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HOMOGENEITY OF MAGNETIC TRAJECTORIES IN THE BERGER

SPHERE

JUN-ICHI INOGUCHI AND MARIAN IOAN MUNTEANU

Abstract. We study the homogeneity of contact magnetic trajectories in naturally reduc-
tive Berger spheres. We prove that every contact magnetic trajectory is a product of a
homogeneous geodesic and a charged Reeb flow.

Introduction

Normal homogeneous spaces of positive curvature are classified by Berger [4] and Wilking
[39]. In the list given by Berger [4], one can see a normal homogeneous space of the form
(SU(2) × R)/U(1) diffeomorphic to the unit 3-sphere S3. The normal homogeneous space
(SU(2) × R)/U(1) is nowaday called the Berger sphere. Berger sphere appears in many
branches of differential geometry. For instance Berger sphere is a simple example which
exhibits collapsing of Riemannian manifolds. Under a certain limit in Gromov-Hausdorff
sense, Berger sphere collapses to the 2-sphere.

The Berger sphere admits a homogeneous contact structure compatible to the metric. The
Berger sphere equipped with a homogeneous contact structure is (homothetic to) a Sasakian
manifold of constant holomorphic sectional curvature greater than 1. In this article we gen-
eralize the notion of Berger sphere as a complete and simply connected Sasakian 3-manifold
M

3(c) of constant holomorphic sectional curvature c ∈ (−3, 1) ∪ (1,∞). The homogeneous
Riemannian space M3(c) with −3 < c < 1 is no longer normal homogeneous but still naturally
reductive.

In this decade, surface geometry of Berger sphere becomes an active area of submanifold
geometry. Montaldo and Onnis studied helix surfaces in the Berger sphere [28]. Here a
helix surface means a surface whose normal direction makes constant angle with the Reeb
vector field of the contact form of M3(c). The Berger sphere (in our sense) is represented by
M

3(c) = U(2)/U(1) as a naturally reductive homogeneous space. A surface Σ is M3(c) is said
to be a rotationally invariant surface if it is invariant under the U(1)-action. Rotationally
invariant surfaces of constant mean curvature are studied in Torralbo [35]. Torralbo and Van
der Veken [37] studied rotationally invariant surfaces of constant Gauss curvature. Torralbo
investigated compact minimal surfaces [36].
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In this paper we address Hamiltonian systems on the Berger sphere M
3(c). We start our

investigation with geodesics inM
3(c). After the publication of the seminal paper [4] by Berger,

global and local differential geometric properties of the Berger sphere have been well studied
in detail. For instance, Jacobi fields along geodesics, cut loci are investigated in [31, 33, 40].
In the present work we re-examine geodesic from Hamiltonian dynamics viewpoint. We
interpret the equation of geodesic on a Riemannian manifold (M,g) as a Hamiltonian system
on the cotangent bundle T ∗M with respect to the canonical symplectic structure of T ∗M
and focus on its integrability. The Hamiltonian derived from the geodesic equation is the
kinetic energy. The solutions of the Hamiltonian system derived from the geodesic equation
are called geodesic flows [7, 18]. One of the fundamental problems of Hamiltonian systems
is to investigate the preservation of integrability or preservation of the existence of periodic
orbits under perturbations of the symplectic structure.

A magnetic field on a Riemannian manifold (M,g) is formulated mathematically as a closed
2-form on M . By virtue of a magnetic field F on a base manifold M , one obtains a perturbed
symplectic form on the cotangent bundle T ∗M . The solutions to the perturbed Hamiltonian
system of geodesic flows are called magnetic geodesic flows. The curves on M obtained
as projection images of magnetic geodesic flows are called magnetic trajectories. As nice
perturbations of geodesic flows, magnetic trajectories have been much attention of differential
geometers as well as researchers of dynamical systems. See e.g., [6, 20, 27] and references
therein.

Let us consider geodesic flows of homogeneous Riemannian spaces. Because of the homo-
geneity, we may concentrate our attention to geodesics starting at the origin. It is known
that every geodesic of a naturally reductive homogeneous Riemannian space is homogeneous.
More precisely every geodesic starting at the origin of a naturally reductive homogeneous
space is an orbit of a one-parameter subgroup of the (largest) connected isometry group (see
e.g. [2, 10, 25]). This fact implies that the Hamiltonian system of geodesic flows of a natu-
rally reductive homogeneous Riemannian space is completely integrable (in non-commutative
sense).

In [6], Bolsinov and Jovanović studied magnetic trajectories in normal homogeneous Rie-
mannian spaces. They showed that every magnetic trajectory starting at the origin is homo-
geneous (see [6, Remark 1]). Thus magnetic trajectories in naturally reductive homogeneous
Riemannian spaces would be next targets.

Now let us return our attention to the Berger sphere M3(c). As we mentioned above, M3(c) is
naturally reductive for any c. Thus every geodesic is homogeneous. The Riemannian metric
of the Berger sphere is obtained by from the standard Riemannian metric of the unit 3-sphere
by the perturbing the fiber components with respect to the Hopf fibering. The connection
form of the Hopf fibering is nothing but the standard contact form of S3. The curvature
form of the connection form gives a homogeneous magnetic field on the Berger sphere. We
call it the contact magnetic field of a Berger sphere M

3(c). From this construction we can
expect that magnetic trajectories with respect to the contact magnetic field of M

3(c) are
strongly affected by both Riemannian and contact geometric properties of the Berger sphere.
Obviously the notion of geodesic is a Riemannian notion, i.e. only depends on Riemannian
structure. On the other hand the notion of contact magnetic trajectory depends on both
Riemannian structure and contact structure.
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Motivated by these observations, in our previous work [19], the present authors studied pe-
riodicity of contact magnetic trajectories in M

3(c). In addition, the Jacobi fields for contact
magnetic trajectories are completely determined in [21]. Having in mind the homogenity re-
sults of magnetic trajectories in normal homogeneous spaces due to Bolsinov and Jovanović [6],
we study homogeneity of contact magnetic trajectories in naturally reductive Berger spheres.

The present paper is organized as follows. First we give explicit parametrization of geodesics
(starting at the origin) of the Berger sphere M

3(c) in homogeneous geodesic form in Theo-
rem 3.1. To this end, we give naturally reductive homogeneous space representation of M3(c)
explicitly in Section 2. In Section 4 we prove that every contact magnetic trajectory of M3(c)
is homogeneous. In particular we prove that every contact magnetic trajectory is a product
of homogeneous geodesic and a (charged) Reeb flow.

As a result, the integrability and homogenity of geodesic flows of the Berger sphere is preserved
under the perturbation by the contact magnetic field.

To close Introduction we mention our previous work [12]. The Berger sphere M
3(c) together

with its metric and contact structure is generalized to arbitrary odd-dimension in a straight-
forward manner. The resulting (2n + 1)-dimensional Berger sphere M

2n+1(c) is naturally
reductive for any c and normal homogeneous for c ≥ 1. In [12], we proved a codimension

reduction theorem for contact magnetic trajectories in M
2n+1(c). More precisely, it is proved

that the essential dimension for the theory of contact magnetic trajectories in M
2n+1(c) is 3.

1. Preliminaries

1.1. Homogeneous geometry. Let M = L/H be a homogeneous manifold. Denote by l

and h the Lie algebras of L and H, respectively. Then M is said to be reductive if there exits
a linear subspace p (called a Lie subspace) of L complementary to H and satisfies [h, p] ⊂ p.
It is known that every homogeneous Riemannian space is reductive.

Now let M = L/H be a homogeneous Riemannian space with reductive decomposition l =
h+p and a L-invariant Riemannian metric g = 〈·, ·〉. ThenM is said to be naturally reductive

(with respect to p) if the Up tensor vanishes, where Up is defined by

(1.1) 2〈Up(X,Y ), Z〉 = 〈X, [Z, Y ]p〉+ 〈Y, [Z,X]p〉.
for any X, Y , Z ∈ p. Here we denote the p part of a vector X ∈ l by Xp.

A homogeneous Riemannian space M = L/H is said to be normal if L is compact semi-
simple and the metric is derived from the restriction of the bi-invariant Riemannian metric
of L. Normal homogeneous spaces are naturally reductive.

As a generalization of naturally reductive homogeneous space, the notion of Riemannian
g. o. space was introduced by Kowalski and Vanhecke [25].

According to [25], a homogeneous Riemannian manifold M = L/H is called a space with

homogeneous geodesics or a Riemannian g.o. space if every geodesic γ(s) of M is an orbit of
a one-parameter subgroup of the largest connected group of isometries. Naturally reductive
homogenous spaces are typical examples of Riemannian g.o. spaces. (For more informations,
we refer to [2]).
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1.2. The Euler-Arnold equation. Let G be a Lie group equipped with a left invariant
Riemannian metric 〈·, ·〉. The bi-invariance obstruction U is a symmetric bilinear map U :
g× g→ g defined by

(1.2) 2〈U(X,Y ), Z〉 = −〈X, [Y,Z]〉 + 〈Y, [Z,X]〉, X, Y ∈ g

The Levi-Civita connection ∇ is described as

∇XY =
1

2
[X,Y ] + U(X,Y ), X, Y ∈ g.

On the Lie algebra g, we define the linear operator ad∗ : g→ gl(g) by

〈ad(X)Y,Z〉 = 〈Y, ad∗(X)Z〉, X, Y, Z ∈ g.

One can see that

−2U(X,Y ) = ad∗(X)Y + ad∗(Y )X.

Take a curve γ(s) starting at the origin (identity 1) of G. Set Ω(s) = γ(s)−1γ̇(s), then one
can check that

(1.3) ∇γ̇ γ̇ = γ
(

Ω̇ − ad∗(Ω)Ω
)

.

This implies the following fundamental fact [1]:

Proposition 1.1. The curve γ(s) is a geodesic

Ω̇ = ad∗(Ω)Ω.

Now let us assume that G is compact and semi-simple. Then G admits bi-invariant Riemann-
ian metrics which are constant multiples of the Killing form. B. Take such a bi-invariant
Riemannian metric 〈·, ·〉1 and introduce an endomorphism field I (called the moment of in-

ertia tensor field) on g by

〈X,Y 〉 = 〈IX,Y 〉1, IX,Y ∈ g.

Since ad(X) is skew-adjoint with respect to 〈·, ·〉1 for any X ∈ g, we obtain

〈ad∗(Ω)Ω,Z〉 = 〈I−1([IΩ,Ω]), Z〉.
Henceforth we obtain

〈∇γ̇ γ̇, γZ〉 = 〈Ω̇ − I−1[IΩ,Ω], Z〉, Z ∈ g.

Let us introduce the momentum

µ = IΩ.
Then Ω̇ = I−1µ̇ and hence

〈∇γ̇ γ̇, γZ〉 = 〈I−1(µ̇ − [µ,Ω]), Z〉, Z ∈ g.

Thus we arrive at the so-called Euler-Arnold equation [1]

(1.4) µ̇− [µ,Ω] = 0.

When G = SO(3) equipped with Killing metric, Ωc := γ(t)−1γ̇(t) and Ωs := γ̇(t)γ(t)−1 are
anglar velocity in the body (corpus) and angular velocity in the space, respectively. Since the
motion of a rigid body in Euclidean 3-space under inertia is a geodesic in SO(3) equipped
with Killing metric.
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1.3. Static magnetism. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold. A (static) magnetic field is
a closed 2-form F onM . The Lorentz force ϕ derived from F is an endomorphim field defined
by

F (X,Y ) = g(ϕX,Y ), X, Y ∈ Γ (TM).

A curve γ(s) is said to be a magnetic trajectory under the influence of F if it obeys the Lorentz
equation

(1.5) ∇γ̇ γ̇ = qϕγ̇,

where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection of (M,g), γ̇ is the velocity of γ(s) and q is a constant
called the charge.

The Lorentz equation implies that magnetic trajectories are of constant speed. Note that
when F = 0 or q = 0, magnetic trajectories reduce to geodesics. For more information on
magnetic trajectories, we refer to [20].

1.4. Contact magnetic field. A 1-form η on a 3-manifold M is said to be a contact form

if it satisfies dη ∧ η 6= 0 on M . A 3-manifold M together with a contact form η is called a
contact 3-manifold. A contact 3-manifold (M,η) is orientable. We can take a volume element
dvη = η ∧ dη/2 and Moreover, there exits a unique vector field ξ satisfying

η(ξ) = 1, dη(ξ, ·) = 0.

The vector field ξ is called the Reeb vector field of (M,η). The plane field

D = {X ∈ TM | η(X) = 0}
is called the contact structure of (M,η).

On contact 3-manifolds, there are two particular classes of curves. The integral curves of ξ
are called Reeb flows. On the other hand, curves tangent to D are called Legendre curves.
Both Reeb flows and Legendre curves play important roles in contact topology.

We may develop static magnetism on contact 3-manifolds. We regard the contact form η as
a magnetic potential. The magnetic field F = dη is called the contact magnetic field. There
are infinitely many Riemannian metrics on (M,η). The Lorentz force ϕ of F is skew-adjoint
with respect to any Riemannian metric g on M . We may require appropriate compatibility

of g with respect to the Lorentz force ϕ. Concerning on compatibility, we recall the following
fundamental fact.

Proposition 1.2. On a contact 3-manifold (M,η), there exits a Riemannian metric g satis-

fying

g(ϕX,ϕY ) = g(X,Y )− η(X)η(Y )

for all vector fields X and Y on M . The metric g is called the compatible metric of η. The

volume element dvg of g coincides with dvη. The Lorentz force ϕ of F = dη satisfies

ϕ2 = −I + η ⊗ ξ.

2. The Berger 3-sphere

In this section, we give an explicit matrix group model of a the Berger 3-sphereM3(c) equipped
with a canonical left invariant contact structure.
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2.1. Contact magnetic field of S3. As is well known, the unit 3-sphere S3 is identified with
the special unitary group

G = SU(2) = {P ∈ SL2C | tPP = 1}
with bi-invariant Riemannian metric of constant curvature 1. Here 1 denotes the identity
matrix.

Let us denote the Lie algebra T1G of G by g (or su(2)). The bi-invariant metric g1 of constant
curvature 1 on G is induced by the following inner product 〈·, ·〉1 on g:

〈X,Y 〉1 = −
1

8
B(X,Y ) = −1

2
tr(XY ), X, Y ∈ g.

Here B denotes the Killing form of g. We call g1 the normalized Killing metric. Take a
quaternionic basis of g:

i =

(

0
√
−1√

−1 0

)

, j =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

, k =

( √
−1 0
0 −

√
−1

)

.

By using this basis, the Lie group SU(2) is described as

SU(2) =

{ (

x0 +
√
−1 x3 −x2 +

√
−1 x1

x2 +
√
−1 x1 x0 −

√
−1 x3

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

x20 + x21 + x22 + x23 = 1

}

.

In the spinor representation of the Euclidean 3-space E3, we identify E3 with g = su(2) via
the correspondence

(x1, x2, x3)←→ x1i+ x2j + x3k =

( √
−1 x3 −x2 +

√
−1 x1

x2 +
√
−1 x1 −

√
−1 x3

)

.

Denote the left translated vector fields of {i, j,k} by {E1, E2, E3}. The commutation relations
of {E1, E2, E3} are

[E1, E2] = 2E3, [E2, E3] = 2E1, [E3, E1] = 2E2.

The left invariant 1-form

η1 = g1(E3, ·)
is a contact form with Reeb vector field

ξ1 := E3.

The metric g1 is compatible to η1 and the Lorentz force ϕ1 is given by

ϕ1(E1) = −E2, ϕ1(E2) = E1, ϕ1(E3) = 0.

It should be remarked that ξ1 is a unit Killing vector field.

The Lie group G acts isometrically on the Lie algebra g by the Ad-action.

Ad : G× g→ g; Ad(a)X = aXa−1, a ∈ G, X ∈ g.

The Ad-orbit of k/2 is a 2-sphere S2(1/2) of radius 1/2 in the Euclidean 3-space E3 = g. The
Ad-action of G on S2(1/2) is isometric and transitive. The isotropy subgroup of G at k/2 is

K1 =

{

exp(tk) =

(

e
√
−1t 0

0 e−
√
−1t

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

∼= U(1) = {e
√
−1t | t ∈ R}.
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Hence S2(1/2) is represented by G/K1 = SU(2)/U(1) as a Riemannian symmetric space. The
natural projection

π1 : S
3 → S2(1/2), π1(a) = Ad(a)(k/2)

is a Riemannian submersion and defines a principal U(1)-bundle over S2(1/2). This fibering
is nothing but the well known Hopf fibering. Moreover it is the Boothby-Wang fibering of S3

as a regular contact 3-manifold.

2.2. The Berger 3-sphere. For any real number c > −3, we deform the Riemannian metric
g1 of the unit 3-sphere S3 as

g(X,Y ) =
4

c+ 3

(

g1(X,Y )− c− 1

c+ 3
η1(X)η1(Y )

)

.

The resulting Riemannian 3-manifold M
3(c) = (S3, g) is called the Berger sphere.

Precisely speaking, the original one due to Berger [4] is (S3, c+3
4 g) and c 6= 1. Note that under

the limit c → −3 in Gromov-Hausdorff sense, (S3, c+3
4 g) converges to S3 equipped with the

Carnot-Carathéodory metric. On the other hand, under the limit c→ 1, (S3, c+3
4 g) collapses

to S2. For more Riemannian geometric studies on Berger spheres, we refer to [26, 30, 31, 33].

Another geometric property of M3(c) is a relation to the geometry of isoparametric hyper-
surfaces. One can see that M

3(−2) is isometric to the universal covering of the minimal
Cartan hypersurface of the unit 4-sphere (see [14]). The minimal Cartan hypersurface is
realized as SO(3)/(Z2 × Z2). On the other hand, M3(c) is realized as a geodesic sphere of
radius tan−1(

√
c− 1/2) [resp. tan−1(

√
1− c/2)] in the complex projective plane CP 2(c − 1)

of constant holomorphic sectional curvature c−1 [resp. complex hyperbolic plane CH2(c−1)
of constant holomorphic sectional curvature c− 1 ] when c > 1 [resp. −3 < c < 1] (cf. [38]).

Let us deform the contact form, Reeb vector field and Lorentz force as

η :=
4

c+ 3
η1, ξ :=

c+ 3

4
ξ1, ϕ := ϕ1.

Then g is compatible to η. The Berger sphere M
3(c) with c 6= 0 is no longer a space form,

but the sectional curvatures K(X ∧ ϕX) where X ⊥ ξ is constant c. The sectional curvature
K(X∧ϕX) for X ⊥ ξ is called the holomorphic sectional curvature. ThusM3(c) is of constant
holomorphic sectional curvature c.

The Reeb vector field ξ generates a one parameter group of transformations on M
3(c). Since

ξ is a Killing vector field with respect to the Berger metric, this transformation group acts
isometrically on G = SU(2). The transformation group generated by ξ is identified with the
following Lie subgroup K = Kc of G:

K =

{

exp

(

(c+ 3)t

4
k

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

∼= U(1).

Furthermore, the action of the transformation group generated by ξ corresponds to the natural
right action of K on G:

G×K → G; (a, k) 7→ ak.

By using the well-known curvature formula for Riemannian submersion due to O’Neill, one
can see that the orbit space G/K is a 2-sphere S2(1/

√
c+ 3) of radius 1/

√
c+ 3, namely the
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constant curvature (c+ 3)-sphere. The Riemannian metric g is not only G-left invariant but
also K-right invariant. Hence G × K acts isometrically on G. The Berger sphere M

3(c) is
represented by (G × K)/K = G as a naturally reductive homogeneous space. For c 6= 1,
M

3(c) has 4-dimensional isometry group. For more details, see Section 2.4.

In particular, g is G-bi-invariant if and only if c = 1. In this case M
3(1) is represented by

(G ×G)/G as a Riemannian symmetric space. Note that M3(1) has 6-dimensional isometry
group.

2.3. The Levi-Civita connection. Consider an orthonormal frame field {e1, e2, e3} ofM3(c)
by

e1 :=

√
c+ 3

2
E1, e2 :=

√
c+ 3

2
E2, e3 :=

c+ 3

4
ξ1.

Then the commutation relations of this basis are

[e1, e2] = 2e3, [e2, e3] =
c+ 3

2
e1, , [e3, e1] =

c+ 3

2
e2.

The Levi-Civita connection ∇ of (M3(c), g) is described by

∇e1e1 = 0, ∇e1e2 = e3, ∇e1e3 = −e2,
∇e2e1 = −e3, ∇e2e2 = 0, ∇e2e3 = e1,

∇e3e1 =
c+ 1

2
e2, ∇e3e2 = −

c+ 1

2
e1, ∇e3e3 = 0.

The Riemannian curvature tensor field R of (M3(c), g,∇) is described by

R1212 = c, R1313 = R2323 = 1,

and the sectional curvatures are:

K12 = c, K13 = K23 = 1.

The Ricci tensor Ric and the scalar curvature scal are computed to be

Ric11 = Ric22 = c+ 1, Ric33 = 2, scal = 2(c+ 2).

The symmetric tensor U, defined by (1.2), has the following essential components

U(e1, e3) =
c− 1

4
e2, U(e2, e3) = −

c− 1

4
e1,

other components being zero.

2.4. Homogeneous structure. As we saw before G acts isometrically and transitively on
S2(1/

√
c+ 3) via the Ad-action. The Lie algebra k of the isotropy subgroup K is Rk. The

tangent space TkS
2(1/
√
c+ 3) is identified with m = {x1i + x2j | x1, x2 ∈ R}. We have the

orthogonal direct sum decomposition g = k⊕m.

The Riemannian metric g of M3(c) is invariant under the action of G×K:

(G×K)×G→ G; ((a, k), x) 7−→ axk−1.

The isotropy subgroup at 1 is

△K = {(k, k) | k ∈ K} ∼= K.
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Hence we obtain a homogeneous space representation M
3(c) = (G×K)/K. Note that when

c = 1, the metric g1 is G × G-invariant and S3 = (G × G)/G is a Riemannian symmetric
space.

The tangent space T1M
3(c) is identified with the linear subspace

p =

{

(

V +W,
1− c
4

W
) ∣

∣

∣
V ∈ m, W ∈ k

}

.

The Lie algebra of G×K is g⊕ k and the Lie algebra of △K is given by

△k = {(W,W ) |W ∈ k} ∼= k.

We have the decomposition

g⊕ k = △k⊕ p.

Every element (X,Y ) ∈ g⊕ k is decomposed as

(X,Y ) =

(

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk +

4

c+ 3
Y,

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk +

4

c+ 3
Y

)

+

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
(Xk − Y ),−c− 1

c+ 3
(Xk − Y )

)

.

In particular we have

(X, 0) =

(

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk,

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk

)

+

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
Xk,−

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk

)

.

It is straightforward to prove that the tensor Up, associated to p and defined by (1.1), vanishes.
Thus we confirmed that M3(c) = (G×K)/K is naturally reductive.

In case c = 1, the Riemannian symmetric space G = (G × G)/G admits a reductive decom-
position

g⊕ g = △g+ q, q = {(X,−X) |X ∈ g} ∼= g.

Every (X,Y ) ∈ g⊕ g is decomposed as

(X,Y ) =

(

X + Y

2
,
X + Y

2

)

+

(

X − Y
2

,
−X + Y

2

)

.

We conclude this section computing the endomorphism field I as

Ie1 =
4

c+ 3
e1, Ie2 =

4

c+ 3
e2, Ie3 =

16

(c+ 3)2
e3.

Remark 1. The original Berger sphere is represented as a homogeneous space of SU(2)×R

([8], see also [33]). Moreover, the original Berger sphere can be represented as U(2)/U(1).
For these models, see Appendices of the present article.

3. The Euler-Arnold equation

Since the Berger sphere M3(c) = (G×K)/K is naturally reductive, every geodesic is an orbit
of an one-parameter subgroup of G×K. In this section we give an explicit representation for
geodesics of the Berger sphere.
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3.1. First we deduce the Euler-Arnold equation µ̇− [µ,Ω] = 0 for M3(c). Let γ(t) be an arc
length parametrized curve in M

3(c). Represent the angular velocity as

Ω(t) = A(t)e1 +B(t)e2 + C(t)e3, A(t)2 +B(t)2 + C(t)2 = 1.

It follows that the momentum µ = IΩ is

µ(t) =
4

c+ 3

(

A(t)e1 +B(t)e2 +
4C(t)

c+ 3
e3

)

.

Since

[µ,Ω] =
2(c− 1)C(t)

c+ 3
(B(t)e1 −A(t)e2) ,

the Euler-Arnold equation is the system

(3.1)















Ȧ = c−1
2 CB,

Ḃ = − c−1
2 CA,

Ċ = 0.

From the third equation of the system, we get C(t) = cosσ is a constant. The coefficients
A(t) and B(t) are obtained as

(

A(t)

B(t)

)

=

(

cos{t( c−1
2 cos σ)} sin{t( c−1

2 cos σ)}
− sin{t( c−1

2 cos σ)} cos{t( c−1
2 cos σ)}

)(

A0

B0

)

for some constants A0 and B0 satisfying A2
0 +B2

0 = sin2 σ.

When c = 1, we obtain

A(t) = A0, B(t) = B0, C(t) = cos σ.

Hence Ω(t) is a constant vector. Thus the solution of the ODE γ(t)−1γ̇(t) = Ω(t) under the
initial condition γ(0) = 1 is

γ(t) = expG(tX), where X = A0e1 +B0e2 + cos σ e3 ∈ g.

Thus we retrieve the well known fact that all geodesics of S3 = (G×G)/G are homogeneous.

Proposition 3.1. Let γ(t) be a geodesic of M3(c) with c 6= 1 starting at 1 with initial angular

velocity Ω(0) = A0e1 +B0e2 + cos σe3. Then the angular velocity Ω(t) of γ(t) is given by

Ω(t) = A(t)e1 +B(t)e2 + cos σe3,

where σ is a constant and

(3.2)

{

A(t) = A0 cos{t( c−1
2 cos σ)}+B0 sin{t( c−1

2 cos σ)},
B(t) = −A0 sin{t( c−1

2 cos σ)}+B0 cos{t( c−1
2 cos σ)}.

3.2. Hereafter we assume that c 6= 1. We wish to solve the ODE γ̇(t) = γ(t)Ω(t) under the
initial condition γ(0) = 1. For this purpose here we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. A curve γW,V (t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV ), where W = ue1 + ve2 +we3 ∈ g and

V = λe3 ∈ k is a geodesic in M
3(c) with c 6= 1 if and only if λ = (1− c)w/4.
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Proof. The angular velocity Ω(t) of γW,V (t) is computed as

Ω(t) = Ad(expK(tV ))W − V.
One can deduce that

Ad(expK(tV ))e1 = cos
(c+ 3)λ t

2
e1 + sin

(c+ 3)λ t

2
e2,

Ad(expK(tV ))e2 = − sin
(c+ 3)λ t

2
e1 + cos

(c+ 3)λ t

2
e2,

Ad(expK(tV ))e3 = e3.

Hence the angular velocity Ω(t) = w1(t)e1 + w2(t)e2 + w3(t)e3 of γW,V (t) is given by

w1(t) =u cos
(c+ 3)λ t

2
− v sin (c+ 3)λ t

2
,

w2(t) =u sin
(c+ 3)λ t

2
+ v cos

(c+ 3)λ t

2
,

w3(t) =w − λ.
From the Euler-Arnold equation, γW,V (t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV ) is a geodesic if and only if

ẇ1 =
c− 1

2
w3w2, ẇ2 = −

c− 1

2
w3w1, ẇ3 = 0.

This system is explicitly computed as

λ =
1− c
4

w.

Thus γV,W (t) is a geodesic when and only when λ = (1− c)w/4. �

From this lemma, a geodesic γ(t) of the form γ(t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV ) is rewritten as

γ(t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV )

= expG{t(ue1 + ve2 + we3)} expK
{

−t
(

1− c
4

w

)

e3

}

.

Now let us set

(3.3) Xm := ue1 + ve2, Xk :=
(c+ 3)w

4
e3.

Then

expG{t(ue1 + ve2 + we3)} = expG

{

t

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
Xk

)}

.

and

expK(−tV ) = expK

{

−t
(

1− c
4

w

)

e3

}

= expK

{

−t
(

1− c
c+ 3

w

)

Xk

}

.

Hence

γ(t) = expG

{

t

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
Xk

)}

expK

{

t

(

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk

)}

.

Thus if we set

X = Xk +Xm ∈ g,
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then we get

γ(t) = expG

{

t

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
Xk

)}

expK

{

t

(

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk

)}

= expG×K(tX).

This shows that γ(t) is a homogeneous geodesic. Now we arrive at the stage to prove the
following fundamental fact (c.f. [10, 17]).

Theorem 3.1. The geodesic starting at the origin of the Berger 3-sphere M
3(c) of holo-

morphic sectional curvature c 6= 1 with initial velocity X = Xk + Xm ∈ g is given explicitly

by

(3.4) γ(t) = expG×K(tX) = expG

{

t

(

Xm +
4

c+ 3
Xk

)}

expK

{

t

(

c− 1

c+ 3
Xk

)}

.

Proof. Let γ(t) be a curve of the form (3.4). Then from Lemma 3.1, γ(t) is a geodesic starting
at 1 with initial velocity X. Conversely let γ(t) be a geodesic staring at 1 with initial velocity
X ∈ g. Then γ(t) is expressed as γ(t) = expG×K(tX). �

Let us make some remarks:

Remark 2. A curve γX(t) = expG(tX), where X = ue1 + ve2 + we3 ∈ g is a geodesic in
M

3(c) with c 6= 1 if and only if it is a Legendre geodesic expG(t(ue1+ ve2)), with u
2+ v2 = 1.

This fact can be verified by the equation U(X,X) = 0. One can confirm that a Legendre
geodesic expG(t(ue1 + ve2)) lies in the minimal 2-sphere in M

3(c).

Remark 3. A curve γW,V (t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV ), where W = ue1 + ve2 + we3 ∈ g and
V = λe3 ∈ k is a Legendre geodesic in M

3(c) with c 6= 1 if and only if W ∈ m and V = 0.

Remark 4. The Reeb flow expG(±(te3)) in M
3(c) with c 6= 1 can be also expressed as

expG

{

4t

c+ 3
e3

}

expK

{

(c− 1)t

c+ 3
e3

}

.

Note that the Reeb flows are periodic.

Remark 5. A geodesic expG{t(ue1 + ve2 + we3)} expK
{

−t
(

1−c
4 w

)

e3
}

in M
3(c) with c 6= 1

is periodic if and only if
√

(c+ 3) + (1− c) cos2 σ
(c+ 3)(1 − c) ∈ Q.

Remark 6. The function (c + 3) − (c − 1) cos2 σ plays an important role in the study of
geometry of geodesics and magnetic trajectories, respectively. In our recent paper [22], we

introduce the function ℓ = (c+3)−(c−1) cos2 σ
4 +q cos σ to study magnetic Jacobi fields in Sasakian

space forms.

Remark 7. In [13] Engel introduced the function λ by

λ(s) := (c+ 3) sin2 σ + 4cos2 σ = (c+ 3)− (c− 1) cos2 σ

to measure how the geodesics of homogeneous 3-manifolds intersect with Reeb flows. More
precisely, in [13, Corollary 3.8] it is proved the following result: Let γ(s) be a geodesic with
constant angle σ. If λ > 0 along γ, then γ intersects with the Reeb flow through γ(0)
periodically. If λ ≤ 0 along γ, then γ intersects with the Reeb flow through γ(0) only in γ(0).
A periodicity criterion is given in [13, Corollary 3.12].
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Remark 8. In the same paper [13], we find an application of the function λ in the study of
shortest non-trivial closed geodesics. In Corollary 3.13 it is proved that: If c > 1, the shortest
non-trivial closed geodesics are given by Reeb flows. For the case 0 < c < 1, the shortest
non-trivial closed geodesics are given by Legendre geodesics. This fact is deduced from the
inequality

L(γ) ≥ 8π

2
√

λ(s) + (c− 1) cos σ(s)
.

Here L(γ) is the length of a simply closed geodesic.

As a matter of fact, Engel pointed out that the extremal values of the sectional curvature are
1 and c. The Jacobi operator of a normal geodesic γ(s) has eigenvalues 1 and 1+(c−1) sin2 σ.
For a study on Jacobi fields of geodesics in Berger spheres, we refer to [24, 40].

Remark 9. In [16, Theorem 4.3], González-Dávila states that the Jacobi osculating rank of
every geodesic is 2 except Reeb flows. The Reeb flows have Jacobi osculating rank 0. The
conjugate points of a geodesic γ(s) with constant angle σ to the origin are all of the form

γ(s/
√

λ(s)), where s ∈ πN or s is a solution to

tan
s

2
=

1− c
8

sin2 σ s.

See [16, Theorem 5.1]. Finally, it is proved that (in [16, Proposition 5.3]) any geodesic starting
at the origin 1 intersects the Reeb flow through 1 exactly at its isotropic conjugate points.

4. The magnetized Euler-Arnold equation

Let us magnetize the Euler-Arnold equation by the contact magnetic field F = dη.

4.1. Consider an arc length parametrized curve γ(t) inM
3(c) starting at 1. Since the Lorentz

force ϕ is left invariant, we have

ϕγ̇ = γϕΩ.

Hence we get

ϕΩ = I−1IϕΩ = I−1(IϕΩ).

Thus we obtain

〈∇γ̇ γ̇ − qϕγ̇, Z〉 = 〈I−1(µ̇− [µ,Ω]− qIϕΩ), Z〉
for all Z. Thus the Lorentz equation is rewritten as the magnetized Euler-Arnold equation:

µ̇− [µ,Ω]− qIϕΩ = 0.

Decomposing the angular velocity Ω as Ω(t) = A(t)e1 +B(t)e2 + C(t)e3 we have

ϕΩ = B(t)e1 −A(t)e2
and hence

IϕΩ =
4

c+ 3
(B(t)e1 −A(t)e2).
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It follows that the magnetized Euler-Arnold equation is equivalent to the following ODE
system:

(4.1)















Ȧ =
(

q + c−1
2 C

)

B,

Ḃ = −
(

q + c−1
2 C

)

A,

Ċ = 0.

Hence C is a constant, say C = cos σ. Put q̃ = q + c−1
2 cosσ. Then the coefficients A(t) and

B(t) are solutions of the ODE system

Ȧ(t) = q̃B(t), Ḃ(t) = −q̃A(t).
Hence we obtain

A(t) = A0 cos(q̃t) +B0 sin(q̃t), B(t) = −A0 sin(q̃t) +B0 cos(q̃t),

for some constants A0 and B0. Note that A2
0 +B2

0 = sin2 σ.

We want now to determine contact magnetic curves of the form

γ(t) = expG(tW )expK(−tV ), where W = ue1 + ve2 + we3 ∈ g and V = λe3 ∈ k.

We make the following notation

Ω(t) = γ−1(t)γ̇(t) := w1(t)e1 + w2(t)e2 + w3(t)e3.

Since Ω(t) = Ad(expK(tV))W −V we obtain














w1(t) = u cos (c+3)λt
2 − v sin (c+3)λt

2 ,

w2(t) = u sin (c+3)λt
2 + v cos (c+3)λt

2 ,

w3(t) = w − λ.
The curve γ is a contact magnetic trajectory if and only if the magnetized Euler-Arnold
equations are satisfied, that is















ẇ1 =
(

q + c−1
2 w3

)

w2,

ẇ2 = −
(

q + c−1
2 w3

)

w1,

ẇ3 = 0.

The third equation is fulfilled. The first two equations yield






(

q + c−1
2 w3 +

(c+3)λ
2

)

(

u sin (c+3)λt
2 + v cos (c+3)λt

2

)

= 0,

−
(

q + c−1
2 w3 +

(c+3)λ
2

)

(

u cos (c+3)λt
2 − v sin (c+3)λt

2

)

= 0.

Therefore, γ is a contact magnetic trajectory if and only if

q +
c− 1

2
(w − λ) + (c+ 3)λ

2
= 0.

This condition is equivalent to

λ =
1− c
4

w − q

2
.
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It follows that

γ(t) = expG

(

t(ue1 + ve2 + we3)
)

expK

(

−t
(1− c

4
w − q

2

)

e3

)

.

(1) When c = 1: we have

γ(t) = expG (t(ue1 + ve2 + we3)) expK

{

t
(q

2
ξ
)}

.

Set X = ue1 + ve2 + we3 ∈ g, then γ(t) is rewritten as

γ(t) = γX(t) expK

{

t
(q

2
ξ
)}

,

where γX(t) = expG(tX) is a geodesic starting at the origin 1 with initial velocity
X. We call the curve expK

{

t
( q
2ξ
)}

a charged Reeb flow. Thus we proved that
the magnetic trajectory γ(t) is a right translation of a homogeneous geodesic by the
charged Reeb flow.

(2) When c 6= 1: In this case we define Xk and Xm by (3.3). Then γ(t) is rewritten as

γ(t) = expG×K(tX) expK

{

t
(q

2
ξ
)}

.

Theorem 4.1. The contact magnetic curve starting at the origin of the Berger 3-sphere
M

3(c) of holomorphic sectional curvature c 6= 1 with initial velocity X = Xk+Xm ∈ g is given

explicitly by

(4.2) γ(t) = expG×K(tX) expK

{

t
(q

2
ξ
)}

.

We conclude this section with some observations.

Remark 10. A contact magnetic curve γW,V (t) = expG(tW ) expK(−tV ), where W = ue1 +

ve2 + we3 ∈ g and V = (1−c
4 w − q

2)e3 ∈ k in M
3(c) with c 6= 1 is Legendre if and only if

w = − 2q
c+3 .

Remark 11. The contact magnetic curve γ(t) = γX(t) expK{t( q2ξ)} in the unit sphere S3,
where γX(t) = expG(tX) is a geodesic starting at the origin 1 with initial velocity X, is
periodic if and only if

q +
√

q2 − 4q cos σ + 4

q −
√

q2 − 4q cos σ + 4
∈ Q.

This is precisely the periodicity condition obtained in [19, Theorem 6.1]. Here σ is the constant
contact angle of the curve γ.

Appendix A. Other models of Berger sphere

In Appendices we exhibit other models of Berger spheres.
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A.1. Berger-Chavel model. Consider the direct product Lie group

L̃ = SU(2)× R = {(A, t) |A ∈ SU(2), t ∈ R}

of G = SU(2) and the abelian group K̃ = R. The product Lie group L̃ is identified with the
closed subgroup











x0 +
√
−1x3 −x2 +

√
−1x1 0

x2 +
√
−1x1 x0 −

√
−1x3 0

0 0 et





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

x20 + x21 + x22 + x23 = 1, t ∈ R







of GL3C. Note that this linear Lie group is isomorphic to the multiplicative group H× =
Hr {0} of the skew field H of quaternions.

The center Z̃ of L̃ is

Z̃ =

{(

±1 0
0 et

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

.

Theorem A.1 ([5]). Any non-trivial discrete central subgroup of L̃ is conjugate to exactly

one of the following discrete subgroups:

Γ1 =

{(

1 0
0 1

)

,

(

−1 0
0 1

)}

, Γ2 =

{(

1 0
0 en

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

n ∈ Z

}

,

Γ3 =

{(

(−1)n1 0
0 en

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

n ∈ Z

}

, Γ4 =

{(

±1 0
0 en

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

n ∈ Z

}

.

The Lie algebra su(2) + R of L̃ is identified with
{

x1

(

i 0
0 0

)

+ x2

(

j 0
0 0

)

+ x3

(

k 0
0 0

)

+ t

(

0 0
0 1

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

x1, x2, x3, t ∈ R

}

.

The connected Lie groups corresponding to the Lie algebra su(2) + R are isomorphic to one
of the following five Lie groups:

(1) L̃ = SU(2)× R.

(2) L̃/Γ1 ∼= SO(3)× R.

(3) L̃/Γ2 ∼= SU(2) × S1.

(4) L̃/Γ3 ∼= U(2).

(5) L̃/Γ4 ∼= SO(3)× S1.

We extend the inner product 〈·, ·〉1 of su(2) to an inner product on su(2) + R by the rule
{(

i 0
0 0

)

,

(

j 0
0 0

)

,

(

k 0
0 0

)

,

(

0 0
0 1

)}

is orthonormal. Then the resulting Riemannian metric on L̃ is bi-invariant. For any r ∈
(0, π/2] we define a Lie subalgebra

hr = R

{

cos r

(

k 0
0 0

)

+ sin r

(

0 0
0 1

)}

.
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Then the corresponding Lie subgroup is

Hr =











exp(t cos r
√
−1) 0 0

0 exp(−t cos r
√
−1) 0

0 0 t sin r





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R







.

The orthogonal complement nr := h⊥r is spanned by
{(

i 0
0 0

)

,

(

j 0
0 0

)

,− sin r

(

k 0
0 0

)

+ cos r

(

0 0
0 1

)}

.

Let us identify the tangent space of (SU(2)×R)/Hr at the origin with nr. Then (SU(2)×R)/Hr

is a normal homogeneous space. The normal homogeneous Riemannian space (SU(2)×R)/Hr

with r 6= π/2 is the original Berger sphere introduced by Berger (see also [8, 33]). Note
that when r = π/2, (SU(2) × R)/Hπ/2 = SU(2) is a (non-symmetric) normal homogeneous

representation of the 3-sphere S3. Sakai [32] constructed a homothetic Sasakian structure on
(SU(2)× R)/Hr.

For higher dimensional generalizations of the Berger sphere, we refer to [29].

Appendix B. The U(2)-model

In this section we give a normal homogeneous space representation L/H for the Berger sphere
with L = U(2) = {P ∈ GL2C | P tP = 1}.

B.0.1. The Lie algebra l = u(2) of the unitary group L = U(2) is the direct sum of su(2)
and the centrer

z(u(2)) = Rz, z =

√
−1
2

1.

Every element X ∈ u(2) is expressed as the form

X = x+
trX

2
1 = x−

√
−1trX z, x = x1i+ x2j + x3k ∈ su(2).

The Killing form Bu(2) of u(2) is given by

Bu(2)(X,Y ) = 4tr(XY )− 2tr(X)tr(Y ).

In particular, Bu(2) = 0 on z(u(2)). Note that the Killing form B of su(2) is the restriction
of Bu(2) to su(2). Since z(u(2)) is the center, we have [z(u(2)), g] = {0} ⊂ g. Hence u(2) =
z(u(2)) ⊕ g is reductive. The restriction of Bu(2) to su(2) coincides with the Killing form of
su(2).

We extend the inner product 〈·, ·〉1 of su(2) to an inner product 〈·, ·〉1,λ on u(2) as (see [3]):

〈X,Y 〉1,λ = −1

2
tr(xy) + λ2 trX trY , X, Y ∈ u(2).

Here λ is a positive constant. The basis {i, j,k, λ−1z} is orthonormal with respect to 〈·, ·〉1.
One can check that the U-tensor (1.2) of u with respect to this inner product vanishes. Thus
the inner product induces a bi-invariant Riemannian metric on L = U(2). Note that every
bi-invariant Riemannian metric on U(2) is homothetic to 〈·, ·〉1,λ (see [3]).
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When λ = 1/2, the inner product 〈X,Y 〉1,1/2 coincides with the standard inner product

〈X,Y 〉1,1/2 = −1

2
tr(XY ), X, Y ∈ u(2).

Remark 12. The inner product 〈·, ·〉α used in [3] is written as

〈·, ·〉α = 2〈·, ·〉
1,
√

α/2
.

B.0.2. The center Z(U(2)) of the unitary group U(2) is given by

Z(U(2)) = exp z(u(2)) =

{(

et
√
−1/2 0

0 et
√
−1/2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

Obviously Z(U(2)) is isomorphic to the circle group U(1) = {z ∈ C | zz̄ = 1} as well as the
Lie subgroup K ⊂ G.

Remark 13. Via the conjugation, 1-parameter subgroups of U(2) are expressed as

Hν1,ν2 =

{(

eν1t
√
−1 0

0 eν2t
√
−1

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

for some ν1, ν2 ∈ R. Note that when ν1 = ν2 6= 0, Hν1,ν1 = Z(U(1)).

Moreover, by conjugation and reparametization, we can normalize the one-parameter sub-
groups as Hν,1 (see [36, Proposition 3]).

One can see that U(2) is isomorphic to the product Lie group G×U(1). Indeed, let us identify
U(1) with the center Z(U(2)). The determinant detA of A ∈ U(2) is a unit complex number.

So we may represent detA as detA = etA
√
−1. Then every element A ∈ U(2) is decomposed

as

A =

(

A

(

e−tA
√
−1/2 0

0 e−tA
√
−1/2

))

·
(

etA
√
−1/2 0

0 etA
√
−1/2

)

.

Thus we obtain the Lie group decomposition

U(2) = G · Z(U(2)).
This decomposition implies that the map Ψ0 : U(2)→ G×K by

Ψ0(A) =

(

A

(

e−tA
√
−1/2 0

0 e−tA
√
−1/2

)

,

(

e−tA
√
−1/2 0

0 etA
√
−1/2

))

is a Lie group isomorphism.

Here we describe the action of L on G under the identification L = G×K. Take an element
A ∈ L, then split A as

A = AGAZ , AG ∈ G, AZ ∈ Z(L).
The component AZ is expressred as

AZ =
√
detA1 = exp(tA

√
−1/2)1.
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Next we set

AK = exp(−tAk/2) =
(

exp(−tA
√
−1/2) 0

0 exp(tA
√
−1/2)

)

∈ K.

Then the action of A ∈ L on X ∈ G is defined by

A ·X = AGXA
−1
K .

Example B.1 (Locally polar action). Let us consider the action of the 1-parameter subgroup
Hν1,ν2 . For an element

A =

(

eν1t
√
−1 0

0 eν2t
√
−1

)

.

Then A is decomposed as

AG =

(

e(ν1−ν2)t
√
−1/2 0

0 e−(ν1−ν2)t
√
−1/2

)

, AK =

(

e−(ν1+ν2)t
√
−1/2 0

0 e(ν1+ν2)t
√
−1/2

)

.

Then for

X =

(

α −β̄
β ᾱ

)

∈ G,

we have

AGXA
−1
K =

(

αeν1t
√
−1 −β̄e−ν2t

√
−1

βeν2t
√
−1 ᾱe−ν1t

√
−1

)

.

This action is abbreviated as
(

eν1t
√
−1, eν2t

√
−1
)

· (α, β) =
(

αeν1t
√
−1, βeν2t

√
−1
)

.

In case H1,1 = Z(L), AG = 1, A = AZ and AK = exp(−tk) for A ∈ Z(L) and we have
(

et
√
−1, et

√
−1
)

· (α, β) =
(

αet
√
−1, βet

√
−1
)

.

On the other hand, for the case H1,−1 = K1, A = AG, AZ = 1 and AK = A−1. The action is
(

et
√
−1, e−t

√
−1
)

· (α, β) =
(

αet
√
−1, βe−t

√
−1
)

.

Now let us consider the action of H0,1 on G. In this case AG = AK for any A ∈ H0,1. Thus
A ·X = Ad(AK)X. The action is

(

1, et
√
−1
)

· (α, β) =
(

α, βet
√
−1
)

.

Di Scala [11] proved that the action of H0,1 on G is locally polar when and only when c = 1.

The product Lie group L̃ = SU(2)×R is regarded as the universal covering of U(2). Indeed,

let us define a map ψ̃ : L̃→ U(2) by

ψ̃

( (

α −β̄
β ᾱ

)

, t

)

=

(

α −β̄
β ᾱ

)

(

et
√
−1/2 0

0 et
√
−1/2

)

.

Then ψ̃ factors through a Lie group isomorphism ψ : SU(2) × U(1) → U(2) and ψ = Ψ−1
0

holds.
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Remark 14. Under ψ̃, the isotropy subgroup Hr ⊂ SU(2)×R is transformed to Hν1,ν2 with

ν1 = cos r +
1

2
sin r, ν2 = − cos r +

1

2
sin r.

In particular, when r = π/2, Hπ/2 corresponds to Z(U(2)). Next if we choose r = tan−1 2 ∈
(0, π/2), we have ν1 = 2/

√
5 and ν2 = 0.

B.0.3. Let us pay attention to

H = H0,1 =

{(

1 0

0 et
√
−1

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

t ∈ R

}

∼= U(1) =
{

et
√
−1 | t ∈ R

}

.

Since L ∩H = 1, L is a semi-direct product of G and H ∼= U(1) with respect to the repre-
sentation

ρ
(

e
√
−1t
)

A =

(

1 0

0 et
√
−1

)

A

(

1 0

0 e−t
√
−1

)

.

The multiplication law is explicitly given by
(

A1, e
t1
√
−1
)(

A2, e
t2
√
−1
)

=
(

A1ρ1(e
t1
√
−1)A2, e

(t1+t2)
√
−1
)

.

Since
( (

α1 −β̄1
β1 ᾱ1

)

, et1
√
1

)( (

α2 −β̄2
β2 ᾱ2

)

, et2
√
1

)

=

(

(

α1 −β̄1
β1 ᾱ1

)

(

α2 −β̄2e−t1
√
−1

β2e
t1
√
−1 ᾱ2

)

, e(t1+t2)
√
−1

)

,

the multiplication law is abbreviated as
(

α1, β1, e
t1
√
−1
)(

α2, β2, e
t2
√
−1
)

=
(

α1α2 − β̄1β2et1
√
−1, α2β1 + ᾱ1β2e

t1
√
−1, e(t1+t2)

√
−1
)

.

B.1. Let us consider the semi-direct product L = SU(2)⋉ρ H ∼= U(2). The Lie algebra h of
H is spanned by

h = z − 1

2
k =

(

0 0
0
√
−1

)

.

Then {i, j,k,h} is a basis of l = u(2) and H = exp h. The vector h satisfies the commutation
relations

[h, i] = −j, [h, j] = i, [h,k] = 0.

The orthogonal complement n := h⊥ of h is spanned by the orthonormal basis
{

i, j,
2λ√

1 + 4λ2

(

k +
z

2λ2

)

}

.

Since

k +
z

2λ2
=

1 + 4λ2

4λ2
k +

1

2λ2
h,

the above orthonormal basis is rewritten as
{

i, j,

√
1 + 4λ2

2λ

(

k+
2

1 + 4λ2
h

)

}

.

The resulting homogeneous Riemannian space L/H is normal homogeneous.
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B.2. Now let us perform the homothetical change of the inner product as

〈·, ·〉c =
4

c+ 3
〈·, ·〉1,λ

on u(2) for c > −3. Then we have the following orthonormal basis

ē1 =

√
c+ 3

2
i, ē2 =

√
c+ 3

2
j, ē3 =

√
c+ 3

2

√
1 + 4λ2

2λ

(

k +
2

1 + 4λ2
h

)

of n.

Hereafter we assume that c > 1 and choose

λ =
1√
c− 1

> 0.

Then we have

ē1 =

√
c+ 3

2
i, ē2 =

√
c+ 3

2
j, ē3 =

c+ 3

4

(

k +
2(c− 1)

c+ 3
h

)

.

Remark 15. The case λ = 1/2 corresponds to c = 5. Thus the Berger sphere M
3(5)

is represented as a normal homogeneous space U(2)/U(1) with respect to the Riemannian
metric induced from the standard bi-invariant Riemannian metric on U(2). On M

3(5) we
have

ē1 =
√
2i, ē2 =

√
2j, e3 = 2(k + h).

The linear isomorphism
e1 7−→ ē1, e2 7−→ ē2, e3 7−→ ē3

is a linear isometry from m to n. Thus the normal homogeneous space L/H is isometric to the
Berger sphereM3(c) with c > 1. Note that the reductive decomposition u(2) = h⊕n coincides
with the naturally reductive decomposition given in [15, Theorem 3.1] with t = ε = 4/(c+3).

Remark 16. The diameter of M3(c) is computed in [13, Corollary 3.18].

• If c ≤ 1, the diameter is
2π√
c+ 3

.

• If 1 < c < 5, then the diameter is
4π

c+ 3
.

• If c ≥ 5, the diameter is
π√
c− 1

.

In the previous remark we pointed out that c = 5 is, in some sense, special. This observation
is consistent with the above table of the diameter. Note that the diameter was computed
independently by Podobryaev in [30].

Remark 17. As is well known the standard almost complex structure J on a Riemannian
product M3 ×R of a Sasakian 3-manifold M3 and the real is integrable because the integra-
bility of J is the normality of almost contact Riemannian structure. The resulting Hermitian
surface (M3 × R, J) is a Vaisman surface. Thus the Riemannian product M

3(c) × R of a
Berger sphere and the real line is a Vaisman surface. On the other hand, Sasaki classified
left invariant complex structures on U(2) [34]. For more information on left invariant LCK
structures on U(2), we refer to [9].
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