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THE RIGIDITY THEOREM FOR COMPLETE LAGRANGIAN
SELF-SHRINKERS

ZHI LI, RUIXIN WANG AND GUOXIN WEI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain a rigidity result of 2-dimensional complete
lagrangian self-shrinkers with constant squared norm |ﬁ |2 of the mean curvature
vector in the Euclidean space R*. The same idea is also used to give a similar
result of Lagrangian é-submanifolds in R*.

1. INTRODUCTION

An immersion x : M™ — R"P of a smooth manifold M™ into Euclidean space is
said to be a self-shrinker if it satisfies the quasilinear elliptic system

(1.1) H+azt =0,

where H is the mean curvature vector and x= is the orthogonal projection of the
position vector z in R™*? to the normal bundle of M™. It is well known that the
solutions of (II]) not only give rise to homothetically shrinking solutions of the
mean curvature flow but also they play an interesting role in the formation of type-1
singularities([I3]). Besides, self-shrinkers may equivalently be interpreted as critical
points for the Gaussian area [ I e~171"/2dg, hence also as minimal hypersurfaces for

the conformal metric g;; = e~ 1=*/ "0;;. In fact, classification and rigidity of self-
shrinkers have been studied extensively for hypersurfaces or arbitrary codimension.
To learn more about them, please refer to ([2], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11], [13], [14],
[18], [22], [23]) and the references therein.

It is known that the mean curvature flow keep invariant of the Lagrangian prop-
erty, which means that if the initial submanifold x : M™ — R?" is Lagrangian, then
the mean curvature flow z(-,t) : M™ — R*" is also Lagrangian. From view points
of submanifolds theory, it is also very natural to study rigidity and classification
theorems for the Lagrangian self-shrinkers. In ([3]), Castro and Lerma gave a classi-
fication of Hamiltonian stationary Lagrangian self-shrinkers in R* and in ([4]), they
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 ([17]) prove
a rigidity theorem which improves a previous theorem by Castro and Lerma ([4]).
Later, Cheng, Hori and Wei ([5]) established an interesting classification theorem
for complete Lagrangian self-shrinkers with constant squared norm of the second
fundamental form in R*. To see the details for Lagrangian self-shrinkers, readers

are referred to ([, [15], [20], [21]).
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Specifically, Castro and Lerma ([4]) proved that Clifford torus S'(1) x S*(1) is
the only compact Lagrangian self-shrinker with constant squared norm |ﬁ 2 of the
mean curvature vector in R%. It is natural to ask the following problems: To classify
2-dimensional complete Lagrangian self-shrinkers in R* if the squared norm |}_f | of
the mean curvature vector is constant. For the above problem, we solve it under
the assumption of the squared norm of the second fundamental form being bounded
from above. In fact, we prove the following:

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

squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then x(M?) is
isometric to one of R?, S'(1) x R and S'(1) x S*(1).

It is known that the concept of self-shrinker of the mean curvature flow can be
naturally generalized to the {-submanifold. Namely, M" is called a £-submanifold if
£= H+a2t is parallel in the normal bundle. It is easy to see that when & = 0, M™ is
a self-shrinker. Thus, by an application of Theorem [Tl and a theorem of Hoffman
(Theorem 4.1, [12]), we can easily obtain the following more general result.

Theorem 1.2. Let v : M? — R* be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian &-

submanifold with constant squared norm |1EI|2 of the mean curvature vector in R,

If the squared norm of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then
x(M?) must be isometric to one of the following canonical submanifolds:

(1) a 2-plane not necessarily passing through the origin,

)

1
(2) a a circular cylinder S*(r) x R for some r > 0;
(3) a Clifford torus S*(r1) x S*(rq) for some ry, ry >0

Remark 1.1. Note that there does not exist any Lagrangian &-submanifold in R*
with the topology of a sphere (see [19]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let x : M? — R* be an 2-dimensional connected submanifold of 4-dimensional
Euclidean space R* with C2. Denote by J the canonical complex structure on C2.
We choose orthonormal tangent vector fields {eq, s} and {ey+, €2+ } are normal vector
fields given by

€1x — J€1, €Eox — J€2.
Then
{e1, e, €14, €0¢ }
is called an adapted Lagrangian frame field. The dual frame fields of {e;,es} are
{w1,ws}, the Levi-Civita connection forms and normal connection forms are w;; and
wi«j= , respectively.

The second fundamental form h and the mean curvature H of z are respectively

defined by

=S W @w @ e, B =S Hep =3 Wey
p

ijp i,p
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Let S =3, j’p(hf;)z be the squared norm of the second fundamental form and

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;- ;-
by Rijm and R« ;-k, respectively, then the equations of Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci
are given by

(2.1) Riju = Y (W = I 1),
p
(2:2) Ry =y HYW = hohb,
P J»p

(2.3) hl =R,

(2.4) Ryt = ) (Wi hfy — Wy B,
(2.5) R=H*-8S.

Since x : M? — R* is a Lagrangian surface ([16]), we have

(2.6) W =l = by i jp=1,2.

From (2.3) and (2.6]), we easily know that the components hf;k is totally symmetric
for i, j, k, p. In particular,

By use of (1)), (Z2) and (23]), we obtain
1
(28) Rijkl - K((Szk(sjl - 5zl5]k) - Ri*j*kl> K - §(H2 - S),

where K is the Gaussian curvature of x.
By defining

p* _ p* p* p* p* q*
E :hijklwl = dhijk + E :hljkwli + E :hilkwlj + E :hijlwlk + E :hijkwq*p*’
1 l 1 1 q

we have the following Ricci identity

*

(2.9) W = M =Y hl R+ Y WY R + Y WY R
Define a differential operator

Lf=Af—(z,Vf),

where A and V denote the Laplacian and the gradient operator, respectively. The
following generalized maximum principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator
L will be used in this paper, which was proved by Cheng and Peng [6].
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Lemma 2.1. Let x : M™ — R (p > 1) be a complete self-shrinker with Ricci
curvature bounded from below. Let f be any C?*-function bounded from above on this
self-shrinker. Then, there exists a sequence of points {p;} C M™, such that

lim f(p;) =sup f,  Tim [V f[(p) =0, lim Lf(p;) <0
t—o0 t—00 t—o0
For the mean curvature vector field H = >, H P e, we define
(2.10) VYA = (HY)?, AYHY =Y HY.
©,p 7

By the definition (1)) of lagrangian self-shrinker, it is sufficient to give several basic
differential formulas.

(2.11) HY =Y hl(v.ey), H Zhwk x,ex) + hl — Zh i HY
k

Using the above formulas and the Ricci identities, we can get the following Lemmas

(see [5]).

Lemma 2.2. Let x : M? — R* be a 2-dimensional complete lagrangian self-shrinker.
We have

1 . -
(2.12) SLH? = SHT+H =D (O HTR)?
i,p vy P
and
1 3 1 -
(213) LS = > (B + S - 5S) +2H%S — S H' — SO HTRE )
1,5,k,p ij P

Lemma 2.3. Letx : M? — R* be a 2-dimensional complete lagrangian self-shrinker.
If |[H|? = constant, we have

(2.14) %c Z(Hg’.*)?
=3 (H%)+ (3K +2)Y (HY)* =2 Y HY WY n H

i,7,p 4,p i,3,k,p,q
p* 10" 14" 179"
- § H,i hiy hle,k

i,3,k,p,q
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and
(2.15) —cz ZH” Ky

—=(3K +2) Z HY b0 HT Y, — K (H*+> " hb H H"HF)

J:kpya J-k.p
X T S HG T
4,7,k,l,p,q Jsk,lm,p,q
2 S0 BTG S (S HE I+ Hh) (SR
i,9,k,0,q ik P q

+HThE)).
Thus, using 212), 2I4) and 2I5), we infer that
(2.16) > (HZ)?

43,0
=(3K +2) > HY WL HT WY, — K(H + > W HY B HY)
J:k.p,q Jok.p
— Y HYRhE R, - > HYRGHTR,H™
1,7,k,l,p,q Jsk,lm,p,q
+4 > HY R G HT — (3K +2)) (HY )+ > HY R b HY
i,J,k,p,q P 1,5,k,p,q
_'_ Z (Z Hp h§k + Hp hi]k)) ( Z<Hq h;]k _'_ Hq h’zgk))
ik P q

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

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

Proposition 3.1. Let x : M? — R* be a 2-dimensional complete Lagrangian self-
shrinker with non-zero constant squared norm |FI |2 of the mean curvature vector.
If the squared norm S of the second fundamental form is bounded from above, then
H?*>=2andsupS =2, or H*=1 and sup S = 1.

Proof. Since |H|? # 0, we choose a local frame field {e1, 3} such that
H=H"e., H" =|H =H, H* =13 +h3,=0.
Then,

. . . . . 4 . .
S = (h}y)* + 3(h3y)* + 4(h11)%, H? = (hy; + hiy)? < g((hil)z + 3(@2)2) <35

Q| W~

and the equality of the above inequality holds if and only if
hiy = 3hy., hi; = 0.
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Since S is bounded from above, from the Gauss equations, we know that the Ricci
curvature of x : M? — R* is bounded from below. By applying the generalized
maximum principle of Omori-Yau type concerning the operator £ to the function
S, there exists a sequence {p,,} € M? such that

tliglo S(pm) = sup S, tliglo IVS|(pm) =0, tlg& LS (pm) < 0.

Since |H|? is constant, 212 implies

(3.1) D_(HT) =D (3 HVhG)* — H*.
i,p wj P

For S being bounded from above, we know that {hf; (pm)} are bounded sequences
for i, j,p = 1,2. Hence we can assume

. o . Qa . 7, . p* . 7p*

lim S(py,) =sup S =5, lim K(py) = K, lim hi; (pm) = hij,

lim H” (pn) = H?, i,j,p=1,2.

t—oo )

If sup S = 0, naturally obtained that S = 0 and |ﬁ |> = 0. This contradicts the
assumption of the Proposition B.Il The following text will only consider sup .S > 0,
then there exists a subsequence {p:} C {pn} such that S(p;) # 0, which implies
hf; (pe) # 0 for some i, j, p = 1, 2. Unless otherwise specified, the following equations
are considered at point p, € M?.

Since [VH?| = 0 and |[VH?|* =43, (3> H” H')?, we can see that

and
(3.3) S (HY)? = (HY)? = H* () (hj;)* - 1).
P i,J

from (B.1]).
Using H? = h?| + h3, = 0, the first equation of ([2II]) can be written as

(3.4) HY = hiy{z,e1) + hiy{w,e), Hy = hii{z,e) + hy{z, o)
and
(35) H,zl* = h’ﬁ <£L’, €1> + h;;<$, 62>7 H,22* = h’%;<x7 61> - h’ﬁ <£L’, €2>'

Choosing V.S = 2a;, B2) and lim; . |[VS|(p;) = 0 imply that
B) (W — SR+ T — A, = i i () =0, k= 1,2
Combining ([3.2) and (B.6]), we infer

(3.7) (U = 3hz)® + 12(h71)°) by + 4(RT1)* g0 = b,
((hiy = 3hay)* + 12(R11)*) iy — By (i) — Bhop)hin, = by,

where by = (k1] —3hl,)a; —4h? as, by = 3h? a,+(hl] —3hd,)as and lim,_, by.(p;) = 0
for k=1,2.
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From |H|? = constant, we naturally obtain

(3.8) S HYHY + HVHY =0, ij=1,2

which implies
H,11*1 = H11*2 = 0.
from (B.2)). Besides, (81 yields that

S = S5 H (S HEHG + Y H )
i,p %,J p p

It immediately follows, using ([B.2]), we obtain

igl —

(3.9) HY H%, =H*> hiihl; = H*((hiy — hiy)hlyy +2k51h35).,
,J

HY H%) =HH?% Y hljhZ + H Z hihl

ij 'Yig ij Y192
2%

=H?(W{ HY + (hyy — héé)h?{l — 20 hiyy)

=H*((h1) — hay)hiyy — Wiy (3hyy, — hip,)).
Applying (B.6]), we obtain
(3.10) (hil - 3@;)}1%11 + 4h?§hﬁl = ai,

(hiy — 3hay) Y1) — hﬁ(?’hill + hios) = as.
By B3), BI0) and H = hi, + hi,, we drive that

* * 1 *
(3.11) HY HY, = §H2(Hh%11+a1)v

H% HY, = H?(2hg,hiy, + 2h31hy + a).
It follows from the second equation of (ZIT]) that
(3.12) oy, = Z Mz, en) + hiy HZ (h)?,
H,22*1 = Z h21k T, er) 22 th 2ka
Hllg—Zhl%:Bek + hi HZh s

Hgg_th% T, ex) + hag HZh

Then by 271), B2) and H', = H', = 0, we obtain
(813)  H5 = H(1 = (h)’ = hnha), Hiy = Hj (@ e5) — H*hY).
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By use of (8.2), (83), the first equation of (B11]) and (BI3), we have that
. . 2 : . 2 4 -1 _—
(3.14) (tlgilo hin(pe)” = (tlggo hoo (pe))” = m(Z(hzl] )? = 1) (1= (hyy)?
]
ARG i Bt < .
From ([B2)) and ([3.4]), we get that
(3.15) (A3 — (5 )2) Tim (o, ex) o) = 0, (R4t — (20%) T (0, e2) () = 0.

In order to obtain our conclusion, our proof subject is divided into the following
two cases:

Case 1: hi hl, — (h3]))? # 0.

Under the condition of Case 1, ([B.13]) yields
lim (z, e1)(py) = lim (x, e2)(p;) = 0.
t—o00 t—o00

Thus, it follows from (B.3)), (IZE) and (3.14)) that

(3.16) a% =0, Z = (h11)? + (hay)? +2(h3))* =1
and
(3.17) lim Aoy, (pr) = lim hyy, (pe) = lim A5y (pi) = 0.

At the same time, we naturally know that
|}E§O hin ()| < oo,
otherwise we would use | lim;_,, h2,,(p)| = oo, BI0) and BI7) yield
(3.18) h? =0, hl, = 3h,
By use of the second equation of (BI1]), (B13) and (3I8)), we obtain
lim A2 (p0) = 0, R = 30k = 0,
which contradicts the fact that H # 0.

Based on the above conclusion, combining H ,11*1 = Hl12 = 0 and the first and third
equations of ([BI2]), we get that

hiy—HY (hi)? =0, i) —HY hihy =0.

K !
Namely,
(3.19) hiy = (i) + o) ((h11)* + (R11)?) = 0, ATy (1— H?) =0.
Since hl hi, — (h2))? # 0, (3106) and (EI9) imply

H?#1, by =0, hy #0, 1—hy(hy +hyy) =0, (h1))* + (hyy)* =1

Thus,

hi, =hdy, H*=2 S=2
Case 2: hl hl, — (h3))%* = 0.
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Under the condition of Case 2, it is obvious to draw hi; + 3hd, # 0, otherwise we
would have

0= (hyy + 3hy)* = (h1)? + 9(hay)* + 6(hi))%,
which implies }_L*;’.’; = 0 for any ¢,7,p = 1,2. This contradicts the fact that sup S =
Diip ﬁf; > (. In addition, by using (3.3)) and ([B.14]), we can obtain
— 1% — 1% — % —, 1 = Tk T ok
(3.20)  H? = (hy)* + (hgp)* + 2(h11)?, K = §(H2 = 8) = —((hy)* + (111)?),
e e o AR =1)(1 = S (0))

(tlggo hill(pt)) = (}E& h%m(pt)) = ( 2 AL ) )

(H3)? = H*(H? = 1),
At this point, we will further divide into the following two subcases, where subcase
2.2 does not exist.
Subcase 2.1: h% = 0.

Since h3, = 0, we know that either hi; = 0 or hi, = 0. If h}} = 0, we get hi, = H
and ([320) implies that

(3:21) (Jim W) = (Jim () = =

From [B.7), 320) and ([B3.21]), we obtain
Tim Al (p) = Jim Al (p) = Jim A3, (p) =0, H?=1, A3 =0, §=3,
where | limy; o iy (pt)] < 0.
Namely,
— ]_ — * .
K= 5(H2 - 9) =1, tli)r(r)lohfjk(pt) =0, HY =0, i,j,k;p=1,2.

Thus, ([210) yields
lim Y “(H%)(p,) = 2K = —2.

t—00 =
Z7]7p

This is impossible.
If hi, = 0, we have hl; = H. It follows from (3.20) that

. . 2 . . o 4(H?*—1)3
(3.22) (}E& hhl(pt» = (tlgglo h;21(pt)) - gz

Since |limy oo hags(pi)| < oo from ([BI4), by the first equation of (B7) and (B22),
we obtain

lim hiy, (p) =0, H*=1, S=1.
t—00

Subcase 2.2: h?] # 0.
Since h?] # 0, it can be naturally obtained that

AL £0, K <0, | lim A2 ()] < o0, | lim A (p)] < oc

from the second equation of (B.7), (B20) and | limy oo h3g, (pr)| < 0.
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Besides, hi hl, # 0 implies that there exists some points p; such that hl,(p;) # 0.

By use of the first equation of ([B.I1]), the first equation of (BI3]) and (B.14]), we have
that

A% m H,(p) = 5 H® Jim bl (),

% Jim 173 () = H1( = i by o)+ Jimn Wia(p)) (1 — (R332 — (2002,
Namely,
(3:23) (R = (B8 — 2) lim Wbia(p) — 2((R10 + (B2 — 1) lim W) =0,

at this point, we need to use H? = (hi})* + (hiy)? + 2(h3})? to obtain the above
equation.
Besides, it follows from (3.2)), (84) and (B.0) that
Gt
Hh,

(324) H,22* :H,11*+H,2* :H<ZE,€1>, <Zl§',€2> = H,22*>
which implies
i (o, ex) (o)l < o0, | lim (2, e2)p0)] < oo
Taking the limit in ([B.7) and using ki hl, — (h?])? = 0, it can be concluded that
(325) (R + 9(RLS)? + 6(F2)?) i hb) + AR im i) = 0
(R + 0GR + 60120 tim W2 () — A5 L — 8R5) i R) = 0.
Next, we will discuss the following situations: H* # 1 and H* = 1. In fact, under
the fact of h%; # 0, both of these situations do not exist.

If H? # 1, (320) and ([B:25) yield that
(3.26) H5 #0, lim by (p) # 0, Jim hyy, (pr) # 0.
It follows from ([B23]) and the first equation of (3:25) that
((h11)* +9(hy)* + 6(h1)*) ((h11)* + (A1)* — 1) + 2(Ri1)* ((1y)* = (hgy)* — 2) =0

since lim; o, Ay, (p:) # 0 from (B.26).
Expanding the above polynomials yields

(327) = (hiy)® = 9(hgy)* = 10(R3))* + (hay)* + 9(Ri1)*(hyp)? + 9(Ri1)* (Ri))?
+7(hyy)*(h))* + 6(h1y)" = 0.
By use of the second equation of ([BI1]), the second equation of ([B.I3)), the fourth

equation of (320) and (B.24), we infer
% T B3(00) = (288 T W) + 205 i (0
HY lim H(p) =H3 (H3 lim (2, e5)(pr) — H?hy)
H T Ok T 1% 3T 0% — %
== BT((Hz - 1)h%1 + Hh%2h%1) ) H,22 .
22
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Thus, from -
H22 = - tliglo hhl(pt) + tliglo h%m(pt)v
we get
(328) (= DR + HRSE) lim B, ) — 2H (RS lim 125, )

(B2 R+ BHEGES) i W) =0
Combining the second equation of (3.25) and ([B.28]), we have
(320) (A1) + 0(RE)? + 6(A3)?) (H? — DBZ, + HRGAS) lim Al (p)
— ()2 + 9(hka)? + 6(R3))?) ((H? — 1A, + 3HALE)
+2H (Ryg)*h (Rl — 3h3)) lim hia(pr) = 0.
Then the first equation of ([B:20) and ([B:29)) yield that
((711)* + 9(h3o)* + 6(h7))%) ((H* = 1)RT, + 3Hhg, bt )
+ 2H (hy)*hiy (hiy — 3ha) +4(h31)* ((H? — DT, + Hhyhify) = 0.

since lim; o, hiy;(pe) # 0 from ([B3.26).
By direct calculation, it is obtained that

(3.30) = (h1y)* = 9(hy)* — 10(hF))* + (hyy)* + 3(hi1)*hiy + 15(hiy)* (hap)?
+ 23033 (hyp)” + 30(hap)" + 12(h1y)*(h))? + 22h3; hoy (h )
+50(h,)* (h1y)* +20(ht;)" = 0,
where H = hij + hi, and H? = (h1])? + (hiy)? + 2(h%)2.
Subtracting ([B.27) and ([B30)) yields
3(h1)*hay + 6(h1)*(hyp)? + 23h13 (hi)® + 30(hi)" + 3(hiy)*(hi))?
+ 22011 gy (1) + 43(hap)*(1))* + 14(R3))" = 0.
Thus, by hi hl, — (h%)? = 0, we know
(h11)*(R11)* + 11(h2)*(h))* + 5(hap)" + 7(RT1)" = 0,
which implies
hyy = hi, = 0.
This contradicts the fact that h?; # 0.
If H? =1, it is natural to draw the following conclusion from (3.20),
tlgglo h{il(Pt) = tliglo hégl(pt) =0, ﬁ?; =0, tlfgo h§;2(pt) =0.
And by h?] # 0 and limy_,o, b1}, (p;) = 0, the first equation of (BI0) yields
tlggo Wi (pe) = 0.
Based on the above discussion, it can be concluded that

(3.31) lim 1Y (p) =0, HY =0, ij.kp=12
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Since hijhy, — (h$1)* = 0, H* = (h{1)? + (h3)* + 2(h31)* = 1 and K = —((hiy)* +
(h%1)?), by a simple calculations show that

~ KH°hyy = —~KHhyjy = —K((ﬁﬁf +(h1)?) = =K(K +1),

_H2Z Zh}]hfj - (X Zh;hfj ) =1+ B)?)

,J

—H*Y hjchyihy == H() i (hy)* + ) hap(hy)* +2 ) hishiihy )
l l l

gkl

and

= — H( (11" + 3R%, (BR) + (k) + 3R%,(R5:)?)
=~ H(H(GL) + ()~ Bihg;) + 3HGY)
= — (R + (%) +2(R%)?) = —1.

Thus, combining (IZZEI) and (B:f[l) we infer

(3.32) Jim  (H =(3K +2)H* Z hin)? — K (H*+ Hhyy)
4,4,
- i Z Z hig hG )" — H® Y b hig
Gkl
=— (K )2 — (M) <
where K = —((h3y)*+ (hi})?) < 0. This is impossible. The proof of the Proposition
B.1is finished. O

Using the same proof of the Proposition B.I] and applying the generalized maxi-
mum principle to the function —S, we can derive the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Let x : M? — C? be a Lagrangian shrinker with non-zero constant

squared norm |I—7\2 of the mean curvature vector. If the squared norm S of the second
fundamental form is bounded from above, then H?> = 2 and inf S = 2, or H> = 1
and inf S = 1.

Proof of Theorem [T If |H|? = 0, we know S = 0. In fact, it follows from the
definition of lagrangian self-shrinker and the first equation of (2I1I) that

HP = —(z,e,-) =0, th,j@, ex) =0, i,p=1,2.
k

Namely,
hiy + hiy =0, R} +hiy =0
and
Rz, el) + hiy{x,es) =0, hi{z,e) 4+ hiy{z, es) = 0.
Then by the symmetry of indices, we infer

((h11)? + (h3)?) (w,ex) = 0, k=1,2.
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Assume (hi})?* + (k%)% # 0, we obtain

0= (z.ex)p =1+ h(w ep) =1

p

It is impossible. If |H|? is non-zero constant, from the Proposition B and the
Proposition B.2] we know H? = 2 and S = 2, or H> = 1 and S = 1. So we can
use the classification theorem of Cheng and Wei [5] to complete the proof of the
Theorem [L.11
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