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1. Backgrounds

A submanifold M™ of a Riemannian manifold is said to be austere if all sym-
metric polynomials of odd degree in the principal curvatures with respect to any
normal vector vanish, or equivalently, the nonzero principal curvatures in every
normal direction occur in oppositely signed pairs. This concept was introduced by
Harvey-Lawson [26] for constructing special Lagrangian submanifolds in CV. Tt
is not hard to see that austerity implies minimality, and these two concepts are
equivalent if and only if n =1 or 2.

In the celebrated paper [I], Bryant developed some algebra to describe the pos-
sible second fundamental forms of austere submanifolds. Let II denote the second

fundamental form, and for any p € M, let [IL,| € S*(T;M) be the subspace
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spanned by {1l : £ € T;-M}, where II¢(X,Y) := (II(X,Y),£) is the second fun-
damental form along the normal direction £. By fixing an orthonormal basis, we
can regard the vector space |II, | as a subspace of the vector space S, of n x n
real symmetric matrices. For convenience, we say that an n x n real symmetric
matrix A is austere if its nonzero eigenvalues occur in oppositely signed pairs, or

equivalently,

-1
tr A?*T1 =0 for each 0 < k < [n2 }

Thus the problem is translated to classify the subspaces consisting of austere ma-
trices, called austere subspaces. Note that the sum of two austere matrices is not
necessary an austere matrix. In order to construct examples of austere subspaces,
there is an insightful observation that for any orthogonal matrix P € O(n), the
subspace Qp := {A € S, : PA+ AP = (0} is austere. We then present two classes

of concrete examples.

Example 1. If n is even and P? = —1I,,, then up to a conjugate action of O(n),
0

—In

Q(n) := {(al 2 ) ar,a 683}.
ag —aq

It is easy to see that almost complex submanifolds of Kahler manifolds realize this

In
we can take P = ( 02>, and thus the austere subspace Qp is

class of austere subspaces.

Example 2. If P2 =1, and P # +1,, then there exist positive integers p, ¢ such

I 0
that P conjugates to < (])D s ) , and the austere subspace Qp conjugates to
g

Qp,q) == {(;t g) :aeM(paq)},

where M (p, q) denotes the vector space of p x ¢ real matrices.

Through the above observation and some complicated discussions, Bryant con-
structed several maximal austere subspaces (see Table[IT]) and completed the clas-
sification for n < 4 (see Table[[2)), up to the conjugate action of O(n) on S, given
by P- A= P'AP.



Recent Progress on Austere Submanifolds

Table 1.1 Bryant’s constructions of maximal austere subspaces

Order Maximal austere subspaces Dimension
{(ml e ) 1m17m2€5p+1} (r+1(p+2)
mo —m1
n=2p+2 {(n(zt 7g);meM(lm—/<:,1R<)}71</<:<p k(n — k)
Mpt“ " ):meM(p—l—l,R),/\eR (p+1)2+1
m —/\Ip+1
mi1 mo
mas —mi 0] :mi,m2€S, p(p+1)
0 0 0
n=2p+1 {(n(z)t ?):meM(k,n—k,R)},lgkgp k(n — k)
A, m 0
mt =X, 0]|:me€M({pR), A\eR p?+1
0 0 0
Table 1.2 Bryant’s classifications for n = 2, 3,4
Order Maximal austere subspaces Dimension
n=2 {(a b):mbeR} 2
b —a
a b 0
n=3 b —a 0]:a,beR 2
0 0 0O
0 0 a
0 0 b|:a,beR 2
a b 0
n=4 {<m1 m2>:m17m2632} 6
mo —mi
{(Alf ") me M@2,R), /\GR} 5
m —)\12
0 T1 T2 3
b 0 AsTy Azt 1 x1,2T2,x3 € R >, where the 3
X2 )\3$3 0 /\1CC1
T3 )\21’2 /\1961 0
constants A1 > A2 > 0 > A3 satisfy AiA2As + A1 + A2 + A3 = 0.
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Based on this classification of maximal austere spaces, Bryant locally classi-
fied 3-dimensional austere submanifolds in Euclidean spaces in the same paper.
Then Ionel-Tvey [27,[28] continued to study 4-dimensional austere submanifolds
in Euclidean spaces and obtained some classification results under additional as-
sumptions. In addition, Dajczer-Florit [I3] and Choi-Lu [12] locally classified 3-
dimensional austere submanifolds in unit spheres and hyperbolic spaces, respec-
tively. More constructions and classification results for austere submanifolds can
be found in [I625129,[30].

A rich source of austere submanifolds is the focal submanifolds of isoparametric
hypersurfaces in unit spheres which are hypersurfaces of constant principal cur-
vatures. In [2/[3], Cartan proved that an isoparametric family of hypersurfaces in
unit spheres with 3 distinct constant principal curvatures of equal multiplicity m

is given by the regular level sets of the Cartan-Miinzner polynomials

Fo(x,y,X,Y,Z) =2® — 3zy* + gx(XY +YY -27Z7)

1.1

+ %ﬁy(XY—Y?)-F 37\/5(XY2+m), .
where z,y € R and X,Y,Z € R,C,H,O for m = 1,2,4,8, respectively. In fact,
all these isoparametric hypersurfaces are extrinsically homogeneous, that is, they
are principal orbits in the unit spheres under the group actions of SO(3), SU(3),
Sp(3) or the exceptional Lie group Fy. Moreover, Cecil-Ryan [8[9] pointed out that
the former three actions can be presented as conjugate actions on the vector space
of 3 x 3 traceless real, complex Hermitian, or quaternionic Hermitian matrices.
For example, let E° be the 5-dimensional vector space of 3 x 3 real symmetric
matrices with trace zero, and let S* be the unit sphere in E° with respect to the
Frobenius norm. Then the Cartan-Miinzner polynomial of ([(IT]) is nothing but the
determinant function (cf. [22]), and the principal orbits of the isometric SO(3)-
action

SO(3) x §* — §1, (P, A) — P'AP,

are exactly the isoparametric hypersurfaces with 3 distinct principal curvatures
of multiplicity m = 1. In particular, the unique minimal hypersurface in this
isoparametric family has constant principal curvatures —v/3, 0, /3 with respect to
any unit normal vector, and thus it is an austere submanifold.

Let A,, denote the set of n X n austere matrices with Frobenius norm 1. We
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observed that the preceding minimal isoparametric hypersurface is the orbit of the

matrix
1 1 0 0
— 10 -1 0],
V2 0O 0 O

and is exactly the set A3. Hence the intersection of S* and every austere subspace
of S3 should be a totally geodesic sphere contained in A3. Motivated by these
interesting observations, we want to generalize the submanifold structure of Az to
(a subset of) A,,.

2. The Construction of New Examples

In this section, we briefly introduce our construction in [25] which can handle
the complex and quaternionic versions simultaneously. Let F be one of R, C or H,
and let m := dimg (F) = 1,2 or 4, respectively. Then the set of traceless Hermitian

matrices over F, denoted by
E(n,F):={Ae M(n,F): A*=Atr A= 0},

is a N(n,F)-dimensional real subspace of M (n,F), where A* denotes the conjugate

transpose of A and

1
§n(n+1)—1 ifF =R,
1
N, F):=gn(n—1)m+n-1= n?—1 if F = C;

m?—n—1 ifF=H

Let S(n,F) be the unit sphere in E(n,F) with respect to the Frobenius norm. For
each k > 2, let
fr:S(n,F) - R, Aws tr AF,

and let
q)nJF : S(R,F) — Rpa A (fS(A)af5(A)a to af2p+1(A))v

n—1

5 } Then we have

where p = [

@;}R(O) = {A € S(n,R) : fog41(A) =0 for each 0 < k < [n; 1]} =A,.

Let B, r and C,, r denote the subsets of regular points and critical points of ®,, r in

@;}F(O), respectively. We can show that C,  is closed in S(n,F), and thus by the
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regular level set theorem, we know B, r is a (N (n,F) —p —1)-dimensional properly
embedded submanifold of S(n,F) \ C, r.

Let U(n,TF) denote the Lie group SO(n), U(n), Sp(n) for F =R, C, H, respec-
tively. To study basic properties of the submanifold B, r, we need to consider the
isometric action of U(n,F) on E(n,F) given by P- A := P*AP. Note that for each
matrix A € @;ﬁ}F(O), there exists P € U(n,F) such that

diag(A1, = A1, -, Aps —=Ap, Apr1) i n=2p+1is odd;
P-A=
diag(A1, = A1, -+, Apt1, —Ap+1)  if n=2p+2is even,
where A\; > --- > Ap41 > 0. By analyzing the linear dependence of normal vectors

grad f3,-- -, grad fopy1, we can show that A € By, r if and only if Aq, -+, A\pq1 are

distinct. Thus we can characterize B, r and C,, r more accurately. It follows that

Car = 9,

—_

Cyr =U(n,F)- -diag(1,-1,1,-1),

1

1
C5,]F = U(H,F) Y T &5 dlag (17 -1,0,0, 0) ) 5 dlag (15 -1,1,-1, 0)}

CG,]F = U(n,IF) .

—N N
S

N[ —

= diag (s,—s,s,—s, V2(1 = s2), —/2(1 — 82)> :0<s< 1}.

For the case of n = 3, B3, B3 c and Bz are exactly Cartan’s minimal isopara-
metric hypersurfaces with 3 distinct principal curvatures of multiplicity m = 1,2
and 4, respectively. For the case of n > 4, C,, r # @ implies that B, r is noncom-
pact. However, by finding principal directions at diagonal points, we can prove the

following result:

Theorem 3. (See [25]) B, is an orientable, connected, full, austere submanifold
of S(n,TF) with flat normal bundle.

For the singular orbit Csr, we can show that Csr is a closed, full, austere
submanifold which is diffeomorphic to the Grassmann manifold G (F*). Moreover,

the Gauss equation yields that the scalar curvature of By is

-1
p(A) =42 -2 (trA4 - %) .

Since tr A* = % if and only if A € C4r, we know that Ay = Byr UCyR is not a
smooth embedded submanifold of S(4, R), unlike Cartan’s isoparametric hypersur-

face A3 = Bz r in the case of n = 3.
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Since for every austere subspace Q C S,,, we observe that QNS(n, R) is a totally
geodesic sphere containing in A,, = B,, g UC, r. As an immediate application, we
can obtain the following upper bound for the dimension of austere subspaces by

the submanifold structure of B, r.

Theorem 4. (See [25]) Let Q be an austere subspace in M(n,R) such that QN
Bnr # 9, then
p? +2p ifn=2p+1;

dim O < (1.2)
PP +3p+2 ifn=2p+2.

If n = 2p + 2, then the equality in (2] is achieved by the maximal austere

mi mo
:mq,mg €8S, .
(0 ™) s

But for the case n = 2p+1, we think the optimal upper bound should be smaller. In

subspace

addition, since C,, g is the union of singular orbits, we believe that the intersection

condition @ N B, r # & in Theorem M is not necessary.

3. An Application to Dupin Hypersurfaces

We start this section by introducing some necessary concepts. An oriented hy-
persurface f : M™ — N™*1 is called a Dupin hypersurface if along each curvature
surface, the corresponding principal curvature is constant. A Dupin hypersurface
M™ is called proper Dupin if the number g of distinct principal curvatures is con-
stant. In real space forms, it is easy to see that every isoparametric hypersurface
is a proper Dupin hypersurface. In [34], Pinkall introduced four methods to con-
struct a Dupin hypersurface from a lower dimensional Dupin hypersurface, and he
showed that there exists a proper Dupin hypersurface for any given number g of
distinct principal curvatures and any given multiplicities my, - -- ,m4. For compact
proper Dupin hypersurfaces in spheres, Thorbergsson [37] proved that the number
g of distinct principal curvatures can only be 1,2,3,4 or 6, the same restriction as
for isoparametric hypersurfaces proven by Miinzner [33] (There is a new proof by
Fang [18]). See [L6LII] for detailed surveys on the history and developments of
isoparametric hypersurfaces and Dupin hypersurfaces.

In contrast to the situation for isoparametric hypersurfaces, a proper Dupin hy-
persurface may not be extended to a compact proper Dupin hypersurface. Hence

reducibility is an important condition in the local classification of proper Dupin
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hypersurface. A Dupin submanifold obtained from lower dimensional Dupin sub-
manifold via one of Pinkall’s constructions is said to be reducible. More generally,
a Dupin submanifold which is locally Lie equivalent to such a Dupin submani-
fold is said to be reducible [5]. Cecil-Chi-Jensen [7] proved that every compact,
connected proper Dupin hypersurface in the Euclidean space with g > 2 distinct
principal curvatures is irreducible. In the elegant survey [38], Thorbergsson raised

the following question:

Question. Is it possible that by assuming irreducibility instead of compactness of
a proper Dupin hypersurface the conclusion g = 1,2, 3,4 or 6 can be drawn as well

as the restrictions on the multiplicities in Stolz’s theorem [36]?

During the study of our new examples of austere submanifolds, we find that
there are three counterexamples for Thorbergsson’s question. In fact, we observed

that there are 5 distinct principal curvature functions on the open submanifold
Byr = Bir N GL(4,F) = U(4,F) - Dy,

where
54 = {diag(/\l, —A1, A9, —/\2) S 847]17‘ AL > A > 0}

Using some technologies from the theory of Lie sphere geometry [5], we can prove

the following result:

Theorem 5. (See [25]) By is a (6m + 1)-dimensional, orientable, connected,
noncompact, irreducible proper Dupin hypersurface of the unit sphere S(4,F) with
5 distinct principal curvatures of multiplicities m, m, m, m and 2m + 1, where
m = dimg (F).

4. Normal Scalar Curvature Inequalities on a Class of Austere

Submanifolds

Austere submanifolds also arise from minimal Wintgen ideal submanifolds which
are minimal submanifolds attaining the following normal scalar curvature inequal-
ity (L3) everywhere [I589,40]. In 1999, De Smet-Dillen-Verstraelen-Vrancken [17]
proposed the so-called DDVV conjecture: For an immersed submanifold M™ of
a real space form N"t™(x) with constant sectional curvature s, there exists a

pointwise normal scalar curvature inequality (also known as DDVV inequality)

p+pt <|H|?+ 5, (1.3)
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where p denotes the normalized scalar curvature, p* denotes the normalized normal
scalar curvature and || H|| denotes the mean curvature. The DDVV conjecture was
proved by Lu [32] and Ge-Tang [20] independently, and the equality in (L3)) holds
at some point p € M if and only if there exist an orthonormal basis {e1, -+ ,e,}
of T,M and an orthonormal basis {¢1,- -+ ,&n} of T;-M such that the matrices

corresponding to the second fundamental form along directions &1, - - , &, are
A1 = )\lln + ,udlag(Hl, O), AQ = )\QIn + ,udlag(Hg, O), A3 = )\3[77,

and A, =0 for r > 3, where u, A1, A2, A3 are real numbers and

1 0 0 1
m=o 5)-m=(10)
See [19121] for detailed surveys on the DDVV inequality.

For the focal submanifolds of isoparametric hypersurfaces in unit spheres, Ge-
Tang-Yan [23] proved sharper normal scalar curvature inequalities and completely
characterized the subsets achieving the equalities. Recall that the isoparametric
focal submanifolds are a rich source of austere submanifolds. Thus it is natural
to consider new normal scalar curvature inequalities on more general austere sub-
manifolds. For a given austere subspace Q, we say that an austere submanifold
M is of type Q if for each point p € M, there exists an orthonormal basis of T, M
such that |II, | C Q. This definition, to some degree, generalizes the three types of
4-dimensional austere submanifolds introduced by Ionel-Ivey [27,28]. Since min-
imal Wintgen ideal submanifolds are austere submanifolds of type Q(n), there is
no new normal scalar curvature inequalities for this class of austere submanifolds.
However, for austere submanifolds of type Q(p, q), we can establish the following

sharper normal scalar curvature inequalities.

Theorem 6. (See [24]) Let M™ be an austere submanifold of type Q(p, q) in a real
space form N"t™(x). Then

V2
pt < 7(5 = p). (1.4)
The equality holds at some point p € M if and only if there exist an orthonormal
basis {e1,-- ,en} of T,M and an orthonormal basis {&1, -+ ,&m} of T-M such
that the matrices corresponding to the second fundamental form along directions

§1,°++ ,&m are

A; = Adiag(C1,0), As = Adiag(Cs,0) and A, =0 for r > 2,
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where A 1s a real number and

0 0 1 0 0O 0 0 -1

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 O
01 = y 02 =

1 0 0 O 0 1 0 O

01 0 O -1 0 0 O

The proof follows Ge-Tang’s method [20] which enables us to derive the equality
condition. Except for the trivial case A; = --- = A,, = 0, the equality in (4] can
only be achieved when p,q > 2. For the remaining cases, we have the following
sharper inequality.

Theorem 7. (See [24]) Let M™ be an austere submanifold of type Q(n—1,1) in a
real space form N™"T™ (k). Then for any point p € M,

d—1

1
< — .
ps\ g (=), (1.5)

where d denotes the dimension of |11, |. The equality holds if and only if there exist

an orthonormal basis {e1,--- ,en} of T,M and an orthonormal basis {&1,--- ,&m}
of Tle such that the matrices corresponding to the second fundamental form along

directions &1, - -+ ,&m are
A, =X (B + Epy) for 1<r <dand A, =0 forr >d,

where X is a real number and E;; denotes the n x n matriz with 1 in position (i, 7)

and 0 elsewhere.

To illustrate the above theorems make sense, we give some explicit examples
of austere submanifold of type Q(p,q) in [24]. Tt is worth pointing out that the
isoparametric focal submanifold M, with g = 4 and multiplicities (1, 2) achieves the
equality in (I4]) everywhere, and some of Bryant’s generalized helicoids achieve the
equality in (L3 on certain subsets. As a byproduct, we can establish the following
Simons-type gap theorem for closed austere submanifolds of type Q(p,q) in unit

spheres.

Theorem 8. (See [24]) Suppose M™ is a closed, connected, austere submanifold of
type Q(p,q) in the unit sphere S"T™. Then

/ S(S —n)dVa > 0.
M

In addition, if S < n, then M is either a totally geodesic sphere or the Clifford

torus SP (\/g> x SP ( %) with n. = 2p.
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It is natural to compare Theorem [§] with the famous rigidity theorem:

Theorem 9. (See [10,B31L35]) Suppose M™ is a closed, connected, minimal sub-
manifold in the unit sphere S*™™. Then

[l 2)s- o o

In addition, if S < n/ (2 — %), then M is either a totally geodesic sphere or a
Clifford torus S* (\/g) x Sk (1 / "T_k) or the Veronese surface RP? C S*, where

1<k<n-1.

We can see that when replacing minimal submanifolds with austere subman-
ifolds of type Q(p,q) in the assumption, the first gap of S is significantly larger,
and the similar rigidity result still holds.
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