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EXPLICIT HARMONIC SELF-MAPS OF COMPLEX PROJECTIVE SPACES

JOSÉ MIGUEL BALADO-ALVES

Abstract. We study SU(p+ 1)× SU(n− p)-equivariant maps between complex projective
spaces. For every n, p ∈ N with 0 ≤ p < n, we construct two explicit families of uncountable
many harmonic self-maps of CPn, one given by holomorphic maps and the other by maps that
are neither holomorphic nor antiholomorphic. We prove that each solution is equivariantly
weakly stable and explicitly compute the equivariant spectrum for some specific maps in both
families.

1. Introduction

Let ψ : (M,g1) → (N, g2) be a smooth map between two closed Riemannian manifolds, the
energy functional of ψ is given by

E(ψ) =
1

2

∫

M

|dψ|2 dVg1 ,

where dVg1 denotes the Riemannian volume form of M with respect to g1. A smooth map is
called harmonic if it is a critical point of the energy functional, i.e., satisfies the Euler-Lagrange
equation

τ(ψ) := Tr∇dψ = 0. (1.1)

The section τ(ψ) ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN) is called the tension field of ψ.

The harmonic map equation (1.1) is a second-order semilinear elliptic partial differential equa-
tion, so proving the existence of non-trivial solutions is generally challenging. This problem
raised the interest of mathematicians and physicists in the last decades. Probably the most
well-known result concerning existence has been proved by Eells and Sampson in their famous
paper [7], which states that if the target manifold N has non-positive sectional curvature, then
there exists a harmonic representative in every homotopy class.

When the target manifold has positive curvature, the task seems to be much more difficult. One
frequently used strategy is to impose some symmetry conditions so that equation (1.1) reduces to
an ordinary differential equation. We refer the reader to the classical book of Eells and Ratto [6]
for a more thorough discussion of these methods. In this direction, Püttmann and Siffert [12]
considered equivariant self-maps of compact cohomogeneity one manifolds whose orbit space is a
closed interval, and in this setting they reduced the problem of finding harmonic representatives
of the homotopy classes to solving singular boundary value problems for nonlinear second-order
ordinary differential equations.

Apart from their existence, one of the most relevant questions concerning harmonic maps is
their stability. Roughly speaking, if a given harmonic map is stable, then there does not exist
a second harmonic map “nearby”, meaning that the critical points of (1.1) are isolated. We
refer the reader to the book [16] for an introduction to the notion of stability of harmonic maps.
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Recently, Branding and Siffert [3] studied the equivariant stability of equivariant harmonic self-
maps of compact cohomogeneity one manifolds, i.e., they consider the stability for variations
that are invariant under the cohomogeneity one action.

In this manuscript we consider the complex projective space CP
n equipped with the Fubini-

Study metric and the cohomogeneity one action of SU(p + 1)× SU(n− p) acting in the natural
way. We then restrict ourselves to maps of the form

ψ : g · γ(t) 7→ g · γ(r(t)),

where g ∈ SU(p + 1)× SU(n− p) and r : [0, π2 ] → R is a smooth function satisfying r(0) = 0
and r(π2 ) = k π2 , which are equivariant with respect to the above action. We show that in this
case, the harmonicity of ψ reduces to the singular boundary value problem:

r̈(t) + [(2n− 2p− 1) cot t− (2p+ 1) tan t] ṙ(t)

+

[
p

cos2 t
−

(n− p− 1)

sin2 t

]

sin 2r(t) −
sin 4r(t)

sin2 2t
= 0

(1.2)

where

lim
t→0

r(t) = 0 and lim
t→π

2

r(t) = k π2

and k ∈ 2Z+ 1.

The main results we present here are the following.

Theorem A. Let n ∈ N be given and fix p ∈ N such that 0 ≤ p < n. There exists a family
of harmonic SU(p + 1)× SU(n− p)-equivariant maps ψρ for ρ ∈ R \ {0} such that for every
ρ > 0 the map ψρ is holomorphic and for every ρ < 0 the map ψρ is neither holomorphic nor
anti-holomorphic. Moreover, the energy of each of these maps is given by

E(ψρ) =
πn

(n−1)! .

We prove this by giving a family of uncountable many explicit solutions rρ to the singular
boundary value problem (1.2), which are independent of n and p. This family of solutions con-
verges against a limiting configuration when the parameter ρ approaches ±∞, as the following
theorem shows.

Theorem B. Let n ∈ N be given and fix p ∈ N such that 0 ≤ p < n. The solutions rρ to the
singular value problem (1.2) converge uniformly to ±π

2 as ρ goes to ±∞.

With respect to the stability of the harmonic maps ψρ, we obtain the following:

Theorem C. Let n ∈ N be given and fix p ∈ N such that 0 ≤ p < n.

1. For every ρ > 0, the harmonic map ψρ : CP
n → CP

n is weakly stable.
2. For every ρ < 0, the harmonic map ψρ : CP

n → CP
n is equivariantly weakly stable with

respect to the SU(p + 1)× SU(n− p)-action.

In addition, we explicitly compute the equivariant spectra for the maps ψ1 and ψ−1 in some
specific cases.

Theorem D. For any n ∈ 2N+1, the SU(n+1
2 )× SU(n+1

2 )-equivariant spectra of the harmonic
maps ψ1 and ψ−1 is given by

{λj = 4j(j + n+ 2) : j ∈ N}.

The organization of the document is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some basic notions
on complex geometry, harmonic maps between cohomogeneity one manifolds, and stability of
solutions. In Section 3 we delve on the construction of SU(p + 1)× SU(n− p)-equivariant self-
maps of CPn. The reduction theorem is discussed in Section 4. In Section 5 we prove TheoremsA
and B. TheoremsC and D are proved in Section 6.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Basic notions on complex geometry. We introduce here some concepts and notations
used throughout the manuscript. We follow the reference [9] for general aspects of complex
geometry.
An almost complex structure on a smooth manifoldM is a (1, 1)-tensor field J verifying J2 = −1
when regarded as a vector bundle isomorphism J : TM → TM . Let z = (z1, . . . , zn) be a
holomorphic coordinate system, if we write zj = xj + iyj , every complex manifold possesses an
almost complex structure defined by

J ∂
∂xj

= ∂
∂yj

, J ∂
∂yj

= − ∂
∂xj

.

A Hermitian metric on a complex manifoldM is a Riemannian metric g invariant by the almost
complex structure J , that is

g(X,Y ) = g(JX, JY ) for any vector fields X and Y .

It is natural to extend the real tangent space TR,pM to the complexified tangent space of M at
p: TC,pM = TpM ⊗R C. In this case

TC,pM = C{ ∂
∂xj

, ∂
∂yj

} = C{ ∂
∂zj
, ∂
∂z̄j

},

where
∂
∂zj

= 1
2

(
∂
∂xj

− i ∂
∂yj

)

, ∂
∂z̄j

= 1
2

(
∂
∂xj

+ i ∂
∂yj

)

are the so-called Wirtinger derivatives. Bear in mind that this vector space has real dimen-
sion 4n. Moreover, we can also consider the decomposition of the complexified tangent space
TC,pM = C{ ∂

∂zj
} ⊕ C{ ∂

∂z̄j
}. Here, T ′

pM = C{ ∂
∂zj

} is called the holomorphic tangent space of

M at p, and T ′′
pM = C{ ∂

∂z̄j
} the antiholomorphic tangent space of M at p. Note also that the

operation of complex conjugation sending ∂
∂zj

to ∂
∂z̄j

is well defined and T ′′
pM = T ′

pM .

Any Hermitian metric can be extended uniquely to a symmetric bilinear (0, 2)-tensor in the
complexified tangent space, denoted by h. This tensor satisfies, for any vector fields X,Y,Z,
the following properties:

1. h(X̄, Ȳ ) = h(X,Y ),
2. h(Z, Z̄) > 0,
3. h(X,Y ) = 0 if X,Y ∈ T ′M or X,Y ∈ T ′′M .

If h is the extension of the Hermitian metric to the complexified tangent space, then we can
always recover the Riemannian metric on TM by g = Re(h).
The fundamental 2-form Φ of an almost Hermitian manifold M with almost complex structure
J and metric g is defined by

Φ(X,Y ) = g(X,JY )

for any vector fields X and Y . A Hermitian metric on an almost complex manifold is called a
Kähler metric if the fundamental 2-form is closed. A complex manifold with a Kähler metric is
called a Kähler manifold.
If a C∞-map ψ :M → N between two complex manifolds M,N satisfies either

J ◦ dψ = dψ ◦ J, or J ◦ dψ = −dψ ◦ J

for every p ∈M , then we say that ψ is holomorphic or antiholomorphic, respectively.
Every (anti)holomorphic map between two Kähler manifolds is harmonic, but not every har-
monic map is (anti)holomorphic (see [5][Corollary 8.15]). Furthermore, we have the following
rigidity result, which can be found, for example, in [5][page 52].

Theorem 2.1. If ψt :M → N is a smooth deformation of a (anti)holomorphic map ψ0 through
harmonic maps ψt, then each ψt is (anti)holomorphic.

For the convenience of the reader, we briefly review the geometry of complex projective spaces.
Let CP

n be the set of all one-dimensional complex-linear subspaces of Cn+1. We can identify
CP

n with the orbit space of Cn+1 \ {0} under the C
∗-action given by λ · Z = λZ, where C

∗

represents the multiplicative group of non-zero complex numbers. This action is smooth, free,
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and proper, so CP
n is a 2n-dimensional manifold with a unique smooth structure such that the

quotient map
π : Cn+1 \ {0} → CP

n

is a smooth submersion. We refer to CP
n as complex projective space.

Identifying C
n+1 with R

2n+2 endowed with its Euclidean metric, we can think of the unit sphere
S
2n+1 as an embedded submanifold of Cn+1 \ {0}. Let

p = π|S2n+1 : S2n+1 → CP
n

denote the restriction of the map π. This map is a smooth submersion, so CP
n is a connected

and compact space. Moreover, the action of S1 on S
2n+1 defined by

µ · (z1, . . . , zn+1) = (µz1, . . . , µzn+1)

for µ ∈ S
1 (viewed as a complex number of norm 1) and z = (z1, . . . , zn+1) ∈ S

2n+1, is isometric,
vertical (meaning that each µ ∈ S

1 takes each fiber to itself), and transitive on fibers of p.
Therefore, there is a unique metric on CP

n such that the map p : S2n+1 → CP
n is a Riemannian

submersion. This metric is called the Fubini-Study metric.
Let [Z0 : . . . : Zn] be the standard homogeneous coordinates on CP

n. Consider the chart

U0 = {Z ∈ CP
n : Z0 6= 0}. Then z = (z1, . . . , zn) is a coordinate system in U0, where zj =

Zj

Z0
.

In this coordinate system, we can write (up to a positive constant) the Fubini-Study metric,
gFS , as the real part of

hFS =

n∑

j,k=1

(1 + |z|2) δjk − z̄j zk
(1 + |z|2)2

dzj dz̄k. (2.1)

CP
n equipped with the metric gFS is a Kähler manifold, and the sectional curvature of the

plane spanned by two orthonormal vectors X,Y ∈ TpCP
n is

Kp(X,Y ) = 1 + 3gFS(X,JY )2,

i.e., for every 2-plane σ we have 1 ≤ Kp(σ) ≤ 4.

2.2. Harmonic maps between cohomogeneity one manifolds. We give in this subsection
a brief introduction to harmonic maps between manifolds equipped with a cohomogeneity one
action. The main source is [12].
Let (M, 〈·, ·〉) be a Riemannian manifold endowed with an isometric action G ×M → M of
a compact Lie group such that the orbit space M/G is isometric to a closed interval [0, L]
and such that the Weyl group of the action is finite. The endpoints 0 and L correspond to
non-principal orbits N0 and N1 while each interior point corresponds to a principal orbit. The
so-called (k, r)-maps are maps ψ :M →M of the form

g · γ(t) 7→ g · γ(r(t))

where g ∈ G and r : [0, L] → R is a smooth function satisfying r(0) = 0, r(L) = kL. We denote
by γ a fixed unit speed normal geodesic where γ(0) ∈ N0 and γ(L) ∈ N1. Püttmann’s result [11]
ensures that the map ψ is smooth if k is of the form j|W |/2 + 1 where j is, in general, an even
integer and, if the isotropy group at γ(L) is a subgroup of the isotropy group at γ((|W |/2+1)L),
then j is also allowed to be an odd integer.
The Brouwer degree of a (k, r)-map is given by:

degψ =

{

k if codimN0 and codimN1 are both odd,

+1 otherwise,

if j is even, and by

degψ =







k if codimN0 and codimN1 are both odd,

0 if codimN0 and codimN1 are both even, |W | 6∈ 4Z,

−1 if codimN0 is even, codimN1 is odd, and |W | 6∈ 8Z,

+1 otherwise,

if j is odd.
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The principal isotropy groups H = Gγ(t) along the normal geodesic are constant for 0 < t < L.
We write g, h for the Lie algebras of G and H, respectively. Let Q be a biinvariant metric on G
and denote by n the orthogonal complement of h in g. Define the endomorphism Pt : n → n by

Q(PtX,Y ) = 〈X∗, Y ∗〉|γ(t)

for every X,Y ∈ n, where X∗, Y ∗ are their corresponding action fields defined by

X∗
|γ(t) =

d

ds

∣
∣
∣
s=0

exp(sX) · γ(t).

If we split the tension field into the normal and tangential components with respect to the
principal orbits

τ|γ(t) = τnor|γ(t) + τ tan|γ(t),

then one can express the tension field of a (k, r)-map in terms of the endomorphisms Pt as

τnor|γ(t) =
[

r̈(t) + 1
2 ṙ(t) TrP

−1
t Ṗt −

1
2 TrP

−1
t (Ṗ )r(t)

]

γ̇(r(t))

and

τ tan|γ(t) =
(
P−1
r(t)

n∑

µ=1

[Eµ, Pr(t)Eµ]
)∗
|γ(r(t)),

where E1, . . . , En ∈ n are such that E∗
1|γ(t), . . . , E

∗
n|γ(t) form an orthonormal basis of Tγ(t)G · γ(t)

and [·, ·] represents the Lie bracket of g. See Theorems 3.4 and 3.6 in [12], respectively.

2.3. Stability of harmonic maps. We present here some notions about the stability and
equivariant stability of harmonic maps. We follow the references [16] and [3].
Let ψ : (M,g1) → (N, g2) be a harmonic map, the second variation of the energy is given by

δ2E(ψ)(V,W ) =

∫

M

g2(Jψ(V ),W ) dVg1 , V,W ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN).

Here Jψ denotes the Jacobi operator, this is, the second order selfadjoint linear elliptic differ-
ential operator defined by

Jψ(V ) := −

m∑

i=1

(

∇ei∇ei −∇∇ei
ei

)

V −

m∑

i=1

RN (V, dψ(ei)) dψ(ei)

for every V ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN), where RN represents the Riemannian curvature tensor of N and
{ei}

m
i=1 is an orthonormal basis of TM .

A harmonic map ψ is stable if

δ2E(ψ)(V, V ) > 0

for all V ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN). If δ2E(ψ)(V, V ) ≥ 0, then we say ψ is weakly stable, otherwise we say the
map is unstable. Due to the general theory of linear elliptic operators on a compact Riemannian
manifold, the spectrum of Jψ consists only of a discrete set of an infinite number of eigenvalues,
denoted as

λ0(ψ) < λ1(ψ) < . . . < λj(ψ) → ∞.

The vector space

Vλ(ψ) := {V ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN) : JψV = λV } 6= {0},

is called eigenspace with eigenvalue λ. We define

index(ψ) :=
∑

λ<0

dimVλ(ψ),

nullity(ψ) := dimV0(ψ).

Thus, ψ is weakly stable if and only if λj(ψ) ≥ 0 for every j ∈ N. We refer to [16][Theorem 3.2]
for a proof of the following theorem, which we found useful for our purposes.
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Theorem 2.2. Let (M,g1), (N, g2) be two compact Kähler manifolds and ψ : M → N a
holomorphic harmonic map. Then the following holds:

∫

M

g2(JψV, V ) dVg1 =
1

2

∫

M

g2(DV,DV ) dVg1 ≥ 0, V ∈ Γ(ψ∗TN),

where DV is an element of Γ(ψ∗TN ⊗ T ∗M) defined by

DV (X) := ∇JXV − J∇XV, X ∈ X(M).

In particular, ψ is weakly stable.

Since in our setting we are working with equivariant (k, r)-maps, it is natural to study also the
equivariant stability of the harmonic solutions, in the sense that one considers only variations
that are invariant under the cohomogeneity one action. In general, the notion of stability is
more restrictive than the notion of equivariant stability: there exist examples of harmonic maps
which are unstable but equivariantly stable under some group action. The main source for
equivariant stability of harmonic self-maps of cohomogeneity one manifolds is [3].
The spectral problem describing the equivariant stability of a harmonic (k, r)-map can also be
expressed in terms of the endomorphisms Pt as

ξ̈(t) + 1
2 Tr(P

−1
t Ṗt) ξ̇(t)−

1
2 Tr(P

−1
t P̈r(t)) ξ(t) + λξ(t) = 0

where ξ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, π2 ]). We will refer to the spectrum for the Sturm-Liouville problem above as

equivariant spectrum.
The so-called Jacobi polynomials proved to be useful in the study of these differential equations.

Recall that the Jacobi polynomials P
(α,β)
j (t), where j ∈ N and α, β > −1, solve the following

differential equation:

(1− t2)ξ̈(t) + [β − α− (α+ β + 2)t] ξ̇(t) + j(j + 1 + α+ β)ξ(t) = 0. (2.2)

See [4, (18.3)] for more details about the Jacobi and other orthogonal polynomials.

3. SU(p+ 1)× SU(n − p) - equivariant self-maps of CP
n

Let n ∈ N be given and fix p ∈ N such that 0 ≤ p < n. Consider the compact Riemannian
manifold (CPn, gFS). The group G = SU(p+ 1)× SU(n− p) is compact, and its natural action
on the unit sphere of Cn+1 is isometric. Thus, the action G× CP

n → CP
n given by

((
A 0
0 B

)

, [Z]

)

→

[(
A 0
0 B

)

Z

]

,

where Z is in homogeneous coordinates, A ∈ SU(p + 1), and B ∈ SU(n − p), is also isometric.
Uchida proved in [14] that this is a cohomogeneity one action with orbit space CPn/G isometric
to the closed interval [0, π2 ].
It is not hard to see that the geodesic γ defined by

γ(t) = [cos t e1 + sin t ep+2]

for every t ∈ [0, π2 ], where {ej}
n+1
j=1 is the standard basis of Rn+1, is a normal geodesic, i.e., a

unit-speed geodesic that passes through all orbits perpendicularly.
A direct computation shows that the isotropy groups are given by

K0 =

{(
ν 0 0
0 A 0
0 0 B

)

: A ∈ U(p), B ∈ SU(n − p), ν−1 = detA

}

,

H =












ν 0 0 0
0 A 0 0
0 0 ν 0
0 0 0 B




 : A ∈ U(p), B ∈ U(n− p− 1), ν−1 = detA = detB







,

K1 =

{(
A 0 0
0 ν 0
0 0 B

)

: A ∈ SU(p + 1), B ∈ U(n− p− 1), ν−1 = detB

}

,

https://dlmf.nist.gov/18.3
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where we write H = Gγ(t) for every t ∈ (0, π2 ), K0 = Gγ(0), and K1 = Gγ(π
2
).

Recall that the Weyl groupW is the dihedral subgroup of N(H)/H generated by the two unique
involutions

σj ∈
N(H) ∩Kj

H
,

j = 0, 1, and the non-principal isotropy groups along γ(R) are conjugate to one of the Kj via
an element of W .
In the present setting, the Weyl group is a dihedral group of order |W | = 2 generated by the
two involutions

σ0 =






1p+1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 1n−p−2




 , σ1 =






−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 1p−1 0
0 0 0 1n−p




 .

The extended group diagram is of the form presented in Figure 1.

G,H K0K1

Figure 1. Extended group diagram for the action of SU(p+ 1)× SU(n− p) on CP
n

We consider equivariant self-maps of CPn under the action of G = SU(p+1)×SU(n− p) of the
form

g · γ(t) 7→ g · γ(r(t))

where g ∈ G. Here r : [0, π2 ] → R is a smooth function satisfying r(0) = 0 and r(π2 ) = k π2 . In
this case k is of the form j +1 with j ∈ 2Z, since Gγ(π

2
) = K1 is not a subgroup of Gγ(π) = K0,

see [11][Lemma 2.1].
The codimensions of the singular orbits are both even: 2(n − p) and 2(p + 1), so the Brouwer
degree of such maps is +1, see [11][Theorem 3.4].

4. Derivation of the tension field

We write g, h for the Lie algebra of G and H, respectively. We choose on g the inner product
Q defined by

Q(X,Y ) = −
1

2
TrXY

for every X,Y ∈ g. We denote the orthogonal complement of h under Q by n. Define for every
t /∈ π

2Z the endomorphisms Pt : n → n by

Q(PtX,Y ) = gFS(X
∗, Y ∗)|γ(t)

for every X,Y ∈ n where X∗, Y ∗ are their corresponding action fields given by

X∗
|γ(t) =

d

ds

∣
∣
∣
s=0

exp(sX) · γ(t).

4.1. Computation of Pt. We start by explicitly computing the endomorphism Pt. For that,
note that in any basis {X1, . . . ,X2n−1} of (n, Q) we can compute the action of Pt on any Xj as

PtXj =

2n−1∑

k=1

Q(PtXj , Xk)Xk =

2n−1∑

k=1

gFS(X
∗
j , X

∗
k )|γ(t)Xk. (4.1)
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Throughout this section, Cj,k represents the (n+ 1)× (n+ 1)-matrix with 1 in the (j, k)-entry
and 0 in the others. In addition, we define

Ej,k = Cj,k − Ck,j, Fj,k = iCj,k + iCk,j,

and the diagonal matrix

D = ωi diag
[

p(n− p), p− n, . . . , p− n
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p times

, −(p+ 1)(n − p− 1), p+ 1, . . . , p+ 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

n− p− 1 times

]

where
ω2 = 2(p + 1)−1(n− p)−1((p+ 1)(n − p− 1) + (n− p)p)−1.

Consider also the sets

N1 = {E1,j : 2 ≤ j ≤ p+ 1}, N2 = {F1,j : 2 ≤ j ≤ p+ 1},

N3 = {Ep+2,j : p+ 3 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1}, N4 = {Fp+2,j : p+ 3 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1}.

Then
Λ = N1 ∪N2 ∪N3 ∪N4 ∪D (4.2)

is an orthonormal basis of (n, Q). We denote by {ej}
n+1
j=1 the standard basis of Rn+1 and by

{ξj}
n
j=1 the standard basis of Rn, we also write z = x+ iy and

∂
∂zj

= 1
2

(
∂
∂xj

− i ∂
∂yj

)

, ∂
∂z̄j

= 1
2

(
∂
∂xj

+ i ∂
∂yj

)

.

Lemma 4.1. For any t ∈ (0, π2 ) and every element of Λ we have that its corresponding action
field is given by

E∗
j,k|γ(t) =







− ∂
∂zk−1

− ∂
∂z̄k−1

if j = 1, k = 2, . . . , p+ 1,

− tan t
(

∂
∂zk−1

+ ∂
∂z̄k−1

)

if j = p+ 2, k = p+ 3, . . . , n,

F ∗
j,k|γ(t) =







i ∂
∂zk−1

− i ∂
∂z̄k−1

if j = 1, k = 2, . . . , p+ 1,

tan t
(

i ∂
∂zk−1

− i ∂
∂z̄k−1

)

if j = p+ 2, k = p+ 3, . . . , n,

D∗
|γ(t) =− η tan t

(

i ∂
∂zp+1

− i ∂
∂z̄p+1

)

,

where

η2 = 2
n− p− 1

n− p
+ 2

p

p+ 1
.

Proof. For Ej,k, Fj,k,D ∈ Λ, the smooth homomorphisms defined by

exp sEj,k = sin sEj,k + cos s (Cj,j + Ck,k) +
∑

ℓ 6=j,k

Cℓ,ℓ,

exp sFj,k = sin s Fj,k + cos s (Cj,j + Ck,k) +
∑

ℓ 6=j,k

Cℓ,ℓ,

exp sD =
∑

ℓ

es[D]ℓ,ℓCℓ,ℓ,

for every s ∈ R are one-parameter subgroups of G generated by the elements of Λ. Here, [D]ℓ,ℓ
denotes the (ℓ, ℓ)-entry of the matrix D. The actions of these one-parameter subgroups at the
point γ(t) yield curves defined by

exp sEj,k · γ(t) = [cos s cos t e1 + sin t ep+2 − sin s cos t ek] δ1,j

+ [cos s sin t ep+2 + cos t e1 − sin s sin t ek] δp+2,j

exp sFj,k · γ(t) = [ cos s cos t e1 + sin t ep+2 + i sin s cos t ek] δ1,j

+ [cos s sin t ep+2 + cos t e1 + i sin s sin t ek] δp+2,j

exp sD · γ(t) = [cos t es[D]1,1 e1 + sin t es[D]p+2,p+2 ep+2].
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Since we are interested in taking the derivative of these curves at s = 0, we can assume that
s ∈ (−ε, ε) with ε small enough so that cos s does not vanish there. Moreover, t ∈ (−π

2 ,
π
2 ), so

there is no restriction on using affine coordinates here, obtaining

exp sEj,k · γ(t) = (− tan s ξk−1 + sec s tan t ξp+1) δ1,j

+ (− sin s tan t ξk−1 + cos s tan t ξp+1) δp+2,j

exp sFj,k · γ(t) = (i tan s ξk−1 + sec s tan t ξp+1) δ1,j

+ (i sin s tan t ξk−1 + cos s tan t ξp+1) δp+2,j ,

exp sD · γ(t) = tan t e−sη ξp+1.

Taking the derivative at s = 0, we obtain the following tangent vectors to CP
n at γ(t):

E∗
j,k|γ(t) = −δ1,j

∂
∂xk−1

− δp+2,j tan t ∂
∂xk−1

,

F ∗
j,k|γ(t) = δ1,j

∂
∂yk−1

+ δp+2,j tan t ∂
∂yk−1

,

D∗
|γ(t) = −η tan t ∂

∂yp+1
.

The result follows after making the substitutions
∂
∂xk

= ∂
∂zk

+ ∂
∂z̄k

, ∂
∂yk

= i ∂
∂zk

− i ∂
∂z̄k

.

�

Following (2.1), the Fubini-Study metric at a point γ(t) for t 6= π
2 can be expressed, in affine

coordinates, as

(gFS)j,k =
cos2 t

2











0
1p

cos2 t
1n−p−1

1p

cos2 t
1n−p−1

0











(4.3)

with respect to the basis { ∂
∂z1

, . . . , ∂
∂zn

, ∂
∂z̄1
, . . . , ∂

∂z̄n
}. The next result then follows from a

straightforward computation.

Proposition 4.2. For t ∈ (0, π2 ), the endomorphism Pt : n → n is given by

Pt =





cos2 t12p

sin2 t12(n−p−1)
η2

4 sin2 2t





with respect to the basis Λ defined in (4.2).

4.2. Tangential component of the tension field. One can express the tangential component
of the tension field of a (k, r)-map in terms of the endomorphisms Pt, as the following theorem
shows.

Theorem 4.3 (see [12]). The tangential component of the tension field is given by

τ tan|γ(t) =
(
P−1
r(t)

n∑

µ=1

[Eµ, Pr(t)Eµ]
)∗
|γ(r(t))

where E1, . . . , En ∈ n are such that E∗
1|γ(t), . . . , E

∗
n|γ(t) form an orthonormal basis of Tγ(t)G · γ(t).

Following the construction of Lemma 4.1, for every k = 2, . . . , p+1 and every ℓ = p+3, . . . , n+1,
the elements of n given by

sec t E1,k, sec t F1,k, csc t Ep+2,ℓ, csc t Fp+2,ℓ,
2
η
csc 2tD,

are such that their corresponding action fields form an orthonormal basis of the tangent space
of the orbit at γ(t) for t 6= 0, π2 . By Proposition 4.2, at the points where r(t) 6= π

2 the endomor-
phisms Pr(t) diagonalize simultaneously. Hence, we get the following:
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Lemma 4.4. Consider the natural SU(p+ 1)× SU(n− p)-action on CP
n with 0 ≤ p < n. The

tangential component of the tension field of a (k, r)-map, where k ∈ 2Z+ 1, vanishes.

4.3. Normal component of the tension field. The normal component of the tension field
for the (k, r)-maps has been derived in [12][Theorem 3.4], and can be written in terms of the
endomorphisms Pt as

τnor|γ(t) = r̈(t) + 1
2 ṙ(t)TrP

−1
t Ṗt −

1
2 TrP

−1
t (Ṗ )r(t)

for every t /∈ π
2Z. We obtain the following result using this identity, Proposition 4.2 and

Lemma 4.4.

Theorem 4.5. Consider the natural SU(p + 1) × SU(n − p)-action on CP
n with 0 ≤ p < n.

The tension field of a (k, r)-map vanishes if and only if r satisfies the boundary value problem

r̈(t) + [(2n − 2p − 1) cot t− (2p + 1) tan t] ṙ(t)

+

[
p

cos2 t
−

(n− p− 1)

sin2 t

]

sin 2r(t)−
sin 4r(t)

sin2 2t
= 0

(4.4)

for smooth functions r : (0, π2 ) → R with

lim
t→0

r(t) = 0 and lim
t→π

2

r(t) = k π2 , (4.5)

where k ∈ 2Z+ 1.

5. New harmonic self-maps of CP
n

In this section, we prove the existence of infinitely many harmonic self-maps of CPn and study
their limiting configuration by giving a family of uncountable many explicit solutions to the
boundary value problem (4.4), (4.5). Moreover, we explicitly compute the energy for each of
these harmonic maps.
We start by proving that every solution of (4.4) we construct here is unique in a certain class
of functions, as the following lemma states.

Lemma 5.1. Every smooth solution r : (0, π2 ) → R of (4.4) with singular initial data

lim
t→0+

r(t) = 0 and lim
t→0+

ṙ(t) = ρ,

is unique.

Proof. The strategy is similar to the approach used in [8][Lemma 2.1]. The initial data implies
that

r(t) = ρt+O(t2), ṙ(t) = ρ+O(t) as t→ 0+. (5.1)

If we perform the change of coordinates

t(x) = arctan ex,

equation (4.4) reads

r̈(x) +
[
(n− p− 1)e−x − pex

]
2

ex+e−x ṙ(x)

−
[
(n− p− 1)e−x − pex

]
1

ex+e−x sin 2r(x) − 1
4 sin 4r(x) = 0,

(5.2)

and (5.1) is translated to

r(x) = ρex +O(e2x), ṙ(x) = ρex +O(e2x) as x→ −∞. (5.3)

Suppose then that r1 and r2 are two solutions of (5.2) satisfying (5.3). For every s ∈ (0, 1),
define the functions ηs by

ηs(x) := r1(x) + s(ex + e2x).

Due to (5.3), there exists a constant c(s) ∈ R such that

η−s(x) ≤ r2(x) ≤ ηs(x) (5.4)

for x ∈ (−∞, c(s)). The rest of the proof is dedicated to showing that there exists a constant
κ ∈ R independent of s such that property (5.4) can be extended to (−∞, κ) for every s. This
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would imply that r2 lies between η−s and ηs for s arbitrarily small, so r1 = r2 in (−∞, κ) and
therefore in all of R.
Rewrite (5.2) as Lr = 0, then

Lηs(x) = s(2n− 2p + 1)e2x + sO(e3x) as x→ −∞.

This implies the existence of a constant c1 (independent of s) such that

L(η−s)(x) < 0, L(ηs)(x) > 0, (5.5)

for x ∈ (−∞, c1). Note also that

f(x) =
[
(n− p− 1)e−x − pex

]
1

ex+e−x > 0 (5.6)

for x ∈ (−∞, c2), where c2 =
1
2 ln

n−p−1
p

. Furthermore, if we write h+s := ηs − r2, then h
+
s (x) =

sex +O(e2x) as x→ −∞, so there exists c3 such that

|h+s (x)| ≤
π

8
(5.7)

holds for every x ∈ (−∞, c3). The constant c3 can be taken independently of s because s ∈ (0, 1).
Take then

κ = min{c1, c2, c3}.

Arguing by contradiction, suppose there exists x0(s) < κ such that h+s (x0(s)) = 0. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that x0(s) is the first time this happens. Using (5.5) and since
r2 is a solution of (5.2),

0 < L(ηs) = L(ηs)− L(r2) =ḧ
+
s (x) + 2f(x) ḣ+s (x)− f(x)(sin 2ηs(x)− sin 2r2(x))

− 1
4 (sin 4ηs(x)− sin 4r2(x)).

By (5.7) we have that sin 2ηs(x) > sin 2r2(x) and sin 4ηs(x) > sin 4r2(x) for x ∈ (−∞, x0(s)).
This, together with (5.6), yields the following differential inequality

0 < ḧ+s (x) + 2f(x) ḣ+s (x)

for every x ∈ (−∞, x0(s)), which implies that h+s cannot have a maximum there, contradicting
our assumption. A similar argument applies to h−s := r2 − η−s. In other words, property (5.4)
holds in (−∞, κ), as we wanted to show. �

Theorem 5.2. Let ρ ∈ R and ℓ ∈ Z, the functions defined by

rρ,ℓ(t) = arctan(ρ tan t) + ℓπ, κℓ(t) = ℓπ2

for every t ∈ (0, π2 ) satisfy the following properties:

1. As ρ goes to ∞, rρ,ℓ converges uniformly to κ2ℓ+1. As ρ goes to −∞, rρ,ℓ converges
uniformly to κ2ℓ−1.

2. The functions rρ,ℓ and κρ,ℓ are solutions for the ordinary differential equation (4.4).
3. If ρ 6= 0, the function rρ,0 is the unique solution for (4.4), (4.5) satisfying ṙ(t) → ρ as
t→ 0+.

Proof. Since the functions defined by sin 2r, cos 2r for every r ∈ R are π-periodic, if we show
that rρ,0 is a solution for the ordinary differential equation (4.4), then so is rρ,ℓ for any ℓ ∈ Z.
To prove this, note the following relations:

ṙρ,0(t) =
ρ

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
, r̈ρ,0(t) =

(ρ− ρ3) sin 2t

(ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t)2
,

sin 2rρ,0(t) =
ρ sin 2t

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
, cos 2rρ,0(t) =

cos2 t− ρ2 sin2 t

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
.

Consequently, we obtain the following equality

2ρ cot 2t

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
= [(2n− 2p− 1) cot t− (2p+ 1) tan t]ṙρ,0(t)

+

[
p

cos2 t
−

(n− p− 1)

sin2 t

]

sin 2rρ,0(t).
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If we plug this identity in equation (4.4), we get the expression

r̈ρ,0(t) +
2ρ cot 2t

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
− 2

sin 2rρ,0(t) cos 2rρ,0(t)

sin2 2t

=
(ρ− ρ3) sin 2t

(ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t)2
+

2ρ cot 2t

ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t
−

ρ cot t− ρ3 tan t

(ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t)2
= 0.

Uniqueness is a consequence of Lemma 5.1. The remaining properties follow directly. �

For every ρ ∈ R \ {0}, we will write ψρ for the harmonic self-map of CPn corresponding to the
solution rρ,0. This is, the (±1, rρ,0)-map constructed in Theorem 5.2.
One might ask whether the maps ψρ are holomorphic, antiholomorphic, or neither. It turns out
that the answer depends on the value of ρ. To check this, recall that the holomorphicity of ψρ
relies on the condition

dψ ◦ J = J ◦ dψ.

Using Lemma 4.1, one can easily check that this condition is trivial for the vectors tangent to
the orbits and that the only relevant condition is given by

dψ (Jγ̇(t)) = Jdψ (γ̇(t)).

A straightforward computation shows that, in our case, this condition reads as the following
first-order ordinary differential equation

ṙ(t) (1 + tan2 r(t)) tan t = (1 + tan2 t) tan r(t).

The solutions to this equation are precisely the functions rρ,0 given in Theorem 5.2 for ρ > 0.
Hence, the maps ψρ are all holomorphic for ρ > 0 and non-holomorphic for ρ < 0. Note that the
maps ψρ are not anti-holomorphic either, since the condition dψ ◦ J = −J ◦ dψ does not hold
for the vectors tangent to the orbits. For the sake of completeness, in the next section we will
prove that the maps ψρ are holomorphic for ρ > 0 using a known result concerning harmonic
maps between compact Kähler manifolds.
One might also wonder how the energy of the harmonic maps ψρ depends on the parameter ρ:
it turns out that E(ψρ) is not only insensitive to ρ but also to the natural number p, as the
following proposition shows.

Proposition 5.3. For ρ 6= 0, the energy of the harmonic map ψρ constructed above is given by

E(ψρ) = nVol(CPn) = πn

(n−1)! .

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that the energy of a (k, r)-map is given by

E(ψ) =
1

2

∫

CP
n

[

ṙ(t)2 + 2p cos
2 r(t)

cos2 t + 2(n − p− 1) sin
2 r(t)

sin2 t
+ sin2 2r(t)

sin2 2t

]

dVgFS
.

If we plug now the functions rρ,0 for ρ 6= 0 and simplify, we obtain

E(ψρ) =
1

2

∫

CPn

[
2κ1 + 2κ2 cos

2 t

(ρ2 sin2 t+ cos2 t)2

]

dVgFS
(5.8)

where

κ1 = ρ4n− ρ4 + ρ2 − ρ2(ρ2 − 1)p,

κ2 = ρ4 − ρ2 − ρ2(ρ2 − 1)n+ (ρ2 − 1)2p.

From this, we see that E(ψρ) = E(ψ−ρ). Since {ψρ}ρ>0 is a one-parameter family of harmonic
maps, we have that

d

dρ
E(ψρ) = −

∫

CP
n

gFS

(
d

dρ
ψρ, τ(ψρ)

)

dVgFS
= 0.

In particular, it is enough to compute (5.8) for ρ = 1. Substituting, we get

E(ψρ) = n

∫

CPn

dVgFS
= nVol(CPn) = πn

(n−1)! .

�



EXPLICIT HARMONIC SELF-MAPS OF COMPLEX PROJECTIVE SPACES 13

6. Stability of solutions

In the present section, we study the stability of the harmonic maps constructed. For every
ρ > 0, we prove that the harmonic map ψρ is weakly stable. For ρ < 0, we show that ψρ is
equivariantly weakly stable. Moreover, we explicitly compute the equivariant spectra of the
maps ψ1, ψ−1 in the family of SU(n+1

2 )× SU(n+1
2 )-equivariant self-maps of CPn.

Theorem 6.1. For every ρ > 0, the harmonic map ψρ : CP
n → CP

n is weakly stable.

Proof. The fact that ψρ is harmonic for every ρ > 0 follows from Theorem 5.2. In particular,
ψ1 is the identity map of CPn, and hence, holomorphic.
Moreover, ψρ : CPn → CP

n where ρ ∈ (0,∞) is a smooth variation of harmonic self-maps
of a compact Kähler manifold. Thus, as a consequence of Theorem 2.1, ψρ is a holomorphic
harmonic map for every ρ ∈ (0,∞). The weak stability follows then as a direct application of
Theorem 2.2. �

Recall that the eigenvalue problem describing the equivariant stability of a harmonic (k, r)-map
in a cohomogeneity one manifold can be expressed as

ξ̈(t) + 1
2 Tr(P

−1
t Ṗt) ξ̇(t)−

1
2 Tr(P

−1
t P̈r(t)) ξ(t) + λξ(t) = 0

where ξ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, π2 ]). Proposition 4.2 shows that in our case this expression reduces to

ξ̈(t) + [(2n− 2p− 1) cot t− (2p+ 1) tan t] ξ̇(t)

−
[

2(n− p− 1)
cos 2rρ(t)

sin2 t
− 2p

cos 2rρ(t)
cos2 t

+ 4
cos 4rρ(t)
sin2 2t

]

ξ(t) + λξ(t) = 0
(6.1)

where ξ ∈ C∞
0 ([0, π2 ]).

Theorem 6.2. For every ρ < 0, the map ψρ : CP
n → CP

n is equivariantly weakly stable.

Proof. Since

cos(2r−ρ(t)) = cos(−2rρ(t)) = cos(2rρ(t)),

cos(4r−ρ(t)) = cos(−4rρ(t)) = cos(4rρ(t)),

the equivariant spectrum of ψρ coincides with the equivariant spectrum of ψ−ρ. By Theorem 6.1,
for ρ > 0 the map ψρ is weakly stable. In particular, it is equivariantly weakly stable, so the
eigenvalues of the spectral problem (6.1) are all non-negative. �

Now we proceed to explicitly compute the spectra of the maps ψ1, ψ−1 in the case p = n−1
2 .

The reason for this specific choice is the appearance of the symmetry (x, ξ) → (−x,−ξ) in the
spectral problem, which significantly simplifies the computations. After the substitution

t(x) = arctan ex,

the problem (6.1) reads

ξ̈(x)− (n− 1) tanhx ξ̇(x)− n tanh2 x ξ(x) + (λ4 + 1) 1
cosh2 x

ξ(x) = 0 (6.2)

for ξ ∈ C∞
0 (R).

Proposition 6.3. The spectral problem (6.2) describing the equivariant stability of the maps
ψ1 and ψ−1, is solved by

ξj(x) =
1

cosh x P
(n+1

2
,n+1

2
)

j (tanhx), λj = 4j(j + n+ 2)

for j ∈ N, where P
(n+1

2
,n+1

2
)

j are the so-called Jacobi polynomials.

Proof. With the ansatz
ξ(x) = 1

coshx f(x),

equation (6.2) can be written as

f ′′(x)− (n+ 1) tanh x f ′(x) + λ
4f(x) sech

2 x = 0.

In order to reduce this equation to the form (2.2), we plug

f(x) = u(tanhx),
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and thus

(1− tanh2 x)u′′(tanhx)− (n + 3) tanh xu′(tanhx) + λ
4u(tanhx) = 0.

Then the eigenvalue problem (6.2) is solved by

ξj(x) =
1

cosh x P
(n+1

2
,n+1

2
)

j (tanhx), λj = 4j(j + n+ 2)

for j ∈ N. �

Remark 6.4. 1. Urakawa had already derived equation (4.4) in [15]. He proved the exis-
tence of a solution satisfying 0 ≤ r ≤ π

2 and k = 1 using some tools from the calculus
of variations. Moreover, in our opinion the hypotheses given in the paper were too
restrictive: the relation between n and p is non-trivial, while the solutions constructed
here are independent of n and p, and the unique holomorphic harmonic self-map in his
setup is the identity map.

2. One might ask whether there is a geometric reason for the existence of uncountable many
equivariant harmonic self-maps of CPn in every dimension for the action considered. In
contrast, in the case of rotationally symmetric harmonic self-maps of spheres one needs
to impose the condition 3 ≤ n ≤ 6. Even in this situation, a numerical analysis suggests
that there are considerably fewer solutions.

On the one hand, it is clear that the Kähler structure of CPn represents an advan-
tage for the existence of harmonic maps. In this situation, every holomorphic map
is harmonic, so one can try to recover holomorphic harmonic maps by the condition
dψ ◦ J = J ◦ dψ. In our case, this condition reduces to a first-order ordinary differential
equation.

On the other hand, it is well known that curvature plays an important role in the ex-
istence of harmonic maps between Riemannian manifolds: Eells and Sampson [7] proved
that if all the sectional curvatures of the target manifold are non-positive, then there ex-
ists a harmonic representative in every homotopy class. The positive curved case seems
to be exceptional, see for example [1] or [13]. Recently, Branding and Siffert [2] con-
structed infinitely many harmonic maps between ellipsoids in all dimensions by making
the correct deformation of these manifolds depending on the dimension.

One can argue that the fact that the sphere is a 1-pinched manifold is too restrictive
for the existence of rotationally symmetric solutions in large dimensions, and this is
why when one deforms an ellipsoid in such a way that the pinching constant is small
enough, new solutions appear. This could be another argument for the CP

n case, since
the sectional curvature in the complex projective space varies between 1 and 4 (i.e., it
is a 1

4 -pinched manifold).
The relation between the pinching constant and harmonic maps is not new. Let M

be a Riemannian manifold of dimension m ≥ 3: it has been proved in [17] that if M has
a pinching constant δ big enough, then a harmonic map cannot be weakly stable unless
it is constant. Actually, δ depends on the dimension δ ≡ δ(n), and it was suggested
in [10] that δ(n) → 1 as n→ ∞.
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