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ABSTRACT. In this paper we study biconservative hypersurfaces M in space forms
—n+1
M (¢) with four distinct principal curvatures whose second fundamental form has

constant norm. We prove that every such hypersurface has constant mean curvature
and constant scalar curvature.
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1. Introduction

In the last three decades, one of the interesting research topics in Differential Geom-
etry is the study of biharmonic maps, in particular, biharmonic immersions, between
Riemannian manifolds. A generalization of harmonic maps, proposed in 1964 by Eells
and Sampson [7], these maps are critical points of the bienergy functional, obtained by
integrating the squared norm of the tension field, and are characterized by the vanishing
of the bitension field. Another interesting research direction, derived from here, is the
study of biconservative submanifolds, i.e., those submanifolds for which only the tangent
part of the bitension field vanishes.

In 1924, Hilbert pointed that the stress-energy tensor associated to a functional F| is
a conservative symmetric 2-covariant tensor S at the critical points of E, i.e. div.S =0
([I7]). For the bienergy functional E,, Jiang defined the stress-bienergy tensor S, and
proved that it satisfies div. Sy = —(72(¢),d¢) ([I8]). Thus, if ¢ is biharmonic, then
div S5 = 0. For biharmonic submanifolds, from the above relation, we see that div Ss = 0
if and only if the tangent part of the bitension field vanishes. In particular, an isometric
immersion ¢ : (M, g) — (N, h) is called biconservative if div Sy = 0.

In a different setting, B. Y. Chen defined biharmonic submanifolds M of the Euclidean
space as those with harmonic mean curvature vector field, that is AH = 0, where A is
the Laplacian operator. If we apply the definition of biharmonic maps to Riemannian
immersions into the FEuclidean space, we recover Chen’s notion of biharmonic submani-
folds. Thus biharmonic Riemannian immersions can also be thought of as a generaliza-
tion of Chen’s biharmonic submanifolds. The biharmonic submanifolds were studied in
[T, 3 4, (5] 6], 111, 12, T3], 23] and references therein. |

The biconservative submanifolds were studied and classified in E* and E* by Hasanis
and Vlachos ([16]), in which the biconservative hypersurfaces were called H-hypersurfaces.
The terminology “biconservative” was first introduced in [2]. The classification of H-
hypersurfaces with three distinct curvatures in Euclidean space of arbitrary dimension
were obtained by Turgay in [24]. The classification of biconservative hypersurfaces in E3
with diagonal shape operator having three distinct principal curvatures was obtained by
Upadhyay and Turgay in [26]. Also, the first author and Sharfuddin proved that every
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biconservative Lorentz hypersurface in E? ™ with complex eigenvalues has constant mean
curvature ([I5]). For more work on biconservative hypersurfaces in pseudo-Euclidean
spaces, please see (|26} 15]) and references therein.

The constant mean curvature (CMC) biconservative surfaces in S* x R and H"™ x R
were studied in [9] by Fetcu et al. A complete classification of CMC biconservative sur-
faces in a four-dimensional space form was given in [2I] by Montaldo et al. Further, the
classification of biconservative hypersurfaces in S* and H* was obtained in [25] by Turgay
and Upadhyay. A survey about biharmonic and biconservative hypersurfaces in space
forms is provided in [I0] by Fetcu et al. In [I4] the first author studied the biconserva-
tive hypersurfaces in Euclidean 5-space with constant norm of second fundamental form
and one of the results states that every such hypersurface has constant mean curvature.
Finally, some recent results on complete biconservative surfaces and on closed biconser-
vative surfaces in space forms was obtained by Nistor and Oniciuc (J20]) and Montaldo

and by Pampano ([22]).

In view of the above developments, in the present paper we study biconservative hyper-

surfaces in a space form Mnﬂ(c) with at most four distinct principal curvatures, whose
second fundamental form has constant norm. The main result is the following;:

Theorem 1.1. Fvery biconservative hypersurface M in a space form MnH(C) with at
most four distinct principal curvatures, whose second fundamental form has constant
norm, is of constant mean curvature and of constant scalar curvature.

Also, the class of biconservative hypersurface in space forms contains some other class
of hypersurfaces, that is, the equation (1)) is fulfilled by a biharmonic submanifold
AH =0 and a hypersurface with AH = X\H [3].

Therefore, from Theorem 1.1, we have following:

Corollary 1.2. Every biharmonic hypersurface M in a space form Mnﬂ(c) with at most
four distinct principal curvatures, whose second fundamental form has constant norm, is
of constant mean curvature and of constant scalar curvature.

Corollary 1.3. Fvery hypersurface M in a space form MHH(C) satisfying AH = \H
with at most four distinct principal curvatures, whose second fundamental form has con-
stant norm, is of constant mean curvature and of constant scalar curvature.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2 we give some preliminaries. In Section
3 we discuss biconservative hypersurfaces in space forms with four distinct principal
curvatures. We obtain some condition for eigenvalues (Lemma 3.1) and expressions of
covariant derivatives of an orthonormal frame in terms of connection forms (Lemma 3.2).
In Section 4 we use the condition that the second fundamental form has constant norm,
and obtain further simplifications of the connection forms (Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2). Section
5 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1. In the process, a technical tool about resultant
of polynomials is extensively used (Lemma 2.1).

Finally, we would like to note that Lemma [£Tlis crucial to obtain our results in the case
of at most four distinct principal curvatures. In case of more than four distinct principal
curvatures, it seems difficult to obtain an analogue of this lemma. We may discuss this
in a separate paper.

2. Preliminaries

Let (M, g) be a hypersurface isometrically immersed in a (n 4 1)-dimensional space

form (Hnﬂ(c),ﬁ) and g = g,;- We denote by § a unit normal vector to M where
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9(&,€) =1, and by h and A the second fundamental form and the shape operator of M,
where h(X,Y) = g(A(X),Y), for X, Y € I'(TM).

The mean curvature H of M is given by
1

(2.1) H = —trace A.
n

Let V denotes the Levi-Civita connection on M. Then, the Gauss and Codazzi equa-
tions are given by

(2.3) (VxAY = (VyA)X,
respectively, where R is the curvature tensor and
(2.4) (VxA)Y =VxAY — A(VxY)

for all X,Y,Z e I'(T'M).

A submanifold satisfying AH = 0, is called biharmonic submanifold ([3]). The bihar-
monic equation for M™ in a (n + 1)-dimensional space form M”H(c) can be decomposed
into its normal and tangent part ([3], [§]), that is
(2.5) 2A(grad H) +nH grad H = 0,

(2.6) AH + H(trace(A?) — nc) = 0.

Definition 2.1. A submanifold satisfying equation (2.5]) is called biconservative.

In the present work we are concerned with biconservative hypersurfaces M"™ in a (n+1)-
dimensional space form M”+1(c).

The following algebraic lemma will be useful to get our result:

Lemma 2.1. ([I9, Theorem 4.4, pp. 58-59]) Let D be a unique factorization domain, and
let f(X)=apX™+a1 X" 4 +an,, g(X) = b X"+, X" 1+ -+, be two polynomials
in D[X]. Assume that the leading coefficients ag and by of f(X) and g(X) are not both
zero. Then f(X) and g(X) have a nonconstant common factor iff the resultant R(f, g)
of f and g is zero, where

apg ay QG - Uy
CLO a/l e oo a/m
- Qo aq Ao -
R(f,9) = bo by by --- b, )
bO bl e e bn
bo b1 Do by

and there are n rows of “a” entries and m rows of “b” entries.

3. Biconservative hypersurfaces in space forms with four distinct principal
curvatures

In this section, we study biconservative hypersurfaces with four distinct principal cur-
vatures in space forms. In view of (ZI), it is easy to see that any CMC hypersurface
is biconservative. Therefore, we are interested in the study of non CMC biconservative

hypersurfaces in a space form M”H(c).
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We assume that the mean curvature is not constant, and we will end up to a contra-
diction. This implies that grad H # 0, hence there exists an open connected subset U
of M™ with grad,H # 0, for all z € U. From (23], it is easy to see that grad H is an

eigenvector of the shape operator A with the corresponding principal curvature —22 .

We denote by A, B, the following sets ’
A={1,2,...,n}, B={2,3,...,n}.

Without losing generality, we choose e; in the direction of grad H. Then, the shape
operator A of a hypersurface M" in a space form Mnﬂ(c) takes the following form with
respect to a suitable orthonormal frame {eq,es, ..., €e,},

(3.1) Ae; = Nie;, i €A,

where ); is the eigenvalue corresponding to the eigenvector e; of the shape operator.
Then grad H can be expressed as

n

(3.2) grad H = Z ei(H)e;.

i=1

As we have taken e; parallel to grad H, it follows that

(3.3) er(H)#0, e(H)=0, i€B.
We express
(3.4) Veej =Y wien, i,j€A
m=1

From (B.4)) and using the compatibility conditions (V., g)(e;, e;) = 0and (V¢ 9)(e;, €;) =
0, we obtain

(3.5) wi, =0, wi, + wh; =0,
for i # j, and 7,7, k € A.
Taking X =e;,Y =¢; in ([2.4) and using (B.1), (B.4), we get

(VeiA)ej = 62‘()\]')6]' -+ wajek()\j — )\k)
k=1
Putting the value of (V,A)e; in (23], we find
62‘(>\j)6j -+ Z ijek()\j — >\k) = 63‘()\@')61‘ -+ Zwﬁek()\, — )\k)

k=1 k=1
Using ¢ # j = k and ¢ # j # k in the above equation, we obtain

39) i) = O = Akt = O = A
and
37 (= Ak = (= )

respectively, for 7, j, k € A.
Now, we have

Lemma 3.1. Let M™ be a biconservative hypersurface in a space form Mnﬂ(c) having the

shape operator given by (B.1]) with respect to a suitable orthonormal frame {ey,es, ..., e,}.
Then,

(3.8) M # Aj, forall jeB.
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Proof. Assume that A\; = A; for some j # 1. Then, from (3.6]) we get that

H

e1(Aj) =0, or e(H)=0, since A\ = —%,
which contradicts (3.3]), and this completes the proof. O
Therefore, in view of the Lemma 3.1, \; = —4 H has multiplicity one. Since M has four

distinct principal curvatures, we can assume that A, A\,, A\, and A\, are the four distinct
principal curvatures of the hypersurface M with multiplicities 1, p, ¢ and r respectively,
such that

)\2:)\3:‘.‘:)\17"'1:)\1‘“ U/GCl,
Apr2 = Ap3 = - = Appge1 = Ay, 0 € Oy,
Apta+2 = Aptats = 0 = Aprgara1 = Aw, w € Cs.

Here p+q+7r+1=mn and C;,Cy and C3 denote the sets
Cl - {2,377])_'_1}7 C? - {p+27p+377p+q_'_1}7 C3 - {p+q+27p+q_'_377n}
Using (2.1) and (B.1]), we obtain that

- 3
(3.9) Y N =phtah +rA, = 7”}1 — 3\, ucCy, veCy, we Cs

J=2
Next, we have

Lemma 3.2. Let M"™ be a biconservative hypersurface with four distinct principal curva-
tures in a space form MnH(C) having the shape operator given by [B.1) with respect to a

suitable orthonormal frame {ey,eq,...,e,}. Then the following relations are satisfied:
Vee1 =0, Ve = Zw{’}em forall i€ Cy, s€{1,2,3}, m #i,
Cs

n
Ve = —wiliei forall 1e B, Ve = Z wie, forall 1€ B, m#1,

m=1

Ve = Zw{?em forall 1,j € Cs, s€{1,2,3}, i#j, j#m,
Cs

Ve = wfjei + Z wiien, forall i€ C,, je B\, se€{l,2,3}, m#j,
B\Cs

where Y, and ZB\CS denote the summation taken over the corresponding Cs and B\ Cs,
respectively for s € {1,2,3}, and wj; satisfy B3) and [B.0).

Proof. Using ([B.3)), (34) and the fact that [e; e;](H) = 0 = Vee;(H) — V,ei(H) =
wier(H) —wlei(H), for i # j, we find that

1 1 ..
(3.10) w;i =wj;, 1,J € B.

Putting i # 1,7 = 1 in ([8.6) and using (3.5) and (B.3)), we find
(3.11) wi; =0, i€ A

Putting ¢ = 1 in (3.7)), we obtain
(3.12) wl, =0, j#k and jkeC,, s€{1,23}.



6 RAM SHANKAR GUPTA AND ANDREAS ARVANITOYEORGOS

Taking i € Cy, s € {1,2,3} in (B.1), we have

(3.13) wl, =0, j#k and j ke B\C,.
Putting j = 1 in (37) and using (B.I0), we get
(3.14) wh=wh =0, ieC, keB\C, se{l1,23}
Putting ¢ = 1 in () and using (314) and (33]), we find
(3.15) wio=w,=0, jeC, keB\C,, se{l1,23}.
Combining ([3.14) and (B12]), we obtain
(3.16) Wh=wh =0, i#j, ij€B
Now, using [B.II)~(BI6) in ([B.4]), we complete the proof of the lemma. O

We now evaluate g(R(e1, e;)er,e;), g(R(er,e;)e;, e;) and g(R(e;, ej)e;, e1) using Lemma

B2 (22) and ([B.1), and find the following relations:

(3.17) er(wy) — (W) =c+ M\, i€ B,

(3.18) e (W) —wlwl =0, ieC,, jeB\C, se{l,23},

and

(3.19) ej(wili) +w;~w}j — wflwzlz =0, i€C,, je€B\(C, se€{l,23},

respectively. Also, using ([B3]), LemmaB.2] and the fact that [e; e1](H) = 0= V.,e;(H) —
Ve ei(H), we find that

(3.20) eie1(H) =0, forall ie B.

4. Biconservative hypersurfaces in space forms with constant norm of second
fundamental form

In this section we study biconservative hypersurfaces M™ in space forms M”H(c) with
constant norm of second fundamental form. We denote by [ the squared norm of the
second fundamental form h. Then, using ([B1]) we find that
(4.1) B=A 4D+ ¢\ +7)2, uc O, vel, weCCs.

We recall that B = {2,3,...,n}. Then we have the following:

Lemma 4.1. Let M™ be a biconservative hypersurface with four distinct principal cur-

vatures in a space form Hnﬂ(c), having the shape operator given by [BJ]) with respect
to a suitable orthonormal frame {ey,es,... e, }. If the second fundamental form is of
constant norm, then

we, =0, forueCy, andv € B\ Cy, s € {1,2,3}.

Proof. We will prove the case u € C] and v € (5 and by similar arguments one can prove
all other cases. Let w € Cj. Differentiating ([B.9) and (41]) with respect to e, and using

(B3), we get

(4.2) peu(Aa) + geu(Xo) + rew(A) =0,
and

(4.3) PAueu(Aa) + qAveu(A) + rAuen(A) = 0,
respectively.

Eliminating e, (\,) from ([@2]) and (3)), we find
(4.4) q(A — A)ew(Ay) + (A — Aw)ew(Ay) = 0.
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Putting the value of e,(),) and eu()\ ) from (B.6)) in ([€4]), we obtain
(4.5) (A — M)Wy + (A — Ay)?wl, = 0.
Differentiating (£.5) with respect to e; and using ([B.6) and (B.I8), we have
r2(A — A)wl, + (221 + A — 30wl ] (A — Aw)wl,,
+q[2(Ay — M)wl, + (221 + A — 3N)wlk, J(A, — Ay)w?, = 0.
We assume that w?, # 0 and we will end up to contradiction. Then the value of the

determinant formed by the coefficients of WY and w, of the system (LX) and (L6) will
be zero. Therefore, we find

2001 — M) (Ao = Ap)wd, + (21 + A — 300) (A — A)wl,
—(2A1 + A — 3N) Ay — A)wl, = 0.
We set a1 = (A — A)wiy, + (Au — Ao)wi, + Ay — Ay)w,. Eliminating w;,, from (7))

and a;, we get
(4.8) 2001 — A)ar = 3(Ay — A)(wi, —wl Y(Au — Aw).

Now, we consider two cases.

(i) a; = 0. Then, from (L8], we obtain

ww

Differentiating (4.9]) with respect to e; and using (B.I7) and (£9), we find A\, = \,, a
contradiction to four distinct principal curvatures.

(ii) a; # 0. Then, differentiating (L8] with respect to e, and using ([£2)) and [B.3]), we
get

(4.6)

(4.7)

210()\1 - )\u)eu(al) + 2a1(qeu()\v) + Teu w 3<( q +p 6u v) - Teu()‘w))
(4.10) (W = Wap) (Au = Aw) + ( = Ao)(€ul(wyy) = eu(Wipw)) (Au — Aw)

0= Ay — @) (—geaO0) = 9+ el
Now, using ([3.6) and (B19) in (£I0), we obtain
(4.11) fiwl, + fowd, = 2p(A1 — Ay)ew(ar),
where

fi = =) (3W3uw(q% — (p+29) 2+ (P + ) Aw) + 3wy, (2(p + @) A — gy
— 2p+PI) + p(N\y — )\w)) + 3pwi, (Aw — Ay) + 2a1q),
fo = (Au— ) (3wllvw((2p + 1)\ + 7 Ay — 2(p+ r))\u) + 3wl ((p+ 27 Ay — (D + 1)y

— ) + 3pwi, (A — Ay) + 2a1r).
Differentiating a; with respect to e, and using ([3.6), (319) and ([£2), we find
(4.12) fawpy + fawi, + p(Ae — Aw)eu(wy,) = peu(ar),
where
fi = oo = M) + wi (@ = X) + 2w = Aa)) + (2 + @) = X)W
fi = pwa = M) + (9 + 1w (Ao = M) + @i (PO = Ao) = 7(Aw = X))
Differentiating ([3.9) with respect to e; and using ([B.6), we find
(4.13) pwly (e — M) + quly (A — M) + (A — Ap)wl, = 22U,
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Differentiating ({.I3]) with respect to e, and using (B.3), (3.6), (319), (3:20) and (Z2]),
we find

(4.14) P = A)ew(Wa,) = qfswy, + 1 fowip,
where
f5 = Woo = Do) N1+ A0 = 2X00), fo6 = (o = Waa) (A1 + Ay = 20).

Eliminating e, (w.,) from [EI12) and {I4), we get

wis) (Ou=2a O = Aas )ty + (O = M)fa (o = Ao ),

= (A — A\1)pey(ay).

Eliminating e,(a;) from (@II) and (£I5), we find

(4.16) Jrwyy + fswyy = 0,

where

f7 - fl + 2(>\u - )\1)f3 + 2()\11 - )‘w)qf57 f8 = f2 + 2()‘u - )‘l)f4 + 2(>‘v - )‘w)TfG-

Now, we simplify f7; and fg. Eliminating w}w from f7 using a,, we get
Ao — A fr = (329&3 — qA2 +2(3p + 2¢) A dw — 3(p + QAL — 20 ((Bp + )X
(4.17) — ) (@, — why) O = M) a1 (3922 + 20 + )M (A — M)
= PA(BA0 + Au) + (=200 + (3 + 20)A) ).
Eliminating a; from ([@I7) using (£8), we obtain
(4'18) (Au - )‘U)Z(wiv - wtluw)gl = _2f7()‘1 - )‘u)()‘v - )‘w)a
where

g = 3pA2 +4h(qghe — (3 + @A) + 201 (3pAy + gy — (Bp 4+ @) Aw)
+ 3 ((Bp + 2¢) A — 2¢)\y)

Similarly, eliminating w!, from fs using a;, we get
a (2)\1(;0 F7) (M = M)+ Aw (27h — (3 + 20)A0) — 3922 4 pAu (Ao + HAy) )
(4.19) 5o = M) = O = M) @y = ) (2MlrAs = (3 +7)A0)
—3(p 4+ 1)A2+ 2(3p + 2r) A Ay + 3pA% — mi,) .
Eliminating a; from (£I9) using (48), we obtain

(4'20) 2f8()‘1 - )‘u)()‘v - )‘w) = ()‘u - )‘w)2(wiv - Wiw)gm
where
g2 = —AN(Bp+1) A —1Aw) + 20 (=Bp + 1) Ay 4+ 3pAu + 1 Ay) + 3A((3p + 2r) A,

— 2r)\,) + 3pAZ.
Eliminating f; and fs from (£I6]) using (£I])) and (£20), we obtain
(4.21) g1 (A — A)? Wl — g2 (A — Au) W, = 0.

The value of the determinant formed by the coefficients of w; and w,, of the system
([@3) and (ZZT)) will be zero. Therefore, we have

(4.22) q92 +rg1 =0,
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which on substitution for gi, g, gives
(4.23) p(q +1)A2 +201p(q + 1) Ay + Ao (—2M1pr — dprX, — 4qr),)
+A2 (3pr + 2qr) — 4pghu Ay + 3pgA2 — 2X1pg), + 2qrA2 = 0.
Now, eliminating A,, from (L)) and ([@23]) using (3.9)), we find
(4.24) =B+ (9+1r)A3 + 6p Ay + (07 + pr)X2 + 2¢(BA1 + pAu) Ao + (2 + qr) X2 = 0,
and
(4.25) bo + bi A, + b2 =0,

where

—
o
I

pAL (3p° + 2p(q + 2r) + (g + 7)) + 3X; (p(2r + 9) + 6q)
+ 2ApAu(p(r +9) + (r +6)(qg + 1)),
b = 6MaBp+2(q+7)) + 2pgAu(3p + 2(q + 1)),
by = qlg+7)3p+2(qg+r)).
Eliminating A, from (A.28) using (£24]), we obtain
(4.26)  3Bp+A{(B3p —2(g + 7 +9)) + 2 pAu(p + g + 1) = pAL(p +q +7)

+26(¢+1r) = 0.
Differentiating (£.26]) with respect to e, and using ([B3.3]), we get
(4.27) 2p(p+q+ 1) (M1 — Au)eu(A) = 0,
whereby, we get e,(A,) = 0. Therefore, from (£2) and (B.6]), we obtain
(4.28) q(Ay — A)wit, + 1Ay — Ay)wit, = 0.

The value of the determinant formed by the coefficients of w;;, and w,, of the system
([@3) and (£28) will be zero. Therefore, we get

(4'29) ()‘v - )‘u)()‘w - )‘U)(Av - )‘w) =0,
which gives a contradiction to four distinct principal curvatures. Hence, we obtain that
wy, = 0 and the proof of the lemma is completed. O

Next, we have:
Lemma 4.2. Under the assumtions of Lemma[f 1), let a; = (A — N )wl, + Ay — Ao )wl , +
(Ao — Aw)wl,. Then,
(a) If ay # 0, it is
(4.30) wi, =wit, =wo, = Woy =we =we =0, whereu € Cy,v € Co,w € Cs.
(b) If ay = 0, we have that
(4.31) wi=aXi+¢, e(@)=ad+(l+a%), e(d)=¢"+aMd+c,
for some smooth functions o and ¢, and for i € B.

Proof. (a) Let a; # 0. Evaluating g(R(e,, ey)ew, €1) using (22), (B1) and Lemma B.2
and Lemma (4.1l we find

(432> wivu<w11m - wzluw) = wzzfv<w11}v - wllvw)'

Putting j = w, k = w,i = v in (3.7), we get
(4.33) (A — Aw)wp, = (A — Ap)win .

The value of the determinant formed by the coefficients of w}’, and wy, in ([4.32) and
@33) is a3 # 0, hence w®, = 0 = w?. Also, from [BH), we get w¥ = —w¥ and

vu
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wy, = —wy,,. Consequently, we obtain w;’, = 0, and w;,, = 0, which together with (B.7)

3 u v —
gives wy, = 0, and w,,, = 0.

(b) Let a3 = 0. Then, we have
(434) wzlm — wzlw _ wllvw — w11}v _ wzlw — wllvw
)\u_)\v )\w_)\v )\u_)\w
for some smooth function «.

From (A34), we get
(4.35) wy; = i + ¢,
for some smooth function ¢.

Differentiating (£.35]) with respect to e; and using (3.6), (3.17) and (£35), we find
(4.36) er(a) = ap+ M (1+a?), e(d) =¢*+a\o+e,

whereby completing the proof of the lemma. O

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1
Depending upon principal curvatures, we consider the following cases.

Case 1. The case of four distinct principal curvatures

From ([B.7) and (3.1), we obtain

(5.1) (Au = Ao)wipy = (Aw = Ao)wiy, = (Au = Aw)wys,-
From (5.1) and (B.3), we find
(52) W, e+ 0, = .

Evaluating g(R(ey, €,)eu, €), §(R(€y, €y )eu, €y) and g(R(e,, e,)ey, €,), using (2.2), (B.1)),
(52) and Lemmas and [ ], we find that

1 kooko_

(5.3) aor F D iy 2o = €+ Nudo
1 kook o

(5.4) WyuWanw + ZkEB\{Cl,Cg} 2w W = €+ Ay,
1 koko_

(5.5) Do £ D nny P = €+ Nodu

respectively.

Simplifying (5.3]), (5.4) and (5.5), we obtain

(5.6) —wh Wi 4 2rw” W = ¢+ Ay,

(57) _wzltuwtluw + Q‘JWZwW:Zu =c+ )\U)\UH

(58) _wivwi}w + 2pwgww3w =c+ AU)\UH

respectively.

Depending upon ay, we consider the following cases.

Subcase A. Assume that a; # 0. Using ([£30) in (5.3)), (54) and (50), we obtain
(5.9) —wh wh =+ Ay, —wh wh = CA AgAy,  —Wi, Wi = ¢+ AyA.

From (59), we get
(5.10) — (e + XAo) (Wi)? = (e + XAy (€ + A Ay).
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Differentiating (3.9) and (A1) with respect to e; and using (B.6]), we find

(5.11) P = AWy + 4N = A )wy, + 7 (A = A)wyy, = —3e1 (A1),

and

(5.12) PAu( A — AM)wiy + gA (Mo — A)wey + 120 (A — A)wp, = —Aier(Mr),
respectively.

Eliminating e; (A1) from (5.12) using (5.11J), we obtain
(5.13) P(3Au— A1) (Au = A1)y, +4(3A — A1) (Ao — A1 )y, +7(3Aw — A1) (A — A1 )y, = 0,
Multiplying (513) with w’, and using (59), we find
P3N = M)Ay = M) (wee)® = a(BA = M) (Ao = Ar)(e + Auhy)
(5.14) + (3 w — A1) (A — A1) (e + Auy).
Eliminating (w.,)? from (5.14)) using (5.I0), we obtain

(5,15 RPN P T ST S

Eliminating A\, from (5.I3]) using ([3.9), we obtain
(5.16) Vo + V1 Ay + 122 + 0323 + v AE + 05 A2 = 0,
where

vg = car(M\ler(r(p+q+12) +r* +27) —p((p + 12)r + 7% + 81)A2) + 9\ (2epr A,
— pBp+7)A) +3p(p+ )N (er — pAZ) — 3N ((p + 12)r + 7% + 27)\y),
v = A (18c%qr? — epr\2(p(4r + 27) + 4qr + 54q + 4r%) + p(4p*(r + 9) + 4pr? — Ir?)AL)
3pAu(2%qr? — er Ay (p* + 3pg +r(q — 1)) + (07 — pro) X, — A (er((q + 12)r
72+ 27) — p(r? 4 367 + 108)A2) — A (erAu(p(2(q + 12)r + 81) + 3¢(8r + 27))
— 6p(3p(2r +9) + 2rH)A3) + NI (1 + 127 + 27) A,

+ o+

va = qB(Pr*(q+r) = 3epr(p+ QAL + (4p° — pri)A,) — Al(er((q+ 12)r + r? + 81)
— 36p(2r +9)A2) — A (crh (p(4r + 54) + 4qr + 27q + 4r%) — 4p(3p(r +9) +rH)A3)
+ 33X} (r* 4 36r + 108)\,),

v3 = q(=3crA (3pq +pr+ ¢ — 1) + M (4p(3q(r +9) +r*)A2 — 9er(3q + 1)) + 18p%gA3

+ 6)@(3(](27’ +9)+ 27’2))\u),
v = q(MAG(r +9) +4dgr® — 9r*)A, — 3(cqr(g + 1) + p(r* — 4¢°)\2)),
vs = 3" — 1)\

Eliminating A,, from (41]) using (8.9), we obtain
(517) Vg + ’U7>\U + 'US)\?; = 0,
where

Vg = =18+ 9N + 1A + 6pA A, + AL+ prAl, v = 6g\; + 2pgh,,  Us = ¢+ qr.
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Equations (5.16) and (5.17)) have a common root A,, so their resultant with respect A,
vanish. Hence,

2,5 4 3,2 2,3 4 5, .24
VsVg — VaUsVg U7 + V3V5V U7 — VaUsVg Vs + U1U5UaU; — VoUsUs + Vi UgUR

—2vgv5v§v8 — v3v4vg’v7vg + 3v2115vg’v7v8 + vwwév?vs — 41}11}5@21}?1}8

— V14UV + BUUsUUSUS + Vo Ug + VUV — 2090408V + 2U VsV SV

(5.18)  —vou3vUrV; + 3U1V4VEUTVE — BUGUsVEUIVE + V1U3VEUIVE — dUgUaUs VIV
—VoU3VIVE + VSV — 201V3V5U5 + 200U4VEVs — V1V20sV7V; + SUgU3UEUTUS
+0gvav2vs + vivgus — 2ugVaUeUs — VULV + vavg = 0,

which is a polynomial equation

(5.19) G(A1, ) =0,
for A1, Ay.
Differentiating (B.19) with respect to e, we get
(520) Glel()\l) + Guel(Au) = 07
where G| = g—/\Gl,Gu = gTCi.
Eliminating e; (A1) from (5.:20) using (511 and using (3.6), we find
(5.21) (3G — pG1) (A = M, = (400 = Aok, + 7 (0 = M)k, ) G

Multiplying (5.21) with w], and using (5.9) and (E.I0), we obtain
Lic+ Ada)(e+ Xudu) = (400 = M)(e+ Ad) + 70w — A1)

(5.22)
(e M) ) (e 4 Auho),
where L = (3G“_p(§3(/\“_/\1).
Eliminating A,, from (522]) using (39), we get
(5.23) Vg + VigAy + V11A2 + v A2 + v = 0,
where

vg = Lt + (3P + AEqr® + Er®) A + EprPhy — 3eLr A, + (=9cr — 3er?) AT\,

— cLprA? + (=6cpr — epr*) A2 — ep’r Al

vig = (=3 —q—7)3crA3+ (r — q)cLrA, — (6p + 6q + pg + pr)erAi A, + (27 + 9r) A3\,
— (p+2q)cprAZ — 3LrA N2 + (27p + 6pr)AIAZ — LprA3 + (9 + r)p° A2 + pP AL

v = [(=3—cq—1)\ — (p+q+7r)AJeqr +[(9+7)3M + (18 + r)pAu]ghi A
T3P — Lr)gXl,

v = 9N Ay + 3qr A\ + 3pg® A2 + par)?, Vs = Ay + Ty

Equations (5.23)) and (5.17)) have a common root A,, so their resultant with respect A,
vanish. Therefore, we find

(5.24) G(A1, M) =0,

which is a polynomial equation in terms of Ay, \,,.

Rewrite (B.19) and (5.24]) as polynomials Gy, (Ay), Gy, (Ay) of A, with coefficients in the
polynomial ring R[\;] over real field. According to Lemma 2.1, equations Gy, (\,) = 0
and Gy, (\,) = 0 have a common root if and only if

(5.25) R(Gx, (M), Gr (M) =0,
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which is a polynomial of A; with real coefficients. Then (5.25]) shows that A\; must be a
constant, a contradiction.

Subcase B. Assume that a; = 0. Adding (&.6), (5.7) and (5.8) and using (5.2), we

obtain
(5.26) pg(wi,wi, + ¢+ AAy) + pr(wl,we o + ¢+ Mdw) + qr(wh,we . + ¢+ Ay) = 0.
Using (4.31) in (5.26) in Lemma 4.2 we find
(5.27) (c+ %) (pg + pr+qr) + (& + 1) (pgAudv + PravAe + qrasAy)
+ag (pghy + pgy + pri, + pr, + qri, +qri,) = 0.
Using (L31) in (B13), we get
PN = ) — A)(@A + 6) + 4 (BX — M) (A — A1) (0, + )
+7 (3Aw — A1) (Aw — A1) (@A, + ¢) = 0.
On the other hand, using (39), (1)) and [@31) in (£I3)), we obtain
(5.29) (n+2)Ao — B+ 2X3) = 3e1(\1).
Eliminating A, from (1)), (5.27) and (5.28) using ([3.9), we find

IN? + AT+ GpAi A, + PPAZ + prA2 + 6g M\, + 2pg A,
+@* N2+ qrA2 —r3 =0,

(5.28)

(5.30)

' —(a® + DX, + Aoglad(r — q) — (o + 1) (pAu + 3M1)) — (@ + 1) AT = 0,

(=27 — 12r — pr — qr — r?)rdA} + (81 + 367 + 3r2)a)? — 18proA\,
+81paXiN, + 24pralil, + (=3p*ré — 3pri¢ + 2Tp?al; + 4p°ra;
(5.32) +4pr2ar) A2 + 3pPard — 3priad + (—18qroA; + 8lqar] + 24qra)?
—6pqroX, + 54pgari N, + 8pgraii A, + IpPqari)\, + (=3¢*ré — 3qr¢
+27¢% A + 4¢P ra); + 4qriad; + Ipgtar, )N + (33 a — 3qria) A3 = 0,

respectively.

Rewrite (530), (531) and (5.32) as polynomials Fax; r,.a.6)(Av)s G200 2a,0) (Av), and
G100 2a,0) (Av) of A, with coefficients in polynomial ring R[A1, Ay, a, ¢]. According to
Lemma 2.1, the equations Fo(y, x,.a,6)(Av) = 0, G2(x; ausans) (M) = 0, and Foix, ay ane) (M) =
0, G1(A Awans) (Av) = 0 have a common root if and only if

(5.33) R(F2001 2s000) (M), G201 s (M) = 0,
and
(5.34) R(F2001 hsond) (M) G100 san0) (Ao)) = 0,

which is polynomials of Ai, \,, a, ¢ with real coefficients, in degree 4 and 6 respectively.
Rewrite, equations (5.33) and (5.34) as polynomials F3(x, a.¢)(Au)s G200 ,0,6)(Au) With co-
efficients in polynomial ring R[\;, a, @] over real field. According to Lemma 2.1, the
equations F3(x, a,6)(Au) = 0, G2(x,,0,6) (M) = 0, have a common root if and only if

(5.35) 9“{(]‘—3@1,&,@(%), gZ(Aha,qb)()‘u)) =0,
which is a polynomial equation
(536) .7-"4(04, gb, )\1) = 0.

Differentiating (B.36]) with respect to e; and using (£31]) and ([529]), we find a polyno-

mial

(5.37) Fs(a, ¢, A1) = 0.
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Differentiating (£.37)) with respect to e; and using (£.31]) and (5.:29), we find a polyno-

mial
(5.38) Fela, d, A1) = 0.

Rewrite (£.36]), (£.37) and (2.38)) as polynomials Fyy, 4) (@), Fsay,e) (@), and Fen, o) (@)
of a with coefficients in polynomial ring R[A;, ¢]. According to Lemma 2.1, the equations

Fain,e) (@) =0, Fsn, 0 () = 0, and Fyy, ¢)(a) = 0, Fg(n,,¢)() = 0 have a common root
if and only if

(5.39) R(Far,0)(@); Fs,0) (@) = 0, R(Fan,0) (@), Foa,e (@) =0,
which are polynomial equations
(540) hl(gba )\1) - 0, and h2(¢7 )\1) = 07

respectively. Finally, rewrite hyy, (¢) = 0 and hgy, (¢) = 0, as a polynomial equations ¢
with coefficients in polynomial ring R[A;] over real field. According to Lemma 2.1, the
equations hiy, (¢) = 0 and hgy, (¢) = 0 have a common root if and only if

(5.41) R(h1y, (0), hay, () = 0,

which is a polynomial equation h3(A;) = 0 of A\; with constant coefficients. Thus, the real
function A; satisfies a polynomial equation hz(A;) = 0 with constant coefficients, and,
therefore, A\; must be a constant, a contradiction.

Case 2. The case of three distinct principal curvatures

Suppose that M is a biconservative hypersurface with three distinct principal curva-
tures A\ = —%, Aus Ay, with multiplicities 1, p and n—p—1 respectively. Further, suppose
that M has constant norm of second fundamental forms. Without losing generality, we
choose e; in the direction of grad H and therefore shape operator A of the hypersurface

will take the following form with respect to a suitable frame {ej, e, ..., e,}
H
(5.42) Ae, = —%61, Ae; = e, Aej = A\ej,

where 1 =2,3,...,p+1l,and j=p+2,p+3,...,n.

Using (£.42) in (.9) and [@.1I), we get

(5.43) A+ (n—p—1)A, = =3\;.
(5.44) PNt (n—p—1\ =p- )\
Eliminating A, from (5.44) using (5.43]), we obtain
(5.45) 8AZ + AT — pA? + 6pAi Ay, — pA2 +npA2 = (=1 +n —p)B.

Similarly, eliminating A, from (.44]) using (5.43]), we get
(5.46) IAT -+ PAT + (—6A1 + 61\ — 6pA1) Ay + (1 — 2n+n* 4+ p — np) A2 = pp.

Differentiating (5.45]) with respect to e;, we find

—8+p(1—6u+p?) —n(l+pp?)
5.47 M) = per(M), _
( ) 61( ) ,LL€1< 1) el(:“) p<3)\1 + (_1 + n))\u>

where p = —% and to find e;(u) we have used the first expression of (5.47]).

Differentiating (5.45) with respect to e; and using (B.6]), we find
(5.48) ej(A) =0, wi@ =0,
where: =2.3,....p+1l,and j=p+2,p+3,...,n.

61()\1)7
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Differentiating (5.46]) with respect to e; and using ([B.0), we have
(5.49) ei(Av) = 0,w!; =0,
where: =2.3,....p+1l,and j=p+2,p+3,...,n.
Also, putting k € {p+2,p+3,...,n}, and j,i € {2,3,...,p+ 1} in 1) and using
B3) and B1), we get
(5.50) wgk = wfj = wfi = ;k =0, 1#].

Evaluating g(R(e;, e;)e;, e;) using (2.2), (£.42), (548), (5.49) and (B.50), we obtain
(5.51) wiwl = —c— Ay, for je{p+2,p+3,....n}ic{2,3,. ... ,p+1},

g7
1 el(>\u) 1 61(>\v)

it XA 95 T N
Also, equation ([B.I7) is valid for three distinct principal curvatures. Therefore, from

B.1I17), we find

where w

e1(Au) e1(Mu) 12
5.52 = My, + ¢,
(5.52) (2 - (BBl yr s e
e1(Ay) _ e1(Av) 1o
(553) el(AU—)\l)_()\v—)\l) +)\1)\U+C.
Using (3.6), (5.43) and (547) in (E51), we get
(554 MA@ M) _ 30, (3 + )
Using ([B.6) and (£.47) in (B.52), we obtain
(555) [L()\u — )\1)6161()\1) = )\1>\u (—>\1 + )\u) 2 + Ae%()\l),

—(8+ntnpu?—p(1—-6u+42) ) (A1 —Au)+pu(—14+20) (BA1+(—14n)Au)

where A = PR e

Using ([B.6) and (.47) in (B.53), we find
where B — [,\(36p2+102p+8§2;>i §\4§8u2+126,u+103)}.

Eliminating eje; (A1) from (G.53]) using (B.56), we obtain
(5.57) Cei(\) =D,

where C' = (34 2u)(2A +4X1)A — p(A = A\)B and D = — A1 (A — A1) (2N 4+ 4M\)[(3A +
Eliminating e2(\;) from (5.54) using (5.57), we find

(5.58) (314 212)D — CAA — A1) (3A1 + 2X)(4\; + 2X) = 0.

Finally, eliminating A from (5.45)) and (5.58)), we get a polynomial equation ¢(H) = 0
in H with constant coefficients. Thus, the real function H satisfies a polynomial equation
w(H) = 0 with constant coefficients, and, therefore, it must be a constant.

Case 3. The case of two distinct principal curvatures

Suppose that M is a biconservative hypersurface with two distinct principal curvatures
A = —% and A, with multiplicities 1 and n — 1 respectively. Without losing generality,
we choose e; in the direction of grad H and therefore shape operator A of the hypersurface
will take the following form with respect to a suitable frame {ej, e, ..., e,}

H
(5.59) Ae; = —%61, Ae;=Xe;, i=2,...,n—1.
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Using (£.59) in (B.9) and ([@.1]), we get

3\

5.6 A= —7
(5.60) n—1’
(5.61) (n—1)\? =B — A3,
respectively.

Further, if M has constant norm of second fundamental forms, then, from (G.60) and
(EET)), we get A; is a constant, which gives that H constant, a contradiction.
Combining Cases 1, 2, and 3 it follows that M has constant mean curvature.

Now, using (Z2]) we get that the scalar curvature p is given by
(5.62) p=n(n—1)c+n>H*+ 3,

which is also constant.
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