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1. Introduction

We say that a Riemannian manifold M™ is homogeneous if the Lie group Iso(M™) of all
isometries of M™ acts transitively on M™. Let f : M™ — Q"'? be an isometric immersion
of a homogeneous n-dimensional Riemannian manifold M"™ into a simply connected (n + p)-
dimensional Riemannian manifold with constant sectional curvature c. The latter is known as
a space form. We say that the isometric immersion f is (isometrically) rigid if it is unique up to
isometries of Q7. In particular, rigid homogeneous submanifolds are orbits of an action of some
subgroup of Iso(Q"*?); such manifolds are called extrinsically homogeneous submanifolds.

The classification of homogeneous hypersurfaces of simply connected space forms was
completed in the works 26]. An alternative way to obtain such a classification is
to study when the hypersurface is extrinsically homogeneous, and this is established by studying
its rigidity using [[17]]. More precisely, if the rank of the second fundamental form of the isometric
immersion is greater than two, then it is rigid, and if the submanifold is homogeneous, then it
will be an isoparametric hypersurface, i.e., the parallel equidistant hypersurfaces have constant
mean curvature. In this case, the result follows from the fact that the homogeneous isoparametric
hypersurfaces of simply connected space forms were classified in [25] 24] 3] [16]]. The cases in
which the hypersurface is not rigid (a priori) are those in which the second fundamental form is
highly degenerate and are treated separately.

The codimension two case was considered in [9] [§] under an additional hypothesis regarding
the rank of the second fundamental form. A hypotheses is required to use results on isometric
rigidity in (see also [7]). In particular, they classified compact homogeneous submanifolds of
codimension two.

Concerning extrinsically homogeneous submanifolds, there are interesting results that do not
depend on the codimension. In [12] [10]], the authors proved that the only minimal extrinsically
homogeneous submanifolds of Euclidean space and of hyperbolic space are the totally geodesic
ones. In [[I1]], the author proposed the following conjecture.

Conjecture ([11])). Let M™ be a Riemannian manifold that is either locally homogeneous or
Einstein. Then any minimal isometric immersion f : M™ — QP ¢ < 0, must be totally
geodesic.

The original statement did not include the hyperbolic case ¢ < 0. In [20] (also discussed
in [18])), the conjecture was confirmed for Einstein submanifolds of codimension two. When
the submanifold is a surface with constant Gaussian curvature, the conjecture follows from
Theorem 4.2]. However, the scenario where the submanifold is homogeneous, with n # 2 and in
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codimension two, remains open. This work addresses the conjecture in the context of hyperbolic
ambient spaces. If we denote by H"*? the hyperbolic space of dimension n + 2 and constant
sectional curvature —1, the main result is the following.

Main Theorem. Let f : M"™ — H”+2, n > 5, be a minimal isometric immersion of a
homogeneous manifold M™. Then f is totally geodesic.

In order to prove the stated theorem, we will first show that the homogeneous submanifold
cannot have a positive index of relative nullity (dimension of the kernel of the second fundamental
form) everywhere. We will use the splitting tensor (also known as the conullity operator), a tool
previously used in other works to identify constraints on the existence of complete submanifolds
with a positive index of relative nullity (cf. [7). Once we have established that the
second fundamental form is non-degenerate, the approach from [9] will be applied to transform
the problem into an algebraic one, focusing on verifying when the fundamental equations of the
submanifold are satisfied.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [2| we provide definitions and results that will be
used throughout the work. In Section 3 we give the proof of the Main Theorem.

2. Preliminaries

Let f : M™ — Q"'P be an isometric immersion of a Riemannian manifold. We denote by
a(z), the second fundamental form, and by A¢(x), the shape operator of f with respect to a
normal vector £ € TfLM (x) at z € M™. We say that f is isometrically rigid, or simply rigid, if
any other isometric immersion g : M™ — Q"7 is congruent to it by an isometry of the ambient
space Q)P That is, there exists an isometry Z € Iso (Q}"?) such thatg =Z o f.

The relative nullity subspace A (x) C T,M of f at z € M" is the kernel of its second
fundamental form o at x € M™, specifically,

Az)={XeT,M:a(X,Y)=0forallY € T,M}.

The dimension of this subspace, v(x) := dim A(z), is referred to as the index of relative nullity at
x € M™. Define vy := minge s v(x) as the minimum value of the relative nullity. The isometric
immersion f is considered fotally geodesic at x € M™ if v(x) = n, and f is a rotally geodesic
isometric immersion if ¥ = n throughout M™".

For a given ¢ € R, the c-nullity distribution of M™ is the variable rank (intrinsic) distribution
I'. on M™, defined at each x € M by

L) ={Z €T, M:RX,Y)Z=c((Y,2)X —(X,2)Y) foral X, Y € T,M}.
The index of c-nullity at x € M™ is denoted by u.(x) := dimT'.(xz). Here we consider the
curvature tensor R of the Levi-Civita connection V, adhering to the sign convention
R(X,Y)Z =VxVyZ -VyVxZ -V xyZ,
for vector fields X, Y, Z € I'(TM).

It is known that A and T, are autoparallel distributions on any open set where their dimensions
are locally constant. Since v is a lower semicontinuous function, the set U = {x € M" : v(x) =
vo} is open and, in case M™ is a complete Riemannian manifold, the leaves of the relative nullity
in U are complete totally geodesic submanifolds of constant curvature ¢ (cf. 9.

Note that A(z) C I'.(x) and v(x) < pc(x) by the Gauss equation. For minimal submanifolds
of a simply connected space form Q”*?, we have the equality.
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Lemma 2.1. Let f : M™ — QP be a minimal isometric immersion. Then T'.(x) = A(x) for all
re M

Proof. Let x € M™. The inclusion A(z) C I'.(x) follows in general from the Gauss equation as
stated above. We now prove the other inclusion using minimality. Let Y € I'.(x). It follows from
the Gauss equation that

0= (a(Y,Y), a(X, X)) — [lo(X,Y)*
for all X € T, M. Summing over an orthonormal basis {X;}i<i<, of T, M and using the
minimality of the isometric immersion, we have >, ... |a(X;,Y)||? = 0 and, in particular,
Y € A(z). o u

We say that M™ is an extrinsically homogeneous submanifold of QP if for any two points
x,y € M™ there exists an isometry Z € Iso(Q?"?) such that Z(M) = M and Z(z) = y. We can
now state an important result that will play a key role in the proof of our result.

Theorem 2.2 (Corollary 1.4 in [12]). A minimal extrinsically homogeneous submanifold of
hyperbolic space must be totally geodesic.

It follows from the definition of isometric rigidity that a rigid homogeneous submanifold in
Q7P is an extrinsically homogeneous submanifold. Thus, a natural approach to the proof of the
Main Theorem is to study the cases when the submanifold is not rigid in the following result.

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 1 in [9]). Let f : M™ — @?“, c € Rand n > 5, be an isometric
immersion of a Riemannian homogeneous manifold such that vy < n — 5. Then either f is rigid,
or for every point x € M™" there exist orthonormal vectors £, € T flM (x) such that rank A, < 2
and i, 0 A¢ = A¢ o iy for all i € Iso(M™).

Below, we restate a result from [9] indicating that, even when the submanifold is not rigid, it
exhibits a special structure.

Theorem 2.4 (Theorem 19 in [9]). Ler f : M™ — H"*2 n > 5, be an isometric immersion of
a Riemannian homogeneous manifold with vy < n — b, such that for each x € M™ there exists
an orthonormal frame {&,n} of the normal space with A¢ invariant by isometries of M™ and
rank A, = 2. Then one of the following occurs:

e ker A, is an autoparallel distribution and M" is a product ¥2 x Q¥ 2 or 13 x QP8
where in the latter case ¢ < 0;

e ker A, is not an autoparallel distribution and M™ is a cohomogeneity one manifold such
that all orbits are flat spaces.

Therefore, it only remains for us to study the case in which the submanifold has a minimum
nullity index v9 > n — 5. In order to work with this case, we will introduce a tensor widely used
to work with such a distribution. Consider the orthogonal splitting TM = A @& AL, For a vector
field X € I'(T'M ), we shall write X = X |a + X|A.. Now we can define the splitting tensor (or
conullity operator) of A as the map

C:T(A) x(At) = T(A1)
given by
CrX =C(T,X) = =(VxT)|ar.

It is clear that C' is C'°°(M)-linear in each variable. Such a tensor was introduced in and is
discussed in more detail in [[7, §7.2].
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Lety: I C R — M"™ be a geodesic inside a leaf of the nullity distribution A, the splitting
tensor associated with the distribution A satisfies a Riccati’s type equation

D 2
—Cy = C% — 1.

We can explicitly integrate the previous equation to get the following proposition (cf. [2]).

Proposition 2.5 (Proposition 1 in [2]]). Let f : M™ — H""? be an isometric immersion and
v : [0,b) — M™ a nontrivial unit speed geodesic with p = ~v(0) and +'(0) € A(p) so that 7 is a
geodesic of the leaf of A through p. Assume that v([0,b)) is contained in an open subset of M"
where v # 0 is constant. Then the splitting tensor C(t) == C.y) of A at y(t) is given by

@1 C(t) = =Pho () o Jo(®) ™) o (P5) ",
where
(2.2) Jo(t) = (cosht)I — (sinh t)Cy,

Co = C(0) and P} is the parallel transport along ~y. Moreover; the second fundamental form is
given by

(2.3) () = P§ o o) (Jo(t)fl ° (738)71 ; (738)71) :

In particular, if the geodesic is defined for all R then any real eigenvalue X of C.y satisfies |A| < 1.

3. Proof of the Main Theorem

Let f : M™ — H""2 be a minimal isometric immersion of a homogeneous manifold into a
hyperbolic space. We will consider two cases: first, we assume that the submanifold has nontrivial
relative nullity, and then we assume that the index of relative nullity is zero.

3.1. The submanifold has nontrivial relative nullity. Minimal homogeneous submanifolds of a
hyperbolic space for which the relative nullity is everywhere nontrivial must be totally geodesic,
regardless of the codimension. In fact, we have the following more general result.

Proposition 3.1. Let f : M™ — H"'P be an isometric immersion of a complete manifold with
constant scalar curvature, mean curvature vector field of constant length, and whose relative
nullity is everywhere nontrivial. Then f is totally geodesic.

Proof. Letx € U C M", where U = {z € M" : v(z) = v} is the open subset where the index
of relative nullity attains its minimum. By [[14], the leaves of relative nullity within U are complete.
Lety : R — U C M" be a complete geodesic such that v(0) = z, 4/(0) € A(y(0)), and
|7']l = 1. From Proposition 23] we have that C(t) := Cyyy = —Ph o (J5(t)Jo(t) 1) o (778)71,
where Jy(t) = coshtI — sinh tCj is invertible for all t € R.

If there is A € R such that |A\| = 1 and C'(0) Xy = A X for some unit vector Xg € A*(v(0)),

then
2

(1—Net+ (1+ )\)e*tXO’

and ||.J; " (£)Xo]| is unbounded when ¢ goes to co (if A = 1) or —oo (if A = —1). Moreover,
by 2.3, we have that ||, (P§Xo, P§Yo)|| goes to infinity when ¢ goes to oo or —oco for some

Jo ' ()Xo =
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Yy € A(7(0))* (otherwise X € A(y(0))). In particular, ||c|? is not bounded, and this is a
contradiction with the expression of the scalar curvature s given by the Gauss equation

1
2 2
I ~ gy ol

We can now assume that the matrix (I — Cp) is invertible. We have that [Jy(t)]”' =
L_ (I —tanhtCy) ! exists for every ¢t € R, and since (I — Cp) is invertible, it follows that

cosht
[Jo(t)] ! converges to the zero matrix when ¢ goes to co. It follows from (23) that ||a/|? goes to

zero along v, using (3.1)) and the hypothesis that the scalar curvature s and ||| are constants, we
have that ||«r/|> must be zero everywhere, i.e., f is totally geodesic. [

n

3.1) s=—1+

n—1

3.2. The submanifold has trivial relative nullity. In this case, we are under the assumptions of
Theorem .3l If f is isometrically rigid, then by Theorem the submanifold is totally geodesic.
Thus, we can assume that f is not rigid. For every point x € M™", there exist orthonormal vectors
&EneT flM () such that rank A,) < 2 and A is invariant under Iso(M™) by Theorem 23] The
next lemma establishes that, with the properties of homogeneity and minimality, rank A, can be
assumed to be constant equal to 2 everywhere.

Lemma 3.2. Let f : M"™ — H"? be a minimal isometric immersion of a Riemannian
homogeneous manifold. Assume that for each point x € M?", there exist orthonormal vectors
§,ne TflM(m) such that

e rank A, < 2, and
o for any isometry i € Iso(M™), the vector § can be oriented such that i, o A¢ = Ag 0.

Under these conditions, det(Ay|ma,) is constant, and either [ is totally geodesic or rank A, = 2
everywhere. If the latter holds, then the distribution ker A, is invariant under the isometries of
M™, involutive, and its leaves are homogeneous manifolds.

Proof. Since Ag is invariant under the isometries of M™ and rank A77 < 2, we deduce from the
Gauss equation and the homogeneity of M™, given that the scalar curvature of M™ is constant,
that det(A, |ma, ) is constant. Hence, either rank A,, < 1 everywhere or rank A, = 2 everywhere.

In the case where rank A, < 1, the minimality of f implies A, = 0. Specifically, the curvature
tensor R of the normal bundle TflM is flat. Then, from the main result in [4]] (or Proposition 2.4
in [[7]), the first normal bundle le = span{a(X,Y) : X, Y € TM} of f is parallel, implying
that f is contained in a totally geodesic hypersurface of H"*2. In this scenario, it follows from

that f must be extrinsically homogeneous. Further, due to its minimality, f is totally geodesic
by Theorem

We now turn to the case where rank A, is constantly equal to 2. The Gauss equation shows
that ker A, is invariant under Iso(A/"). According to [9, Lemma 7], the distribution ker A,, is
involutive, with its leaves being homogeneous manifolds. |

To understand the behavior of the distribution ker A, when it is not autoparallel, we will need
the following well-known result that follows from the Gauss equation.

Lemma 3.3. Let f : M{“ X M;Q — Q" be a minimal isometric immersion, where ¢ < 0 and
ni,ng > 2. Then ¢ = 0 and f is an extrinsic product of minimal isometric immersions.

We are in a position to state the structural result about the distribution ker A,,.
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Proposition 3.4. Let f : M" — H"2 be a minimal isometric immersion of a Riemannian
homogeneous manifold. Assume that for each point x € M™", there exist orthonormal vectors
§,ne TflM(m) satisfying

o rank A, = 2, and
o for any isometry i € Iso(M™), the vector § can be oriented such that i, o A¢ = Ag 0.

Then the following properties hold.

(1) ker A, is not an autoparallel distribution.

(2) & and n are parallel along ker A,

(3) span{VxY : X,Y € ker A} is the (n — 1)-dimensional eigenspace E) of A¢ associated
with a non-zero eigenvalue .

(4) The orthogonal complement ker Anl is an autoparallel distribution.

(5) ker A, is a spherical distribution in M".

Proof. For item (), using Lemma[3.2] we know that ker A, is invariant under the isometries of
M™. Hence, if one of its leaves is totally geodesic, then all the leaves are totally geodesic. In such
a case, by Theorem 2.4} M must be a product of either 2 x Q72 or ¥3 x Q7~3, where in the
latter case ¢ < 0. The item then follows from Lemma[3.3]

For item (2)), we follow a similar approach to the one in [5, Lemma 6]. Let h € Iso(M™) such
that f o h is not congruent to f. This implies A¢h, = h.A¢ and A, h, # +h,A,. Given that
the distribution ker A,7 is both involutive and invariant under the isometries of M™, it follows that
hy(ker A,)) = ker (Ayhy).

Considering the Codazzi equation for f, we have
VvAgw — Avv%w — Agvyw = VwAg?} — AV$§U — Ang?},
where v, w € T'M. The Codazzi equation for f o h is
V{)Ag?ﬂ — AV$§U~) — AgV{ﬂI} = V@Ag@ — Av%gﬁ — Agvuﬂj,
where v = h,v, W = h,w.

Assuming v € ker A,, and after applying h. to the second equation and subtracting it from the
first, and using the relation h*Ag = Ag h., along with the invariance of ker A77 under the isometries
of M™, we obtain

<VUL77a£>h*Anw = <Vﬁwn,£>Anh*w
for all w € TM. Given that h, A, # flﬁh* and that det A, is constant (see Lemma 3.2), we
deduce
(Vi €) =0
for all v € ker A,,. This concludes the proof of this item.

The proof of item (3)) is more involved. First, we must establish the existence of an eigenvalue
A of A¢ with eigenspace E such that ker A, C FE). To achieve this, we introduce a specific
basis that generates the orthogonal complement of ker A#. Directly from the Codazzi equation,
we have

(3.2) (Vgn &) (A X,Y) = (VxY, A, Z),

where X,Y € ker A4, and Z € Im A,. Define the one-form w(-) = (Vn,¢) associated with
the normal connection and let d = dimspan{VxY : X,Y € ker A, }*. If d = 2 then ker A,
is an autoparallel distribution, a contradiction with item (). If d = 0 then rank A, < 1 since
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Ay(kerw) C span{VxY : X,Y € ker A, }* by (32). We conclude then that the distribution
span{VxY : X|Y € ker An}L is one-dimensional. Using equation (3.2), we can locally define
the orthonormal vector fields {Z;, Z5} such that

(3.3) (VxY, Zs) =0,
and
(3.4) (VxY, Z1) = (Vipn, §)(Ac X, Y),

for all X,Y € ker A,, where A,W = Z; for some W € ker A#. In short, span{Zy} =
span{VxY : X,Y € ker A,}* and Z; generates its orthogonal complement in ker A#. Since
the vector fields Z; and Z5 are (locally) invariant under isometries of M™, the left side of (3.4)
remains invariant. Given that (4¢ X, Y’) is also invariant, we deduce that (Vi;7, ) is constant.

Using this basis we will show the existence of the eigenvalue A\. Due to Lemma the
distribution ker A, is integrable. Let N7~2 denote the leaf of this distribution through a point
x € M". By considering the restriction of f to this leaf, we have the isometric immersion

9= fln, : NJ72 = H"*?,

and it is a straightforward calculation that the second fundamental form of g is given by
(3.5) 0g(X,Y) = (AcX,Y) (€ + (Vi €)21)

Consequently, the first normal bundle of g consists of one-dimensional fibers generated by
¢ = &+ (Vigm, €)Z1, which has a constant norm along N~2. Additionally, by [6l Theorem A]
(or [[7, Proposition 2.7]) along with our assumptions regarding the ranks, we have that the first
normal bundle of g is parallel. This means that ( is parallel with respect to the normal connection
of g. In particular, we have

(3.6) 0= ("Vx( Z1) = —(A¢X, Zy) for all X € ker A,),

where "V is the Levi-Civita connection of H"*2, and a reduction of the codimension g : N~2 —

H"~!. We can then use the works [27, 28], which classify the homogeneous hypersurfaces of the

hyperbolic space. The only possible cases with respect to the shape operator Aég ) of g are

(i) rank AY < 1;
(i1) rank Aég ) — 1 — 2 and we are in one of the following situations:

e g is umbilical and N2 is isometric to a sphere, to the hyperbolic space, or to the
Euclidean space;

e g is not umbilical and N~2 is isometric to the Riemannian product of a sphere and
a hyperbolic space.

If we are in case[[@)} it is straightforward to verify that ker A;N[A¢(ImA,;)]+ C A. It follows from
(3.6) that dim[A¢ (ImA,;) Nker A;] < 1, and thus v > n — 4 which is a contradiction since n > 5
and the submanifold have trivial relative nullity. Hence, the only scenarios to consider are those in
case[(D] From item ({Z)), ker A, is neither an autoparallel distribution nor is N, a totally geodesic
submanifold. By combining Lemma 17 and Lemma 18 from [9]], we deduce that g is umbilical and
each leaf of the distribution ker A,, is isometric to a Euclidean space. Using (3.3), we establish that
(AeXY) = MX,Y) for every X,Y € ker A, where X is a nonzero constant. From (3.6) and
[9) Lemma 11], we conclude that ker A, is preserved by A¢ and that A is an eigenvalue of A¢. In
conclusion, ker A,, C E, where E) denotes the eigenspace of A¢ associated with the eigenvalue
A e R\ {0}
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We will now show that span {VxY : X, Y € ker A,} = E). Using the Codazzi equation in
the direction ¢ with the vectors X € ker 4, and Z € (ker 4,))*, it follows from item (2)) that

3.7) VxAeZ —ANxZ =AVzX — AV 7 X.
Taking the inner product with Y € ker A,,, we get

(3.8) (VxAcZ)Y) - XN (VxZ,Y) =0,

which is equivalent to

(3.9) MZY)X —(AcZ,VxY) = XN(VxZ,Y) =0.

Hence, A:VxY = AVxY and item (3) follows. Observe that since (span{VxY : XY €
ker A, 1)t = span{Z,}, it follows from the definition of the orthonormal frame {71, Z>} that
Zy € E) and from the minimality of f we have A¢Zy = —(n — 1)\ Zs.

In order to prove item (), we need to show that V2, Z; € span{Z;, Z,} forall 1 < i,j < 2.
The Codazzi equation for the shape operator A¢ in the directions Z3 and X € ker A, gives

V2AX = Agy (X = ANz, X = VxAcZs — AvycZo — AV x Zo.

Using that ker A, C Ey and A¢Z> = —(n — 1)\ Zs, the previous equation reduces to
AVz,X — AV 2, X = —nAVx Zs.
Taking the inner product with Zs, we have the following
(Vz,Z5,X) =0.

Additionally, taking the inner product with Z;, we obtain (VxZs,7Z1) = (VxZ1,7Z3) = 0.
Analogously, the Codazzi equation for the shape operator A in the directions Z; and X € ker 4,
reduces t0 A¢V 7 X = AV X. In particular, Vz, X € span{Z>}* = span{VxY : X.Y €
ker A, }, which implies

(VxZ1,Z2) =0
for all X € ker A,,.

The Codazzi equation for the shape operator A, in directions X € ker A, and Z € ker A#
gives
VxAyZ - A)NxZ = —AvénX - A,VzX.

Taking the inner product with W € Im A, and using the property that A, preserves ker A,, we
obtain

(VxAy 2, W) = (Vx2, AW ) = = (VX A, ).

For eigenvectors Zl, ZQ of A, with eigenvalues 61, d2, when Z = W = ZZ- fori € {1,2} we have
the following relation

(3.10) X(5) = —6; <inX, Z>

Using the minimality of f, it follows that 6 = d; = —d2. Given the rank hypothesis on A,, we
have 9; # 0. Due to the homogeneity of A", and the fact that det A, is constant, we conclude

X()=0 = (V5 X,Z) =0, Vie{l2}.
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Considering the specific vectors Z = Zy and W = Z, the Codazzi equation yields
2 <VX21, 22> —6 <V21X, 22> :
2 (VxZ, 21) =0 (V3,X.21).
From these, we deduce the following symmetric relation
(X.V3,21) = = (X,V3,2)
for all X' € ker A¢. Further, representing Z;, Z» as a linear combination of Zl, 22, namely:
7y, = sinZ; + cos 922,
Zy = cos 07, — sin 622,
for some angle function 6 € (0, Z). It follows from
(V2. X, Zo) = <VZIX, Z]> - <VZ2X, Z}> —0
for all X € ker A,, that
0= (Vy,22, X) = —cosfsinf <v2122 + VZ2Zl,X> — (V2,71 X).
It remains to calculate (V 2,71, X). It follows from
0= (Vg Zs, X) = <—sin2 OV ;, 7o + cos” 9v2221,x> - <V2221,X>
that (V z,Z1, X) = 0 and this concludes this item.

For item (), we will prove that the distribution ker A, is spherical in M"™ with mean curvature
vector field A (Vi 1, &) Z1. We already know that the distribution ker 4,, is umbilical with this

mean vector field, as shown by (3.4). Using that A <V¢V77, 13 > is constant, Z is an unitary vector
field, and (V x Z1, Z5) = 0 from the proof of item (3) we have that

<VX <>\ <VJW77, §> Zl)) lker 4 = 0,
which concludes the proof of the proposition. |

Remark 3.5. As established in Proposition the basis {Z1,Zs} satisfies the following
conditions for all X € ker A,:

(VxZ1,Z9) = (N7, Z1,X) =(Vy,Z9,X) = (N7, Z5,X) =(Vz,71,X) =0.

When applying the Codazzi equation in the direction of & for the vectors Z1 and Zs, and
subsequently taking the inner product with Zy and using that ker A# is an autoparallel
distribution, we obtain

A <V21Z2’Z1> = <An(<vég"77£> Zl - <vél"77£> Z2)a Zl> .

It follows from (32) that <An(<V§2n,£> Zy — <V§177,£> Z3),Z1) = O, from which it can be
deduced that

Vlel =0.
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3.3. Proof of the Main Theorem. Assume that M™" is simply connected. If not, we consider the
isometric immersion induced by the universal cover of M™, ensuring that the lift of f remains an
isometric immersion. If vy # 0 then f is totally geodesic by Proposition 3.1l From now on, we
assume vy = 0. By Theorem 23] either f is rigid, which implies that f is totally geodesic by
Theorem or for every point x € M™ there exist orthonormal vectors &, 7 € TflM "(x) such
that rank A, < 2 and i, 0 A¢ = A¢ o i, for every i € Iso(M™). Then, by Lemma[3.2] either f is
totally geodesic or rank A, = 2 everywhere. Henceforth, we will assume that we are in the last
case.

Proposition 3.4] implies that the distribution ker A, is spherical in M™, that ker A# is an
autoparallel distribution and the shape operators of f are given by

A 0 0
(3.11) Ac={0 —m—1n| %), 4=

in the basis {Z1, Z2, X1,..., X2} that diagonalizes A¢, where a,b € C°°(M) are constant
along ker A,. This basis is specified in item (3)) of Proposition 3.4l By Lemma3.2] det A, |1, 4 L
is constant. We can assume that the functions a and b are not constant; otherwise, f would be
isometrically rigid. Indeed, it follows that any composition of type g = f o for i € Iso(M™) will
have the same second fundamental form as f (globally) and, according to [22] (see Proposition
4.17 in [7]]), would have the same normal connection, implying that f and g are congruent, that is,
the original submanifold is extrinsically homogeneous.

The objective now is to show that all this information, along with the fundamental equations of
isometric immersions and the compatibility equations of the Levi-Civita connection, contradicts
the non-constancy of the functions a and b. For this purpose, remember that we have an
orthonormal basis {Z;, Z,} whose span generates an autoparallel distribution such that w =
(V,21, Z3) is constant and V 7, Z; = 0 (see Remark [3.3]), and we have the two operators A¢, A,
given by (B.I1) in this basis. To prove our claim, we will use information from the Gauss and
Codazzi equations. Since det Ay | 4 L is constant, we deduce

a’® + b? ET‘Q,

for some positive constant € R. This leads to the representation of the functions a and b in terms
of a function 6, which is constant along ker An, and the nonzero constant 7:

a=rcosf, b=rsind.
The Codazzi equation in the direction of &, evaluated on the vectors Z; and Zo, yields
~(V4Em) AyZs = AV .21 = (V5,60) AgZa + (n = DAV 2,21, 2) Zo.

Using that V z, Z1 = 0 implies V z, Z5 = 0. This can be simplified to two equations related to the
coefficients in the Z; direction,
gocost — gy sinf = 0,
and the coefficients in the Z5 direction,
(3.12) (g1 cos @ + gasinf) = nAw,
where g1 = (V7 &,1) and g = (V% &, 7). From the first equation we conclude that

g1 =gcosl, gy =gsinf
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for some function g. From (3.12), it follows that
rg = niw,
which implies g is a constant.
The Codazzi equation in the direction of 7, evaluated on the vectors Z; and Zs, gives
V2. AnZy — gi(n — 1)A\Zy = V 2, A, Z1 + o A2y — WAy, Zs,

which is equivalent to the two equations

(3.13) (rZy(0))cos@ — (—rZs(0) + g\ — 2wr)sinf = 0
and

(3.14) (rZ1(0))sinf + (—Ag(n — 1) — 2wr — rZy(f)) cos 6 = 0.
From (3.13)), we find

(3.15) rZ1(0) = hsinf, —rZy(0)+ g\ — 2wr = hcosf

for some function h, which is constant along ker A,. Using (3.14)), we deduce
h = Agncos@.
Therefore, (3.13)) reduces to

(3.16) {21(9) = (C'cosfsinf

Z5(0) = % —2w—Ccos?0 '
where C' = % gnA # 0. Itis straightforward to see that
[Zl, ZQ] = —WZQ.

Using the compatibility of the Levi-Civita connection we have

Z1(2Z(0)) — Z2(Z1(9)) — [21, Z2](0) = 0

C? C? C
& C?%sin?0cos? 0+ —sin?0 — 2Cwsin?2 0 — — cos® 0 + Cw cos® 6 + v
n n n

— 2w+ C%cos*h =0

2 2
& <Cz—%—i—?)Cw)00829+%—20w+%—2w2:0.

Since 6 cannot be constant, we have the following system:

e + —1;2"Cw —2w?=0.

n

{C("T‘QC +3w) =0,

Substituting w = 222" into the second equation of the system leads to
g 3n q y

1—2n)(2 — 4—4 2
1 A=20)@=n) pd-dntnt 0,0
3n In

Therefore, as such equation cannot be satisfied for any n > 5, the contradiction arises and it
follows that the function @ is constant, meaning the functions @ and b must be constant, thereby
concluding the proof of the theorem. |
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