > 0}, where p(z1,22) = —2R(21) — |22/?. The
complex hyperbolic plane H% is a complex manifold; there is a natural Kéahler structure defined

on H% coming from the Bergman metric:
4 4 4 4

(6) ds® = ~|dzo|* + —2|6,0|2 = ~|dz|? + —|d= + Zzdz|?.
P P P P

The Kéhler form is then

_ 1 1 _
(7) Q= —4i09(log p) = —4i (—dzg Ndzg — —0p A 8p> )
p p
The group of holomorphic isometries is PU(2,1).

6.2. Horospherical map. The boundary 9S of S (p(z1, z2) = 0) admits a strictly pseudoconvex
CR structure with contact form w’ = —3(dp), and with this CR structure S and the Heisenberg
group $) are CR equivalent; the CR diffeomorphism between them is given by

(8) h:$ 2 (2,t) — ((—]2]* +it)/2,2) € 38,
which identifies $) to 8H% in a CR manner. To see this, we calculate
hi(Z) = (1/2)Z(—|z]> +it)(8/0z1) + (1/2) Z(—|2|* — it)(0/07)
+7(2)(0/0z2) + Z(Z)(0/0%2)
= —7(0/021) + (0/0z2) € TH(S).

The map h is the boundary map of the horospherical map which describes the horospherical

model for complex hyperbolic plane:
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Definition 6.1. The horospherical model for H% is given by the horospherical map defined by
H:$9H xRso 3 (z,t,71) — ((—|z|2 —r+it)/2, z) €S.

Theorem 6.2. The horospherical map is a holomorphic isometric mapping between Kdhler
manifolds (9 x Rxo,L, ¢, Q) and the complex hyperbolic plane H% endowed with the Bergman

metric.

Proof. To show that H is holomorphic, we only have to show that H,.(Z) and H.(W) are in
TLOHZ. Here, Z = 0, +i20; and W = (1/2)(8; — i9,). Indeed,
H(Z) = (1/2)Z(—|2]> = r +it)(8/0z1) + (1/2) Z(—|2|* — r — it)(0/0z1)
+7(2)(0/02z2) + Z(Z)(0/07)
= —7(0/0z) + (0/02) € THO(HE).

Also,

H,(W) = (1/4)(8 = i0,)(~|2* — 7 +it)(8/021)
+(1/4)(0¢ — i0,) (~|2[* — 7 — it)(0/0z1)
+(1/2)(0;r — 10,)(2)(9/022) + (1/2)(0; — 0,)(7)(9/ 022)
= (i/2)(0/021) € TMO(HE).

On the other hand, from Eq. (6) it follows immediately that H*ds? = ¢’. This completes the
proof. O

Corollary 6.3. The complex hyperbolic plane H(% endowed with the Bergman metric Kahler
cone (C(9),J,gr,Q) are PCR-Kdihler equivalent.

7. GEODESICS

7.1. Geodesics of the Heisenberg group. An exhaustive treatment of the geodesics of (), g)
may be found in [10]. We repeat in brief this discussion below. Let v(s) = (z(s), y(s),t(s)) be a
smooth curve defined in an interval I = (—e¢, €), where € > 0 and sufficiently small, and suppose
that (0) = (x0, Y0, to) = po- The tangent vector 4(s) at a point y(s) is then

7(5) = 7 = xam + yay + tat
=X + Y + (1/2)(i + 2z — 2y#)T.
We set
f(s)=d(s), g(s) =5(s),h(s) = (1/2)(i(s) + 2x(s)y(s) — 2y(s)(s))-
We may assume that v is of unit speed: f? + g?> + h? = 1. The covariant derivative of 4 is

D5 . . ~
d_g = fX +§Y + T + fV4X +gV4Y + hV,T.
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Since
VX = fVxX + gVyX +hVzX = gT + hY,
VY = fVxY + gVyY + hVzY = — fT — hX,
ViT = fVxT + gVyT + hVzT = fY — gX,
we deduce
Dy . ] .~
e (f —2gh)X + (§+2fh)Y + hT.
Therefore, the geodesic equations are
9) f=2gh, g=-2fh, h=0, f4+g+n" =1
In the special case h = 0, that is, v is horizontal, we obtain the straight lines
(10) v(s) = (as + xo, bs + yo, 2(ayo — bxo)s + to),
where a,b are real constants and a? + b> = 1. Those are all g..-geodesics. We now write

F = f+ig and z(s) = z(s) + iy(s). Then the above system is written equivalently as

F = —2icF,
and has general solution
F(s)=ke ™ keC, |k*+=1.
We therefore have || < 1. If |¢| = 1, then k£ = 0 and

(11) v(s) = (2o, Yo, cs + to),
is a vertical geodesics through pg. If now |¢| < 1 and y(s) = (2(s),t(s)), then

ik(e=%s — 1
(12) o) =TT

((1 +c?)s —

(1 — ¢?)sin(2cs)

(13) t(s) = 9

% — R(Zgk(e™ s — 1))) + to.

7.2. Geodesics of (C(9),J,gr, Q). Let v(s) = (x(s),y(s),t(s),r(s)) be a smooth curve in the

Kéhler cone and suppose that v(0) = (x0, Yo, to,70) = qo- Its tangent vector is

Y(s) =4 = @0, + YOy + L0y + 10,
=riX, + Y, + (r/2)(f + 229 — 2yi)T, + 7R,

f(s)=r(s)i(s), g(s) =r(s)y(s), h(s) = (1/2)r(s)(t(s)+22(s)i(s)—2y(s)i(s)),
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and we may suppose that f2 + g?> + h% + k? = 1. The covariant derivative of 7 is
% = X, + gV, + T, + kR,
+fVy X, +gVsY,. + WV T + kEV5 R,
= X, + gV, + T, + kR,
+(f/r)(—=fRy + gT; + hY:)
+(g/r)(=fT; — gR, — hX;)
+(h/T)(fY; — gX: — hR;)
+(k/r)(fXr + gYr + hT}).
From the vanishing of the covariant derivative and the unit speed assumption we obtain the

following geodesic equations:

(14) f=(1/r)(2gh — kf),
(15) 9= /r)(=2fh = kg),
(16) b= (1/r)(=kh),
(17) k= (1/r)(1 - k)
Equation (17) also reads as

rit 4+ (7)? = 1.

The positive solutions to this ODE are of the form
r(s) =+/(s+c1)? +c2, c1,c2€R, 2 >0.

From the initial condition r(0) = o, we also have ¢? + ¢y = r; thus

(18) r(s) =\/s2+2c1s+ 712, c1 €R, 13—} > 0.

From Equation (16) we obtain

h(s) = 2 = & s €R.

7(s) \/82—{—2618—{—7“8,

But then, from
c3/r(s) = (1/2)r(s)(i(s) + 2z(s)y(s) — 2y(s)(s))

we obtain that
(19) t(s) + 22(s)y(s) — 2y(s)i(s) = 2c3/(s* + 2c18 + 18).

Now, we have

2 2 2
2 2 2 2 o — 6 — G
+¢g¢=1-h"—-k=——"——2->0.

PPty s2+2c1s+1r ~

In the case where 1 = ¢ + ¢Z, one can get that f = g = 0 which yields to

z(s) = xo, y(s) = o
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Also, from £(s) = 24/r3 — ¢ /(s* + 2c15 +13) we have

#(s) = 2arctan |~ 0" g +to, me—ci>0
§) = Zarctan s rg — C .
7“84‘018 0 0 !

In the case where 13 = ¢, it is easy to know that r(s) = +s + ro and #(s) = ty. Hence the

resulting geodesics in this case are of the form:
s\/13 — 2
(20) Ye(s) = | zo, yo, 2arctan | —50—— | +tg,/s>+2cs+13 |, ceR.
g+ cs

or straight lines of the form

(21) V(s) = (zo, Yo, to, s+70).
In the case where 73 > ¢ + 3, by plugging r(s), h(s) and k(s) into Eqs. (14) and (15) we obtain
o 2c3g — (s 1) f

s2+2cs 4713

_ 2cf+(s+a)g
N 52+2618+T(2] '

We set F' = f + ig and the system of geodesic equations becomes the following complex ODE
of the first order:

st +2ic
8242015+ r
where also
| |2: ;“S—C%—C§2 ,
5%+ 2c18+ 1)
hence,

—9;—=3 arctan stoy
Ce A /T(Q)—c% < r%—c%
Vst +2c18+ 13

where C € C satisfying |C|? = 73 — ¢} — c3. Since F(s) = r(s)%(s), we have the complex ODE
of the first order

F(s) =

—2i 023 = arctan(%)
Ce 7‘07‘:1 7‘07C1

524 2¢15 + 7’8

which gives

—2—3_ arctan steq
. 2.2 22
Ce 0“1 071
z(s) = +D, DeC.
203

From the initial conditions we then obtain

: —2i{—S3__ arctan stey ) —2;—<3 arctan( | )
(22) z(s) = i e Vi <\/*3—C% —e rg—et V=t ) | 4 2.

N 203
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Now from Eq. (19) we have

2 2 2 /2 2
i(s) = 26, +1C - i ) Cos <2L arctan (M))

cs(s?2+2c15s+13)  c3(s?+ 2cys + 1} NG X 3+ s
c3

2 —2i 5 2arctan<7s+2012>
S| mce Vi gt

B 2c15 —|—7“8

By integrating and taking under account the initial conditions we obtain

2¢3 + |CJ?

EB T 9(s) — sin | 2—2—0
CB\/W (S) 263 51n< m (5)>

_ o c3 s+cq o c3 cq
o 21 —— arctan < > ) 21 \/7"2—02 arctan < \/r2_c2 )
R |zZC | e 071 071/ —¢ 0“1 071 + to,

t(s) =

where
72
s\/r§ —c
O(s) = arctan | —52—1 ).
rg +ci1s

7.3. Non completeness. The submanifold & = {(¢,r) : t € R, r > 0} is totally geodesic.
Therefore, in order to prove non-completeness of the metric g, in C(£)), it suffices to prove the
following:

Proposition 7.1. Given two arbitrary distinct points pg = (to,70) and p1 = (t1,71) of U. There
exists a geodesic joining these two points if and only if [t1 — to| < 2m. Explicitly:

(i) When t; = to, then py and py are joined by the geodesic v which is the horizontal line
t= tO;

(ii) when t1 # tg, then there exist geodesics r4(s) pass through the two points, where

ty —t
s::t\/r%—i—rg:t%orlcos( ! 5 0>,

t1 Eto )

—r%qirorlcos(

a =

+4/7% + 13 £ 2rgry cos (—tlgto)

Proof. Tt is sufficient to find the value of s and a € (—rg,r¢) such that ~,(s) = (r1,¢1) when
t1 # to. In particular, from Eg. (20) we have the equations

(23) 24+ 2as+1r5 —1rP =0
and

2_ 2
(24) t; — tp = £2arctan i ;0 a

ry +as
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We observe that s # 0; otherwise we get from (23) that o = r; and from (24) that ¢t; = to. It is
now clear from (24) that if [ty — to| > 27 then it has no solution. Let 7 = tan (25%2) . It follows
form (24) that

82(7“8 —a?)

(T% +as)?’

%=

Moreover, one can get that
(rd + as)?(1 +7%) = r2 (12 + 2as + 5?),

which implies

(25) (7 + 13— 2(1+7) = drded,

r? —rk — 5

2

because r¢ + 2as + s> = rf and as = from (23). Therefore, we have s? = r? + rZ &

2rory cos (45%2) by (25), ie.,

th—t
s == r%+r§i2romcos<l 0).

2
Considering a = - ;i — 82, one can get that
- — 18 Frory cos (%)
o + ’I“% + 7“8 + 2rgry cos (tlgto)
By a direct calculation, one can check that a € (—rg, 7). O

From the above proposition, we obtain from Hopf-Rinow Theorem the following:

Corollary 7.2. The totally geodesic submanifold U of (C($)),g.) is not complete. The same
holds for (C(9),gr) -
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