arXiv:2201.10415v1 [math.DG] 25 Jan 2022

ON THE SECOND VARIATION OF THE BIHARMONIC CLIFFORD
TORUS IN §*

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

ABSTRACT. The flat torus T = S' (3) x S' (1) admits a proper biharmonic isometric im-
mersion into the unit 4-dimensional sphere S* given by ® = i o ¢, where ¢ : T — 83(\/#5)
is the minimal Clifford torus and i : S3(\/i§) — S* is the biharmonic small hypersphere.
The first goal of this paper is to compute the biharmonic indexr and nullity of the proper
biharmonic immersion ®. After, we shall study in the detail the kernel of the generalised
Jacobi operator I5'. We shall prove that it contains a direction which admits a natural vari-
ation with vanishing first, second and third derivatives, and such that the fourth derivative
is negative. In the second part of the paper we shall analyse the specific contribution of ¢
to the biharmonic index and nullity of ®. In this context, we shall study a more general
composition o = @ oi, where ¢ : M™ — S"_l(%), m > 1, n > 3, is a minimal immersion
and 7 : S"_l(%) — S™ is the biharmonic small hypersphere. First, we shall determine a

general sufficient condition which ensures that the second variation of P is nonnegatively
defined on C(¢~'TS™!). Then we complete this type of analysis on our Clifford torus and,
as a complementary result, we obtain the p-harmonic index and nullity of ¢. In the final
section we compare our general results with those which can be deduced from the study of
the equivariant second variation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Harmonic maps are the critical points of the energy functional

1

(L) B(6) =5 [ ldofdow

where ¢ : M — N is a smooth map from a compact Riemannian manifold (M™,g) to a
Riemannian manifold (N™, k). In particular, ¢ is harmonic if it is a solution of the Euler-
Lagrange system of equations associated to (L)), i.e.,

(1.2) — d"d¢ = trace Vdo =0 .

The left member of (L2) is a vector field along the map ¢ or, equivalently, a section of the
pull-back bundle ¢~ *T'N: it is called tension field and denoted 7(¢). In addition, we recall
that, if ¢ is an isometric immersion, then ¢ is a harmonic map if and only if it defines a
minimal submanifold of N (see [T, 8] for background).

A related topic of growing interest is the study of biharmonic maps. As suggested in [§],
[9], these maps, which provide a natural generalisation of harmonic maps, are defined as the
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critical points of the bienergy functional

Blo) =5 [ adoi o =5 [ [0 dow

There have been extensive studies on biharmonic maps. We refer to [5 [1T], 13| 15, 20, 22]
for an introduction to this topic. We observe that, obviously, any harmonic map is trivially
biharmonic and an absolute minimum for the bienergy. Therefore, we say that a biharmonic
map is proper if it is not harmonic and, similarly, a biharmonic isometric immersion is proper
if it is not minimal.

Our paper is devoted to the study of the second variation of the bienergy functional. In order
to introduce this topic, it is convenient to recall some basic facts about the generalised Jacobi
operator IS’ (V') and the definition of index and nullity. More specifically, let ¢ : M — N be
a biharmonic map. We shall consider a two-parameter smooth variation {¢;} (—¢ <t,s <
g, oo = ¢) and denote by V, W their associated vector fields:

0
t=0
0
W(z) = 95| _, Go,s(x) € Ty N -

Note that V and W are sections of ¢ 'T'N. The Hessian of the bienergy functional E, at
its critical point ¢ is defined by

02
H(Ey)o(V. W) = 5o

E2 ((bt,s) .

(t,s)=(0,0)

The following theorem was obtained by Jiang and translated by Urakawa [11]:

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ : M — N be a biharmonic map between two Riemannian manifolds
(M™,g) and (N™, h), where M is compact. Then the Hessian of the bienergy functional Es
at a critical point ¢ is given by

HEDV.W) = (50).W) = [ (1500, W) du

where I =: C (¢7'TN) — C (¢~ 'T'N) is a semilinear elliptic operator of order 4.

When the context is clear, we shall just write I, instead of I3.

Next, we want to give an explicit description of the operator I5. To this purpose, let VM V¥
and V¢ be the induced connections on the bundles TM, TN and ¢~'T'N respectively. Then
the rough Laplacian on sections of ¢~ 'T'N, denoted by A, is defined by

m

A=dd=-)Y {Viivii - V@gei} )

i=1

where {e;}, is a local orthonormal frame field tangent to M.
Let S"(R) denote the Euclidean n-dimensional sphere of radius R. We shall write S™ when

R = 1. In the present paper, we shall only need the explicit expression of I5(V') in the case
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that the target manifold is S”. This useful formula, which was first given in [19] and can be
deduced from a more general result in [I1], is the following:

L(V) = AV +A (trace(V,d¢-)do - —|dg|> V) + 2(d7(¢), do)V + |7(8)]2V
—2trace(V,dr(¢)-)d¢ - =2 trace(r(¢),dV-)dop - —(1(¢), V)7(p)
(1.4) +trace(dg-, AV)dg¢ - +trace(de-, (trace(V, do-)dep-))de -
—2|d¢|? trace(dg-, Vded - +2(dV, de)T(¢) — |do|* AV + |de[*V

where - denotes trace with respect to a local orthonormal frame field on M.
Next, we recall from the general theory that, since M is compact, the spectrum

< g < o<y < ...

of the generalised Jacobi operator I,(V') associated to the bienergy is discrete and tends to
+o00 as ¢ tends to +00. We denote by V; the eigenspace associated to the eigenvalue p;.
Then we can define the biharmonic index of ¢ as follows (see, for instance, [24]):

(1.5) Indexs(¢) = Y _ dim(V;).

<0
The biharmonic nullity of ¢ is defined as the dimension of the kernel of I5:

(1.6) Nully(¢) = dim {V € C(¢™'TN) : I(V) =0} = dim (Ker(1)) .

We say that a biharmonic map ¢ : M — N is stable if Indexy(¢) = 0. As pointed out
in [§], this definition has to be regarded as a notion of second order stability. This notion
has a geometric meaning, that is it does not depend on the variation {¢;} but only on the
associated vector field V' = 0¢,/ 8t‘ o~ On the other hand, we know that for a variation
{¢:} with associated vector field V' which belongs to Ker(1;), it may happen that

d* d*
(1.7) T tZOEg(qbt)—O, C=1,....k—1; i |,
If (L) occurs, then the function Ey(¢;) has a local maximum at ¢ = 0.
In general, the study of the second variation of the bienergy functional is a complicated
task and there are not many papers dealing with computations and estimates of the index
and nullity of some proper biharmonic submanifolds in the Euclidean unit sphere S™ (for

instance, see [2], 13} [14], [16]).

A natural first step is to investigate the second variation of a proper biharmonic submanifold

of S™ which lies in the small hypersphere S"‘l(%) as a minimal submanifold. In this order

Es(¢) <0 forsomeeven k > 4.

of ideas, one of the simpler examples is the proper biharmonic Clifford torus in S*. More
precisely, let T be the flat torus with radii equal to 1/2, i.e.,

(1.8) T =S (%) x St (%) :

and denote by ® : T — S* the proper biharmonic isometric immersion obtained as the com-
position of the minimal Clifford torus ¢ : T — S3 <%> followed by the proper biharmonic

inclusion 4 : S? (%) — S*. This example was partially discussed in [13], where the authors

conjectured that its biharmonic index is equal to 1. In this paper we shall complete the

study of this example and compute the exact values of both Nully(®) and Indexq(P).
3



For future use, we point out that the we shall perform all the computations related to
® = 7 o p using the following explicit description:

T — S*CR’

1 1 1 1 1
(1.9) (v,0) — (50087,§sin7,§cosﬁ,§sin19,ﬁ), 0<~,9< 2.

The first result of our paper is:
Theorem 1.2. Let ® : T — S* be the proper biharmonic immersion defined in (L9). Then

(i) Indexs(®) = 1;
(i) Nully(®) = 11.

The proof of Theorem will be carried out in Section 2
In Section B we shall completely determine the structure of Ker(l) putting in evidence the
existence of sections which are not originated from the Killing vector fields. We shall also

show that the interesting phenomenon (7)) does occur for a suitable variation and k = 4.

We observe that the Clifford torus ¢ : T — S? (%) is minimal, and so it is a stable critical
point for the bienergy. By contrast, the small hypersphere i : S? (%) — S* is unstable with
biharmonic index equal to 1 (see [I3]). Then it seems of interest to study the effects of this
composition on the second variation. This type of analysis will be carried out in Section 4]
where we shall study the specific contribution of the minimal immersion ¢ to the biharmonic
index of the composition ¢ =i o . 3

In this context, we shall study a more general composition & = ¢ o4, where ¢ : M™ —
S"‘l(%), m > 1, n > 3, is a minimal immersion and i : S"‘l(%) — S" is the biharmonic
small hypersphere. First, we shall determine a general sufficient condition which ensures
that the second variation of ® is nonnegatively defined on C (@‘IT S"‘l). Then we complete
this type of analysis on our Clifford torus.

As a complementary result, we shall also obtain the p-harmonic index and nullity of the
harmonic map ¢ for any p > 2, where a p-harmonic map ¢ : M — N is a critical point of

the p-energy functional

1

(1.10) Ewy (o) = ]_7/1\4 |do|P dvpy .

In general, working on the whole C*°(M, N), it is very difficult to carry out a complete
study of the second variation of a given biharmonic map. Therefore, in order to obtain
some partial, but geometrically interesting results, it seems of interest to develop a method
of investigation reducing in a suitable way the domain of the bienergy functional. More
precisely, when a compact Lie group of isometries G acts on both M and N, we can restrict
to the set ¥ of all symmetric points with respect to the natural action of G on C*°(M, N).
In this spirit, in the final section, because the Clifford torus ®(T) in S* is a G-invariant
submanifold with G = SO(2) x SO(2), we compare our general results with those which can
be deduced from the study of the second variation restricted to the set X of all symmetric

points of C>°(T,S*) with respect to the action of G (see [23]).
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM

The first step is to derive an explicit expression for the operator I : C (®7'TS*) — C (®~'T'S*)
using formula ([I.4]). To this purpose, we first introduce suitable vector fields along ®.
More specifically, using Cartesian coordinates y = (y', v%, y>, v*,y°) on R®, we define

(1) Voo Yy@) Vo= Yi(@): Ve=Yi(®); V,=Yy(®),
where

Y, = 2(=52"0,0,0) (= (<25 + 20 ) ) 5
Yﬁ - 2(0707 _9479370) )

YI/ - \/5(?/1>?/2a _y3>_y470) ;

Y;7 = <y1>y2>y3>y47_%)

(2.2)

From a geometric viewpoint, we observe that {V,, V,V,,V,} provides an orthonormal basis
of T'S* at each point of the image of ®. Moreover, we point out that V., Vi are tangent to

the Clifford torus ® (T), V, represents the normal direction to the torus in S* (%), while

V,, is the normal to S? (%) in S*.

By way of summary, we conclude that each section V € C (®7'T'S*) can be written as

(2.3) V:f1V-y+f2V19+f3VV+f4Vn,
where f; € C>(T), j =1,...,4. We also point out that X, and Xy, where
0 0
X, =2—, Xy=2—
T oy YT o

are globally defined vector fields which form an orthonormal basis at each point of 7T'T.
Moreover, d®(X,) = Y, (@) =V, dP(Xy) = Yy(P) = V5.

For our purposes, it shall be sufficient to study in detail the case that the functions f; in
([2.3) are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian.

Our first goal is to compute AV, AVy, AV, ZVU. To this purpose, we observe that the
choice of vector fields of type (2.2 suggests that the simplest way to compute covariant
derivatives along ® is to use the following well-known formula, where W is a section of the
pull-back bundle ®~'7T'S* given by the composition of a (local) vector field on S?*, again
denoted by W, with ®:

VEW = Viao W = Ve W + (d2(X), W) @
We have:
VLV = VY,(9) = vy @)Yy
= Vy @)Yy + (Y5(D),Y,(2)) @

5

0 0
= VR2y28/8y 142¢10/8y? ( y F+2y ) 2) +(y y y y y)]
= [(_4ya_4y70a070)+(yayay>y>y)H¢
= (=3¢, -3 0% v 00) |,
= —V2V,-V,.
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Similarly, using the same method of computation we obtain the following identities:

VE Ve =—=V2V, = Vy; ViV = V2V,
(2.4) Vs, Vs =0; V& Ve = —V2Vy;
' V_%Vg =0; V_%Vn =Vy;
VE, Vo =V2V, =V, Ve, Ve ="Vs.

Next, we compute using (2.4) and obtain:

AV, = 3V,; AVy = 3Vy;

(25) AV, — 4V,: AV, = 2V,

By way of example, we detail here the steps to obtain the first equality in (2.5):

AV, = —[V?}W VE VL + VS, V?@Vw]
= [vh (~vav - V) +9]

= V2VI V. + VRV,
= 2V, +V,=3V,.

In the sequel, we shall denote by A the Laplace operator on T, i.e.,

20 T Y

Lemma 2.1. Assume that Af = \f. Then

(i) A(V)) = A+3)fV+4V2 1V, +4F,Vy;
(i) A(fVy) = A+3)fVo—AV2fV, +4f5 Vs
(i)  A(fV) = V2LV, +4V2f Vo + (A +4)f Vi
(iv)  A(fV,) = —4f,V,—4fsVo+(A+2)fV,.

Proof of Lemma[2]. This lemma can be easily proved using ([2.4]) and (2.3) together with
the general formula

A(fV)=(Af)V =2V, V + fAV,

where Vf =21, X, + 2fyXy. O



Lemma 2.2. Assume that Af = \f. Then

() BV = [(A+3)2f =48] Vs +[16,] Vo
+av2En+ 1| VL + RN +5) £V
(i) A(FVo) = [16£,,]Vy+ [(A+3)2f — 48f] Vi
—[av20N +T) £V, + [42A +5)£5] V

(i) B(V) = - [+ D]V + [V D]

+[(A2+ 16X+ 16)f] Vi + [—16\/§fw 1163 fw} v,
(iv) BV, = —[42A+5)1]V, — [4Q2X +5) 5] Vs
v [—16\/5 £ +16V2 fw] V, + [+ 8+ 4)f] V.

Proof of LemmalZ4. Since X, is a Killing field on T, Af, = X f,. Similarly, Afy = X fy.
Then the lemma can be proved using Lemma 2.1l and again (2.4]), (23] together with (2.6]).
U

Our first key result is:

Proposition 2.3. Assume that f € C*(T) is an eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue .
Then
(i) I (f V'y) = P‘(4 + )\)f - 48f'w] Vi + 16f“ﬂ9V19
+ [BV2(2+ N £, Vi 4+ 8Mf, Vs

(i) L(fVe) = 16f9V, 4+ N4+ N)f — 48f99] Vi
— [8V2(2+ N) 5] Vi + 8\ fi Viy;

(i) L(fV,) = —[BV22+Nf]V,+ [8V2(2+ N fs] Vs
+ A2+ NV, + [F16V215, + 16v2f09] Vi

(iV) ]2 (f Vn) == —8>\f7 V«, — 8)\f19 Vﬂ
+ [Z16V2f,, + 16V2 0] Vi, + [(N* + 41 = 16) ] V.

Proof. The proof of Proposition amounts to computing all the 13 terms which appear in

the right-hand side of formula (I4]) and adding them up.

In this proposition we only have to deal with sections of ®~'7T'S* which are of the type

V = fV* where f is an eigenfunction of A on the torus and V* is one amongst the 4 vector

fields defined in (2.1)).

We use Roman numbers to denote the 13 terms in (L4]) and now we show how to compute

each of them.

Term 1. It is of the type Zz( fV*) and was computed in Lemma 2.2

Term II. Since @ is an isometric immersion from a 2-dimensional domain, we have |d®|* = 2.

Therefore,

A (trace((fV*),d®-)d® - —[d®|* (fV*)) = A (F(V*, V)V4) + A (F(V, Vo) Vi) — 2A(fVF).
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Since each of the two scalar products (V*,V.), (V* V) is either equal to 0 or to 1, we
conclude readily that term II can now be computed using directly Lemma 211
Term III. First, we observe that, since ® =170 ¢

7(®) = di(7(p)) + traceVdi(dy-, dp-) = =2V,

where we used the fact that ¢ is minimal and the second fundamental form of the small
hypersphere S3(1/+/2) in $* is B(X,Y) = —(X,Y)n, with n|e =V,
Then

2(d7 (@), dP)(fV*) = —A(VX Vi, Vi) (FV7) = VR, Vi, Vo) (fV7) = =8V,

where the last equality is an immediate consequence of (2.4]).
Term IV. |7(®)]2(fV*) = 4(fV™).
Term V.

—2trace(V,dr(®))dd- = 4f(V*, V%VHVV +4f V7, V%V’»Vﬁ
= 4f(V VOV, +4f (V" V) Vy.

Term VI.
—2trace(r(®), d(fV*))d®- = 4(V,, 2[,V* + [V VIV, + 4V, 2fsV* + VS V) Vy .

Also this computation can now be ended easily using 4.
Term VII. —(7(®), (fV*)7(®) = —4f(V,, V)V,
Term VIII.

trace(d®-, A(fV*)d®- = (V,, A(f VNV, + (Vig, A(fV*)) Vi

So this term can be calculated using Lemma 2.1
Term IX. Since {V, Vy} are orthonormal at each point we easily find:

trace(d®-, (trace((fV*), d®-)d®))d®- = F(V*, VIV, + F(V*, Vy) V.
Term X.
—2[d®[? trace(dD-, (FV*))dD- = —Af(V,, VIV, — 4f (Vi VIV
Term XI.
2d(FV*), d®)7(d) = —4[2f7<v*, V) + F(VS V5 V) + 205 (VE, Vo) + FVEVE Vi) |1

Therefore the calculation of this term ends easily using (2.4]).
Term XII.

—|de[* A(fV*) = —2A(fV7).
This computation was performed in Lemma 2.1
Term XIII. [d®|*(fV*) = 4fV*.

Now we are in the right position to complete the proof of the proposition. As for (Z71)(i),

we follow the lines of computation which we have just described and we obtain the 13 terms
8



[-XIII in the case that V' = fV,. The result is
I = [(A+3)*f —48f,,] V, +[16f,,] Vs
+ [4VIRA+ DL Vi RN +5) 1]V,

M= —[(A+3)fV,+4V2 £V, +41, Y,
M = —8fV,
IV = 4fV,
Vo= 4fV,
VI = —AfV,
VII = 0
VII = (A +3)fV,
X = fV,
X = —4fV,
XI = —8fV,
XIL = =2 |(A+3)fV, + 21, Vi +4F, Y,
XII = 4fV,.
Adding up all these 13 terms and simplifying we obtain (2.7)(i). The proof of (2.7)(ii)—(iv)
is analogous and so we omit further details. 0

Proof of Theorem[I.4 We recall that the Laplace operator A on T is given in (2.0]) and we
denote by A;, ¢ € N, its spectrum.

We know that the eigenvalues of A have the form \; = 4(m? + n?), where m,n > 0. Then
it is convenient to define

SYo= (Vi Afi =N @ { Ve Afa = Nifa}
(2.8) O{fsVo : Afs = Nifs} @ {fuVy : Afs = Nifa}

As in [I3], SN L S% if i # j and @[5 SN is dense in C (®~'T'S*) (note that the scalar
product which we use on sections of ®~!T'S* is the standard L*-inner product). Moreover,
using the explicit description (2.8), it is easy to deduce from Proposition 2.3 that the operator
I, preserves each of the S*. Indeed, this is a consequence of the fact that, if f is an
eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue A, then the same is true for all its partial derivatives with
respect to v, ¥ because 0/0v and 9/9v are Killing vector fields on the torus.

By way of summary, we can compute the biharmonic index and nullity of 5 restricted to
each of the S*’s and then add up the results to complete the proof of Theorem

First, let us examine the eigenvalue A\g = 0. We have

SAO:{clVV : ClGR}@{CQVﬁ : CQER}@{CgVV : CgER}@{C4‘/77 : C4€]R}

and dim (S ’\0) = 4. It follows by a direct application of Proposition 23] that the restriction
of I, to S* gives rise to the eigenvalues 11 = —16 with multiplicity 1 (eigenvector V},), and

p2 = 0 with multiplicity equal to 3 (eigenvectors {V,, Vy, V. }).
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Then, we conclude that the contributions of this subspace to Indexs(®) and Nully(®) are
respectively 1 and 3.

Next, let us consider the case that A > 0. In this case, it is difficult to describe explicitly
all the couples (m,n) such A = 4(m? + n?) and so we proceed introducing a further, more
suitable, decomposition.

More precisely, let us denote by W) the corresponding eigenspace. In a similar fashion to
[2], we decompose

(2.9) Wy =W @, sy W@ WO

where it is understood that in (2.9]) we have to consider all the possible couples (m,n) € NxN
such that A\ = 4(m?+n?). The subspaces of the type W™ are 2-dimensional and are spanned
by the functions {cos(m~),sin(m~)}. Similarly, W%" is 2-dimensional and is generated by
{cos(n?),sin(nv)}. Finally, the subspaces W™", with m,n > 1, have dimension 4 and are
spanned by

{cos(m) cos(n1d), cos(m) sin(nd), sin(m~y) cos(nd), sin(m~y) sin(nd)} .
Now it becomes natural to define

st = AAV, e Wt e {foVy: fo € W}
e{fsVo: s €W™ Y {fiVyy: fa € W™} .

All these subspaces are orthogonal to each other. Moreover, for any positive eigenvalue \;,
we have

S = @4(m2+n2):)\¢ S

It follows easily from Proposition that the operator I, preserves each of the subspaces
S™™. Therefore, its spectrum can be computed by determing the eigenvalues of the matrices
associated to the restriction of I5 to each of the S™"’s. We shall see that dim (S™") is either
8 or 16 and so this approach enable us to provide a rather unified treatment, while the direct
study of the S*’s would be much trickier.

We point out that, in the rest of the proof, there are several long and tedious computations
which can be conveniently carried out using a suitable software (we used Mathematica).
We separate three cases:

Case 1: S™Y m > 1.

In this case dim (S™°) = 8 and an orthonormal basis {e;};—;. g of S™ is given by:

’ V2 cos(my) V. V/2sin(my) v,

(2.10) {\/ﬁco;(mv) V., \/§si7r;(m7) v,
V2 cos(my) v V2 sin(my) v V2 cos(my) v, V/2sin(my) Vn} .

10



Using Proposition with A = 4m? and computing we find that the (8 x 8)-matrices which
describe the operator I, with respect to the basis (ZI0)), i.e. (I2(e;),€;), are:

16m? (m? + 4) 0 0 0
0 16m? (m? + 4) 0 0
0 0 16 (m* + m?) 0
0 0 0 16 (m* + m?)
0 8v2m (4m? + 2) 0 0
—8v2m (4m? + 2) 0 0 0
0 32m?> 0 0
—32m? 0 0 0
0 —8v2m (4m? + 2) 0 —32m3
8v2m (4m? + 2) 0 32m® 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
16m? (m? + 3) 0 16v/2m? 0
0 16m? (m? + 3) 0 16v/2m?
16v/2m? 0 16 (m* +m? — 1) 0
0 16v/2m? 0 16 (m* +m? — 1)
The characteristic polynomial is
(2.11) P(z) = (z — 16(m? + m*)* (Py(x))”,
where
Pg(l’) =ap+ a1x + &21’2 + &31’3
and its coefficients are the following:
apg = —4096m?*(m — 1)(m + 1)(m® — 3m® + m* + 4m? — 2)
a; = 256m*(3m°® + 4m* +7m* —9)
a; = —16(3m* +8m? —1)
as = 1.

Because all the roots of P3(x) are real, according to the Descartes rule we can conclude that
the third order polynomial P3(x) possesses three positive roots provided that

(212) a0<0, 0,1>0, ar <0, az3>0.

Now, it is easy to check that (2.12)) is satisfied provided that m > 2.
By contrast, when m = 1 we have ag = 0. In this case, it is easy to conclude that Ps(z) has
two positive roots and one root equal to 0, with multiplicity 2 as a root of the characteristic
polynomial P(x) in (ZIT]).
In summary, we have proved that the contributions of the subspaces S™° m > 1, to Nully(®)
and Index,(®) are respectively 2 and 0.
Case 2: SO n > 1.
Because of the symmetry of the map ®, the contribution of the subspaces S°", n > 1, to
Nully (@) and Indexs(®P) is precisely as in Case 1 above, i.e., 2 for the nullity and 0 for the
index.
Case 3: S™" m,n > 1.

11



This is the case which requires the biggest computational effort. In this case dim (S™") = 16
and an orthonormal basis {e;};—1. 16 of S"™ is given by:

{2 cos(mry) cos(nd)V,, 2 cos(my) sin(nd)V,, 2 sin(my) cos(nd)V, 2 sin(my) sin(nd)V;,
7T m m m

2 cos(my) cos(nv)Vy, 2 cos(my) sin(nd)Vy, 2 sin(my) cos(nd)Vy, 2 sin(my) sin(nd)Vy,
7T T T m

2 2 2 2
- cos(my) cos(n)V,, - cos(m~y) sin(nd)V,,, - sin(m~) cos(n)V,,, - sin(m~) sin(nd)V,,,

2 cos(my) cos(nd)V,, z cos(my) sin(nd)V,,, z sin(my) cos(n)V,,, 2 sin(my) sin(m?)%} .
7T T T m

As an application of Proposition with A = 4(m? + n?), with the aid of Mathematica we
compute the (16 x 16)-matrices (I>(e;), e;) and find that their characteristic polynomial is

P(z) = [co + 17 + co2® + c32° + c4x4]4 = [Q4(:c)}4 ,
where the coefficients of the fourth order polynomial Q4(x) are:

o = 65536 [m“” 4018 4 8(mMn? + m2nt) + 28(m2n? + m*n'2) + 56(m!°n® + mn1®)

+70m*n® — 3(m™ +n') — 21(m"*n® + m*n'?) — 63(m'n* + m*n'?)
—105(m®n® + m®n®) + 16(m'°n* + m*n'?) + 64(m*n* + m*n®) + 96m°n°
+7(m' + n'%) — 21(m®n® + m*n®) — 98(m°n* + m*n®) — 3(m® + n®)
+12(m°®n? + m?*n®) + 94m*n?* — 4(m°® + n®) — 12(m*n* + m*n?)

+2(m* 4+ n*) + 12m?*n?

cg = —4096 [4(77112 +n'%) +24(m'""n? + m*n') + 60(m*n* + m*n®) + 80m®n®
+3(m' + n'%) + 15(m®*n? + m*n®) + 30(m®n* + m*n®) + 15(m® + n®)
—36(m°n? + m*n®) — 102m*n* + m® + n® + 11(m*n? + m*n*) — 15(m* + n*)

—46m*n® + 2(m* + nz)}

¢ = 256 [6(m8 +18) + 24(mPn? + m?nS) + 36m*n? + 15(m° + n®)
+45(m*n? + m*n?) + 14(m* + n*) + 44m?*n* — 10(m?* + n?)
s = —16[4(m* +n') + 8m*n® + 9(m* + n*) — 1]
Cy = 1.
Next, with the methods used in [I6], it is not difficult to show that, if m > 2,n > 1 or
m > 1,n > 2, then
co >0, 1 <0, >0, c3<0, ¢c4>0.

Because all the roots of Q4(x) are real, we conclude that the fourth order polynomial Q4(z)

admits 4 positive roots in these cases.
12



By contrast, when m = n = 1 we have:
co=20, 1 <0, >0, c3<0, ¢c4>0.

It follows easily that, in this case, Q4(x) has 3 positive roots and one root equal to 0. This
last root corresponds to the zero eigenvalue for I, with multiplicity equal to 4.

In summary, we have proved that the contributions of the subspaces S™", m,n > 1, to
Nully (@) and Indexy(P) are respectively 4 and 0 and this ends Case 3.

Adding up the results of S*, Ay = 0, with those of Cases 1,2,3 we conclude that

Nully(®) =3+2+4+2+4 =11, Indexy(®)=1+0+0+0=1
and so the proof of Theorem is completed. O

3. THE sTUDY OF KER(/5)

Let ¢ : (M,g) — (N, h) be a biharmonic map. First, we recall a basic fact about Ker(I5),
that is: if {¢:} is a variation of ¢ by means of biharmonic maps, then V = % ‘t:O ¢ belongs
to Ker(Iy). In fact, for an arbitrary W € C(¢~'T'N), we can consider a variation {W;} such
that Wy = W and W, € C(¢; 'TN). Then we define the two parameter variation of ¢ by

Pr.s(2) = expy, 1) (sWi(2)) -
With respect to {¢rs} we have

d d
V - — W = — 5 -
dt o ¢t,0 ) ds - QSQ7
As ¢, is biharmonic for all ¢,
0
_ E ) =0
s — 2(¢t, )
and consequently
82
Ey(¢rs) = (L2(V), W) =0.
Ot0s | 4 s)=(0.0)

We conclude that V' belongs to Ker([y). In particular, if {¢;} is given by composing ¢ with
a one parameter family of isometries of the domain or the codomain, the above properties
imply

{dp(X): X € C(T'M), X is Killing} C Ker(1,)
and

{Zo¢p: Ze€C(TN),Z is Killing} C Ker(ly).

In this section we show that Ker(/z) is the orthogonal sum of a 10-dimensional subspace
spanned by Killing vector fields as above and a 1-dimensional subspace spanned by V.

It is easy to describe the space of Killing vector fields on T: it has dimension 2 and it is
spanned by {X,, Xy}.

As for the target, we know that the space of Killing vector fields on S™ has dimension

n(n +1)/2. In particular, a base for this subspace of C (T'S*) can be obtained by restriction
13



of the following 10 vector fields on R®:

Zl = (_y2>y1a070a0) ) Z2 = (Oa 7_y4a 370) ;
Z3 = (_y4707079170) ) Z4 = (07_y37y27070) ;
Z5 = (_y3707y17070) ) ZG = (07_947079270) ;
Z7 - (07 _y570707y2> ) Z8 = (_y57 70707 1) ;
Z9 - (07 07 07 _y57 y4> ) ZlO = (07 07 _y57 7y3) .

Then, we define vector fields V; € C (®~1T'S?) as follows:

(3.1) Vi(P) = Zj(®(P)), i=1,...10.

Now, we are in the right position to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.1.

(3.2) Ker(ly) = WO @ w® |

where W19 is a 10-dimensional subspace spanned by the vector fields V; € C (®'T'S*) defined
in B1), while dim WM =1 and WO is spanned by V,,.

Proof. A computation, using the notations in (Z1), shows that:

Vi = g%
Vo= g
(3.3) Vs = F sinvsinﬁ} V., + F cosvcosﬁ} Ve — {i cosvsinﬁ] Vi
2 "2 2 v
1 1. : 1 .
V, = — {5 cosycosﬁ} V, — {5 smfysmﬁ] Vy — [—2 smfycosﬁ] V.,
1

1 1
Vs = {5 sinfycosﬁ} V, — {5 cosvsinﬁ] Vy — {— cosycosﬁ] V.

>

Ve = E osvsmﬁ} V), + B smvcosﬁ} Vy — {% smvsmﬁ] V,
Vi = [ ! } B sinv] Vv, — {% sinv] Vi
(3.4) Vs = {i smy] V, — F cosv} Vv, — {i cosy] %
V2 2 Vo heltl B
Vo = —{Lcosﬁ} Ve + [lsinﬁ}v — [Lsinﬁ}v
V2 2 BN RVS) !
Vio = {i sinﬁ] Vo + F cosz?} Vv, — [L cosz?} V..
V2 2 V2 !
From this it is easy to check that, for all 1 <4,j < 10, 7 # j, we have
(3.5) (Vi,V,) =0 and (V;,V;) =0

14



and so the V;’s are linearly independent. Therefore, they span a 10-dimensional subspace
W40 of Ker(I,). Now, the statement (3.2) in Theorem [3.1is an immediate consequence of
the fact that Nully(®) = 11 and V,, € Ker(/), as shown in the proof of Theorem [[.2 O

Remark 3.2. (i) The contribution to the nullity of ® given by the two Killing fields { X, Xy}
on the domain T is included in W19 Indeed, the first two equalities in (3.3)) show that both
dp(X,) =V, = 2V} and dp(Xy) = Vy = 2V; belong to W10,

(ii) In the notation of the proof of Theorem [[2] the vector fields Vi, Vj, Vi, Vs belong to
SL1. Using Proposition with A = 8, together with the explicit equalities (B3)—((4), it
is possible to check directly that I,(V;) = 0,7 =3,...,6. Similarly, using A = 4, the same is
true for Vi, Vs, which belong to S0, and Vg, Vg € SO

Next, we shall compute the higher order derivatives for a natural variation {®,} such that
0P, /0t| +—o = Vv, and from this we shall deduce that (L7) occurs with k = 4.

Theorem 3.3. Let @, : T — S* C R® be defined by

1
(3.6) Po= s (D 1V))

Then 8<I>t/8t‘t:0 =V, and we have:

dZ
(37) W Eg(ét) — 0, g — ]_,2, 3 .
t=0
d* 9
— | Ey(®,) = —487°<0.
dtt|,_,

Proof. Let us consider the variation ®; : T — S* C R® defined in [3.0). It is immediate to
check that 0d;/ 015‘ —o = V. Then we have to compute explicitly the tension field of ;. To
this purpose, we observe that

(D) = —AD, + |dD,| "D, ,
where A was given in ([26). Now, a routine computation yields:
(\/it—i-l)cosv (\/§t+1)sinfy (\/515—1)(:0815l
T((I)t) = <_ 3/2 3/2 3/2
(2 +1)% (2 4+ 1)% (2 4+ 1)%
(V2t—1)sind \/§(2t2+1)>

@+ T 24+ 1)Y?

From this we obtain

2 4+8°
[m(@)]" = E+1)2
Finally,
2 + 4¢* 2
/ |7 (@) |* dvp = GESE
from which (B.7)) follows readily. O

15



4. FURTHER STUDIES: COMPOSITION AND p-HARMONIC INDEX AND NULLITY OF ¢

So far, we computed the biharmonic index and the biharmonic nullity of ® = i o . The
aim of the first part of this section is to carry out a detailed study of a natural sub-class of
variations, i.e., variations of the form ®,, =70 ¢, As a completion of this analysis, in the
second part of the section we shall compute the p-harmonic index and nullity of .

Now, more generally, let ® = ¢ o i, where ¢ : M™ — S"_l(%), m > 1, n > 3, is a minimal
immersion and 7 : S"‘l(%) — S", is the biharmonic small hypersphere. The map P is
proper biharmonic and we shall determine a general sufficient condition which ensures that
the second variation of ® is nonnegatively defined on C(p~'T S"‘l(%)).

To this purpose, we study 2-parameter variations

(I)s,t =10 Ps,t
where

Bu s M™ = P (L)

is a 2-parameter variation of @. .
Let V,W be vector fields associated to ®,; as in (L3). We denote the subspace of these
vector fields as

W? cc(e1(TsM))
(note that, geometrically, there is a natural identification between W? and C(¢~T S"‘l(%))).

Now,
E2 (ci)s t) = 1/ ’T (ci)s t)
) 2 M I
and we observe that, in this case,
an  |r (%)

where the last equality is a consequence of the fact that 7 is an isometric immersion and the
two terms are orthogonal. ~
As a consequence of ([LI]), for all VW € W¥ we have:

(I3 (V), W) = (I£(V), W) + 205, (V), W) = ((J?(V), W) + 2 (J5, (V), W),

2
AV

2
= |di(T(@sy)) + traceVdi(d@, -, dps )| = |7 (ss)[> + |ds*

where Jg) ) is the Jacobi operator associated to the p-energy and we write J# for Jé).
Now, let 7 : C((i)_l(TS")) — W? be the orthogonal projection and denote

(4.2) LT(V) = n(I3(V)) = (JP)(V) +2J5,(V) YV € W?.

We want to study the quadratic form

(4.3) H(E)g(V,W) = (IZ"(V), W) VV,IW e W?.

Our general result in this context is:

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that no eigenvalue of J¢ belongs to the open interval (—2m,0). Then
the quadratic form (A3)) is nonnegatively defined, i.e.,

(4.4) (IZ"(V),V)>0 YV eWe.
16



Proof. We know that
JP(V) = AV + trace (Riemg”*(l/ V) (dg(-), V)d@(-))
(4.5) = AV + trace(2[ = (dB(), dB()V + (V. dp(-))di()])
= AV +trace(2[ - mV +V]),

where, for V € W%, ~VT and V+ are respectively the tangent and the normal component.
The expression of J(“; ) was computed in [I8] for a generic harmonic map ¢. Because, in our

context, ¢ is a minimal immersion, (1.9) of [I§] simplifies and gives:

(4.6) J2,(V) = (p—2)m"T d*({dV,dp)d@) + m"= J2(V).

Now, using (4L.0) with p = 4 in ([@2]) we deduce that

(4.7) 27(V) = (J2R(V) + 2m JP(V) + 4d*((dV, dp)dg) WV € W?.

Since ¢ is an immersion, there exists a unique vector field £ € C(T'M) such that
dp(§) =V".

We prove that

(4.8) (d*((dv, d3)dp). v) - /M (dive)2dVay .

Indeed, let P € M be arbitrarily fixed. We use a geodesic frame field {X;} around P. Then,
at P we have:

(VL (VT + V1), da(X;))

NE

(dV,dp) =

1

-
Il

{(Vie, X0) + (B(X;, ), Xi)

I
g

VE VLX) — (A (X)), XZ->}

7

by

I

{(VAL&, X0) — (v (X)X |

=1

= div(¢ i B(X;, X;), V"5

= div(¢) — m<H, V) =div(¢),

where B and A are the second fundamental form and the shape operator of M. Thus

(¢ (av.apiaa). V) = [

M((dV, dp))* dViy = / (diveé)?dVy,

M

and so (48] is verified.
17



Now, we can end the proof. Let V € W? and assume J?(V) = uV. Then it follows from

(@) and (LY that
(I3 (), V) = / {(4 + 2mpn) |V + 4(dive)?} Vi
M
and from this the conclusion of Theorem .1 follows immediately. O

Example 4.2. Theorem [4.] can be applied when ¢ is the totally geodesic embedding of
S™(1/v/2) in S"1(1/v/2), m = 1,2, n > 3. In fact, in these cases, the first eigenvalues of J?
are —2m and 0 which do not belong to the open interval (—2m,0) (see [10], Appendix 1).

Theorem E.T] suggests to investigate the spectrum of J¥, or, more in detail, to compute the
index and the nullity of J¥#.

The stability of minimal and CMC immersions with respect to the volume functional has
been widely studied in the literature (see [I B] and [6] for more recent developments). On
the other hand, any minimal immersion is also a p-harmonic map and so it is natural to
study its second variation as a critical point of the p-energy functional (LI0).

There are not many papers where index and nullity computations in this context have been
carried out. Some interesting results of this type were obtained in [25] where, for instance,
the p-harmonic index of the identity map was computed when M is an Einstein manifold.
Nevertheless, not much has been done when the map is not the identity and so our first
goal is to compute the p-harmonic index and the p-harmonic nullity of the minimal Clifford
torus

p:T — S(g5)CR

1 1 1 1
(7,9) +— (50087,§sin%§cosz9,§sin19), 0<~,9<2r.

We recall that Index,_pam(p) and Null,_p.m(@) are defined precisely as in (ILH) and (L0])
respectively, with I5 replaced by J(“; ) As in the case of Iy, when the context is clear we shall

simply write .J, J(;,) instead of J¥, J(“; ) respectively. Also, when p = 2, we write ., instead

of 2—harm-
Our first result in this setting is:

Theorem 4.3. Let ¢ : T — 83(%) be the minimal Clifford torus. Then

(i) Indexpam(p) = 4;
(ii) Nullpam(p) = 7.

Proof. The proof follows the lines of the proof of Theorem [[.2 so we just point out the
relevant intermediate steps. First, a computation as in the proof of Proposition gives:

Proposition 4.4. Let f € C*(T) be an eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue \. Then
(i) J(f Vv) = )\f Vv +4\/§fv Vi

(4.9) i) J(fVy) = M Vy—4vV2fsV,

(i) J(fVi) = —4V2F Vi +4V2fsVo+ AfV,.
18



The subspaces S® and S™" are defined precisely as in the proof of Theorem [[.2], just omitting
V,, and working in R*. So, now, the subspace S° is spanned {V,, Vy, V,} and dim(S°) = 3.
It follows immediately from Proposition EE4l with A = 0 that S° belongs to Ker(J) and thus
its contribution to Nully..m () is equal to 3.

As for S™% m > 1, we construct the 6 x 6-matrices (J(e;),e;) and find that their associated
characteristic polynomial is

P(z) = (—4m? + 2)*(16m* + 2* — 8m?*(4 + x))>.

Then we see that, when m > 2, all the eigenvalues are positive. By contrast, when m =1,
we have one negative eigenvalue 1 = 4 — 4v/2 with multiplicity 2. The contribution of
the subspaces S%" is analogous. In summary, the subspaces S™° and S°", m,n > 1 do
not contribute to Nullpam () and give a contribution equal to 4 to Indexpam(¢). Next, one
studies the subspaces S™" m,n > 1, and finds that there is no contribution to Indexyam(¢).
By contrast, the eigenvalue p = 0 appears in the study of S™! with multiplicity 4. Adding
up all the contributions we end readily the proof of Theorem [£.3] O

Remark 4.5. In order to complete the analysis which we carried out during the proof of
Theorem M.3] we point out that a basis for the 4-dimensional eigenspace W, associated to
py is {Wy, Wo, W3, W, }, where

(4.10) W, = g :cosv V., +sinvy VV]
Wy, = g:—siany%—costV}
Wi = g:—cosﬁ%—i-sinﬁvy]
W, = g:sinﬂvﬁ—l—cosﬁvy}.

Let Weons C C (go_lT S ( %)) denote the subspace determined by the restrictions to ¢(T) of

the conformal fields on S? (%) These vector fields can be conveniently described as follows.

Let a = (a1, az, a3, ay) € RY. Then the elements of W, have the following form:
Vo=a—2(a,p)p.

Since o(T) is not contained in any hyperplane of R?, it is easy to check that dim(Weent) = 4.
It is well-known that conformal fields have been used to prove the instability of harmonic
maps into S”, n > 3. In our example, a computation using (A3 and standard properties of
d and d* shows that, for all @ € R*, a # 0,

(J(Va), Va) = 2 /JT (2[4(a, )* — lal] + (V;, Va)* + (Vo Va)?) dVp = —7*|al?

3
VirVa) = [ (1 = 200.9)?) dvp = Gl
and from this
=—=—> U1.

(Va, Va) 3
19



We deduce that the Hessian is negatively defined on Weone, but we have Weone N W, = {5}
By contrast, we have verified that the Hessian of ® is positively defined on the subspace
determined by the conformal vector fields on S*.

The proof of Theorem has shown that J¢ admits the negative eigenvalue p =4 —4+/2 €
(—4,0). Therefore, in this case, the hypothesis of Theorem [£.1]is not verified. Thus, in this
case, the study of the quadratic form (3] must be carried out directly. The result of this
investigation is:

Proposition 4.6. Let H(Es)o(V, W) be the quadratic form defined as in ([E3). Then
(I3™(V),V) >0 YV eWw?,

Proof. We know from Theorem [[2 that Indexy(®) = 1 and Iy (V,) = iV, with i = —16 < 0.
We argue by contradiction and assume that I;I) ™ has a negative eigenvalue. Then there
exists V* € W¥ such that I;"(V*) = p*V*, with u* < 0. Because both V* and I2(V*)
are orthogonal to Vj, it is easy to conclude that Iy would be negatively defined on the
2-dimensional subspace spanned by V* and V,, a fact which contradicts Theorem and
completes the proof of the proposition. O

Remark 4.7. We point out that Proposition can also be verified by using the method
of Theorem

Remark 4.8. Obviously, (Ker(I3) N W?) C Ker(Iy"™). Using the method of Theorem 2]

we could verify that actually (Ker(/3) NW?) = Ker(I3"™). More precisely, we observed first
that, in a similar fashion to (23]), each section V' € W¥ can be written as

(4.11) V=Ff V7+f2V,9+f3VV,

where f; € C>(T), j = 1,...,3. Then, we defined the subspaces SY, S™" taking into
account ({LI0]). Next, we found that the only contributions to the nullity are 3 from S° and
4 from S, so that dim (Ker([éb’”)) = 7. Finally, we observed that V,, and Vi, ..., Vs belong

to W¥ and so they provide a basis for Ker(lg)’”). By contrast, Vz,..., Vi are not in W¥%.

We complete our analysis by means of the p-harmonic extension of Theorem 3] a result
which shows how index and nullity may depend on p. For simplicity, we shall assume p > 1.

Theorem 4.9. Assume that p > 1 and let ¢ : T — Sg(%) be the minimal Clifford torus.
Then

(i) Indexp_pam(p) = 4 f 1<p<4;

(ii) Indexp_pam(p) = 0 if p>4.

(i)  Nullp_pam(p) = 7 if 1 <p<4;
(i) Nullp_pam(p) = 11 if p=4;
(i) Null_pam(¢) = 7 ifp>4.

Proof. The proof follows exactly the lines given for Theorem and so we omit the details.
To the benefit of the interested reader, we just point out that, in this context, the version
of Proposition [£.4] is:
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Proposition 4.10. Let f € C*° (T) be an eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue A. Then
) KUV = (=227 (4f,V, +4feVs) +27 J(F V)

(4.12) () J,(fVe) = —(p— 202" (4f0V, + 4fasVs) + 2°F J(f Vi)

(i) J,(fV) = 2% J(f V),
where J(V') is given in Proposition [

The calculations required to prove this proposition just amount to use (6] with m = 2 and
compute explicitly the d* term. O

5. EQUIVARIANT INDEX AND NULLITY

In Theorems and [B.J] we obtained a complete description of the second variation of
® : T — S* From these results it appears that there exist essentially two geometrically
significant directions, that is V;, which determines the index, and V,, which is the only
direction of Kerl, which is not generated by a Killing field either of the ambient or of the
domain.

The Clifford torus ®(T) in S? is a G-invariant submanifold, with G = SO(2) x SO(2). The
main aim of this section is to show that the key directions V;,, V,, could also be determined
by a direct analysis in the orbit space S*/G.

It is convenient to consider the following family of maps:

®,, :SYR) xS'(R) — S'CR*xR*xR
(5.1) (7,9) <(sinnsin v)e, (sinn cos I/)em,cosn) , 0<~v,9<2rm.

In a map of the type (B.1]), we assume that Ry, Ry > 0 are fixed.

A map of the type (B.1)) is G-equivariant, i.e., ®, ,(gz) = g®,,(z) forall z € T, g € G (here
G acts naturally on T, and on the first 4 coordinates of R* concerning the target).

In fact, the family of all the maps of the type (5.1) form the set ¥ of the symmetric points
of C°°(T,S*) with respect to the action of G (see [23]). In our case, 3 is 2-dimensional and
the tangent space to X at a symmetric point @, , is generated by

0®,, 09,,
on B ov |
The orbit space T/G is just a point, while the orbit space Q@ = S*/G is naturally identified
with the spherical sector 0 <n <, 0 <v <7/2.
By way of summary, at the level of orbit spaces, the map ®,, can be identified with the
point (n,v) € Q. To proceed further, we need to compute the bienergy function.
To this purpose, we observe that the tension field of a map of type (Bl can be computed
using
7(®,,) = —AD,, + [dD,,[*D,,
and, writing M for S'(R;) x S'(Ry), that leads us to

1 A
Ba®,,) =5 [ |r@u)f Vi = [ Ean.v)dvis,
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where, setting ¢ = 1/(32R{R3),

A

Ey(n,v) = c{ (5R{ — 2R{R; + 5R; + (3R] + 2R R; 4+ 3R;) cos(2n)) sin®
—2(R? — R3)?cos(4v) sin*n + 2(R} — R;) cos(2v) sin2(277)} :

We shall call Eg(n, v) the reduced bienergy function. We point out that, alternatively, the
explicit expression of 7(®,,) can also be obtained using the reduced energy function and
the fact that 7(®,,) is tangent to ¥ at ®,,, (see [17]).
Now, we are in the cohomogeneity zero case of the reduction theory introduced in [12]. Then,
according to [, Proposition 2.5], the map @, , is biharmonic if and only if (1, v) is a critical
point of Ey, that is

OE, OE,
5.2 —(n,v) =0 and —(n,v)=0.
(52) S 2 (y,0)
Moreover, the map ®,,,, is an isometric immersion if and only if
(5.3) Ry =sinnpsiny and Ry =sinncosv.

As we are looking for proper biharmonic immersions which are not congruent, we can assume
that 0 < n,v < 7/2. Then we check that the only possibility to satisfy both (£.2) and (5.3
is

’]7:

which give Ry = Ry = 1/2 and so ®,» ,~ = ®. The counterparts of V,, V,, in the orbit space
can be described as follows. Let

7.8 = (Q, sin? 7 dv? + dn2)
be the canonical projection. Then V,,, V, are horizontal with respect to 7 and

0 0
5.4 dn(Vy) = —, dn(V,) =Vv2—.
( ) 7T( 77) 877 ’ 7T( ) \/_ ay
Now, we can proceed to the study of the equivariant second variation, a notion which was
introduced in [16].

To this purpose, we compute the Hessian matrix of E, at the critical point (n*,v*). Setting
Ry = Ry = (1/2), we obtain

PE, 0*E,
on*  Onov [_16 O} 1 (L2(Vy), Vi) %([2(‘/1/)"/77)
. . - 00|\~
2B, OE VolM) | (L) W) (L) V)
L Ondv  Ov? | (7 %)

Therefore, this analysis in the orbit space at the critical point (n*,v*) tells us that the
equivariant indez of ® is equal to 1 (eigenvalue 1y = —16, unit eigenvector d/0n). Moreover,
also the equivariant nullity of ® is equal to 1 (unit eigenvector v/29/dv). These results,
together with (5.4]), suggest that in this example the orbit space analysis displays all the

significant second variation features of ®.
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Remark 5.1. The method of this section can be extended to other examples. For instance,
one could apply these arguments to the SO(¢ + 1) x SO(¢ + 1)-invariant proper biharmonic
immersions @, : S*(3) x S/(3) — S¥*2, ¢ > 2. Of course, it would be nice to be able to
exclude, when ¢ > 2, that there exist directions different from V,,, V,, which are geometrically
significant for the study of the second variation of ®, (index or nullity).

Remark 5.2. In the case of Theorem the submanifold ¢(T) is again SO(2) x SO(2)-
invariant and the orbit space is 1-dimensional. In this example, there are 4 geometrically
significant directions which determine the index (see (dI0)), but it is not possible to recover
this 4-dimensional subspace by carrying out a simplified analysis in the orbit space.

Remark 5.3. We point out that, in our example ® : T — S* the normal bundle has
dimension equal to two and so it is interesting to compare this situation with the recent results
proved by Ou concerning the normal stability of certain proper biharmonic hypersurfaces of
the Euclidean sphere (see [21]).
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