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CLASSIFICATION OF LAGRANGIAN TRANSLATORS AND

LAGRANGIAN SELF-EXPANDERS IN C2

ZHI LI AND GUOXIN WEI

Abstract. In this paper, we obtain several classification results of 2-dimensional
complete Lagrangian translators and lagrangian self-expanders with constant squared

norm | ~H |2 of the mean curvature vector in C2 by using a new Omori-Yau type
maximum principle which was proved by Chen and Qiu [6]. The same idea is also
used to give a similar result of Lagrangian ξ-translators in C2.

1. introduction

The mean curvature flow in the Euclidean space Rn+p is a one-parameter family
of immersions xt = x(·, t) : Mn → R

n+p with the corresponding image Mt = xt(M
n)

such that
d

dt
x(p, t) = ~H(p, t), x(p, 0) = x(p), p ∈ Mn,

where ~H(p, t) is the mean curvature vector of Mt at p ∈ Mn.
An n-dimensional smooth immersed submanifold x : Mn → Rn+p is called a

translating soliton (or, simply, translator) of the mean curvature flow if its mean

curvature vector ~H satisfies the following equation

(1.1) ~H + T⊥ = 0,

where T⊥ denotes the normal part of nonzero constant vector T in Rn+p. while
x(Mn) is said to be a self-expander of the mean curvature if it holds that

(1.2) ~H = x⊥,

where x⊥ is the orthogonal projection of the position vector x in Rn+p to the nor-
mal bundle of Mn. As is known to all, solutions of (1.1) correspond to translating
solutions {Mt = M + tT, t ∈ R} of the mean curvature flow, and are important in
the singularity theory of the mean curvature flow since they often occur as Type-II
singularities. Mn is a self-expander if and only if the family of homothetic hyper-
surfaces {xt =

√
2tx, t > 0} is a mean curvature flow. The self-expanders appear

as the singularity model of the mean curvature flow which exists for long time. Due
to this, these two kinds of solitons are called self-similar solutions to the mean cur-
vature flow of submanifolds in R

n+p. They have been extensively studied for years
and a number of interesting rigidity theorems and classification theorems have been
obtained, including rigidity theorems and classification theorems. To see the details,
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readers are referred to, for translators, ([1], [9], [12], [25], [29], [31], [32]) and, for
self-expanders, ([2], [8], [11], [15], [30]) etc.
It is known that Lagrangian submanifolds are a class of important submanifolds

in the complex Euclidean space Cn. Since the mean curvature flow keep invariant of
the Lagrangian property, which means that if the initial submanifold x : Mn → R2n

is Lagrangian, then the mean curvature flow x(·, t) : Mn → R2n is also Lagrangian.
Thus, the Lagrangian self-shrinkers, the Lagrangian translators and the Lagrangian
self-expanders seem very interesting to study. To learn more about them, please
refer to ([3], [4], [10], [14], [16], [17], [18], [26], [27], [28]) and the references therein.
From view points of submanifolds theory, it is also very natural to study rigid-

ity and classification theorems for the Lagrangian self-shrinkers, the Lagrangian
translators and the Lagrangian self-expanders. In this direction, Castro and Lerma
([5])provided several rigidity results for the Clifford torus in the class of compact
self-shrinkers for Lagrangian mean curvature flow. In 2017, Li and Wang ([21])
prove a rigidity theorem which improves a previous theorem by Castro and Lerma
([5]). Cheng, Hori and Wei ([7]) established an interesting classification theorem
for complete Lagrangian self-shrinkers with constant squared norm of the second
fundamental form in C2. Later, Li et al.([22]) and the author of the present paper
([23]) respectively studied the classification of complete the complete Lagrangian
translators and Lagrangian self-expanders in C2. Recently, under the condition that
the squared norm of the second fundamental form being bounded from above, the
author of the present paper ([24]) studied the rigidity problem for 2-dimensional

complete Lagrangian self-shrinkers with constant squared norm | ~H|2 of the mean
curvature vector in C

2. It is natural to ask the following problems:

Problem 1.1. To classify 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian translators or La-

grangian self-expanders with constant squared norm | ~H|2 of the mean curvature vec-

tor in C2 if the squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above.

It is our motivation to solve the above problem. In this paper, we solve the
Problem 1.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let x : M2 → C2 be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian translator

with constant squared norm | ~H|2 of the mean curvature vector in C2. If the squared

norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then x(M2) is a plane

R
2.

Assume that T is a nonzero constant in Rn+p, then Mn is called a ξ-translator if
ξ = ~H + T⊥ is parallel in the normal bundle. It is easy to see that when ξ = 0, Mn

is a translating soliton (translator). Thus, by an application of Theorem 1.1 and a
theorem of Hoffman (Theorem 4.1, [13]), we can easily obtain the following more
general result.

Theorem 1.2. Let x : M2 → C2 be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian ξ-

translator with constant squared norm | ~H|2 of the mean curvature vector in C
2.

If the squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then

x(M2) is a plane R2 or the circular cylinder S1(r)× R1 for some r > 0.
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Remark 1.1. Note that any sphere S2(r), r > 0 or any Clifford torus S1(r1)×S1(r2),
r1, r2 > 0, can not be an immersed ξ-translator.

By using a similar proof method of the Theorem 1.1, we also obtain

Theorem 1.3. Let x : M2 → C2 be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian self-

expander with constant squared norm of the mean curvature vector in C
2. If the

squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then x(M2) is
a plane R2 through the origin.

2. Preliminaries

Let x : M2 → C2 be an 2-dimensional Lagrangian surface of C2. Denote by J the
canonical complex structure on C

2. We choose orthonormal tangent vector fields
{e1, e2} and {e1∗ , e2∗} are normal vector fields given by

e1∗ = Je1, e2∗ = Je2.

Then
{e1, e2, e1∗ , e2∗}

is called an adapted Lagrangian frame field. The dual frame fields of {e1, e2} are
{ω1, ω2}, the Levi-Civita connection forms and normal connection forms are ωij and
ωi∗j∗ , respectively.
Since x : M2 → C2 is a Lagrangian surface (see [19], [20]), we have

(2.1) h
p∗

ij = h
p∗

ji = hi∗

pj, i, j, p = 1, 2.

The second fundamental form h and the mean curvature ~H of x are respectively
defined by

h =
∑

ijp

h
p∗

ij ωi ⊗ ωj ⊗ ep∗ , ~H =
∑

p

Hp∗ep∗ =
∑

i,p

h
p∗

ii ep∗ .

Let S =
∑

i,j,p(h
p∗

ij )
2 be the squared norm of the second fundamental form and

H = | ~H| denote the mean curvature of x. If we denote the components of curvature
tensors of the Levi-Civita connection forms ωij and normal connection forms ωi∗j∗

by Rijkl and Ri∗j∗kl, respectively, then the equations of Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci
are given by

(2.2) Rijkl =
∑

p

(hp∗

ikh
p∗

jl − h
p∗

il h
p∗

jk),

(2.3) Rik =
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ik −
∑

j,p

h
p∗

ij h
p∗

jk,

(2.4) h
p∗

ijk = h
p∗

ikj,

(2.5) Rp∗q∗kl =
∑

i

(hp∗

ikh
q∗

il − h
p∗

il h
p∗

ik ),

(2.6) R = H2 − S.
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From (2.1) and (2.4), we easily know that the components hp∗

ijk is totally symmetric
for i, j, k, l. In particular,

(2.7) h
p∗

ijk = h
p∗

kji = hi∗

pjk, i, j, k, p = 1, 2.

By making use of (2.1), (2.2) and (2.5), we obtain

(2.8) Rijkl = K(δikδjl − δilδjk) = Ri∗j∗kl, K =
1

2
(H2 − S),

where K is the Gaussian curvature of x.
By defining

∑

l

h
p∗

ijklωl = dh
p∗

ijk +
∑

l

h
p∗

ljkωli +
∑

l

h
p∗

ilkωlj +
∑

l

h
p∗

ijlωlk +
∑

q

h
q∗

ijkωq∗p∗,

we have the following Ricci identities

(2.9) h
p∗

ijkl − h
p∗

ijlk =
∑

m

h
p∗

mjRmikl +
∑

m

h
p∗

imRmjkl +
∑

m

hm∗

ij Rm∗p∗kl.

Let V be a tangent C1-vector field on Mn and denote by RicV := Ric− 1

2
LV g the

Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor with LV to be the Lie derivative along the vector field V .
Define a differential operator

LV f = ∆f + 〈V,∇f〉,
where ∆ and ∇ denote the Laplacian and the gradient operator, respectively. The
following maximum principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator L will be
used in this paper, which was proved by Chen and Qiu [6].

Lemma 2.1. Let (Mn, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, and V is a C1 vector

field on Mn. If the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor RicV is bounded from below, then for

any f ∈ C2(Mn) bounded from above, there exists a sequence {pt} ⊂ Mn, such that

lim
m→∞

f(pt) = sup f, lim
m→∞

|∇f |(pt) = 0, lim
m→∞

LV f(pt) ≤ 0.

For the mean curvature vector field ~H =
∑

pH
p∗ep∗ , we define

(2.10) |∇⊥ ~H|2 =
∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2, ∆⊥Hp∗ =

∑

i

H
p∗

,ii .

By the definition (1.1) and (1.2) of the Lagrangian translator and lagrangian self-
expander respectively, it is sufficient to give several basic differential formulas.

(2.11) H
p∗

,i =
∑

k

h
p∗

ik 〈T, ek〉, H
p∗

,ij =
∑

k

h
p∗

ijk〈T, ek〉 −
∑

k,q

h
p∗

ikh
q∗

kjH
q∗

and

(2.12) H
p∗

,i = −
∑

k

h
p∗

ik 〈x, ek〉, H
p∗

,ij = −
∑

k

h
p∗

ijk〈x, ek〉 − h
p∗

ij −
∑

k,q

h
p∗

ikh
q∗

kjH
q∗ .

If we choose V = −T⊤ and x⊤ respectively, using the above formulas and the Ricci
identities, we can get the following Lemmas (see [22] and [23]).
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Lemma 2.2. Let x : M2 → C2 be an 2-dimensional complete lagrangian translator.

We have

(2.13)
1

2
L−T⊤H2 =

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 −

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

and

(2.14)
1

2
L−T⊤S =

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2 − 1

2
(H2 − S)(H2 − 3S)−

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij .

Lemma 2.3. Let x : M2 → C2 be an 2-dimensional complete lagrangian self-

expander. We have

(2.15)
1

2
Lx⊤H2 =

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 −H2 −

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

and

(2.16)
1

2
Lx⊤S =

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2 − S(

3

2
S + 1) + 2H2S − 1

2
H4 −

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij .

In order to use the maximum principle of Omori-Yau type (Lemma 2.1), we need
the following conclusions. The specific proof approach for the following conclusions
is similar to [22] and [23]. For completeness, we will present a short proof of it.

Lemma 2.4. For a complete translator x : Mn → Cn with the squared norm S

of the second fundamental form being bounded from above, the Bakry-Emery Ricci

tensor RicV is bounded from below, where V = −T⊤.

Proof. For any unit vector e ∈ TMn, we can choose a local tangent orthonormal
frame field {ei}ni=1 such that e = ei. By the definition of translator and a simple
computation, we have

−1

2
L−T⊤g(ei, ei) =

1

2
T⊤(g(ei, ei))− g([T⊤, ei], ei)

=g(∇ei(T − T⊥), ei) =
∑

p

Hp∗g(∇eiep∗ , ei)

=−
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ii .

Then (2.3) yields

Ric−T⊤(ei, ei) = Ric(ei, ei)−
1

2
L−T⊤g(ei, ei) = −

∑

j,p

(hp∗

ij )
2 ≥ −S.

It is natural to draw that Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor Ric−T⊤ is bounded from below
since S is bounded from above. �

Using a similar discussion method, we can also draw the following conclusion.

Lemma 2.5. For a complete self-expander x : Mn → Cn with the squared norm S

of the second fundamental form being bounded from above, the Bakry-Emery Ricci

tensor RicV is bounded from below, where V = x⊤.
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3. Proof of Main Theorem

To draw the conclusion of Theorem 1.1, we need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Let x : M2 → C
2 be a Lagrangian translator with constant squared

norm | ~H|2 of the mean curvature vector. If the squared norm S of the second fun-

damental form is bounded from above, then | ~H|2 ≡ 0.

Proof. If we had | ~H|2 6= 0, we choose a local frame field {e1, e2} such that

~H = H1∗e1∗ , H1∗ = | ~H| = H, H2∗ = h2∗

11 + h2∗

22 = 0.

Then,

S = (h1∗

11)
2 + 3(h1∗

22)
2 + 4(h2∗

11)
2, H2 = (h1∗

11 + h1∗

22)
2 ≤ 4

3

(

(h1∗

11)
2 + 3(h1∗

22)
2

)

≤ 4

3
S

and the equality of the above inequality holds if and only if

h1∗

11 = 3h1∗

22, h2∗

11 = 0.

Since | ~H|2 is constant, the lemma 2.2 implies

(3.1)
∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 =

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

and

(3.2)
1

2
L−T⊤S =

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2 −

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 − 1

2
(H2 − S)(H2 − 3S).

Since S is bounded from above, we know that the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature of
x : M2 → C2 is bounded from below from the lemma 2.4. By applying the maximum
principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator L−T⊤ to the function −S, there
exists a sequence {pt} ⊂ M2 such that

lim
t→∞

S(pt) = inf S, lim
t→∞

|∇S|(pt) = 0, lim
t→∞

L−T⊤S(pt) ≥ 0.

And because S is bounded from above, we know that {hp∗

ij (pt)} are bounded se-
quences for i, j, p = 1, 2. Hence we can assume

lim
t→∞

S(pt) = inf S = S̄, lim
t→∞

h
p∗

ij (pt) = h̄
p∗

ij , i, j, p = 1, 2.

Without loss of the generality, we can assume h
p∗

ij (pt) 6= 0 for i, j, p = 1, 2, 3. Unless

otherwise specified, the following equations are considered at point pt ∈ M2.
If inf S = 0, we draw that | ~H|2 ≡ 0 since | ~H|2 ≤ 4

3
S. Next, we will only consider

inf S > 0. In fact, this situation does not exist.
Since |∇H2| = 0 and |∇H2|2 = 4

∑

k(
∑

p H
p∗H

p∗

,k )
2, we can see that

(3.3) H1∗

,k = Hk∗

,1 = 0, h1∗

11k + h1∗

22k = 0, k = 1, 2.

It follows from the first formula of (2.11) and h2∗

11 + h2∗

22 = 0 that

(3.4) H1∗

,1 = h1∗

11〈T, e1〉+ h2∗

11〈T, e2〉, H1∗

,2 = h2∗

11〈T, e1〉+ h1∗

22〈T, e2〉
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and

(3.5) H2∗

,1 = h2∗

11〈T, e1〉+ h1∗

22〈T, e2〉, H2∗

,2 = h1∗

22〈T, e1〉 − h2∗

11〈T, e2〉.
Choosing ∇kS = 2ak for k = 1, 2, (3.3) and limt→∞ |∇S|(pt) = 0 imply that

(3.6) (h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
1∗

11k + 3h2∗

11h
2∗

11k − h2∗

11h
2∗

22k = ak, lim
t→∞

ak(pt) = 0, k = 1, 2.

Combining (3.3) and (3.6), we infer

(3.7)

(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
)

h1∗

111 + 4(h2∗

11)
2h2∗

222 = b1,
(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
)

h2∗

111 − h2∗

11(h
1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
2∗

222 = b2.

where b1 = (h1∗

11−3h1∗

22)a1−4h2∗

11a2, b2 = 3h2∗

11a1+(h1∗

11−3h1∗

22)a2 and limt→∞ bk(pt) = 0
for k = 1, 2.
With all these preparations, we will use the proof by contradiction to prove that

h̄2∗

11 = 0.

Now assume that h̄2∗

11 6= 0. By (3.3) and (3.4), we get that

(3.8)
(

h̄1∗

11h̄
1∗

22 − (h̄2∗

11)
2
)

lim
t→∞

〈T, e1〉(pt) = 0,
(

h̄1∗

11h̄
1∗

22 − (h̄2∗

11)
2
)

lim
t→∞

〈T, e2〉(pt) = 0.

If h̄1∗

11h̄
1∗

22 − (h̄2∗

11)
2 6= 0, (3.8) yields

lim
t→∞

〈T, e1〉(pt) = lim
t→∞

〈T, e2〉(pt) = 0.

Thus, using (3.3) and (3.5), we obtain that

(3.9) lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2
)

(pt) = lim
t→∞

(H2∗

,2 )
2(pt) = 0.

It is straightforward to see from (3.1) and (3.9) that

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

)

(pt) = H2
(

(h̄1∗

11)
2 + (h̄1∗

22)
2 + 2(h̄2∗

11)
2
)

= 0.

It contradicts the hypothesis.
If h̄1∗

11h̄
1∗

22− (h̄2∗

11)
2 = 0, it is obvious to draw h̄1∗

11+3h̄1∗

22 6= 0, otherwise we would have
h̄2∗

11 = 0. It contradicts the hypothesis. Thus, (3.7) yields

(3.10) h1∗

111 = − 4(h2∗

11)
2h2∗

222 − b1

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
, h2∗

111 =
h2∗

11(h
1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
2∗

222 + b2

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
.

By (3.3) and (3.10), a simple computation shows

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 = (H2∗

,2 )
2 =

(

(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 16(h2∗

11)
2
)

h2∗

222 − b1

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2

)2

and
∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2 =7(h1∗

111)
2 + 8(h2∗

111)
2 + (h2∗

222)
2

=
7
(

4(h2∗

11)
2h2∗

222 − b1
)2

+ 8
(

h2∗

11(h
1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
2∗

222 + b2
)2

(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
)2

+ (h2∗

222)
2.
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Then

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2
)

(pt) =

(

(h̄1∗

11)
2 + 9(h̄1∗

22)
2 + 10(h̄2∗

11)
2
)2

(h̄1∗

11 + 3h̄1∗

22)
4

lim
t→∞

(h2∗

222)
2(pt),

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2
)

(pt) =

(

(h̄1∗

11)
2 + 9(h̄1∗

22)
2 + 10(h̄2∗

11)
2
)2

(h̄1∗

11 + 3h̄1∗

22)
4

lim
t→∞

(h2∗

222)
2(pt).

Hence from (3.2) one sees

(H2 − S̄)(H2 − 3S̄) ≤ 0

It is a contradiction since H2 = (h̄1∗

11)
2 + (h̄1∗

22)
2 + 2(h̄2∗

11)
2 and H2 < S̄.

Next, we will use h̄2∗

11 = 0 to complete the proof of proposition 3.1.
Since h̄2∗

11 = 0 and | limt→∞〈T, ek〉(pt)| < ∞ for k = 1, 2, (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5)
show that

(3.11)
h̄1∗

11 lim
t→∞

〈T, e1〉(pt) = h̄1∗

22 lim
t→∞

〈T, e2〉(pt) = 0,

lim
t→∞

H2∗

,2 (pt) = h̄1∗

22 lim
t→∞

〈T, e1〉(pt).

If limt→∞〈T, e1〉(pt) = 0, (3.11) shows

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2
)

(pt) = lim
t→∞

H2∗

,2 (pt) = 0.

Thus,

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

)

(pt) = H2
(

(h̄1∗

11)
2 + (h̄1∗

22)
2
)

= 0.

It contradicts the hypothesis.
If limt→∞〈T, e1〉(pt) 6= 0, (3.11) yields

(3.12) h̄1∗

11 = 0, h̄1∗

22 = H, S̄ = 3H2, lim
t→∞

〈T, e2〉(pt) = 0.

It is straightforward to calculate from | ~H|2 = constant and (3.1) that

∑

p

H
p∗

,i H
p∗

,j +
∑

p

Hp∗H
p∗

,ij = 0, i, j = 1, 2

and
∑

i,p

H
p∗

,i H
p∗

,ik =
∑

i,j

(
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ij )(
∑

p

H
p∗

,k h
p∗

ij +
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ijk), k = 1, 2.

Thus, choosing i = j = 1 and k = 1 in the above equations, we know

(3.13) H1∗

,11 = 0, H2∗

,2 H
2∗

,21 = H2
∑

ij

h1∗

ij h
1∗

ij1 = H2
(

(h1∗

11 − h1∗

22)h
1∗

111 + 2h2∗

11h
2∗

111

)

.

Choosing k = 1 in (3.6), we have

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
1∗

111 + 4h2∗

11h
2∗

111 = a1.

Hence by (3.13) and H = h1∗

11 + h1∗

22, we can write

(3.14) H2∗

,2 H
2∗

,21 =
1

2
H2(Hh1∗

111 + a1).
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Besides, (2.11) yields that

H1∗

,11 =
∑

k

h1∗

11k〈T, ek〉 −H
∑

k

(h1∗

1k)
2, H2∗

,21 =
∑

k

h2∗

21k〈T, ek〉 −H
∑

k

h1∗

1kh
2∗

2k.

Then by h1∗

11k + h1∗

22k = 0 and H1∗

,11 = 0, we obtain

(3.15) H2∗

,21 = −H
(

∑

k

(h1∗

1k)
2 +

∑

k

h1∗

1kh
2∗

2k

)

.

According to (3.3) and (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15) show

(3.16) lim
t→∞

H2∗

,21(pt) = 0, lim
t→∞

h1∗

111(pt) = lim
t→∞

h1∗

221(pt) = 0.

By using (3.1) and (3.16), we know

lim
t→∞

(h2∗

222)
2(pt) = lim

t→∞
(H2∗

,2 )
2(pt) = H4.

Hence from the second equation of (3.7), (3.16) and h̄1∗

11 = h̄2∗

11 = 0, we have that

lim
t→∞

h1∗

112(pt) = 0.

Namely,
lim
t→∞

h1∗

11k(pt) = lim
t→∞

h1∗

22k(pt) = 0, k = 1, 2.

It is easy to draw

lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2
)

(pt) = lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2
)

(pt) = lim
t→∞

(h2∗

222)
2(pt).

Then (3.2) implies that
(H2 − S̄)(H2 − 3S̄) ≤ 0.

It is a contradiction since S̄ = 3H2. The proof of the Proposition 3.1 is finished. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. From the Proposition 3.1 and the definition (1.1) of trans-
lators, we show that T⊥ = 0 and x(M2) is always tangent T⊤ = T , which means
that x(M2) consists of a family of parallel straight lines. Since x(M2) is minimal
and complete, we easily obtain that x(M2) = R2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. If ξ = 0, the theorem reduces to Theorem 1.1. If ξ 6= 0,
we have a globally defined parallel unit normal vector field ē1∗ = ξ

|ξ|
. By rotating

ē1∗ by an angle of π
2
in the normal bundle, we obtain another parallel unit normal

vector ē2∗ , which implies that the normal bundle is flat. Since x is Lagrangian,
it follows that the complex structure J is a bundle isometry between the tangent
bundle x∗(TM

2) and the normal bundle T⊥M2. This shows that M2 is flat, namely,

the Gauss curvatureK ≡ 0. Hence, by | ~H|2 = constant, we can use the classification
theorem of Hoffman ([13]) to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.
By applying a research approach similar to the Proposition 3.1, we can obtain a

similar conclusions about self-expander.

Proposition 3.2. Let x : M2 → C2 be a Lagrangian self-expander with constant

squared norm | ~H|2 of the mean curvature vector. If the squared norm S of the second

fundamental form is bounded from above, then | ~H|2 ≡ 0.
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Proof. For | ~H|2 6= 0, we can always choose a local frame field {e1, e2} such that

~H = H1∗e1∗ , H1∗ = | ~H| = H, H2∗ = h2∗

11 + h2∗

22 = 0.

Hence it is straightforward to see

H2 ≤ 4

3
S.

For S being bounded from above, we know that the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature of
x : M2 → C2 is bounded from below from the lemma 2.5. Applying the maximum
principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator Lx⊤ to the function −S, we
see that there exists a sequence {pt} ⊂ M2 such that

lim
t→∞

S(pt) = inf S, lim
t→∞

|∇S|(pt) = 0, lim
t→∞

Lx⊤S(pt) ≥ 0.

Since | ~H|2 = constant, the lemma 2.3 gives

(3.17)
∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 = H2 +

∑

i,j,p,q

Hp∗h
p∗

ij H
q∗h

q∗

ij

and

(3.18)
1

2
Lx⊤S =

∑

i,j,k

(hp∗

ijk)
2 −

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2 − 1

2
(H2 − S)(H2 − 3S − 2).

Thus, one can assume

lim
t→∞

S(pt) = inf S = S̄, lim
t→∞

h
p∗

ij (pt) = h̄
p∗

ij , lim
t→∞

H
p∗

,i (pt) = H̄
p∗

,i , i, j, p = 1, 2

since S is bounded from above. Without loss of the generality, we can assume
h
p∗

ij (pt) 6= 0 for i, j, p = 1, 2, 3. Unless otherwise specified, the following equations

are considered at point pt ∈ M2.
What we want to do is prove inf S = 0. In the following text, we assume that

inf S > 0. Using the fact that | ~H|2 = constant and |∇H2|2 = 4
∑

k(
∑

pH
p∗H

p∗

,k )
2,

we obtain we get that

(3.19) H1∗

,k = Hk∗

,1 = 0, h1∗

11k + h1∗

22k = 0, k = 1, 2.

By using the first formula of (2.12) and h2∗

11 + h2∗

22 = 0, we obtain that

(3.20) H1∗

,1 = −h1∗

11〈x, e1〉 − h2∗

11〈x, e2〉, H1∗

,2 = −h2∗

11〈x, e1〉 − h1∗

22〈x, e2〉
and

(3.21) H2∗

,1 = −h2∗

11〈x, e1〉 − h1∗

22〈x, e2〉, H2∗

,2 = −h1∗

22〈x, e1〉+ h2∗

11〈x, e2〉.
Choosing ∇kS = 2ak for k = 1, 2, (3.17), (3.19), (3.20) and limt→∞ |∇S|(pt) = 0
can be written as

(3.22) (H2∗

,2 )
2 = H2

(

1 +
∑

i,j

(h1∗

ij )
2
)

,

(3.23)
(

h1∗

11h
1∗

22 − (h2∗

11)
2
)

〈x, e1〉 = 0,
(

h1∗

11h
1∗

22 − (h2∗

11)
2
)

〈x, e2〉 = 0
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and

(3.24)

(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
)

h1∗

111 + 4(h2∗

11)
2h2∗

222 = b1,
(

(h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)
2 + 12(h2∗

11)
2
)

h2∗

111 − h2∗

11(h
1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
2∗

222 = b2.

where b1 = (h1∗

11−3h1∗

22)a1−4h2∗

11a2, b2 = 3h2∗

11a1+(h1∗

11−3h1∗

22)a2 and limt→∞ bk(pt) = 0
for k = 1, 2.
Using (3.17)–(3.24), by making use of the same proof as in the proof of the

Proposition 3.1, we can also obtain

(3.25) h̄2∗

11 = 0.

From | ~H|2 = constant and (3.19), we naturally obtain

(3.26)
∑

p

H
p∗

,1 H
p∗

,1 +H1∗H1∗

,11 = 0, H1∗

,11 = 0.

Besides, (3.17) yields that
∑

i,p

H
p∗

,i H
p∗

,ik =
∑

i,j

(
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ij )(
∑

p

H
p∗

,k h
p∗

ij +
∑

p

Hp∗h
p∗

ijk)

Hence by (3.19), we obtain

(3.27) H2∗

,2 H
2∗

,21 = H2
∑

ij

h1∗

ij h
1∗

ij1 = H2
(

(h1∗

11 − h1∗

22)h
1∗

111 + 2h2∗

11h
2∗

111

)

For ∇kS = 2ak for k = 1, 2, by (3.19), we know

(3.28) (h1∗

11 − 3h1∗

22)h
1∗

111 + 4h2∗

11h
2∗

111 = a1.

Combining (3.27), (3.28) and H = h1∗

11 + h1∗

22, we concludes that

(3.29) H2∗

,2 H
2∗

,21 =
1

2
H2(Hh1∗

111 + a1).

It follows from (2.12) that

H1∗

,11 = −
∑

k

h1∗

11k〈x, ek〉 − h1∗

11 −H
∑

k

(h1∗

1k)
2,

H2∗

,21 = −
∑

k

h2∗

21k〈x, ek〉 − h1∗

22 −H
∑

k

h1∗

1kh
2∗

2k.

Then by H1∗

,11 = 0, we obtain

(3.30) H2∗

,21 = −H
(

1 +
∑

k

(h1∗

1k)
2 +

∑

k

h1∗

1kh
2∗

2k

)

.

Next, we will use h̄2∗

11 = 0 to complete the proof of the Proposition 3.2.
If h̄1∗

11h̄
1∗

22 6= 0, using (3.21) and (3.23), we have

lim
t→∞

〈x, e1〉(pt) = lim
t→∞

〈x, e2〉(pt) = 0, lim
t→∞

(

∑

i,p

(Hp∗

,i )
2
)

(pt) = lim
t→∞

(

H2∗

,2 )
2(pt) = 0.

Then (3.22) yields that

H2
(

1 +
∑

i,j

(h̄1∗

ij )
2
)

= 0



12 Z. LI AND G. WEI

It contradicts the hypothesis.
If h̄1∗

11 = 0, it is easy to see that h̄1∗

22 6= 0 since | ~H|2 6= 0. It follows from (3.19),
(3.22), (3.29) and (3.30) that

(3.31) lim
t→∞

H2∗

,21(pt) = −H,
(

lim
t→∞

h1∗

111(pt)
)2

=
(

lim
t→∞

h1∗

221(pt)
)2

=
4(1 +H2)

H2
,

which implies

(3.32) | lim
t→∞

h2∗

222(pt)| < ∞.

By use of the first equation of (3.24), (3.32) and h̄1∗

11 = h̄2∗

11 = 0, we know

lim
t→∞

h1∗

111(pt) = 0,

which is in contradiction to (3.31).

If h̄1∗

22 = 0, one sees h̄1∗

11 6= 0 since | ~H|2 6= 0. (3.30) yields that

(3.33) lim
t→∞

H2∗

,21(pt) = −H(1 +H2).

It follows from (3.19), (3.22), (3.29) and (3.33) that

(

lim
t→∞

h1∗

111(pt)
)2

=
(

lim
t→∞

h1∗

221(pt)
)2

=
4(1 +H2)3

H2
, | lim

t→∞
h2∗

222(pt)| < ∞.

Then by the first equation of (3.24) and h̄1∗

22 = h̄2∗

11 = 0, we know

lim
t→∞

h1∗

111(pt) = 0.

This also yields the contradiction. The proof of the Proposition 3.2 is finished.
�

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By the Proposition 3.2, we have | ~H|2 ≡ 0. Thus, it follows
from the definition of lagrangian self-expander and the first equation of (2.12) that

Hp∗ = 〈x, ep∗〉 = 0,
∑

k

h
p∗

ik 〈x, ek〉 = 0, i, p = 1, 2.

That is,
h1∗

11 + h1∗

22 = 0, h2∗

11 + h2∗

22 = 0

and
h1∗

11〈x, e1〉+ h1∗

12〈x, e2〉 = 0, h1∗

21〈x, e1〉+ h1∗

22〈x, e2〉 = 0.

Then by the symmetry of indices, we infer
(

(h1∗

11)
2 + (h2∗

11)
2
)

〈x, ek〉 = 0, k = 1, 2.

Let us suppose (h1∗

11)
2 + (h2∗

11)
2 6= 0, we obtain

0 = 〈x, ek〉,k = 1 +
∑

p

h
p∗

kk〈x, ep∗〉 = 1.

It is impossible. Thus, hp∗

ik = 0 for i, k, p = 1, 2. Clearly show that x(M2) = R2

through the origin.

�
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