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CLASSIFICATION RESULTS FOR TOTALLY REAL SURFACES OF

NEARLY KÄHLER CP 3

MICHAËL LIEFSOENS, HUI MA, AND LUC VRANCKEN

Abstract. Totally real surfaces in the nearly Kähler CP 3 are investigated and are completely
classified under various additional assumptions, resulting in multiple new examples. Among
others, the classification includes totally real surfaces that are extrinsically homogeneous; or
minimal; or totally umbilical; or Codazzi-like (including parallel and non-parallel examples).

1. Introduction

In 1959, Tachibana [27] coined the definition of a nearly Kähler manifold: a Riemannian man-
ifold (M, g) with a compatible almost complex structure J such that the covariant derivative of
J is skew-symmetric. If ∇J is moreover non-degenerate, (M, g, J) is called a strict nearly Kähler
manifold. These manifolds are a natural and interesting generalisation of Kähler manifolds, and
also have applications in physics, see [3]. In the 1960s, the concept of a nearly Kähler manifold
was independently introduced and studied by Gray [15–17]. He also chose the name of this class
of manifolds.

There are several results that highlight the central role of six -dimensional nearly Kähler man-
ifolds in the general theory of nearly Kähler manifolds. Firstly, six-dimensional nearly Kähler
manifolds are the lowest-dimensional non-Kähler examples. Secondly, Nagy’s structure theorem
[24] states that any strict, complete, and simply connected nearly Kähler manifold can be de-
composed into a Riemannian product with factors of six-dimensional nearly Kähler manifolds,
homogeneous nearly Kähler spaces, or twistor spaces over quaternionic manifolds with positive
scalar curvature.

Butruille [8] classified all homogeneous six-dimensional strictly nearly Kähler manifolds, show-
ing that there are only four such manifolds: the round six-sphere S6, the complex projective space
CP 3 (not with its Fubini-Study metric), the product manifold S3×S3 (not with its product met-
ric), and the flag manifold F1,2, which consists of full flags in C3. In 2017, Foscolo and Haskins
[14] made a significant breakthrough by constructing the first examples of complete inhomoge-
neous six-dimensional nearly Kähler manifolds, with as differentiable manifolds S6 and S3 × S3.
Notably, nearly Kähler CP 3 and the flag manifold are unique in that they belong to all three cat-
egories in Nagy’s classification. However, among these, nearly Kähler CP 3 and its submanifold
theory remain the least studied.

In order to understand these spaces it is important to study their submanifolds, and in par-
ticular those that are special with respect to the nearly Kähler structure. There are two natural
classes of such submanifolds which we can consider, namely, almost complex submanifolds, whose
tangent space is preserved by J , and totally real submanifolds, whose tangent space is mapped
to the normal space by J . Almost complex submanifolds of six-dimensional homogeneous strict
nearly Kähler spaces necessarily are two-dimensional and have been widely researched: in the
nearly Kähler S6 by Bryant [7], in S3 × S3 by Dioos [11], in CP 3 by Aslan [2], and finally in F1,2
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by Cwiklinski and the third author [10]. In contrast, totally real submanifolds in these ambient
spaces (which have dimension at most three) are less studied, in particular those of dimension
two. In the sphere S6, there are some results: in [5, 6], the authors classified totally real minimal
surfaces. Totally real 3-dimensional manifolds are called Lagrangian and must automatically be
minimal. These are well studied in (among others) [13, 18, 19] for S6, [4, 12] for the nearly
Kähler S3 × S3, [1, 21, 26] for the nearly Kähler CP 3, and [26] for F1,2.

In this paper, we initiate the study of totally real surfaces of the nearly Kähler CP 3. In
Section 2, we introduce the nearly Kähler structure on CP 3, which also involves the standard
Kähler structure J◦. In Section 3, we use the almost product structure to distinguish different
types of totally real surfaces and introduce a special frame to study them. In Section 5, we give
two main types of examples. The first main class of examples consists of several subclasses of
flat tori, as well as one immersion of a sphere. We will show that these are the only extrinsically
homogeneous totally real surfaces, see Theorem 8.1. The second main class of examples are
products of a Legendre curve in S3 with (its generalisation for the quaternions of) a Legendre
curve in S7 (as introduced in Section 4.2). These are all the surfaces for which the covariant
derivative of the second fundamental form is a Codazzi tensor, see Theorem 9.2. This class
includes all the parallel examples (those with ∇h = 0), and they are classified completely in
Corollary 9.3. Finally, we characterise various elements in these classes by properties of either
J◦ or of the second fundamental form. In particular, we classify the totally real surfaces that are
additionally almost complex for Kähler CP 3 in Theorem 6.1, or totally umbilical in Theorem 10.1,
or totally geodesic for Kähler CP 3 in Theorem 7.1. Finally, we obtain a characterisation of the flat
minimal Lagrangian immersion in the Kähler CP 2 ⊂ CP 3 and the Clifford torus in RP 3 ⊂ CP 3.

2. Description of the nearly Kähler CP 3

One way of describing nearly Kähler CP 3 is as a twistor space over the quaternionic HP 1 ∼=
S4. Being the domain of a fibration, this description does not allow for an easy description of
submanifolds. We recall two other descriptions. One as a Riemannian homogeneous space, which
is sometimes very useful, and one as the base space of the Hopf fibration coming from S7, which
is the main tool we use.

2.1. Nearly Kähler CP 3 via the Hopf fibration. Recall the Hopf fibration π : S7 → CP 3,
which is a Riemannian submersion when S7 is equipped with its round metric and CP 3 with
its Fubini-Study metric g◦. There is an almost complex structure J◦ on CP 3 inherited from
multiplication by i in C4. Moreover, recall that (CP 3, g◦) is Einstein, has constant holomorphic
sectional curvature 4, and the identity component of its isometry group is

{
CP 3 → CP 3 : π(x) 7→ π(Ux) | U ∈ SU(4)

}
.

Nearly Kähler CP 3 can be described as the twistor space over S4 ∼= HP 1, where H denotes
the quaternions. We denote the twistor fibration with τ. In [21], a more concrete description
is given of nearly Kähler CP 3, and of CP 3 with any homogeneous metric. There, the seven-

sphere is embedded in H2, and the following distributions are considered: V (p) = ip, D̃2
1(p) =

Span {jp, kp} and D̃4
2 = (V ⊕ D̃2

1)
⊥ ⊂ TS7. It is proven that D2

1 = dπ(D̃2
1) and D4

2 = dπ(D̃4
2)

are well defined and orthogonal for the Fubini-Study metric on CP 3. Moreover, D2
1 is integrable

and its leafs are the fibers of the twistor fibration.
An almost product structure P was defined in [21] by

(2.1) PA = −A PX = X A ∈ D2
1, X ∈ D4

2.
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From this, a new almost complex structure is defined as J = PJ◦ = J◦P . By taking the metric

g(X,Y ) =
3

2
g◦(X,Y ) +

1

2
g◦(X,PY ),

the space (CP 3, g, J) is a nearly Kähler manifold.
The Levi-Civita connections ∇◦ and ∇ of g◦ and g are linked as ∇XY = ∇◦

XY + D(X,Y ),

where D is given by D(X,Y ) = − 1
2
J+J◦

2 G(PX, Y ). Moreover, the isometries of nearly Kähler

CP 3 have been characterised in [21] as those Kähler isometries that commute with P . Finally,
the following expression for the Riemann curvature was given for nearly Kähler CP 3:

R(X,Y )Z = (X ∧ Y )Z

+
1

2

(
(X ∧ Y )Z + (J◦X ∧ J◦Y )Z + 2g(X, J◦Y )J◦Z

)

− 1

4

(
(X ∧ Y )Z + (JX ∧ JY )Z + 2g(X, JY )JZ

)

− 1

2

(
(X ∧ Y )PZ + P (X ∧ Y )Z − 2P (X ∧ Y )PZ

)
.

Here, (X ∧ Y )Z = g(Y, Z)X − g(X,Z)Y .
Finally, we recall some useful equations that hold for the different structures on nearly Kähler

CP 3. First, we have that nearly Kähler is of constant type, with the constant given by unity
with the choices made in this work. We then have

‖G(X,Y )‖2 = ‖X‖2‖Y ‖2 − g(X,Y )2 − g(X, JY )2(2.2a)

∇G(X,Y, Z) = J(Y ∧ Z)X − g(JY, Z)X(2.2b)

G(X,G(Y, Z)) = (Y ∧ Z)X + J(Y ∧ Z)JX(2.2c)

g(G(X,Y ), G(Z,W )) = g ((Z ∧W )Y,X) + g (J(Z ∧W )JY,X) ,(2.2d)

with G = ∇J . Second, we have the covariant derivatives of the almost product structure P and
of the Kähler almost complex structure J◦:

(∇P )(X,Y ) = PG

(
J + J◦

2
X,Y

)
, (∇J◦)(X,Y ) =

J + J◦
2

G

(
J − J◦

2
X,Y

)
.(2.3)

The main tool in this work is the use of the fundamental equations of Riemannian submani-
folds, together with the second equation of Equation (2.3). In all examples thus far encountered
within the nearly Kähler CP 3, if the data satisfies the fundamental equations together with this
additional requirement, existence and uniqueness can be proven. However, a general existence
and uniqueness result has not been proven, and so these are ad hoc arguments. Given the expe-
rience that all submanifolds of the nearly Kähler CP 3 seem to satisfy such a statement, we make
the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.1. Existence. Let (M, g) be an n-dimensional simply connected Riemannian man-
ifold (n < 6) and let E be a Riemannian vector bundle of rank p < 6 over M with metric compat-
ible connection ∇E and curvature tensor RE . Suppose hE is a smooth and symmetric map from
TM × TM to E and define for each section ξ of E the map AE

ξ by g(AE
ξX,Y ) = g(hE(X,Y ), ξ).

Finally, assume that (∇E , hE , AE , RE) satisfy the Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci equations with as am-

bient manifold the nearly Kähler CP 3; and that the equation (∇J◦)(X,Y ) = J+J◦

2 G
(
J−J◦

2 X,Y
)

is satisfied. Then, there exists an isometric immersion f :M → (CP 3, g, J) and a vector bundle
isometry ϕ : E → T⊥M such that ∇⊥ϕ = ϕ∇E and h = ϕ ◦ hE .
Uniqueness. Let f1, f2 :M → (CP 3, g, J) be isometric immersions of a Riemannian manifold into
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the nearly Kähler CP 3. Assume that there exists a vector bundle isometry ϕ : T⊥,f1M → T⊥,f2M

such that ϕ ◦ ∇⊥,f1 = ∇⊥,f2 ◦ ϕ and ϕ ◦ hf1 = hf2 . Then there exists an isometry ψ : M̃c → M̃c

such that ψ ◦ f = g and dψ
∣∣
T⊥,fM

= ϕ.

2.2. Nearly Kähler CP 3 as a homogeneous space. The nearly Kähler CP 3 can be written

as a Riemannian homogeneous space CP 3 = Sp(2)
SU(2)×U(1) , where we see Sp(2) as U(4) ∩ Sp(4,C).

The metric on sp(2) is (minus) the Killing form: g(x, y) = 1
4 tr

(
x†y

)
, where x† = xT denotes the

conjugate transpose of x. Take {h0, h1, h2, h3} as generators of the isotropy u(1)⊕ su(2), with

h0 =
√
2i diag(1, 0,−1, 0),

h1 =
√
2i




0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1


, h2 = −

√
2i




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


, h3 =

√
2




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0


,

and let m be spanned by {m1, . . . ,m6}, given by

m1 =
√
2




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


, m2 = −

√
2i




0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


, m3 =




0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0
−1 0 0 0


,

m4 =




0 1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0


, m5 = i




0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0


, m6 = i




0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 −1
0 0 −1 0


.

This gives a reductive decomposition sp(2) = (u(1)⊕ su(2))⊕m. With these choices, the nearly
Kähler almost complex structure J acts as

Jm1 = m2, Jm2 = −m1, Jm3 = −m5, Jm4 = −m6, Jm5 = m3, Jm6 = m4,

while the almost product structure P acts as

Pmi = −mi, Pmj = mj , i ∈ {1, 2} , j ∈ {3, 4, 5, 6} .

For the purposes of this paper, this is all we need of this description of the nearly Kähler CP 3.

3. A frame for totally real surfaces

Let M be a totally real surface of the nearly Kähler CP 3. Suppose U, V form an orthonormal
frame on M . Since M is totally real, g(U, JV ) = 0. We define the following frame for TCP 3 on
some open of M :

e1 = U, e2 = V, e3 = JU, e4 = JV, e5 = G(U, V ), e6 = JG(U, V ).(3.1)

From Equation (2.2c) and up to symmetry G(X,Y ) + G(Y,X) = 0, we then find G(e1, e3) =
G(e2, e4) = G(e5, e6) = 0 and

G(e2, e5) = −G(e4, e6) = e1 G(e1, e5) = −G(e3, e6) = −e2 G(e2, e6) = G(e4, e5) = −e3
G(e1, e6) = G(e3, e5) = e4 G(e1, e2) = −G(e3, e4) = e5 G(e1, e4) = −G(e2, e3) = −e6
Given the frame of Equation (3.1), we can introduce functions bi, ci to express the almost

complex structure J◦ in this frame as J◦U = +b1V + b2JU + b3JV + b4G(U, V ) + b5JG(U, V )
and J◦V = −b1U + b3JU + c3JV + c4G(U, V ) + c5JG(U, V ).
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Since P = −JJ◦ restricted to the tangent space turns out to be a symmetric operator, we can
diagonalise by performing a rotation in U, V , such that b3 = 0. We obtain

(3.2)

{
J◦U = b1V + b2JU + b4G(U, V ) + b5JG(U, V ),

J◦V = −b1U + c3JV + c4G(U, V ) + c5JG(U, V ).

Note that then g◦(U, V ) = − 1
4g(U, PV ) = − 1

4g(JU, J◦V ) = 0.
The above frame is not unique. We are still allowed to change the signs of U and/or V ;

and to interchange U and V . Doing so, if necessary by restricting to an open dense subset, we
may assume that b1 ≥ 0. For the same reason, we may also assume that either b24 + b25 6= 0 or
b4 = b5 = c4 = c5 = 0.

We introduce the local functions d1, d2 such that the intrinsic connection ∇M takes the fol-
lowing form:

∇M
U U = d1V, ∇M

U V = −d1U, ∇M
V U = −d2V, ∇M

V V = d2U.

Let h denote the second fundamental form. From the Gauss formula, we find

∇Ue1 = d1V + h(U,U), ∇V e1 = −d2V + h(U, V ), ∇Ue2 = −d1U + h(U, V ),

∇V e2 = d2U + h(V, V ), ∇Ue3 = J∇Ue1, ∇V e3 = G(V, U) + J∇V e1,

∇Ue4 = G(U, V ) + J∇Ue2, ∇V e4 = d2JU + Jh(V, V ),

and from Equation (2.2b), we have

∇Ue5 = −JV +G(∇Ue1, V ) +G(U,∇Ue2), ∇V e5 = JU +G(∇V e1, V ) +G(U,∇V e2),

∇Ue6 = G(U, e5) + J∇Ue5, ∇V e6 = G(V, e5) + J∇V e5.

Given the frame of Equation (3.1), we can easily show the following fact, which is similar to
the situation for Lagrangian submanifolds.

Lemma 3.1. Let h denote the second fundamental form of a totally real surface in a nearly
Kähler manifold (M, g, J). Then, (X,Y, Z) 7→ g(h(X,Z), JY ) is totally symmetric for all X,Y, Z
tangent to M .

Proof. We only have to prove that g(h(X,Z), JY ) = g(h(Y, Z), JX) for all X,Y, Z tangent to
M . For this, we start from the fact that g(X, JY ) = 0, since M is totally real. Differentiating
this equation with respect to Z and using metric compatibility, we obtain g(h(X,Z), JY ) +
g(X,G(Z, Y )) + g(X, J∇ZY ) = 0. Since G applied to two tangent vectors is normal to M , and
by using metric compatibility of J , we find g(h(X,Z), JY ) = g(h(Y, Z), JX). �

From the above result, we can introduce functions ki,mi, k,m (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) such that
h(U,U) = k1e3 + k2e4 + k3e5 + k4e6, h(V, V ) = m1e3 + m2e4 + m3e5 + m4e6 and h(U, V ) =
k2e3 +m1e4 + ke5 +me6.

We now use the fact that J◦ is a metric-compatible almost complex structure, in order to
divide the totally real surfaces into three different types.

Proposition 3.2. Let M be a totally real surface in the nearly Kähler CP 3 and consider the
functions of Equation (3.2), i.e. b1, b2, b4, b5, c3, c4 and c5. By restricting to an open dense subset,
there exists a frame such that either

0) M is of Type 0, i.e. there are local functions λ, α and θ such that

b1 = λ
1+λ2 (1 − sinα), b2 = λ2+sinα

1+λ2 , b4 = cosα sin θ√
1+λ2

, b5 = cosα cos θ√
1+λ2

,

c3 = 1+λ2 sinα
1+λ2 , c4 = λ cosα cos θ√

1+λ2
, c5 = −λ cosα sin θ√

1+λ2
.

Moreover, at any point, α can be chosen to lie in ]− π
2 ,

π
2 [.
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1) M is of Type 1, i.e. we have that

b1 = b2 = c3 = 1
2 b4 = −c5 = 1√

2
b5 = c4 = 0.

2) M is of Type 2, i.e. there exists a local function α such that

b1 = cosα, b2 = sinα, c3 = − sinα, b4 = b5 = c4 = c5 = 0.

Moreover, there is no overlap between the three types, and g◦(U, V ) = 0 in any case.

Proof. We first assume that b24 + b25 6= 0. It first follows from g(J◦U, JoV ) = g(U, V ) = 0 that
b4c4 + b5c5 = 0. Hence there exists a local function λ such that c4 = λb5 and c5 = −λb4.

Next we use the fact that J2
◦U = −U and J2

◦V = −V are orthogonal to G(U, V ) and JG(U, V ).
This gives us the following system of equations.

b21 + b2 − b2c3 − b1λ = 0(3.3)

− b1 + b21λ+ c3λ− b2c3λ = 0.(3.4)

Combining these equations it immediately follows that b1(1− λ2) = −(b2 − c3)λ.
Now we consider several subcases.

(1) Assume that λ(1 − λ2) 6= 0. It then follows that b1 = (b2−c3)λ
λ2−1 . Substituting this

expression into Equation (3.3), it follows that either c3 = 1− λ2 + b2λ
2 or c3 = b2

λ2 . We
consider these seperately.
(a) c3 = 1−λ2+b2λ2. Given that J2

◦U = −U , it follows that b22+b
2
4+b

2
5 = 1−(1−b2)2λ2,

so that we can write b4 = µ sin θ√
1+λ2

and b5 = µ cos θ√
1+λ2

. Using this, the previous equation

becomes b22(1 + λ2) − 2b2λ
2 + (λ4−1)+µ2

λ2+1 = 0. Computing its discriminant (seen as

a polynomial in b2), we see that we can write µ = cosα, with α (at any point)

taking values in ] − π
2 ,

π
2 [ and solving for b2 we find that b2 = λ2+sinα

1+λ2 . Using now
the previous expressions for b1, c3, b4, b5, c4, c5 we see that we obtain a totally real
surface of Type 0.

(b) c3 = b2
λ2 . We proceed in the same way as in the previous case. Given that J2

◦U = −U ,

it follows that b2(b2−(b24+b
2
5)λ

2)2 = 0 and b2(b2+(b24+b
2
5)(1+λ

2) = λ2. From this,
it follows that b2 = (b24+b

2
5)λ

2 and (b24+b
2
5) = (1+λ2). So we can write b4 = sin θ√

1+λ2

and b5 = cos θ√
1+λ2

. Using now the previous expressions for b1, c3, b4, b5, c4, c5 we see

that we obtain a totally real surface of Type 0 with α = 0.
(2) λ2 = 1. In this case, if necessary by interchanging U and V we may assume that λ = 1.

From the previous equation, we see that c3 = b2. Note that as in this case JJ◦ restricted
to the tangent space is a multiple of the identity, the frame along the totally real surface
still admits a rotational freedom. Therefore by applying a rotation we may assume that
b5 = c4 = 0. The equation (3.3) reduces to b21 − b1 = b22 − b2, which implies that either
b2 = b1 or b1 = 1− b2.
(a) b1 = 1− b2. The fact that J◦ preserves the length of the vector field U now implies

that (1 − b2)
2 + b22 + b24 = 1, which reduces to 2b22 − 2b2 + b24 = 0. By looking

at the discriminant of this equation we see that we can write b4 = 1√
2
cosα and

b2 = 1+sinα
2 . Hence we deduce that M is a totally real surface of Type 0 with λ = 1

and θ = π
2 .

(b) b1 = b2. Here we use both the fact that J◦U is a vector with length 1 as well as the
fact that J2

◦U = −U . This gives us the following system of equations:

2b21 + b24 = 1, b1(b1 − b24) = 0, 2b1(b1 + b24) = 1.
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Solving this system of equations we get that b2 = b24 = 1
2 . If necessary by changing

the sigh of both U and V we may then assume that b4 = 1√
2
. We conclude now

that M is a totally real surface of Type 1.
(3) λ = 0. This implies that b1 = 0. Using again the fact that J◦ preserves the lengths of

vectors and that J2
◦U = −U , we get the following equations:

c23 = 1 b22 + b24 + b25 = 1 b2(1− c3) = 0 b22 + (b24 + b25)c3 = 1.

In order for this system to have solutions we must have that c3 = 1 and there has to
exist angles α and θ such that b2 = sinα, b4 = cosα sin θ and b5 = cosα cos θ which
corresponds to a surface of Type 0 with λ = 0.

Finally, we consider the case that b4 = b5 = c4 = c5 = 0. Using again the fact that J◦ preserves
the lengths of vectors and that J2

◦U = −U , we get the following equations:

b21 + b22 = 1 b21 + c23 = 1 b1(b2 + c3) = 0.

So we see that either b1 = 0 and ,b2 = c3 = 1 or b2 = c3 = −1 b2 = −c3 = sinα and
b1 = cosα. The last possibility gives a totally real surface of Type 2. The first two cases can
be excluded by the following argument. Note that in those cases J◦ = εJ on the tangent space.
As the second fundamental form is symmetric, it therefore also follows that J◦(∇UV −∇V U) =
εJ(∇UV −∇V U)). Therefore, we have

(∇UJ◦)V − (∇V J◦)U = ε((∇UJ)V − (∇V J)U) = ε(G(U, V )−G(V, U)) = 2εG(U, V ),

from which a contradiction follows immediately.
We already remarked that g◦(U, V ) = 0, from the fact that we diagonalised K on M . �

Remark 1. Note that in the previous theorem, totally real surfaces of Type 2 could be considered
as a special case of totally real surfaces of Type 0 (with α = −π/2). However, the surfaces of
Type 2 most often lead to special cases in the fundamental equations, making it computationally
beneficial to consider it a separate case. Geometrically, Type 2 surfaces are expected to be
special cases because of the following. For every totally real surface M , the subspace of TCP 3

containing TM and invariant under J and J◦ is either four- or six-dimensional. The surfaces of
Type 2 are exactly those for which the minimum of four is reached and J◦TM ⊂ TM ⊕ JTM .

Additionally, it is probable that there exist surfaces of Type 1, as the system is not overde-
termined. However, every natural additional condition on the surface immediately leads to an
overdetermined contradictory system.

The totally real surfaces of the nearly Kähler CP 3 are linked to totally real and almost complex
surfaces in Kähler CP 3 as follows.

Proposition 3.3. A totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 is totally real for J◦ if and only
if it is of Type 0 with λ = 0 or of Type 2 with cosα = 0. Moreover, it is almost complex for
Kähler CP 3 if and only if it is of Type 2 with sinα = 0.

Proof. A nearly Kähler totally real surface is totally real for J◦ if and only if g◦(J◦U, V ) = 0.
We see immediately that Type 1 is then impossible. For Type 2, we see immediately that this
condition is equivalent to cosα vanishing. If the surface is of Type 0, we have that g◦(J◦U, V ) is
proportional to λ(sinα− 1). Since α = ±π/2 is excluded from Type 0, we have to conclude that
λ = 0 is the only option.

If the surface is almost complex for Kähler CP 3, then, and only then, J◦U0 = ±V0. Here, U0

and V0 are U and V rescaled to be of g◦-unit norm, which are also orthogonal to each other. For
Types 0 and 1, it is immediate that this condition is never satisfied. For Type 2, we find that
sinα has to vanish. �
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4. Intermezzo: Legendre curves in spheres

In this section, we recall the notion of a Legendre curve (or C-totally real) in S3 ⊂ C2 as to
introduce numerous examples of totally real surfaces later. Moreover, we also extend the notion
of a Legendre curve to S7 ⊂ H2.

4.1. Legendre curves in S3 ⊂ C2. Consider the unit three sphere embedded in C2. Recall
that a curve γ : I → S3 ⊂ C2 is called Legendre, or C-totally real, if and only if 〈γ′, iγ〉 = 0,
see also [9]. If we suppose arc length parametrisation, then we also have 〈γ′, γ′〉 = 1, so that
{γ, γ′, iγ, iγ′} forms an orthonormal frame along γ. It follows that γ satisfies the differential
equation

(4.1) γ′′ = −γ + κiγ′,

for some function κ, which may be thought of as a curvature.
Conversely, suppose we have an arc length parametrised curve γ : I → S3 that satisfies

Equation (4.1). Suppose as initial conditions that {γ, γ′, iγ, iγ′} forms an orthonormal frame at
one point of γ. Then, we can compute that

(4.2)





〈γ, γ〉′ = 2〈γ, γ′〉
〈γ, γ′〉′ = 〈γ′, γ′〉 − 〈γ, γ〉+ κ1〈γ, iγ′〉
〈γ, iγ′〉′ = 〈γ′, iγ′〉 − 〈γ, iγ〉 − κ1〈γ, γ′〉
〈γ′, γ′〉′ = −2〈γ′, γ〉+ 2κ1〈γ′, iγ′〉.

This is a first order homogeneous system of differential equations in the functions 〈γ, γ〉, 〈γ, γ′〉,
〈γ, iγ′〉 and 〈γ′, γ′〉 and so has a unique solution, given initial conditions. As 〈γ, γ〉 = 1, 〈γ, γ′〉 =
0, 〈γ, iγ′〉 = 0 and 〈γ′, γ′〉 = 1 is a trivial solution that agrees with the initial conditions, we find
that this is the unique solution to Equation (4.2). Hence, 〈γ′, iγ〉 = 0 for all time, and γ is a
Legendre curve in S3.

4.2. Legendre curves in S7 ⊂ H2. The well-known ideas of Section 4.1 can be generalised
naturally to S7 ⊂ H2. This hasn’t been done in the literature, as far as the authors are aware.

We define a Legendre curve in S7 as a curve γ : I → S7 ⊂ H2 with 〈γ′, iγ〉 = 〈γ′, jγ〉 =
〈γ′, kγ〉 = 0. Again, supposing arc length parametrisation, we have that

{γ, iγ, jγ, kγ, γ′, iγ′, jγ′, kγ′}
forms an orthonormal frame along γ. It follows that γ satisfies the differential equation

(4.3) γ′′ = −γ + κ1iγ
′ + κ2jγ

′ + κ3kγ
′,

for some curvature functions κ1, κ2 and κ3.
With the same argument as in Section 4.1, we find that the converse is also true: given a

curve γ : I → S7 ⊂ H2 that is arc length parametrised, satisfies Equation (4.3) and with initial
conditions that {γ, iγ, jγ, kγ, γ′, iγ′, jγ′, kγ′} forms an orthonormal frame at one point of γ, then
γ has to be a Legendre curve of S7.

5. Examples of totally real surfaces

In this section, we present numerous examples of totally real surfaces of the nearly Kähler
CP 3. We will do so using lifts to S7 ⊂ R8 ∼= C4 under the Hopf fibration π. Recall that totally
real submanifolds of the Kähler CP 3 can be horizontally lifted to S7, see [25]. If the submanifolds
are not totally real for the Kähler CP 3, the following lifts are not horizontal.

We remark that almost all examples are full submanifolds (they do not lie in any totally
geodesic submanifolds of the nearly Kähler CP 3). Indeed, in recent work [22], the totally geodesic
submanifolds of the nearly Kähler CP 3 were classified. Apart from some almost complex spheres,
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only the Lagrangian RP 3 can occur as a totally geodesic submanifold of the nearly Kähler CP 3.
As introduced in [21], there is an angle function θL associated with all Lagrangians in the nearly
Kähler CP 3, and the totally geodesic RP 3 is situated at θL = 0. If a totally real surface is
immersed into a Lagrangian, the tangent space of the Lagrangian is necessarily spanned by
{U, V, JG(U, V )}, so we can compute the angle function θL. By considering when this angle
function is identically zero, we can show that many examples are full. Unless stated explicitly
below, all examples are full.

5.1. Extrinsically homogeneous examples. In this section, we consider extrinsically homo-
geneous totally real surfaces. Recall that these are submanifolds which are the orbits under a
subgroup of the identity component of the isometry group. In the case of the nearly Kähler CP 3,
they are the orbits under subgroups of Sp(2). The following four families are flat and orbits

under U(1)⊕U(1) subgroups of Sp(2). We take the orbit of the point p0 =
(
1 0 0 0

)T ∈ C4.
The last example is a SU(2) orbit, and is a sphere.

Family 1: For all parameters µ, ν ∈ R, consider the immersion

(5.1)

[0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → CP 3 :

(t, s) 7→ π







cos s cos t− µν sin s sin t√
ν2+1

√
1+µ2+ν2

− sin s cos t√
1+µ2+ν2

−
√
ν2+1 sin s sin t√

1+µ2+ν2

− cos s sin t√
ν2+1




+ i




− µ sin s cos t√
1+µ2+ν2

− ν cos s sin t√
ν2+1

0
− ν sin s cos t√

1+µ2+ν2

µ sin s sin t√
ν2+1

√
1+µ2+ν2






.

Family 2: Consider the parameter ν ∈ R and the following immersion:

(5.2) [0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → CP 3 : (t, s) 7→ π

(
cos(s)+ν2e−it

ν2+1 − sin s
ν2+1 − iν sin s

ν2+1

iν(cos(s)−e−it)
ν2+1

)T

.

Family 3: Consider the parameters µ, ν ∈ R, suppose µ 6= 0 and let f =
√
µ2 + (1 + ν2)2. We

have the following family of immersions:

(5.3) [0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → CP 3 : (t, s) 7→ π




ν2e
−i( µs

f
+t)+µe−is

f

ν2+1

− sin s
f

− iν sin s
f

−
iν

(

e
−i( µs

f
+t)−µe−is

f

)

ν2+1



.

Family 4: Consider the parameters ν, ρ, σ ∈ R, suppose σ 6= 0 and that µ is given by 8µσ +
8ν2ρ+ 2

√
2ν

(
8ρ2 + 8σ2 − 1

)
− 8ρ = 0.

We have the following family of immersions:

(5.4) [0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → CP 3 : (t, s) 7→ π

(
etXesY p0

)
,

where X and Y are the following matrices

X =




− iν√
2

0 0 1√
2

0 iν√
2

− 1√
2

0

0 1√
2

2iρ 2σ

− 1√
2

0 −2σ −2iρ


, Y =




−iµ 1 −iν 0
−1 iµ 0 iν

−iν 0 i
(
µ+ 2

√
2σν

)
1− ν

(
2
√
2ρ+ ν

)

0 iν 2
√
2ρν + ν2 − 1 −i

(
µ+ 2

√
2σν

)


.

Sphere: The following immersion gives a sphere in CP 3:

(5.5) [0, π]× [0, 2π] → S7 ⊂ C4 : (u, v) 7→ π

(
cosu

√
2√
3
ieiv sinu 0 1√

3
eiv sinu

)T

.



10 MICHAËL LIEFSOENS, HUI MA, AND LUC VRANCKEN

We now discuss each family in the following sections.

5.1.1. Family 1. The parameter µ can be recognised as g(H, JV ) for ν = 0 and with H the mean
curvature vector. Except for ν = 0, all the resulting surfaces are of Type 0 with λ = 0 and θ = 0.
For ν = 0, the surfaces are of Type 2 with cosα = 0. When ν = µ = 0, the example is not full.

We also compute the mean curvature vector with respect to the nearly Kähler metric (H),
and the Kähler metric (H◦). We lift H and H◦ at π(p0) horizontally to have

H =
(
0 h1ν

2ν2+1
ih1

2ν2+1
iν3

2ν2+1

)T

, H◦ =
(
0 h1ν

ν2+1
ih1

ν2+1 iν
)T
.

Notice that the resulting surface is minimal (for either Kähler or nearly Kähler CP 3) if and only
if ν = h1 = 0. Then, this surface is the Clifford torus in RP 3, and an embedding is given by

(5.6) [0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → S7 : (t, s) 7→ π

(
cos s cos t − sin s sin t − sin s cos t − cos s sin t

)T
.

Notice that this is the only parallel example of the family of Equation (5.1).

5.1.2. Family 2. All of the immersions within Family 2 are of Type 0 with λ = θ = 0.
We can again compute the mean curvature vectors to find

H =
(
0 0 0

i(4ν4−ν2−1)
4ν(2ν2+1)

)T

, H◦ =
(
0 0 0 i

(
ν − 1

2ν

))T
,

so that the only minimal examples occur at ν = ± 1
2
√
2

√
1 +

√
17. Moreover, there are no parallel

examples within this family.
Notice that for 2ν2 = 1 (and only then), there is a totally real surface that is minimal in the

Kähler CP 3. Write the corresponding immersion of Family 2 by π ◦ f where f is given by the
argument of π in Equation (5.2). Without loss of generality, take ν = 1/

√
2. The parameter α

of Proposition 3.2 is equal to zero for this example. By adding a factor exp(it/3) to f , we have a
horizontal lift of the unique totally real surface of Family 2 that is minimal for the Fubini-Study
metric. Let v1, v2, v3 be the following orthogonal vectors in C4:

v1 =
1

3

(
1 i − 1√

2
i√
2

)T

v2 =
1

3

(
1 −i 1√

2
i√
2

)T

v3 =
1

3

(
1 0 0 −i

√
2
)T
.

Then, after reparametrising, the horizontal lift eit/3f can be written as

(5.7) eiuv1 + eivv2 + e−i(u+v)v3, u =
t

3
+ s, v =

t

3
− s.

This can be recognised as the unique totally real and flat minimal torus in the standard CP 2,
and with CP 2 totally geodesically embedded in CP 3, see [23].

5.1.3. Family 3. All of the immersions within Family 3 are of Type 0 with λ = θ = 0.
The mean curvature vectors are given by

H =
(
0 µν

2ν2+1
iµ

2ν2+1

i(4ν4−ν2−1)
4ν(2ν2+1)

)T

, H◦ =
(
0 µν

ν2+1
iµ

ν2+1 i
(
ν − 1

2ν

))T

,

so that there are no minimal examples in this family, as µ 6= 0. There are no parallel examples
within this family.
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5.1.4. Family 4. If ν = 0, then, and only then, the resulting surface is of Type 2 with cosα = 0,
and otherwise it is again of Type 0 with λ = θ = 0.

The (horizontal lifts of the) mean curvature vectors at π(p0) are

H =
(
0 2h1ν−

√
2h3

4ν2+2
ih1

2ν2+1 −i 2
√
2h2−4ν3+ν
8ν2+4

)T

, H◦ =
(
0 h1ν−

√
2h3

ν2+1
ih1

ν2+1 i−2
√
2h2+2ν3+ν
2(ν2+1)

)T

,

so that this family does not include any minimal examples (not for Kähler, nor nearly Kähler
CP 3).

However, this family does include parallel examples (surfaces with ∇h = 0). They occur

exactly when σ 6= 0 and ν = ρ = µ = 0. All these examples are not full. Let κ = −2
√
2σ 6= 0 and

f(κ) = 1 + 1
2κ

(√
κ2 + 4 + κ

)
. Notice that f(κ) > 0 and f(κ) 6= 1, as κ 6= 0. Then, explicitly,

the parallel examples of Equation (5.4) are given by

[0, 2π]× [0, 2π] → RP 3 ⊂ CP 3 : (t, s) 7→π(e−jsγκ(t)),(5.8)

where

γκ(t) =
1

1 + f(κ)




cos(tf(κ)) + f(κ) cos(t)
κ
√

f(κ)(sin(tf(κ))−f(κ) sin(t))

f(κ)−1
κf(κ)(cos(t)−cos(tf(κ)))

f(κ)−1

(1−f(κ)+κ2)f(κ)2 sin(t)−(κ2f(κ)+f(κ)−1) sin(tf(κ))
(f(κ)−1)

√
f(κ)




∈ S3(1) ⊂ S7(1),

and ejs = cos s+ j sin s.

Notice how s 7→ e−js
(
1, 0, 0, 0

)T
is a Legendre curve in S3, if we consider C ∼= R ⊕ Rj.

Moreover, the curve t 7→ γκ(t/
√
f(κ)) = γ̃κ(t) is arc length parametrised and satisfies

γ̃′′κ(t) = −γ̃κ(t) + κ jγ̃′κ(t),

so that this (and its reparametrisation γκ) is also a Legendre curve (both in S7 and S3 after
identification C ∼= R⊕ Rj) with constant curvature κ.

5.1.5. Sphere. Recall the Lagrangian S2×S1 in the nearly Kähler CP 3 that is CR for Kähler CP 3.
From the explicit immersion of [21] for t = 0, we find the immersion stated in Equation (5.5). It
is non-minimal and of Type 2 with sinα = 0 and thus almost complex for the Kähler CP 3 (see

Proposition 3.3). Moreover, it is totally geodesic for Kähler CP 3 and totally umbilical in nearly
Kähler CP 3.

5.2. An example that is totally geodesic for Kähler CP 3. Another example that is totally
real in nearly Kähler CP 3 and totally geodesic in Kähler CP 3, apart from Equation (5.5), is the
following for all c ∈ R fixed:

(5.9) RP 2 → RP 3 ⊂ CP 3 : [(y1, y2, y3)] 7→ π

(
y1 y2 cos c y3 sin c y3

)T
,

where S2 ⊂ R3 → RP 2 : (y1, y2, y3) 7→ [(y1, y2, y3)] denotes the standard projection. This
example is simply RP 2 ⊂ RP 3 and is of Type 0 with λ = 0. This example is not full.

5.3. A large class of Codazzi-like examples. In this section, we consider Codazzi-like (or
Codazzi for short) totally real surfaces. Codazzi surfaces are those for which ∇h is totally
symmetric, and is a generalisation of parallel (∇h = 0) and totally geodesic submanifolds (h = 0).

Suppose I is some interval containing zero. Let I → S3 ⊂ C2 : v 7→ (f1(v) + f2(v)i, f3(v) +
f4(v)i) be an arc length parametrised Legendre curve with curvature function κ(v), and denote
by K(v) the integral K(v) =

∫ v

0 κ(t) dt. Suppose that for v = 0, we have f1(0) − 1 = f2(0) =

f3(0) = f4(0) = 0, as well as f ′
1(0) = 0 = f ′

2(0) = f ′
3(0)− 1 = f ′

4(0) = 0 . Identifying C2 and H,
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we will write f : I → S3 ⊂ H : v 7→ f1(v) + f2(v)i + f3(v)j + f4(v)k. Let γ : I → S7 ⊂ H2 also
be an arc length parametrised Legendre curve. Given these choices, define the immersion

(5.10) F : I × I → S7 : (u, v) 7→ f(v)γ(u).

We claim that with the appropriate identification of C4 with H2, this gives rise to a totally real
Codazzi surface in nearly Kähler CP 3.

Write Fu for ∂F
∂u , and similarly for v. Define the operator j by

jF = eiK(v)Fv, jFu = eiK(v)Fuv, jFv = −eiK(v)F, jFuv = −ieiK(v)Fu.

It takes a simple computation to show that j is parallel, and so that it indeed comes from a
quaternionic structure on C4. Hence, we can identify C4 with H2 such that j acts as above.

Notice that 〈Fu, iF 〉 = 〈γ′(u), f ifγ〉 = 0, since fif ∈ ImH and γ is a Legendre curve. With a
similar argument, 〈Fv, iF 〉 = 0, so that F is horizontal with respect to the Hopf fibration π. By

construction of j, the vector field Fv lies in D̃2
1 , so that Jdπ(Fv) = dπ(−iFv). Moreover, Fu lies

in the span of Fuv and iFuv. Since 〈F, F 〉 = 1 and 〈F, iF 〉 = 0, it follows that Fu is orthogonal
to Fv and iFv. It then also follows that Jdπ(Fu) = dπ(iFu). With this information, it is easy to
show that π ◦ F gives a totally real surface in nearly Kähler CP 3, as well as in Kähler CP 3.

We finish this discussion by showing that π ◦F is Codazzi in nearly Kähler CP 3. Notice that
h(Fu, Fu) = Fuu, h(Fu, Fv) = Fuv and h(Fv, Fv) = Fvv. Since coordinate derivatives commute,
we then immediately find that π ◦ F is Codazzi.

Finally, we note that all of these examples are of Type 2 with cosα = 0. Moreover, they are
all full, except for the case where the image of γ lies in S3 and κ is constant. When Im γ ⊂ S3,
has constant curvature, and with κ = 0, then these are congruent to the parallel examples of
Equation (5.8).

6. Nearly Kähler totally real, Kähler almost complex surfaces

Suppose M is not only totally real for nearly Kähler CP 3, but also almost complex for Kähler
CP 3. From Proposition 3.3, we know that M has to be of Type 2 with sinα = 0. The next
result shows there is a unique such M .

Theorem 6.1. A totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 that is also almost complex for
Kähler CP 3 has to be congruent to example (5.5). In particular, it is the CP 1 ∼= S2 inside the
Lagrangian S2 × S1 with Lagrangian angle θL = π/4.

Proof. According to Proposition 3.3, this surface can only occur in Type 2 with sinα = 0. By
interchanging U and V , we can assume α = 0. From Equation (2.3) applied to U,U and V, V ,
we find k1 = k2 = m1 = m2 = 0; k = m4 = −k4; and m − 1/2 = −1 − m3 = k3. We then
look at the Ricci equation for U, V,G(U, V ) and JG(U, V ) to find (1 + 2k3)

2 + 4k24 = 0, from
which it follows k3 = −1/2 and k4 = 0. Notice that then M is totally umbilical. The remaining
Gauss equation tells us this has to be a sphere of Gaussian curvature 3. Moreover, considering
the second fundamental form in Kähler CP 3, as well its curvature there, we find that this is a
totally geodesic CP 1.

We now show that from the above data, there is only one option, up to congruence. Let
p0 be any point in CP 3 and q0 be a point of S7 such that π(q0) = p0. Let U0 = 2√

3
U , the

tangent space at p0 is spanned by the g◦-orthonormal frame {U0, J◦U0}. Let Ũ0 be the hori-
zontal lift of U0 through q0. Take any geodesic through p0 with tangent vector cos v (U0)p0

+

sin v (J◦U0)p0
and lift this to S7, so that we obtain the surface (u, v) 7→ f(u, v) = cosu q0 +

sin(u) (cos v (Ũ0)q0 + sin v i(Ũ0)q0 ). We know that
√
2G(U, V ) lies in D4

2 and is of unit g◦-

length. Hence, we can use the homogeneity of CP 3 to suppose that q0 = (1, 0) ∈ H2, and
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the isotropy to suppose that
√
2iG̃(U, V )q0 = (0, 1) ∈ H2. Using the isotropy a final time, we

can suppose that Ũ0 has no component in (k, 0). Then, we can introduce angles θ1 and θ2
such that (Ũ0)q0 = (cos θ1 j, sin θ1(cos θ2 j+sin θ2 k)), as U0 has to be orthogonal to G(U, V ) and
J◦G(U, V ). Demanding that the resulting U0 = dπ(∂uf) has the correct length for g, we find that√
3 cos θ1 =

√
6 sin θ1 =

√
2. Next, we use that for tangent vectors U, V , it holds that 2G(U, V ) =

(∇◦J)(U, V )−(∇◦J)(V, U) (see [21]) to find that with
√
2iG̃(U, V )q0 = (0, 1), we need θ2 = −π/2.

Hence, we get that f , up to congruence, has to be f(u, v) = cosu (1, 0) + sinu eiv 1√
3
(
√
2 j,−k).

We can always translate the coordinates, and we apply the transformation v 7→ v+π/2 to obtain

f(u, v) = cosu (1, 0) + sinu eiv 1√
3
(
√
2 k, j). This is exactly the immersion of Equation (5.5). �

7. Totally real surfaces that are totally geodesic for Kähler CP 3

Theorem 7.1. Let M be a totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 that is also totally geodesic
for Kähler CP 3. If M is non-minimal, it has to be congruent to example (5.5), i.e. a specific
CP 1. If M is minimal (in nearly Kähler CP 3), it corresponds to example (5.9), which is a
specific RP 2.

Proof. We consider each type separately. For Type 1, we find the following false system of
equations: 0 = g(h0(U, V ), JV ) = m1 − 1

4
√
2
and 0 = g(h0(V, V ), JU) = m1 +

1
2
√
2
. Hence, there

is no such surface of Type 1.
For Type 2, the vanishing of the second fundamental form for Kähler CP 3 implies that k1 =

k2 = k4 = m1 = m2 = m4 = k = 0, m3 = k3 = − cosα/2 and m = − sinα/2. Using
Equation (2.3), we require

0 = g((∇J◦)(e1, e2) + (∇J◦)(e2, e1)−G(P1e1,P2e2)−G(P1e2,P2e1), e5) = −2 sinα.

From Proposition 3.3, it follows that M is almost complex for Kähler CP 3, and Theorem 6.1
implies that M is then congruent to Equation (5.5).

We finish the proof with assumingM is of Type 0. From 0 = g(h0(U,U), JV )−g(h0(U, V ), JU),
we find that cos θ = 0, where we used that cosα 6= 0. Then, from 0 = g(h0(U, V ), JV ) −
g(h0(V, V ), JU), it follows that λ = 0. From Proposition 3.3, it follows that M is totally real for
Kähler CP 3. Since it is also totally geodesic, it has to be (SU(4)-)congruent to an RP 2. Lifting
this horizontally to S5, which is totally geodesically embedded in S7, it only remains to fix the
quaternion structure on S7 such that the surface has the correct properties with respect to nearly
Kähler CP 3. Then, we find that it has to be congruent to Equation (5.9). �

8. Extrinsically homogeneous totally real surfaces

In this section, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. SupposeM is a totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 that is also extrinsically
homogeneous. Then, one of the following must hold.

• M is totally real for Kähler CP 3, a flat torus and locally congruent to one of Equa-
tions (5.1) to (5.4), or

• M is almost complex for Kähler CP 3 and thus locally congruent to Equation (5.5).

Furthermore, if M is minimal, it is locally congruent to the Clifford torus in RP 3, i.e. Equa-

tion (5.1) for h1 = ν = 0, or to Equation (5.2) for ν = ± 1
2
√
2

√
1 +

√
17. If, instead, M is

minimal for Kähler CP 3, it is either the Clifford torus, or the torus of Equation (5.7).

This result is the combination of Propositions 8.2 and 8.4 that we will prove below.
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sp(2)

su(2)⊕ su(2) su(2)⊕ u(1) su(2)

u(1)⊕ u(1) u(2) su(2) u(1)⊕ u(1) u(1)

u(1) su(2) u(1)⊕ u(1) u(1) u(1)

u(1) u(1)

Figure 1 Up to Adg : sp(2) → sp(2) : X 7→ gXg−1 for some g ∈ Sp(2),
this diagram gives all Lie sub algebras of sp(2). Modified from [20], where
we used so(5) = sp(2). Note that the chain SU(2)U(1) → SU(2) × SU(2) →
Sp(2) (whose corresponding Lie algebra sequence is indicated with orange dotted

arrows) gives rise to the twistor fibration τ : CP 3 → S4. Moreover, the chain
SU(2) → SU(2)×U(1) → Sp(2) (corresponding sequence is indicated with blue
dashed arrows) gives rise to the Hopf fibration π : S7 → CP 3.

Proposition 8.2. Suppose M is a totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 that is extrinsically
homogeneous and such that TM ∩ D2

1 and TM ∩ D4
2 are zero-dimensional. Then, M is almost

complex for Kähler CP 3 and thus locally congruent to Equation (5.5).

Proof. Suppose K ⊂ Sp(2) is a subgroup such that M = K · p, and let K0 = H ∩ K, with
H = SU(2) × U(1) the isotropy. Let k, k0 be the lie algebras of K and K0, respectively. By
Figure 1, we know that all options for k0 are given by the second column in Table 1. Since we
are looking at surfaces in CP 3, we need dim(k)− dim(k0) = 2. Hence, we get the possibilities for
k listed in the fourth column of Table 1.

In the remainder of the proof, we will show that only the case k0 = u(1) and k = su(2) leads
to a totally real example, and that they give rise to the example of Equation (5.5). To do so,
we will explicitly compute in sp(2) that only the above case is possible, by using the assumption
that there is no non-trivial overlap between TM and any one of the distributions.

We thus assume that Up = m1 + λm3 and Vp = am1 + bm2 +
∑6

i=3 µimi, where we also used
the isotropy at p. We also know that λ 6= 0, a2+b2 > 0 and µ2

1+µ
2
2+µ

2
3+µ

2
4 > 0. By subtracting

aU from V , we may assume a = 0. Assuming U and V are orthogonal, we find µ3 = 0. By
renormalising V , we find Vp = m2 +

∑6
i=4 µimi λ, µ2

4 + µ2
5 + µ2

6 6= 0.
Now, we force M to be totally real, i.e. g(JUp, Vp) = 0, to obtain 1 − λµ5 = 0. Note that

then µ5 can no longer be zero. Hence, after renaming, we get Vp = m2 +
1
λm5 + µe4 + νe6 and

λ 6= 0. Notice that M is almost complex for Kähler CP 3 if and only if λ2 = 1, µ = 0, ν = 0. We
lift these vectors to sp(2) to find that we need to consider the matrices of the form

(8.1) X = m1 + λm3 +
4∑

i=1

aihi Y = m2 +
1

λ
m5 + µe4 + νe6 +

4∑

i=1

bihi λ 6= 0.

From the argument above and Table 1, there are five cases to consider:

(1) X and Y are commutative;
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dim(k0) k0 dim(k) k

0 {0} 2 u(1)⊕ u(1)
1 u(1) 3 su(2)
2 u(1)⊕ u(1) 4 u(2), su(2)⊕ u(1)
3 su(2) 5 /
4 su(2)⊕ u(1) 6 su(2)⊕ su(2)

Table 1 The possible Lie sub-algebras k = Lie(K), k0 = Lie(K0) of sp(2) giving
rise to an extrinsically homogeneous surface K/K0 in CP 3.

(2) {X,Y, [X,Y ]} span a SU(2) and [X,Y ] ∈ h;
(3) There exist commuting Z,W ∈ h such that {X,Y, Z,W} generate a su(2)⊕ u(1);
(4) There exist commuting Z,W ∈ h such that {X,Y, Z,W} generate a u(2);
(5) There exist Z1, Z2, Z3,W ∈ h such that {Z1, Z2, Z3,W} generate su(2) ⊕ u(1) and

{X,Y, Z1, Z2, Z3,W} generate su(2)⊕ su(2).

Notice that the Lie algebras su(2) ⊕ u(1) and u(2) are isomorphic, so we can safely ignore case
4. Moreover, we can also ignore case 3, as the non-existence of other examples is implied once
we have shown that in case 2. We now show that cases 1 and 5 give no totally real examples,
and that case 2 only gives the example of Equation (5.5). Then, we have proved the statement.

Case 1. Given X,Y of Equation (8.1), we can take the commutator in sp(2) and project this
to both h and m. Splitting as such makes the equations easier to deal with. It is straightforward
to check that these equations are never zero, for any values of ai, bi, λ, µ or ν. Hence, this case
cannot occur.

Case 2. Let Z = [X,Y ]h. We demand that X,Y, Z form an su(2) algebra. It is easy to

check that κ([Z,X ], X) = κ([Z,X ], Z) = 0 and κ([Z, Y ], Y ) = κ([Z, Y ], Z) = 0. Let X̃ be some

multiple of X , and similarly for Y and Z. By considering ([Z̃, X̃] − Ỹ )m and ([Ỹ , Z̃] − X̃)m,
we find by which factor to rescale X , Y and Z with to obtain [X,Y ] = Z, [Y, Z] = X and
[Z,X ] = Y , if X , Y and Z form an involutive distribution. We thus find that we need to rescale
X and Y with a factor 12−1/2, and Z with a factor 12−1. On the other hand, in general, these

factors are given by α−1/2, β−1/2 and (αβ)−1/2, where α = κ([Z,X],Y )
κ(Y,Y ) and β = κ([Y,Z],X)

κ(X,X) . We

thus have the following equations to solve:

κ([Z,X ], Y )

κ(Y, Y )
=
κ([Y, Z], X)

κ(X,X)
= 12, [X,Y ] = Z, [Y, Z] = X, [Z,X ] = Y,

in the unknowns ai, bi, λ, µ, ν. Solving these equations, we find that only the following two
solutions exist: (ai) =

(
0 0 0 −1

)
, (bi) =

(
0 0 1 0

)
, µ = ν = 0 and λ = ±1. The

conditions on µ, ν, λ are equivalent with M being almost complex for Kähler CP 3, as we already
remarked before. From Theorem 6.1, we are done in this case.

Case 5. Note that {Z1, Z2, Z3,W} generate the full isotropy. So, we need to check that there
are no X,Y that together with the full isotropy forms a su(2) ⊕ su(2), and is totally real. If
we don’t assume that M is totally real, we would encounter the fibers of the twistor fibration
here. Take X,Y of Equation (8.1) and demand that it forms an involutive subalgebra with the
isotropy. From demanding that it doesn’t commutes into m (except for X and Y ) we get some
conditions on the projection of X and Y to h. Then, we demand that ([X,h1]− αY )m vanishes
for some α, and we find that this can never be. This shows that this case can also not occur and
finishes the proof. �
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Lemma 8.3. Suppose M is an extrinsically homogeneous totally real surface of nearly Kähler
CP 3 that is not almost complex for Kähler CP 3. Then, M is totally real for Kähler CP 3 and
locally congruent to a flat torus.

Proof. By Proposition 8.2, we can assume that there is at least a one dimensional overlap between
TM and D4

2 or D2
1. For an overlap with D4

2 , we can use the isotropy to assume at a point p that

Up = m3 and Vp = am1+
∑6

i=3 µimi. Just as in the proof of Proposition 8.2, we can assume that
µ3 = 0. The assumption that M is totally real leads to the conclusion that µ5 = 0. Hence, after
renaming, we have Vp = am1 + µm4 +

√
2νm6. The factor

√
2 is merely for future convenience.

Notice that M is now automatically also totally real for Kähler CP 3. One can check with the
exact same reasoning as before, that starting from Up = m1, one gets that Vp = m3. Hence, we
can restrict to the case that there is a one dimensional overlap between TM and D4

2 , and have
the other as a special case therein.

Just as in the proof of Proposition 8.2, we can lift U and V to X and Y in Sp(2) which at q

(with q 7→ p under the map Sp(2) → CP 3 = Sp(2)
Sp(1)U(1) ) have to be given by

Xq = m3 +

3∑

i=0

aihi and Yq = am1 + µm4 + νm6 +

3∑

i=0

bihi.

Furthermore, we only have to consider the following cases as is argued in the proof of Proposi-
tion 8.2:

(1) X and Y are commutative;
(2) {X,Y, [X,Y ]} span a SU(2) and [X,Y ] ∈ h;
(3) There exist Z1, Z2, Z3,W ∈ h such that {Z1, Z2, Z3,W} generate su(2) ⊕ u(1) and

{X,Y, Z1, Z2, Z3,W} generate su(2)⊕ su(2).

Notice how in the first case we obtain commuting orthonormal vector fields (after rescaling with
constants) and so this example has to locally be a flat torus. We now prove that there are no
examples in the other two cases, and thus finish the proof.

We assume that we are in the second case. By rescalingX,Y, Z = [X,Y ]h, we can assume that
[X,Y ] = Z, [Y, Z] = X and [Z,X ] = Y . Then, gq([Z,X ]− Y,m1) = 0 implies a = 0. Moreover,
from gq([X,Y ],m1) = 0 and gq([X,Y ],m2) = 0, we find µ = ν = 0. However, then Ym is zero,
which is not allowed to happen. Hence, this case cannot occur.

Assuming we are in case 3, we conclude just as before that {X,Y, h0, h1, h2, h3} needs to be
involutive. In particular, we then need that gq([X,h0]−xX−yY,m5) = 0 for some x, y. However,

gq([X,h0]− xX − yY,m5) = −
√
2, independent of x, y. Hence, also this case cannot occur. �

Proposition 8.4. Suppose M is an extrinsically homogeneous totally real surface of nearly
Kähler CP 3. Then it is locally congruent to either a Kähler totally real torus of Equations (5.1)
to (5.4), or to the Kähler almost complex sphere of Equation (5.5). In particular, if it is min-
imal, it is locally congruent to Equation (5.1) with h1 = ν = 0 or to Equation (5.2) with

ν = ± 1
2
√
2

√
1 +

√
17. Moreover, if it is minimal for Kähler CP 3, it is either locally congruent

to Equation (5.1) with h1 = ν = 0, or to Equation (5.7).

Proof. We start from the reasoning (and notation) of the proof of Lemma 8.3 to obtain Xq =

m3 +
∑3

i=0 aihi and Yq = am1 + µm4 + νm6 +
∑3

i=0 bihi and that they have to commute with
each other. From the fact that they commute, we find from g([X,Y ],m1) and g([X,Y ],m2) that

µ = 0 and ν −
√
2a a1 = 0. Note that if a = 0, that then (Yq)m = 0, which is not possible. So,

we can assume that a 6= 0 and by rescaling that a = 1. Note that then a1 = ν/
√
2. By further

solving the equations coming from [X,Y ] = 0, we find a3 = b3 = 0, b4 = 1 − ν2 +
√
2νa2 and

b2 = −
√
2νa4 − b1. Furthermore, from the remaining equation coming from commutativity of X
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and Y , we can consider three cases. In the first case, we have a4 = 0, 2a2 = ν; for the second case,

we have a4 = 0, a2 = − 1
2ν and ν 6= 0; and finally, for the third case, b1 =

−4a2
4ν+2a2ν(ν−2a2)−2a2+ν

2
√
2a4

and a4 6= 0. Note that all cases lead to the same result on m. We then exponentiate the matrix
tX+sY and let it act on p0 = (1, 0, 0, 0). Reparametrising, we get the examples of Equation (5.1);
Equation (5.2) and Equation (5.3); and Equation (5.4) for cases 1,2 and 3, respectively. We
already noted exactly when these examples are minimal. �

This result together with Proposition 8.4 proves Theorem 8.1.

9. Codazzi totally real surfaces

In this section, we classify totally real surfaces that are Codazzi, i.e. ∇h is totally symmetric,
where h is the second fundamental form. This class of submanifolds includes the parallel ones
(∇h = 0) and totally geodesic submanifolds (h = 0). We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 9.1. Let M be a totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3. Then M is of Type 2 and
totally real for Kähler CP 3 if and only if it is Codazzi. Moreover, in either case, it is a product
and flat and never totally geodesic.

Proof. Consider M of Type 2 and totally real for Kähler CP 3. From Proposition 3.3, we know
that cosα has to vanish. By switching U and V if necessary, we can assume that α = π/2. From
Equation (2.3), together with the Gauss and Codazzi equations, it follows that M has to be
Codazzi.

Conversely, suppose M is Codazzi. Then, the Codazzi equation demands that g(R(U, V )X, ξ)
vanishes for X ∈ Span {U, V } and ξ any normal to M . For Types 0 and 1, we immediately
get a contradiction with this condition. For Type 2, the equations g(R(U, V )U, JU) = 0 and
g(R(U, V )UV, JV ) = 0 imply that cosα = 0. As before, we can then assume α = π/2 and that
M is totally real for Kähler CP 3, by Proposition 3.3.

Using Equation (2.3), we see that d1, d2,m1,m3,m4, k2, k all have to vanish. Moreover, m =
1/2. Since d1 = d2 = 0, we find that U and V are orthogonal coordinates, so that M has to be
flat. Since m = 1/2, it is never totally geodesic. From the De Rham decomposition theorem, it
further follows that M has to be a product manifold. �

Theorem 9.2. A totally real surface in nearly Kähler CP 3 is Codazzi if and only if it is a
member of the family of examples of Equation (5.10) (after projection with π).

Proof. We already showed that all those examples are Codazzi. We just need to prove that they
are the only ones.

We start with the notations of Lemma 9.1. In particular, we are in Type 2 with α = π/2.

Introduce coordinates such that ∂u =
√
2U and ∂v = V , and note that they are orthonormal

with respect to g◦.
We now consider∇h and impose it is totally symmetric. From (∇h)(U, V, V )−(∇h)(V, U, V ) =

U(m2)JV , we find that m2 can only depend on v. We change notation to κ(v) = m2.
We compute that (∇h)(U, V, U)−(∇h)(V, U, U) = (−2k3 − ∂vk1)JU+(2k1 − k4κ(v)− ∂vk3) ·

G(U, V ) + (k3κ(v) − ∂vk4)JG(U, V ). Hence, we get the system of PDE’s

(9.1)





∂vk1(u, v) = −2k3(u, v)

∂vk3(u, v) = 2k1(u, v)− k4(u, v)κ(v)

∂vk4(u, v) = k3(u, v)κ(v)

.

Notice that this system can be treated as a system of ODE’s in v, and letting the integration
constants depend on u, so that existence and uniqueness of λ1, λ2, λ4 is guaranteed with initial
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conditions. We take as initial conditions k1(u, 0) =
1√
2
κ1(u), k3(u, 0) = − 1√

2
κ3(u) and k4(u, 0) =

1√
2
κ2(u), for some functions κ1(u), κ2(u), κ3(u).

Since M is totally real for Kähler CP 3 as well, we can take a horizontal lift to the round
S7 ⊂ C4 of M . We will still work with the coordinates u, v introduced above. Denote ξ the
unique horizontal lift of

√
2G(U, V ) = G(∂u, ∂v). We then have for the lift F : I × I → S7 that

the following equations need to be satisfied

(9.2)





Fuu = −F +
√
2k1iFu +

√
2(k4 − ik3)iξ

Fuv = iξ

Fvv = −F − κ(v)iFv

.

To finish the proof, we will study the system of equations (9.2).
Note, however, that up until now, we have lifted to the round S7. In order to obtain an

immersion for nearly Kähler CP 3, we can still choose a quaternionic structure on C4 to identify
it withH2. Using the differential equations above, it is simple to show that the following definition
gives rise to a (unique up to shift in K) parallel structure, and hence to a quaternionic structure
on C4:

(9.3) jF = eiK(v)Fv, jFu = eiK(v)iξ, jFv = −eiK(v)F, jξ = −ieiK(v)Fu,

where K(v) =
∫ v

0
κ(t) dt.

Consider the first equation of Equation (9.2) for v = 0. As K(0) = 0 and using Equation (9.3),
it reduces to Fuu(u, 0) = −F (u, 0) + κ1(u)iFu(u, 0) + κ2(u)jFu(u, 0) + κ3(u)kFu(u, 0), with the
initial conditions for k1, k3, k4. We recognise this as an equation for a Legendre curve γ : I → S7.
We thus have F (u, 0) = γ(u). Define H(u) as

H(u) = Span {γ(u), iγ(u), jγ(u), kγ(u)} .
We claim that for fixed u, F (u, v) has to lie in H(u). To show this, let W (u) be any vector
field with the property that along γ, it is orthogonal to γ, iγ, jγ, kγ, and that ∂vW = 0. Since
Fv ∈ Span {jF, kF}, we get the following system of equations (where the exact coefficients don’t
matter)

∂v〈F,W 〉 = •〈jF,W 〉+ •〈kF,W 〉 ∂v〈iF,W 〉 = •〈kF,W 〉+ •〈jF,W 〉
∂v〈jF,W 〉 = •〈F,W 〉+ •〈iF,W 〉 ∂v〈kF,W 〉 = •〈iF,W 〉+ •〈F,W 〉.

Note that for v = 0, 〈F (u, 0),W 〉 = 〈γ(u),W 〉 = 0, and similarly, 〈iF (u, 0),W 〉 = 〈jF (u, 0),W 〉 =
〈kF (u, 0),W 〉 = 0. Hence, this system of differential equations in v has the unique solution that
for all v, it holds 〈F,W 〉 = 〈iF,W 〉 = 〈jF,W 〉 = 〈kF,W 〉 = 0, so that for fixed u and all v, it
holds that F (u, v) ∈ H(u).

It then follows that the immersion has to take the form

F (u, v) = f1(v)γ(u) + f2(v)iγ(u) + f3(v)jγ(u) + f4(v)kγ(u).

We will write this more concisely as F (u, v) = f(v)γ(u) and f : I → H. From Equation (9.2), it
follows that then f ′′(v)γ(u) = −f(v)γ(u)− κ(v)if ′(v)γ(u) or f ′′(v) = −f(v)− κ(v)if ′(v). With
the identification of C2 and H, this is just the condition for a Legendre curve in S3 with curvature
κ, so we can assume that f exists and is known.

We then consider the second condition of the system (9.2). It is equivalent to f ′(v)γ′(u) =
iξ = jeiK(v)f(v)γ′(u) where we used Equation (9.3). We claim that this equation is satisfied as
well. Indeed, differentiate

(9.4) f ′(v) = jeiK(v)f(v).
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with respect to v, use that K ′(v) = κ(v), and observe that we simply get the Legendre equation
for f again. Hence, equations 2 and 3 of system (9.2) are satisfied by choosing the appropriate
initial conditions for f .

We now consider the first equation of system (9.2) and claim it is also satisfied. Since f lies

in S3, we have ff = 1, so that it reduces to

γ′′(u) = −γ(u) +
√
2k1f(v)if(v)γ

′(u) +
√
2 f(v)(k4 − ik3)f

′(v)γ′(u).

Using Equation (9.4), this becomes

γ′′(u) = −γ(u) +
√
2k1f(v)if(v)γ

′(u) +
√
2 f(v)(k4 − ik3)je

iK(v)f(v)γ′(u).

It takes a computation to expand f in its components to see that

Re
(√

2k1f(v)if(v) +
√
2 f(v)(k4 − ik3)je

iK(v)f(v)
)
= 0

So that we can solve the following equation for κ̃1, κ̃2, κ̃3:
√
2k1f(v)if(v) +

√
2 f(v)(k4 − ik3)je

iK(v)f(v) = κ̃1i+ κ̃2j + κ̃3k.

Note that then the expression for γ′′ takes the form of an equation for a Legendre curve in S7.
And indeed, differentiating the obtained expressions with respect to v, and using that k1, k3, k4
are solutions to Equation (9.1), we find that κ̃1, κ̃2, κ̃3 are independent of v. Hence, γ has to be
a solution to an equation for a Legendre curve. As κ̃1, κ̃2, κ̃3 do not depend on v, and γ was
constructed to be a Legendre curve for v = 0, we find that the whole system (9.2) is indeed
satisfied and κ̃i = κi. In particular, this argument shows that the examples of Section 5.3 are
the unique Codazzi totally real surfaces of nearly Kähler CP 3. �

Corollary 9.3. Suppose M is totally real for nearly Kähler CP 3 and let f : I → S3 ⊂ H be
an arc length parametrisation of a great circle, and γ : I → S3 a Legendre curve with constant
curvature. Then M is parallel, if and only if there exists an embedding ι : S3 → S7 ⊂ H2 such
that M is of the form π ◦ F , where F is given by F : I × I 7→ S7 : f(v)(ι ◦ γ)(u). In particular,
M is minimal and parallel if and only if γ is also a grand circle in S3.

Furthermore, if M is parallel, it is extrinsically homogeneous. If it is minimal, it corresponds
to Equation (5.6), and otherwise it corresponds to one of the examples of Equation (5.8).

Proof. We only need to show one direction. Suppose M is parallel, then we find

0 = 2(∇h)(U, V, U) = −k3JU + k1G(U, V ), 0 = 2g((∇h)(U, V, V ), G(U, V )) = κ,

so that k1 = k3 = κ = 0. Then for all s, t we have

g((∇h)(tU + sV, U, U), JG(U, V )) = tU(k4) + sV (k4),

so that k4 has to be constant. From the proof of Theorem 9.2, we then have that F has to be
of the form F : I × I → S7 ⊂ H : (u, v) 7→ f(v)γ(u), with f(v) a Legendre curve in S3 with zero

curvature, so a great circle, and γ a Legendre curve with curvatures κ1 = κ3 = 0 and κ2 =
√
2k4

constant. It then follows that γ′′(u) = −γ(u) + κ2jγ
′(u), so that this is a Legendre curve in

S3 ⊂ C2, with j playing the role of complex unit. Hence, there exists an embedding of this C2

into H2, so that ι is the induced embedding of S3 in S7.
From the above considerations, M is minimal and parallel if and only if k4 = 0, which is

equivalent to γ being a grand circle in S3.
To link these parallel examples with the extrinsically homogeneous ones, note that all parame-

ters are constants in the frame. With the same initial conditions, and uniqueness of the solutions
of the resulting differential equations, we find that they are extrinsically homogeneous. �
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10. Totally umbilical totally real surfaces

Theorem 10.1. Let M be a totally real surface of nearly Kähler CP 3 that is also totally umbil-
ical. Then, M has to be congruent to example (5.5).

Proof. From the assumption that M is totally umbilic we find that k1 = k2 = m1 = m2 = k =
m = 0 and m3 = k3, m4 = k4. The only variables of the second fundamental form are hence k3
and k4.

We now consider the three types separately. If M is of Type 1, it follows from Equation (2.3)
applied to (U,U, JV ) and (V, V, JV ) that 1 = 0, which is a contradiction. If M is of Type
2, we get from Equation (2.3) that α is constant. Moreover, applying the Ricci equation to
U, V,G(U, V ), JG(U, V ) and U, V, U, JU , we have that sin(2α) = 0 and k3 = − 1

2 cosα. From
Equation (2.3), it then follows that sinα = 0. Proposition 3.3 tells us that M has to be almost
complex for Kähler CP 3 and then Theorem 6.1 tells us it is congruent to example (5.5).

We finish the proof by showing that M cannot be of Type 0. Suppose it is, then we consider
three cases. First, we have λ(1 − λ2) 6= 0; second, λ2 = 1; and third, λ = 0.

1) In this case, the Ricci equation applied to U, V, e5, e6 and U, V, U, JU gives that cos
(
α
2

)
=

sin
(
α
2

)
, if λ(λ2 − 1) 6= 0. This equation is never satisfied as cosα 6= 0.

2) From the Codazzi equation applied to U, V, U, JU , we get an expression of k3 in terms

of α. Then, Equation (2.3) implies that U(α) =
√
2 cos θ and V (α) =

√
2 sin θ, so that

α can never be constant. From the Codazzi equation applied to U, V, U, e5, and the fact
that α cannot be constant, we find that sin θ = 0. However, the Codazzi equation applied
to U, V, V, e5 then implies that α has to be constant, which is a contradiction.

3) From Equation (2.3), it follows that θ = π/2, k3 = 0, k4 = d2(tanα − secα), 2d1 =
cos(α)

sin(α)−1 , U(α) = 2d2(secα− tanα) and V (α) = −1. Notice in particular that α cannot

be constant. From the Codazzi equation, we get expressions of U(d2) and V (d2) in terms
of d2 and α, where we use that (secα− tanα) cannot be identically zero, asM cannot be
totally geodesic. However, the compatibility equation [U, V ](d2) = U(V (d2))−V (U(d2))
implies that α has to be constant, which is a contradiction. �
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