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CLASSIFICATION OF LAGRANGIAN TRANSLATORS AND
LAGRANGIAN SELF-EXPANDERS IN C?

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 |ﬁ |2 of the mean curvature vector in C? 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 &-translators in C2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The mean curvature flow in the Euclidean space R"*? is a one-parameter family
of immersions x; = x(-,t) : M™ — R"*? with the corresponding image M; = x;(M™)
such that

—

d
@MnﬂIJﬂnm z(p,0) = z(p), pe M",

where H (p,t) is the mean curvature vector of M; at p € M".
An n-dimensional smooth immersed submanifold z : M™ — R"™? 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 R"*?. while
x(M™) is said to be a self-expander of the mean curvature if it holds that

(1.2) H =",

where x+ is the orthogonal projection of the position vector x in R"*? to the nor-
mal bundle of M™. As is known to all, solutions of (LII) correspond to translating
solutions {M; = 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. M"™ is a self-expander if and only if the family of homothetic hyper-
surfaces {z; = v/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™™?. 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, ([I], [9], [12], [25], [29], [31], [32]) and, for
self-expanders, ([2], [8], [L1], [15], [30]) etc.

It is known that Lagrangian submanifolds are a class of important submanifolds
in the complex Euclidean space C". Since the mean curvature flow keep invariant of
the Lagrangian property, which means that if the initial submanifold z : M™ — R?"?
is Lagrangian, then the mean curvature flow z(-,t) : M™ — R?" 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], [I7], [L8], [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
([B]). 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 C%. 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 |ﬁ |2 of the mean
curvature vector in C2. 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|? of the mean curvature vec-
tor in C? 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 [l

Theorem 1.1. Let x : M? — C? be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian translator
with constant squared norm |H|? of the mean curvature vector in C2. If the squared

norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then x(M?) is a plane
R2.

Assume that T is a nonzero constant in R"*? then M™ is called a -translator if
£= H+T4 s parallel in the normal bundle. It is easy to see that when & = 0, M™
is a translating soliton (translator). Thus, by an application of Theorem [[.T] and a
theorem of Hoffman (Theorem 4.1, [13]), we can easily obtain the following more
general result.

Theorem 1.2. Let x : M? — C? be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian &-
translator with constant squared norm |Hf|2 of the mean curvature vector in C2.
If the squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then
x(M?) is a plane R* or the circular cylinder S'(r) x R for some r > 0.
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Remark 1.1. Note that any sphere S*(r), r > 0 or any Clifford torus S*(ry) xS*(rs),
r1, 1o > 0, can not be an immersed &-translator.

By using a similar proof method of the Theorem [I.I we also obtain

Theorem 1.3. Let x : M? — C? be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian self-
expander with constant squared norm of the mean curvature vector in C%. If the
squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then x(M?) is
a plane R? through the origin.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let o : M? — C? be an 2-dimensional Lagrangian surface of C2. Denote by J the
canonical complex structure on C2. We choose orthonormal tangent vector fields
{e1,e2} and {e;+, s+ } are normal vector fields given by

€1x — J€1, €Cox — J€2.
Then
{e1, €2, €1+, €0- }
is called an adapted Lagrangian frame field. The dual frame fields of {ej, ez} are
{w1,ws}, the Levi-Civita connection forms and normal connection forms are w;; and
wi«j= , respectively.
Since x : M? — C? is a Lagrangian surface (see [19], [20]), we have
P _ ppt _ it

pJ?

i’j7p = 172'

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

h = thjwi Quw; @ ey, H= ZHp*ep* = th;ep*.
Wp

ijp P

hf;)Q be the squared norm of the second fundamental form and

Let S = >, (

H = |H| denote the mean curvature of 2. If we denote the components of curvature
tensors of the Levi-Civita connection forms w;; and normal connection forms w;s ;-
by Rijm and Rj«j-k, respectively, then the equations of Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci
are given by

(2:2) Riju =Y (BhhE, — BbyIE),
p
(2:3) Rig = HY W = Chi 0,
P Jp
24) W= H
(2-5) Rp*q*kl = Z(hfl:hgl* - hfl*hfIDv

i

(2.6) R=H?*-5.
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From (1)) and (Z4)), we easily know that the components h?;

i1 18 totally symmetric
for i, j, k, . In particular,

(2.7) W =hy =hi i kp=1,2.
By making use of ([21), (22)) and (21), we obtain
1
(28) Rijkl - K((Szk(sjl - 5Zl5jk:) - Ri*j*kl> K - §(H2 - S),

where K is the Gaussian curvature of z.
By defining

l l l l q
we have the following Ricci identities
(2.9) Wy = e = Bb Ronit + B0 Rt + 1 Ryt

Let V be a tangent C'-vector field on M™ and denote by Ricy := Ric— %ng the
Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor with Ly to be the Lie derivative along the vector field V.
Define a differential operator

Lyf=Af+(V,V]),

where A and V denote the Laplacian and the gradient operator, respectively. The
following maximum principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator £ will be
used in this paper, which was proved by Chen and Qiu [0].

Lemma 2.1. Let (M™, g) be a complete Riemannian manifold, and V is a C* vector
field on M™. If the Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor Ricy is bounded from below, then for
any f € C*(M™) bounded from above, there exists a sequence {p;} C M™, such that

lim f(p) =sup f,  lim [Vf|(p) =0, lim Ly f(p;) <0
m— 00 m— 00 m—r00
For the mean curvature vector field H = >, H ey, we define

(2.10) VEH]? =) (HY)?, AtHY =) HY.

P 7
By the definition (ILI]) and (L2) of the Lagrangian translator and lagrangian self-
expander respectively, it is sufficient to give several basic differential formulas.

(2.11) HY =Y W0 (T.ep), HY =Y W (T ex)—> Bl HT
k k k,q

and

(212)  HY == h(w.en), HY =—> hl(w,ep) —ht; = hhhi HY.
k k k,q

If we choose V = —T'" and ' 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 : M? — C? be an 2-dimensional complete lagrangian translator.
We have

1 2
(2.13) SLorr H? = = (HY)* = > H"RH"hY
4,p 4,J,P:q
and
(2.14) —c_TTS > (hE)? H? — S)(H* —3S)— Y H”hl; H" hY;.
i,5,k ,7,P:q

Lemma 2.3. Let v : M? — C? be an 2-dimensional complete lagrangian self-
expander. We have

1 2
(2.15) Lo H? = Z( — > HUWHT R
1,p 1,7:0,9
and
(2.16) —LITS > (h)? - 5+ 1) +2H?S — > HYRHT Y.
..k 4,7,0,4

In order to use the maximum principle of Omori-Yau type (Lemma 21]), 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 : M"™ — C" with the squared norm S
of the second fundamental form being bounded from above, the Bakry-Emery Ricci
tensor Ricy is bounded from below, where V = —TT.

Proof. For any unit vector e € T'M"™, we can choose a local tangent orthonormal
frame field {e;}?_; such that e = e;. By the definition of translator and a simple
computation, we have

1 1
—§L—TT9(6’¢, €i) :§TT(9(6’¢, ei)) - 9([TT, 61], ei)

Then (2.3) yields
| | 1 .
Ric_r7(e;,e;) = Ric(e;, e;) — §L_Trg(e,~, €)= — Z(hfj) > —S.

Jp
It is natural to draw that Bakry-Emery Ricci tensor Ric_;7 is bounded from below
since S is bounded from above. O

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

Lemma 2.5. For a complete self-expander x : M™ — C™ with the squared norm S

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

tensor Ricy is bounded from below, where V =",
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3. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

To draw the conclusion of Theorem [I.1] we need the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Letz : M? — C? be a Lagrangian translator with constant squared
norm |H|* of the mean curvature vector. If the squared norm S of the second fun-
damental form is bounded from above, then |H|* = 0.

Proof. If we had |H|? # 0, we choose a local frame field {e;, e} such that
H=H"e., H" = |H|=H, H> =h% +h%=0.
Then,

S

. . « . « 4 « « 4
S = (h)? + 3(k)? +4(1)%, H? = (hf; + hgy)* < 2 ((A1)? + 3(%)?) <

and the equality of the above inequality holds if and only if
hiy = 3hy, hi) =0.
Since |H|? is constant, the lemma 22 implies

(3.1) > (HY)? = > HVWHhY

4,p 1,7:0,9
and
1 . e, 1
(3.2) SLorrS = S (R =D (HY ) - 5(H2 — S)(H? - 39).
1,5,k 2,p

Since S is bounded from above, we know that the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature of
x : M? — C? is bounded from below from the lemma 24l By applying the maximum
principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator L_; to the function —S, there
exists a sequence {p;} C M? such that

tlim S(p:) = inf S, tlim IVS|(pe) =0, tli)m L_77S(p) > 0.

And because S is bounded from above, we know that {hf; (pe)} are bounded se-
quences for i, j,p = 1,2. Hence we can assume

lim S(p) =inf S =5, lim Al (p)=hY;, ijp=12.
Without loss of the generality, we can assume hf; (pe) # 0 for ¢, 5,p =1,2,3. Unless
otherwise specified, the following equations are considered at point p, € M?2.

If inf S = 0, we draw that [H|? = 0 since |H|? < 3S. Next, we will only consider
inf § > 0. In fact, this situation does not exist.
Since [VH?| =0 and [VH?*> =437, (3, Hp*Hf;:)2, we can see that

(3.3) Hy =HY =0, hiy,+hi, =0, k=12
It follows from the first formula of (1)) and k%, + h3, = 0 that
(34) H,ll* - hﬂ<T> 61) + h%; <Ta 62), H,12* = h%: <T> 61> + h%;<T> 62)
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and

(3.5) HY = hi\(Te1) + hip(T,ea), Hy = hop(T,er) — b3 (T, e).

Choosing V.S = 2a;, for k = 1,2, (33) and lim; . |[VS|(p;) = 0 imply that

56) (NS + 3K — KR = 0, Fm ax() =0, k=12
Combining (33]) and (3.6]), we infer

(415 — BRS)? + 12080l + 4050 = b,

((hl) = 3h3)* + 12(h3))*) i1y — M3y (hy — Bha)hdsy = ba.

where by = (hi] —3hiy)a1 —4h3 aq, by = 3h% a;+ (hi; —3hly)as and lim; o by (p;) = 0

for k=1,2.
With all these preparations, we will use the proof by contradiction to prove that

h3 = 0.
Now assume that h?; # 0. By B3) and (34), we get that
(38) (Wi — ()P) i (T,e) () = 0. (A% — (B)?) li (T 5) () = O
If hiyhy, — (h))? # 0, B3) yields
t@f&(ﬂ e1)(pe) = tli)foﬂo@, e2)(p) = 0.
Thus, using ([B3]) and (35]), we obtain that
(3.9) lim (D (H)?)(p) = lim (H3)*(p) = 0.
i,
It is straightforward to see from (BI) and (39) that
lim () HP W HO W) (p) = H () + (hi)® +2(h3))°) = 0.

t—o0

(3.7)

2,7,P,4

It contradicts the hypothesis. - -
If hiyhdy — (h31)? = 0, it is obvious to draw hi; 4 3h}, # 0, otherwise we would have
h¥, = 0. It contradicts the hypothesis. Thus, [3.7) yields
(3.10) [ *4(}‘%;)?]1%;2 —b R, = h%l*(h'ﬁ — ?héz)hgz +*b2.

(hiy — 3h3)? +12(hi;)? (hiy — 3hi3)? + 12(hi})?
By (B3] and (BI0), a simple computation shows
2:(Hp.*)2 _ (sz*)z _ (((h{i - Bh%;)z + 16%%1)2)}?;2 - b1)2

! ’ (hiy — 3hiy)? + 12(hi)?

%,p

and
S (WP =T(RE)? + 8(h5,)% + (hdhy)?
0,5,k
_ TR = ba)” + B (b = 3h )y +B0)" e
((BY; — 3hks)? +12(h2))2) -
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Then
((R1)2 + 9(hy)? + 10(h3)?)

lim (> (H)) () = GRS lim (13,)?(p0).
i,p

. . (A1) +9(hdy)? +10(R3)?)° . .

J (305 ) = SR 02,
1,5,k

Hence from (B3.2)) one sees
(H* — S)(H* -35) <0
It is a contradiction since H? = (hi;)? + (hd;)? + 2(h?})? and H? < S.
Next, we will use h2, = 0 to complete the proof of proposition Bl

Since h% = 0 and |lim; oo (T, e)(p;)| < oo for k = 1,2, B3), B4) and G5
show that

hiy im (T ex) (pe) = hap lim (T, e2) (p:) = 0,
t—o00 t—o00

lim H?; (pe) = h%; lim (T, e1)(py)-

t—00 t—o00

If limy oo (T, €1) (p) = 0, (BIT]) shows

lim (Y (HY)?)(pe) = lim H3 (p,) = 0.

t—00 -
Z7p

(3.11)

Thus,
i (S HY R HORE ) () = HP () + (R )?) = 0.
4,J,0:q
It contradicts the hypothesis.
If limy oo (T, €1) (pr) # 0, BI0)) yields

(3.12) hl, =0, hi,=H, S=3H? lim (7', e5) (p,) = 0.
—00
It is straightforward to calculate from |H|? = constant and (&1) that
> HYHY 4y HYHY =0, i,j=12
p p

and

D HTHY =) H W) HLHG +) HUAG). k=12

0, wjPp P j2
Thus, choosing + = 7 = 1 and k£ =1 in the above equations, we know

(3.13)  Hy, =0, HyH3 =H*Y hijhij = H*((h) — hip)hiyy + 2031031,
ij
Choosing k =1 in (3.6, we have
(hy = 3hgp)hyyy + 4hii by = ax.
Hence by (B13) and H = hi, + hi,, we can write
1

(3.14) HY H% = §H2(Hhﬁl + ay).
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Besides, (2.11)) yields that
HYy =) hin(Toer) = HY (W), Hy= Y hyy{Toen) — HY  hiphi.
k k k k

Then by hij, + hiy, = 0 and HY} = 0, we obtain

(3.15) Hay = —H (3 (h1)* + > hiyhdy).
k k
According to (B3)) and (B.12), (314)) and (3.15) show
(3.16) Lim I5,(p) =0, lim hiyy (p) = Jim hoy, (pr) = 0.

By using ([B1]) and (B.16]), we know
i (R3)2 () = i (%)) = H.

t—o00

Hence from the second equation of 1), (BI8) and hi; = k% = 0, we have that

. 1* o

tllglo hia(pe) = 0.
Namely,
tlgglo h(p:) = tlfgo hoor(pr) =0, k=1,2.
It is easy to draw
Jim (D (HE)?) (pr) = lim (2%;)2)@ = lim (h3,)*(p1)-
P 2,75
Then (32) implies that ) )
(H* — S)(H* —35) <0.

It is a contradiction since S = 3H?2. The proof of the Proposition B.1lis finished. [J

Proof of Theorem [Il From the Proposition Bl and the definition (LII) of trans-
lators, we show that T+ = 0 and z(M?) is always tangent 7" = T, which means
that z(M?) consists of a family of parallel straight lines. Since z(M?) is minimal
and complete, we easily obtain that z(M?) = R2.

Proof of Theorem [1.2 If & = 0, the theorem reduces to Theorem [l If & # 0,
we have a globally defined parallel unit normal vector field é;+ = % By rotating
e~ by an angle of 7 in the normal bundle, we obtain another parallel unit normal
vector ég«, which implies that the normal bundle is flat. Since z is Lagrangian,
it follows that the complex structure J is a bundle isometry between the tangent
bundle (T M?) and the normal bundle 7+ M?. This shows that M? is flat, namely,
the Gauss curvature K = 0. Hence, by \ﬁ |* = constant, we can use the classification
theorem of Hoffman ([I3]) to complete the proof of Theorem

By applying a research approach similar to the Proposition B], we can obtain a
similar conclusions about self-expander.

Proposition 3.2. Let v : M? — C? be a Lagrangian self-expander with constant
squared norm |H|* of the mean curvature vector. If the squared norm S of the second
fundamental form is bounded from above, then |H|* = 0.
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Proof. For |H|? # 0, we can always choose a local frame field {1, es} such that
H=H"e., HY=|H|=H, H* =h% +h2=0.
Hence it is straightforward to see
4
H? < 5.
—3

For S being bounded from above, we know that the Bakry-Emery Ricci curvature of
2 M? — C? is bounded from below from the lemma 2.5 Applying the maximum
principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator £,v to the function —S, we
see that there exists a sequence {p;} C M? such that

tliglo S(p:) = inf S, tliglo IVS|(p:) =0, tliglo L,7S(p:) > 0.

Since |H|? = constant, the lemma 23 gives

(3.17) S (HY)? =H?+ > H'W H"hY
i,p ,7,0:4q
and
1 . ey 1
(3.18) 5LarS = D ()P = (HY)? - §(H2 — S)(H? - 35 —2).
i,5,k ©,p

Thus, one can assume

v lim HY (p) = HY, i,j,p=1,2
t—o0 ’ ’
since S is bounded from above. Without loss of the generality, we can assume
hf; (pe) # 0 for i,7,p = 1,2,3. Unless otherwise specified, the following equations
are considered at point p, € M?2.

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|? = constant and |VH?|? = 43,2, Hp*Hf;:)2,
we obtain we get that

(3.19) H, =HY =0, hiy,+hy, =0, k=1,2.

By using the first formula of [2I2) and h?; + h3, = 0, we obtain that
(320) H,ll* = _hﬂ<x7 61) - h’ﬁ <£L’,€2>, H,12* = _hﬁ <SL’,€1> - h%;(l’,eﬂ
and

(321) H,21* = _hﬁ <£L’, €1> - h;;<$, 62>7 H,22* = _h;;<x7 61> + h’%; <£L’, €2>’

Choosing VS = 2a;, for £ = 1,2, 317), BI9), (20) and lim; ., [VS|(p;) = 0

can be written as
(3.22) (H%)?=H*(1+) (h})?),
1,J

(3.23) (Mihay — (h31)*)(x,e1) =0, (h1yhay — (h))?) (w, €2) =0
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and

((hay = Bhgy)* + 12(h31)*) ity + A(hT1)*hiay = by,

((hay = Bha)* + 12(R31)%) iy — B3y (hyy — 3hip)h3py = ba.

where by = (hi] —3hiy)a1 —4h3 aq, by = 3h% a1+ (hi; —3hly)as and lim, o by(p;) = 0
for k=1,2.

Using BI7)-B24), by making use of the same proof as in the proof of the
Proposition 3.1l we can also obtain

(3.24)

(3.25) h3 = 0.

From |H|?> = constant and (3I9), we naturally obtain

(3.26) > HYHY +HUHY, =0, HY, =0
p

Besides, ([B.17) yields that
30 = U S
0, Ly P

Hence by (3.19), we obtain

(827)  HEH3 =H*Y hijhiy = H*((hi) — hip)hiyy + 245 by

ij "l T
ij

For V.S = 2a;, for k = 1,2, by 3I9), we know

(3.28) (hay = Bhay)hayy + 4h3\ by = as.

Combining (3.27), B28) and H = h}] + hi,, we concludes that
* * ]_ *

(3.29) HYHY = 5H2(Hh}11 + ay).

It follows from (2.I2) that

H,ll*l = Z h’ﬁk<x7 ek) — h%l - HZ(}L%Z)%

H22*1 = thk (. ex) 22 - thlkh
Then by HY} = 0, we obtain
(3.30) Hay = —H(1+ Y _(hie) + > hiihy)
k k
Next, we will use h}; = 0 to complete the proof of the Proposition B.2]
If hi,hly # 0, using B2I) and ([B23), we have
lim (o, 1) () = lim (2, e2) () = 0, Jim (3" () () = lim (H3)*(p) = 0.

i,p

Then ([B:22) yields that

H* (14> (h})?) =0
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It contradicts the hypothesis. B
If hi] = 0, it is easy to see that hl, # 0 since |H|*> # 0. It follows from (B.19),
B322), (329) and 330) that

2 41+ H?)

: * . * 2 . *

(3.31) }E& H,221(Pt) = —H, (tlggo hill(pt» = (}E& h%m(pt)) T g2
which implies

. 2%
(3.32) |}g§o h9s(pe)| < 00.
By use of the first equation of [(.24)), (332) and hi; = h?] = 0, we know

. 1% .

tllglo hiyy (pe) =0,
which is in contradiction to (B3T]).
If hi, = 0, one sees hi # 0 since |H|?* # 0. ([3.30) yields that

(3.33) lim H3,(pe) = —H(1 + H?).
It follows from (3.19), (3.22), (329) and (333) that
. . 2 ) . o 4(1+ H?)3 . .
(tliglo hin(p)” = (tlifgo hao (pe))” = gz ‘tllglo hias (pe)| < 00.

Then by the first equation of [3.24)) and hi, = h2, = 0, we know
lim Ay, (pr) = 0.
t—o00

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

Proof of Theorem I3 By the Proposition B2, we have |H|? = 0. Thus, it follows
from the definition of lagrangian self-expander and the first equation of (ZI2) that

Hp*:(x,epQ:O, th;<x>€k>:0a i,p=1,2.
k

That is,
hiy +hyy =0, hY) +hi, =0
and
hi(z,er) + hiy(z,es) =0, hi(z,e) + hiy(x, er) = 0.

Then by the symmetry of indices, we infer

((h1)* + (h1)?) (x,e) =0, k=1,2.
Let us suppose (hi;)? + (h%])? # 0, we obtain

0= (zr,ex) =1+ Zhi};(z, epe) = 1.

P
It is impossible. Thus, h?, = 0 for i,k,p = 1,2. Clearly show that z(M?) = R?
through the origin.
L]
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