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SUBMANIFOLDS WITH BIHARMONIC GAUSS MAP

A. BALMUS, S. MONTALDO, AND C. ONICIUC

ABSTRACT. We generalize the Ruh-Vilms problem by characterizing the subma-
nifolds in Euclidean spaces with proper biharmonic Gauss map and we construct
examples of such hypersurfaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

As it is classically known, most of the extrinsic geometry of an oriented sub-
manifold M™ in the Euclidean space R™'" can be described by its Gauss map
v : M — G(m,n) which assigns to every point p € M the tangent space T, M,
thought of as a point of the Grassmannian of oriented m-dimensional subspaces
of R™*" A splendid example is the celebrated Ruh-Vilms Theorem which asserts
that the Gauss map v : M — G(m,n) is a harmonic map if and only if the mean
curvature vector field of M in R™'™ is parallel. Here we say that a smooth map
¢ : (M,g9) — (N,h) between Riemannian manifolds is harmonic if it is a critical
point of the energy functional E(¢) = 5 [, |d¢|* vy, i.e. ¢ is a solution of the cor-
responding Euler-Lagrange equation which is given by the vanishing of the tension
field 7(¢) = trace Vd¢.

A natural extension of harmonic maps is provided by biharmonic maps (as sug-
gested by J. Eells and J.H. Sampson in [7]) which are the critical points of the
bienergy functional Eo(¢) = % [, |7(¢)[>vy. In [10] G.Y. Jiang derived the first
variation formula of the bienergy showing that the Euler-Lagrange equation for Fs
is

n(¢) = —J(r(¢)) = —Ar(¢) — trace RN (do, 7(¢))d¢
(1.1) = 0,

where J is (formally) the Jacobi operator of ¢, A is the rough Laplacian defined on
sections of ¢~'(T'N) and RV (X,Y) = VxVy — VyVx — V|xy] is the curvature
operator on (N, h).

In this paper we propose to study the biharmonic equation (12(¢) = 0) for the
Gauss map of submanifolds in the Euclidean space, in the intent to generalize the
Ruh-Vilms Theorem to the case of biharmonicity. To pursue our intent we first
derive the equation that characterizes the submanifolds in the Euclidean space with
biharmonic Gauss map (Theorem B.I)). Although the condition that ensures the
biharmonicity of the Gauss map is rather technical, in the case of hypersurfaces it
simplifies and gives the following: the Gauss map of an orientable hypersurface M™
in R™*! is proper biharmonic if and only if grad f # 0 and

Agrad f + A?*(grad f) — |A|* grad f = 0,

where A denotes the rough Laplacian on C(T'M) while f and A denote the mean
curvature function and the shape operator, respectively (see also [2]).
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The last part of the paper is devoted to the construction of examples of hyper-
surfaces with biharmonic Gauss map. We study the biharmonicity of the Gauss
map for hypercones generated by constant mean curvature hypersurfaces in spheres
(Theorem [A.3]) and, in particular, by isoparametric hypersurfaces, obtaining explicit
examples. Non-existence results for hypercones in R? and R* with proper biharmonic
Gauss map are obtained (Theorem [£.4] and Theorem [L.5]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Biharmonic maps between Riemannian manifolds. We recall the follow-
ing facts on biharmonic maps:

(i) the equation 79(¢) = 0 is called the biharmonic equation and a map ¢ is
biharmonic if and only if its tension field is in the kernel of the Jacobi oper-
ator;

(ii) a harmonic map is obviously a biharmonic map. We call proper biharmonic
the biharmonic non-harmonic maps;

(iii) a harmonic map is an absolute minimum of the bienergy;
(iv) if M is compact and Riem™ < 0, i.e. the sectional curvature of (N,h) is
non-positive, then ¢ : M — N is biharmonic if and only if it is harmonic;

(v) if ¢ : M — N is a Riemannian immersion with |7(¢)| = constant and
Riem? < 0, then ¢ is biharmonic if and only if it is harmonic (minimal).

The first three remarks are immediate consequences of the definition of the bienergy
and of (II)). The non-existence results (iv) and (v) are proved in [9] and in [16],
respectively.

On the other hand, in Euclidean spheres we do have examples of proper biharmonic
submanifolds, i.e. non-minimal submanifolds for which the inclusion map is bihar-
monic. It was conjectured in [3] that the only proper biharmonic hypersurfaces in
S™*1 are the open parts of the hypersphere S™(-L) and of the generalized Clifford

V2

torus ™ () x S§™(J;), m1 + mg =m and my # ma.

For a general account on biharmonic maps see [12].

2.2. The Gauss map. Consider M™ to be a m-dimensional oriented submanifold
in R™*", The map which assigns to every point p € M the oriented tangent space

T, M, thought of as a point of the Grassmannian of oriented m-dimensional subspaces
of R™*7,

v: M — G(m,n)
p+— T,M,
is called the Gauss map associated to M.
As usually, the Riemannian structure on G(m,n) is defined by considering the

Euclidean metric on R™*" and by identifying the tangent space to G(m,n) at a
point P € G(m,n) as follows:

TpG(m,n) = Hom(P, P*) = P* ® P*.

Thus, if we fix a positive oriented orthonormal basis eq,...,e,, of P and complete
it to an orthonormal basis of R™™ with €,,11,. .., €min, spanning PT, then a basis
of TpG(m,n) will be given by

{e; ® em+a }izl,_m
a=1n
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which can be also written as

{61 AN.oooN€—1Nemya N1 Aot N em}izl,m‘

a=1n

The Riemannian metric on the Grassmannian G(m,n) is given by requesting that
the basis {e @ €44} is an orthonormal basis.

The curvature tensor field can be determined by identifying the Grassmannian as
a symmetric space (see, for example, [I7, p.219]) and in our formalism

Rp(p1,p2)p3s = (X1, Xo)(n2,m3)X3 @ m — (X1, Xo)(n1,m3) X3 @2
(2.1) + (X2, X3) (1, m2) X7 ®n3 — (X1, X3)(n1,1m2) X5 @ n3,

where P € G(m,n) and p; = X; ®@n;, X; € P, m; € P+, i=1,2,3.
We recall that for the pull-back bundle of the tangent bundle induced by v we
have the isometric identification

Yy HTG(m,n) = | Ty)Gmn) = | J (T;M @ N,M) = T"M @ NM,
peEM pEM

where NM denotes the normal bundle of M in R™+",

2.3. The tension field of the Gauss map. In the following we intend to recall
the fundamental technical steps needed for the characterization of the harmonicity
of the Gauss map.

Consider v € T,,M. In order to compute dy(v) consider o : I — M to be a curve
with 0(0) = p and 6(0) = v. Let now {e;}"; be a positive oriented orthonormal
basis in 7, M. By parallel transporting it along o we obtain a positive oriented
orthonormal basis {e;(t)};2; in T, M, for all t. Since e;(t) are obtained by parallel
transport along o, we have

RM+n

ez(t) = V(-T e; = Vg/[ei + B(U,e,(t)) = B(O’, ei(t)),

where B is the second fundamental form of M in R™*". This implies that

() = o] (roo)) (ei(t) A A ()

~ dtli=0
(2.2) = Z e; ® B(v,e€;),
i=1

by using the standard identifications.

The fundamental result concerning the harmonicity of the Gauss map was ob-
tained in [I8]. We shall present here a computation that follows [6]. By using (2.2])
one can compute the tension field of the Gauss map in terms of the mean curvature
of M. Since the bundles y~1(T'G(m,n)) and T*M ® N M are isometric, we can write

Vip=Vw@n+we Vi,

where the section p € C(y~(T'G(m,n))) in the pull-back bundle is such that it can
naturally be identified with w @ n € C(T*M ® NM).

Consider {E;}", to be a local positive oriented orthonormal frame field, geodesic
at p € M. By using the expression (2.2]) for the differential of the Gauss map and
the consequence of the Codazzi equation, Vi_B(Ej,Ek) = VﬁjB(Ei,Ek), for all
i,7,k, we get at p,

(2.3) T(y) = Y _Vdy(E,E)=mY Ej®VgH,
i=1 j=1
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where H = % trace B is the mean curvature vector field of M in R™*". We note
that E7 coincides with EIJ’ obtained by the musical isomorphism b.
Then, the Ruh-Vilms Theorem is an immediate consequence of (2.3)).

3. THE BIHARMONIC EQUATION FOR THE GAUSS MAP

Inspired by the expression for the tension field given in the previous section,
we now characterize the biharmonicity of the Gauss map in terms of the second
fundamental form of the submanifold. We obtain

Theorem 3.1. The Gauss map associated to a m-dimensional orientable submani-
fold M of R™™ is biharmonic if and only if

VxALH — mVjH(X)H +traceB(2Av(+)H(X) — AV§H( )
(3.1) —2trace R1 (-, X))V H — trace(VIRY) (-, X)H = 0,

for all X € C(TM), where A denotes the Weingarten operator and H the mean
curvature vector field of M in R™T",

Proof. We fix an orientation on M and consider {E;}"; to be a local positive ori-
ented orthonormal frame field, geodesic at p € M. In order to determine the biten-
sion field of the Gauss map, by using (2.1)), (2.2]) and (23] we obtain

trace R(dvy,7(7))dy = ZR(d’Y(Ei)J(’Y))d’Y(Ei)
i=1

= m Y. R(E; @ B(E,E)),E © Vi H)E}, ® B(E;, Ey)
h,i,j5,k=1

= m Y {0(VE,H B(E, E)E; @ B(E, E))
hy,j,k=1
—0;n(B(E;, E;), B(E;, Ey,)) By © Vg, H
+6ne(V, H, B(E;, E;))E} ® B(E;, Ey)
- jk<v§hH,B(Ei,Ej)>E;;@B(Ei,Ek)}
- m Y {<vng,B(Ei,Ek)>E;;@B(Ei,Ej)
i,5,k=1
—(B(E;, E)), B(Ei, E}))Ef, © V5, H
+(Vg, H, B(E;, E;))E; ® B(E;, Ey,)
~(V§,H, B(E;, E))) E; © B(Ei, Ej) }.
Further computations lead to

trace R(dvy,7(v))dy = mz {E}: ® Z <(2<V§jH,B(EZ-,Ek)>
ij=1
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By using the Weingarten operator we can express

AV, H B(Ei, B)) = (B(Ei, Ey), Vi H) = (24v, (Br) - Agy (E;), B,

and from the Gauss equation of M in R™*"
(B(Y,T), B(X,2)) = (B(X,T), B(Y, 2))~(R™(X,Y)Z,T), VX,Y. 2,T € C(TM),
forY =72=FE;, X =FE,, T =E;, we get

i (B(E;, E;), B(Ei, B))E; = f: {<B(Ek7Ej)aB(Eiin)>_<RM(Ek7Ei)Ei7EJ'>}Ej

= Z {m<AH(Ek), EZ)>EZ - RM(Ek, EZ)EZ}
i=1
= mAg(Ey) — Ricci™ (Ey),
where Ricci™ denotes the Ricci tensor field of M.
By summing up all of the above we obtain

trace R(dvy,7(7))dy = mZEZ ® <Z B(ZAVJE_H(Ek) - Avng(Ej),Ej)
k=1 j=1 ! '

L L
(32) _vaH(Ek)H + vRicci]\/I(E‘k)];I> !

In order to compute —AY7(7y) we recall that, since { E;}I", is geodesic at p, (V g, Ex)p =
0 and (Vg,VE,E;)p =0, for all i,k = 1,...,m. Thus, at p we have

trace V37(y) = Z Ve Ve t(y) =m Z Vi Ve, (B ® VﬁkH)
i=1 ik=1

V% (Ve E;®@ Vg H+ By @ Vi Vg H)

7

-
B
Il
—

I
3
NE

(Ve Ve Ei @V H+ E; @ Ve VEVEH)

-
B
Il
—

I
3
NE

((ininEk)* © Vi H+ Ef @ vﬁ.vgivgﬁ)

-
B
Il
—

[
3
NERINE

(3.3) = m Yy E;®VyVg Ve H

e
Il

1

i7

Moreover, by using the curvature tensor fields RM and R*, for V and V-, respec-
tively, at p we obtain

VEVEVEH = Vi ( RY(E;, Ey)H + Vi, Vi H + V[lEi’Ek}H>
= (Vg,RY)(E;, Ex)H + RH(E;, E,)VE,H
+V5,VE Ve H + Vi Vi g H
= (Vg,RY)(E;, By)H + 2R (E;, E,) Vg, H

+V4, (VEVEH — Vo, . H ) + Vi,

7



6 A. BALMUS, S. MONTALDO, AND C. ONICIUC

thus

trace V37(y) = mZEZ ® <trace {(V%RL)( - Ep)H 4+ 2R*( -, Ek)VlH}
k=1

(3.4) ~VEAYH 4+ VL .M(Ek)H).

Ricci

We finally substitute ([3:2]) and (B8.4]) into the biharmonic equation and conclude. [

3.1. The case of hypersurfaces. Let M be a nowhere zero mean curvature hy-
persurface in R™*!1. We obtain

Theorem 3.2. The Gauss map of a non-minimal hypersurface M™ in R™HL s
proper biharmonic if and only if grad f # 0 and

(3.5) Agrad f + A?(grad f) — |A]* grad f = 0.

where A denotes the rough Laplacian on C(TM) and f and A denote the mean
curvature function and, respectively, the shape operator of M in R™t1.

Proof. In this case we can consider the expression of the mean curvature vector
field as H = fn, where f = |H| is the mean curvature function of M in R™*! and
n= ﬁH is a unit section in the normal bundle N M.

In the following we shall use the general biharmonic equation ([B.I]) and express it

for the case of hypersurfaces.
Since H = fn and V5 = 0, we get that

(3.6) trace RT(-, X)VTH =0
and
(3.7) trace(VER) (-, X)H = 0.

By considering now {E;}™, to be a local orthonormal frame field on M we obtain

trace B(24gs 5(X) = Agiu(-).0) = O {2B(ACX). Ei(H)E) - X(/)B(AE), E) }
1=1

(3.8) = (X,24%(grad f) — |A|* grad f)n
and
(3.9) Vi ooH = (X, fA(grad f))n.

For the final term, we recall that grad Af = Agrad f + Ricci (grad f). Also, as a
consequence of the Gauss equation for M in R™t!, we have

Ricci™ (grad f) = mfA(grad f) — A%(grad f).
Thus, it follows that
VxATH = (X,grad Af)n
(3.10) = (X,Agrad f +mfA(grad f) — A*(grad f))n.
Finally, by replacing the expressions (3.6), (3.7), (3.8), 39), 3I0) in @BII), we

deduce that the Gauss map of the hypersurface is biharmonic if and only if
(X,Agrad f + A*(grad f) — |A*grad f) =0, VX € C(TM),
and this completes the proof. O
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Example 3.3. The first example of hypersurface with proper biharmonic Gauss map
is obtained by analyzing the right cylinders in R3. A right cylinder in R? determined
by a plane curve parametrized by arc length has proper biharmonic Gauss map if
and only if the curve is a clothoid or a Cornu spiral. Indeed, consider a right cylinder
in R3, determined by a curve o : I — R?, parametrized by arc length. Denote by
s the parameter along o and by t the parameter along the generatrix. If £ denotes
the signed curvature of o, then the mean curvature function is f(s,t) = j:%k;(s).
Moreover, since A?(grad f) = |A|?grad f = k?(s)grad f, equation (B.5) becomes
k = 0, hence k is a second degree polynomial in s and, by using the fundamental
theorem of plane curves, we deduce that o is a clothoid.

By a straightforward computation we obtain

Proposition 3.4. Let M™ be a submanifold in R™™. Then the generalized cylinder
Rx M in R™" L has biharmonic Gauss map if and only if M has biharmonic Gauss
map.

4. HYPERCONES WITH BIHARMONIC (GAUSS MAP

In order to obtain some examples of hypersurfaces with biharmonic Gauss map,
in the following we shall study the hypercones generated by hypersurfaces of the
unit Euclidean sphere.

Let us first consider M to be an arbitrary r-dimensional submanifold of the unit
Euclidean sphere S™*!. The cone in R™*2 generated by M is defined by the im-
mersion

¢ :(0,00) x M — R™2
The differential of ¢ is determined by
A1) (0/0t () = P = z%(P)eald(p)),

A py (X (t.p)) = tXp = 1% (D)ea(0(p)),
where {eq}™ 2 is the canonical orthonormal frame field on R™*2, X € C(TM) with
X(p) = £%(p)ea(p) € R™*2 for all p € M, and, typically, we use the same notation
for a vector field and for its lift to the product manifold.
If we denote by g the metric on M, then the immersion ¢ : (0,00) x M — R™*2
induces on the product (0,00) x M the warped metric g = dt? +t2g. Thus the cone

can be seen as the warped product
M — (0700) Xt2 M

Denote by V and V the Levi-Civita connections on M and on M, respectively,
and recall that (see [14], p.206]) V is completely determined by

V@/@ta/at - O
(4.1) Va/atX =Vx0/ot = %X
VxY =VyxY — t{(X,Y)0/ot,

where X,Y € C(T'M). The second fundamental form of the cone in R™*+2, obtained
by using (4.1]), is given by

(4.2) B(9/0t,0/0t) =0, B(X,0/0t) =0, B(X,Y)=tB(X,Y),

for all X,Y € C(T'M), where B denotes the second fundamental form of M in S™*1.
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Thus, if we denote by A the Weingarten operator of M in S™*! with respect to

an arbitrary fixed unit section 7 in the normal bundle of M in S™*!, we obtain
the expression for the Weingarten operator A of the cone with respect to the unit
section 7n(t,p) = 7(p), (t,p) € M, in the normal bundle of M in R"™*+2,

(4.3) A0/ot) =0  and  A(X) = SA(X),

for all X € C(T'M), and, consequently, |A|? = 5[A[*.
Moreover, for a smooth function f € C°°(M), we have

of 1
(4.4) grad f = a@/@t + 2 grad f;
and
’f nof 1

where f; € C°(M), fi(p) = f(t,p), for all p € M and t € (0, 00).
We are now ready to write down the conditions for the biharmonicity of the Gauss
map associated to a hypercone.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a non-minimal hypersurface of S™t. The Gauss map

associated to the hypercone (0,00) X2 M is proper biharmonic if and only if

Agrad f + Zz(gradf) +(2m -3 — [A>)grad f =0
(4.6)
SAT + (3m — 6 — [A)F = 0,

where A and f € C°(M) are the shape operator and the mean curvature function
of M in S, respectively.

Proof. Consider §/0t and {E;}™, a local orthonormal frame field on M, geodesic at
p. Then {8 /o, %EZ} ~ constitutes a local orthonormal frame field on (0, 00) X2 M.

Denoting by f is the mean curvature function of M in S™*! and using [@2)), we get
the mean curvature function f of the hypercone,

m 1
=ttt
Using (4.4]), we get
m 1 1 —

and this, together with (4.3)), implies

(4.7) A?(grad f) = (1) %522(grad ).
Also,
(4.8) 1 A[2 grad f = (m’i y ti4|Z|2 (Fosor - %gradf).
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In order to compute A(grad f) = — trace V2(grad f) we shall use @&I). Thus,
trace V2 (tija/at) — FVosoVasor (%a/at) + tizf; {%VENE@- (Fo/ot)
VB, (176/8t> }
- o S5a/0t + T Z{ Dofor+ 5 BB —3fa/at}

= (6 3m)F ~B7)o/or + t%gradf,

and

trace V2 <ti3 grad f) = Vysa:Vayor (t% grad 7)

1<~ (1 _ 1 .
+ 3 {5VR Vi gad T - Vo, 5 (5 e 7) }
i=1
6 1l (1 _ _ _
= t_5 gradf + t_2 Z {t_3VEZ (sz gradf — t<Ei7grad f>a/6t)
i=1

_2 5 grad f}
= Af@/@t —|— ((5 —2m) grad f — A grad f)
Using the two expressions above we obtam
(4.9)
Agrad f) = nj_ 1 { ((6 —3m)f —3Af)o/ot + ((2m —3)grad f + Agrad f) }
By substituting (£7)), ([4.8) and (£9) in B.0), we obtain the desired result. O

Corollary 4.2. Let M be a non-minimal hypersurface of S™ with constant norm
of the shape operator. We have

(i) if the Gauss map associated to the hypercone (0,00) %42 M is proper bihar-
monic, then

(4.10) 2Z2(grad f)—mf A(grad f) — ;\ZF grad f = 0.

(ii) if M is compact, then the Gauss map associated to the hypercone is proper

biharmonic if and only if M has constant mean curvature in S™T, m > 2
and |A]? = 3(m — 2).

Proof. The second equation of ([6]) implies
3grad A f + (3m — 6 — |A|*) grad f = 0,
and, since grad A f = Agrad f + RicciM (grad f), we obtain
Agrad f = <2 —m+ = |A|2> grad f — Ricci™ (grad f).

We substitute this expression in the first equation of (A.6]) and it follows that

Z2(grad f)— Ricci™ (grad f) + <m —-1- g]ZP) grad f = 0.
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Finally, from the Gauss equation for M in S™*! we deduce that
Ricci™ (X) = (m — 1)X + mf A(X) — A°(X), VX e C(T™),

and we conclude.
In order to prove (ii), we integrate the second equation of (A.6]) and we get 3m —
6 — |A|?> = 0, and then f is constant. O

As a consequence of Theorem F.1] we obtain,

Theorem 4.3. Let M be a constant non-zero mean curvature hypersurface of smHt,
The Gauss map associated to the hypercone (_O,oo) X2 M is proper biharmonic if
and only if m > 2 and |A|*> = 3(m—2), where A is the shape operator of M in S™1.

Proof. If f is constant, then the first condition of (46)) is identically satisfied and
the second one implies [A]? = 3(m — 2). The converse is immediate. O

For the case of hypercones in R? and R?, i.e. m = 1 and m = 2, we have the
following non-existence results.

Theorem 4.4. There exist no cones in R? with proper biharmonic Gauss map.

Proof. Consider a cone in R? generated by a curve o : I — S?, parametrized by arc
length. Denote by s the parameter on the curve and by T = & the tangent vector
field along o. Since V?ﬁT = kN, with N the unit normal vector field along o, the
mean curvature function is given by f = %k,

A(0/0s) = k0/0s and |42 = &2,

grad f = £k0/0s and Agrad f = :F.k:“(‘)/(‘)s.
Thus, condition (4.6) becomes
k+k=0
(4.11)
k(34 k%) + 3k = 0.

This implies that kk? = 0, hence k = 0, i.e. the Gauss map of the cone is harmonic,
and we conclude. O

Theorem 4.5. There exist no hypercones in R*, over compact non-minimal surfaces
——2 3 . . .
M~ C S°, with proper biharmonic Gauss map.

Proof. Suppose that the Gauss map of the hypercone over M is proper biharmonic.
Since m = 2, the second equation of (8] leads to

(4.12) 3Af—|APF=0.

By integrating condition (@I2)) on M and by using the fact that f is positive, we
conclude that |A|?> = 0 and we have a contradiction. O

When m > 2, we have examples of hypercones with proper biharmonic Gauss
map. Recall that if M is a hypersurface in S™*, then the cone over M has harmonic
Causs map if and only if M is minimal in S™*! (see [8, [19]). This does not hold
in the case of the biharmonicity. Indeed, by considering M to be a constant mean
curvature proper biharmonic hypersurface of S”*! and by using the fact that the
squared norm of the shape operator of such a submanifold is equal to m (see [4]) we
get
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Theorem 4.6. Let M be a constant mean curvature proper biharmonic hypersurface
of S, Then the hypercone (0,00) X2 M has proper biharmonic associated Gauss
map if and only if m = 3.

Remark 4.7. Theorem can be deduced, for the particular case of the hyper-
sphere of radius equal to Z5» in a more geometrical manner. The argument is the

following. In [IT], the authors proved that if ¢ : N — S§™(J;) is a harmonic map

and i:8"(J;) = S™*! denotes the inclusion map, then the tension and bitension
fields of the composition are given by

(413)  rlioy) = 2()n and Im(iow) = (Ac(y))T — 2y (arad e(v))

where e(1)) denotes the energy density of the map 1 and 7 the unit section of the

normal bundle of S"(J) in S™*1. The Gauss map associated to the hypercone

(0,00) X2 S™(J5) are given by

v :(0,00) X2 S"(J5) — smt

v(t, p) =7(p),
ie. y(t,xt, ... ™t X)) = (xt, ... amtl —J5). We can thus think of v, up to an

isometry, as the composition i o 1), where

2 (0,00) xp2 §™(5) = S™ ()

¢(t7p) =D-
The map 7 is the projection onto the second factor of a warped product, so it is a
harmonic map. Now, since d)(9/0t) = 0 and dy)(X) = X, for all X € C(TS"(;)),
the energy density of ¢ is e(y)) = 55 and grade(y) = —350/0t. Thus, we deduce
that

-3
(4.14) Ae(t)) = % and  dip(grade(tp)) = 0.
Finally, by using (4.13) and (4.14]), we conclude that the Gauss map associated to
the hypercone (0,00) x;2 S™(J5) in R™*+2 is proper biharmonic if and only if m = 3,
in accordance with Theorem

5. HYPERCONES GENERATED BY ISOPARAMETRIC HYPERSURFACES IN SPHERES

We recall that a hypersurface M in S™T! is said to be isoparametric of type
¢ if it has constant principal curvatures k; > ... > ky with respective constant
multiplicities mq,...,my, m = my +ma + ... + my. E. Cartan classified in [5]
the isoparametric hypersurfaces with £ = 1,2,3. For ¢ > 3 a full classification of
isoparametric hypersurfaces is not yet known. Nevertheless, it is known that the
number ¢ is either 1,2,3,4 or 6 (see [13]) and the following information on the
principal curvatures and their multiplicities is available.

(i) If £ =1, then M is totally umbilical.

(ii) If £ = 2, then M = S™'(r1) x S™2(rq), 7} + 73 = 1.

(iii) If £ = 3, then m; =mg =m3g =29, ¢=0,1,2,3.

(iv) If £ = 4, then my = mg and my = my. Moreover, (my,ms2) = (2,2) or (4,5),
or my +ms+ 1 is a multiple of 22"~ where p(s) is the number of integers
rwith 1 <r<s,r=0,1,2,4(mod8) and m* = min{my, ma}.

(v) If £ =6, then m; =mo=...=mg=1or 2.
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Moreover, there exists an angle 6, 0 < 6 < 7 , such that

(=)
1

We now study the biharmonicity of the Gauss map of the hypercones generated
by isoparametric hypersurfaces in spheres. We shall detail this study according to
the type £ of the isoparametric hypersurface.

(5.1) ko = cot (6 + ), a=1,...,L

Isoparametric hypersurface with ¢ = 1. In this case M is a hypersphere S"(a),

ogmtl q T2 1—a?
a € (0,1), in 8™, Since [A]* = m—s5—,
a

by using Theorem (.3l we obtain

Proposition 5.1. Consider the hypercone (0,00) x;2S™(a), a € (0,1), in R™T2. [ts

associated Gauss map is proper biharmonic if and only if m > 2 and a = |/ "

Remark 5.2. We underline the fact that Proposition [5.1] provides examples of hy-
persurfaces with proper biharmonic associated Gauss map in any (m-+2)-dimensional
Euclidean space, with m > 2.

Isoparametric hypersurface with ¢ = 2. In this case M is a generalized torus
S™(ry) x §™2(ry) € ™ my + mg = m, r} +r? = 1. The squared norm of the
r2
T

Proposition 5.3. Consider the hypercone (0,00) X2 (S™ (r1) x S™2(rg)) in R™*2.

shape operator is |A]? = ( )2m1 + (:—;)27712 and, by using Theorem A3l we get

Its associated Gauss map is proper biharmonic if and only if m >3, ™3 # 72 and
1 2
my  m
(5.2) “ 2 = 4m — 6.
1 2

Remark 5.4. In order to obtain an example, consider m > 3, mq = 1, and mg =
m — 1. Then

o 3m—4+v9Im? —40m + 40
L 2(4m — 6)
are solutions for (B.2)).

2:5m—8$\/9m2—40m—|—40

T and 73 2(dm — 6)

Isoparametric hypersurface with ¢ = 3. In this case, taking into account (5.1I),
there exists 6 € (0,7/3) such that

T k1 —+/3 27 ki ++/3
k1 = cot 8, ko=cot (0 +—-) = —+—, ks = cot (0 + —
1 2 ( 3) 1 4 \/gkl 3 ( 3 )
Thus, the square of the norm of the shape operator is
kD + 45kF + 6
(1 — 3k3)?

1 —3k

(5.3) |AP? = 29(k? + K2+ k3) =2

and m=3-29 ¢=0,1,2,3. o
On the other hand, from Theorem 3] the hypercone generated by M has proper
biharmonic Gauss map if and only if

[AP> =3(m —2) =3(3-27 - 2).
The last equation, together with (5.3]), implies that k; is a solution of
(5.4) 3-292% £ (18 —27-29) 2t + (=12 4+33-29) 22 +2 - 21 =0.
If ¢ = 0, equation (5.4]) becomes 325 — 924 41122 +1 = 0 and it has no real roots.
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If ¢ = 1, equation (5.4]) becomes z%(2% — 3)? = 0, which has one root 2 = /3 in
(@, o). Notice that when k1 = /3, M is minimal.

If ¢ = 2, equation (5.4) becomes 6x% — 452* + 6022 — 1 = 0 and it has two distinct
roots in (@, o0), different from /3.

If ¢ = 3, equation (5.4) becomes 42 — 332* + 4222 — 1 = 0 and it has two distinct

roots in (@, o0), different from /3.
We can conclude,

Proposition 5.5. Consider an isoparametric hypersurface of type 3 in S™TL. The
Gauss map of its hypercone is proper biharmonic if and only if
(i) ¢ = 2 and the first principal curvature ky is one of the two roots of the
equation 625 — 452 + 6022 — 1 =0 in (@, 00),
or
(il) ¢ = 3 and the first principal curvature ki is one of the two roots of the
equation 4z% — 33x* + 4222 —1 =0 in (@, 00).

Isoparametric hypersurface with ¢ = 4. In this case, taking into account (&.1),
there exists 6 € (0,7/4) such that

_ . z _k‘l—l

k1 = cot 0, kg—cot(0+4)_kl+1,
P ASE B S TS
k‘3—COt(9+§)— i 1{:4—00‘5(94—4)- T

The square of the norm of the shape operator is

ky—1 2+ kp+1)2
ky + 1 k— 1

1
(5.5) = m\+ 16m2X +2(my + mg),

_ 1
A2 = m <k%+—2>+m2
kl

1\2
where \ = (kzl — H) .
Since in this case m = 2(mj + mg), from Theorem 3] the hypercone generated
by M has proper biharmonic Gauss map if and only if

|[A]> = 3(m — 2) = 6(my +ma — 1).
The last equation, together with (5.5]), implies that A is a solution of
(5.6) miN? — (4(mq 4+ mg) — 6)\ + 16my = 0.

Notice that if (mq, mg) = (2,2) or (4,5), equation (5.6) has no real roots. Conse-
quently, we obtain

Proposition 5.6. Consider an isoparametric hypersurface of type 4 in S™*1. The
Gauss map of its hypercone is proper biharmonic if and only if its first principal
curvature ky is given by the condition that A = <k‘1 — %) is the positive solution
of the equation

miA® — (4(m1 4+ ma) — 6)A + 16my = 0,

and my +ma + 1 is a multiple of 270 =1 where p(s) is the number of integers r
with 1 <r <s andr=0,1,2,4(mod8).
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Example 5.7. In order to obtain an explicit example for this case we shall consider
from the Takagi list (see [20]) the following homogeneous hypersurfaces with four
principal curvatures,

(5.7) M = S(U(k) x U(2))/(T? x SU(k — 2)) c §*+1,
where n =2k + 1, n > 5.

Since my; = n — 2 and mg = 2, from Proposition we deduce that the Gauss
map of the hypercone over M is biharmonic if and only if

(5.8) (n—2)A\% — (4n — 6)A + 32 =0.
By denoting sin?260 = z € (0,1) we have \ = 4%, and equation (5.8)) becomes
(5.9) (4n — 3)z? — (6n — 11)z + 2(n — 2) = 0.

Since n is odd, (5.9) has real roots if and only if n > 9. It is easy to verify that, for
n > 9, the two real roots of (5.9]) are in (0,1) and we obtain

6n — 11 + V4n2 — 44n + 73
2(4n — 3)

(5.10) sin? 20 =

Notice that M is minimal if and only if
(n—2)cot*d —2(n +2)cot? 6+ (n —2) =0,

thus, the Gauss map of (0,00) x;2 M is harmonic if and only if

V£ V2

NN

Since n > 9, from (5.10) and (5.11]) we get that (0, 00) x,2 M has proper biharmonic
Gauss map if and only if n > 9 and

(5.11) cot?f =

1 o [6n—11++V4n2 —44n + 73
f = — arcsin
2(4n — 3)

Isoparametric hypersurface with ¢ = 6. In this case, taking into account (5.1I),
there exists 6 € (0,7/6) such that

™ \/gk‘l—l
k1 = cot 0, ko =cot (0 + =) = ————,
! ? ( 6) k‘1—|—\/§
T kl—\/g T 1
kg=cot (0 + =) = —+—, ky=cot (04 =) = ——,
K (0+3) 1+ v/3k; ! 0+3) k1
2 k‘l—l-\/g 5t 1—1—\/3]{31
ks =cot (0 4+ —) = ————, k¢ =cot (0 + —) = ————.
5 ( 3 ) 1 \/gkl 6 ( 6 ) \/g_kl
Ifm; =1,7=1,...,6, then the square of the norm of the shape operator is
— 12 + 495k% — 528K + 495k
(5.12) AR = 9k1” + 495k7 — 528k} + 495k7 +9

k2(3k$ — 10k + 3)2 ’
and since m = 6 the hypercone generated by M has proper biharmonic Gauss map
if and only if
|[A]? = 12.
The last equation, together with (5.12]), implies that k; is a solution of the equation
212 — 12210 + 13528 — 2162° + 1352 — 1222 +1 = 0,

which has no real roots.
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Ifm; =2,i=1,...,6, a similar computation leads to the conclusion that k; is a
solution of the equation

3212 — 45210 + 46528 — 76620 + 4652* — 4522 + 3 = 0,

which has no real roots.
Conclusively, we have

Proposition 5.8. There exist no isoparametric hypersurface of type 6 whose asso-
ciated hypercone has proper biharmonic Gauss map.
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