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INDEX OF COMPACT MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS OF THE BERGER
SPHERES

FRANCISCO TORRALBO AND FRANCISCO URBANO

ABSTRACT. The stability and the index of compact minimal submanifolds of the
Berger spheres S%”“, 0 < T < 1, are studied. Unlike the case of the standard
sphere (T = 1), where there are no stable compact minimal submanifolds, the
Berger spheres have stable ones if and only if 7> < 1/2. Moreover, there are no
stable compact minimal d-dimensional submanifolds of $2**! when 1/(d + 1) <
72 < 1 and the stable ones are classified for 2 = 1/ (d+ 1) when the submanifold
is embedded. Finally, the compact orientable minimal surfaces of S3 with index
one are classified for 1/3 < 72 < 1.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The second variation operator of minimal submanifolds of Riemannian man-
ifolds (the Jacobi operator) carries information about stability properties of the
submanifold when it is thought of as a critical point of the volume functional.
Perhaps the starting point is the paper of J. Simons [19], where he characterized
the compact minimal submanifolds of the sphere with the lowest index (number
of independent infinitesimal deformations which do decrease the volume), prov-
ing that there are no stable ones. Later, H. B. Lawson and J. Simons [10], and
Y. Onbhita [15], studied similar problems when the ambient Riemannian manifold
is a compact rank-one symmetric space.

An important particular case in this setting is when the submanifold is a two-
sided hypersurface. In this case, the normal bundle is trivial and of rank one.
Then the Jacobi operator, which acts on the sections of the normal bundle, be-
comes a Schrodinger operator acting on functions. In this case the study of the
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index of the Jacobi operator has been made for complete (not necessarily com-
pact) minimal hypersurfaces, and the results of D. Fischer-Colbrie and R. Schoen,
[7, 18], have been fundamental in the growth of this theory.

During the last forty years many papers have been devoted to study stability
and index of minimal submanifolds in different ambient Riemannian manifolds.
Among them, we only mention two of the last ones. First, the recent paper of
O. Chodosh and D. Maximo [5], where they get a lower bound of the index of
complete minimal surfaces in IR® in terms of the genus, the number of ends and
the multiplicity of the surfaces. Second, the paper of F. C. Marques and A. Neves,
[12] and references therein, where given a compact manifold M", 3 < n <7 with
a generic metric, they use min-max theory to construct for each positive integer
number k a two-sided embedded minimal hypersurface of M with index k.

In the present work, we are interested in the index of compact minimal sub-
manifolds of the Berger spheres. If $?**1 is the unit sphere of dimension 2n + 1,
the Berger spheres are a 1-parameter family {(S***!,(.);): 0 < T < 1}, where
(,)1 is the standard metric g on S*"*! and the metric {, ). is given in (2.1). These
Berger spheres are often called elliptic Berger spheres. This deformation of the
standard metric g is a classical example of a collapse [4], in which the injectivity
radius i¢ of (, )¢ is 77t and has uniformly bounded positive curvature. This de-
formation of the standard metric g can be defined even for T € (1,0), but the
geometry of these Berger spheres, called hyperbolic, is quite different from the el-
liptic ones. In the paper, although some minor results are also true for T € (1, c0),
we only consider Berger spheres with T € (0, 1].

The standard sphere $*"*! is a geodesic sphere of C"*! of radius 1. In a similar

way, the Berger sphere S2**!, t € (0,1), is isometric to a geodesic sphere of the
arccos(T)
V1-12

to $2"*1 of the complex structures of C"*1 and CIP"*!(4(1 — 72)) are the same

(see . Along the paper, any minimal submanifold of $2"*! will be

considered as a submanifold of CIP"™(4(1 — 72)) and its behaviour with respect

complex projective space CIP"1(4(1 — 72)) of radius and the restrictions

to the complex structure will play an important role in the proofs of the results.

On the other hand, the Hopf fibration 7 : $?**1 — CIP"(4) defines a Riemann-
ian submersion 7t : $2"+1 — CIP"(4) for any T € (0,1]. The induced S!-bundles
by the Hopf fibration over compact complex submanifolds of CIP"(4) (see
define examples of compact minimal submanifolds of $2**! which have a
very good behaviour with respect to the second variation of the volume. These
kind of minimal submanifolds will provide the more regular examples, some of
which will be characterized by their index.

In[Section 3| we introduce some important examples of compact minimal sub-
manifolds of $2"*1, classifying in the totally geodesic ones. We
compute the index and nullity of the above examples in Propositions 6 [7 [§| and [o}
and, among them, stable examples appear. The computation of the index and the
nullity of these examples is not easy and, to do that, it has been crucial the paper
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of S. Tanno, [23], in which he gives important insight into the spectrum of the
Laplacian of S2*1.

The main results about stability of compact minimal submanifolds of 52"+ are
obtained in Theorems [1|and [2|and they can be summarized as follows:

There are no stable immersed compact minimal d-dimensional submani-

folds of S when 715 < 12 < 1.

Ift? = ﬁ for some positive integer d, then an embedded compact
minimal submanifold M® of S2"+1 is stable if and only ifd = 2m + 1 and
M2+ s the induced S'-bundle by the Hopf fibration over an embedded

compact complex submanifold N*™ of CIP" (4).

Ifo < 7% < 2m1+2 for some integer m > 0, then any immersed sub-
manifold M+ which is the induced S'-bundle by the Hopf fibration
T 82l CIP"(4), over a compact complex submanifold N*™ of
CIP"(4) is stable.

In the proof of the two first above results, we use test normal sections on

the second variation coming from parallel vector fields of the complex Euclidean
space C"*! and from holomorphic vector fields of the complex projective space
CP" "1 (4(1 —72)).

When M?" is a compact orientable minimal hypersurface of $2"*1, then M is
unstable (Proposition 2). Hence, in this case, is natural to study the hypersurfaces
of index 1. From we know that the Clifford hypersurfaces have

index 1 when 0 < 72 < ﬁ In we give an answer to this problem

when M is a surface, proving:

If % < 12 < 1, then a compact orientable minimal surface of S3 has
index one if and only if M is either the unique minimal sphere of S3 or

the Clifford surface in S; A

For the proof of this result, we embed isometrically CIP?(4(1 — 72)) in the
Euclidean space (see appendix), so we can see our surface isometrically immersed
in a sphere S7(r), for certain radius r. In this case, we use as test functions on
the second variation the restriction to the surface of the components of certain
conformal transformations of S7(r).

2. THE BERGER SPHERES

The Berger spheres g2+l (0 < 1 < 1, are the Riemannian manifolds (S***1, (-, -);)
where (-, -)7 is the Riemannian metric on the unit sphere $?"+1 = {z € C"*1: |z|?> =
1} given by

(v,w)r = g(v,w) — (1 —12)g(v,iz)g(w,iz), v,w € T,5*" 1, (2.1)

where g is the Euclidean metric in C"*! and i is the imaginary unit. Notice that
(-,-)1 = g In the sequel we will denote the Berger metric simply by (-, -) omitting
the subindex 7.

The isometry group of S2'*1, 0 < 7 < 1, is the subgroup of the orthogonal
group O(2n +2) givenby {A € O(2n+2): AJ = £J A} where J € O(2n +2)
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is the matrix associated with the multiplication by i in C"**1. The subgroup {A €
O(2n+2): AJ = JA} is the real representation of the unitary group U(n + 1)
and hence the dimension of the isometry group of S¥'! is (n +1)2. In this
context, it is clear that the group U(n + 1) acts transitively on S2**! and the
isotropy subgroup at a point of $2"*! is isomorphic to U(n). Hence the Berger
sphere is a homogeneous Riemannian manifold diffeomorphic to U(n+1)/U(n).
On the other hand, the Hopf fibration 7t : $?**1 — CIP"(4), where CIP"(4)
denotes the complex projective space endowed with the Fubini-Study metric of
constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4, is a Riemannian submersion from
§21+1 onto CIP"(4), whose fibers are circles of length 277. The unit vector field &
on $2'*+1 defined by
& =liz, Vzes¥t, (2.2)
spans the vertical line of the Hopf fibration and its uniparametric group is given
by
{(t,z) = cos(L)z +sin(L)iz, teRR, ze S (2.3)
Hence the action of 8! over $2"*! can be written as ¢'f -z = {(tt,z), 0 <t <
27t. Moreover, for any z € 521, the tangent space T,S2"*! can be orthogonally
decomposed as ({z) & Hz, where dm; : H; — Ty, CP"(4) is a linear isometry.
We note that the metrics (-, -) and g coincide on H, and iv € H; for any v € H..
Along the paper we will see the Berger spheres $2'! as geodesic spheres of
the complex projective space CIP" ™ (4(1 — 72)). The following result describes it
explicitly.

Proposition 1. The map F : $2"*+1 — CP""1(4(1 — 12)) given by

F(Z],...,Zn+1) - [(ﬁ,Z‘l,...,ZnJr])} y

— 1 . 1 1
where [w] = rt(w) forany w € SZ”+3(\/ﬁ) and 7 SZ”+3(\/ﬁ) — CP"t(4(1—
T2) is the canonical projection, is an isometric embedding of the Berger sphere S2'+1
into the complex projective space of constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4(1 — t2).
Hence, the Berger sphere S2"*1 can be identified with the set
2
g2+l = {[(wo,wl,...,wm)} € CP" L (4(1 = 72)): |wol?* = & }

1-12

which is a geodesic sphere of CP" 1 (4(1 — 12)) with radius ﬁ arccos(T) and center
[(ﬁ,o,. ..,0)]. The Fubini-Study metric of CP"*1(4(1 — 7)) will be also denoted
by ().

Moreover, if | denotes the complex structure of CIP"1(4(1 — 72)), then JdF,(¢.) is
a unit normal vector to $2"+1 in CP"*1(4(1 — 12)), and dF,(iu) = JdF.(u) for any
horizontal vector u € T,S2"+1,

Finally, the second fundamental form of the embedding F is given by
o(X,Y) = (T(X,¥) = E2(X,(X,0) Je, VXY € X(S¥H). (24)

Proof. Firstly, we can write F = 71 o F, where F : §2"+1 — §21+3(__1_) i5 given

1-12
by F(z) = (ﬁ,z), for any z € S2*+1,




INDEX OF COMPACT MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS OF THE BERGER SPHERES 5

Then, for any u € T.S$¥"*! we have dF;(u) = (0,u) and hence its horizontal
component with respect to 7 is (0,u)f = (0,u) — (1 — t2)g(u,iz)iF(z). From
here, and taking into account (2.1), it follows that

(dF,(u),dF,(v)) = g(dE,(u)",dE, (0)H) = (u,0), Vu,ve T,82"H1, (2.5)

which means that F is an isometric immersion. As clearly F is injective, we obtain
that F is an isometric embedding.

Also, if u € TZS%"Jrl is a horizontal vector, that is, g(u,iz) = 0, we have, from
the definition of the complex structure ] of CIP" ™1 (4(1 — 72)), that

JdF,(u) = dnﬁ(z)(i(o,u)H) = dﬂﬁ(z)((O, iun)) = dF; (iu).
Moreover, using we obtain that

JAFE;(82) = drp(, (i(0,62)) = drp, (V1 — 72, —72). (2.6)
So, for every u € T,S2"*1, we have

(dE:(u), JAE:(E2)) = g(dF: ()", (V1 -2, —12)) = 0,

and hence z € $2"*1 s JdF,(¢,) defines a unit normal vector field to F.
Finally, it is clear that F(S2"*1) is a geodesic sphere of CIP"*!(4(1 — 12)) of
L = arccos(7) and hence it is a pseudoumbilical hypersurface with two

Vi-2
. . . T 2721 . T
constant principal curvatures: T with multiplicity 2n and =—— with multiplicity
2121
T

radius

1, see [21]. As { = F.¢ is an eigenvector for the eigenvalue , the second
fundamental form ¢ of the embedding F is given by (2.4). O

Taking into account and the expression for the curvature tensor
in the complex projective space, we get that the curvature tensor R of S2**! is

given by

R(X,Y,ZW) = (Y, Z){X,W) — (X, Z){Y,W)
(1= ) [V, 2) X, W) — (X, 2) (Y, W) — 20X, Y) (12, W)]
+ (1 =) Z, 5 (X, )Y, W) — (Y, 5)(X, W)]
FA- D)WY Z) — (XaY.2)], 27)
for every X,Y,Z,W € X(S¥+1).

In particular, the sectional curvature of the plane IT C T,S2'™! generated by
an orthonormal frame {v, w} is given by

K(IT) = 1+ (1 —7%) [3(0, Jw)* — [g"?], (2.8)

where ()!! denotes the tangent component to IT. Moreover, the Ricci curvature
Ric of a unit vector v is

Ric(v) =2n+2(1 —12)[1 — (n +1)(v,&)?], (2.9)
and the scalar curvature is p = 2n2(n + 1) — 72
Ric > 2n7% > 0.
In the next result we relate some geometric objects of the metrics (-,-) and
¢(+,+) on the sphere §?"*1,

. It is interesting to note that
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Lemma 1. Let V and ¥V be the Levi-Civita connections of the Berger metric {-,-) and
the standard metric g(-,-) on S*" 1 respectively. Then:

(1) Forany X,Y € X(S*"*1)
XY = V¥ + 5 [V 01X - (X,08) + (X O]~ (Y, 0)9)],  (210)
where ¢ is the vector field defined in (2.2).
(2) Forany X € X(S¥'1),
Vx¢ =1](X = (X,£)3), (2.11)

So & is a unit geodesic Killing field on S2"+1,
(3) The gradients and the Laplacians of a function f : S?"*1 — R with respect to
both metrics are related by

Vf=Vf-01-7)(Lef)E,
SBf = Bf — (1- ) (L),
where L¢ is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector field g.
(4) The spectrum of the Laplacian operator A of S¥"*1 is contained in the set

(2.12)

2
{mep =M+ LR k-2p):kezt, pez0<p< 4]},

2
where { Ay = k(2n +k), k € Z*} is the spectrum of (S***1,¢) and |- | stands
for integer part. Moreover, SA o Le = Lgo §A and the eigenspace V (Ay) of the
eigenvalue Ay decomposes as

V(M) = V(pio) ® - @ V(l/‘k,[g])r

where some of V (py.,) may be trivial. Moreover, for each ¢ € V(. ,) we have
(Lol + = (k—2p)*p =0.

Remark 1. For n = 0, the metrics (, ) and g are homothetic on S'. Hence, we have
that V(Ay) = V(o) and so V(i ) are trivial for all p # 0. For n > 1, Tanno [22]
shows that V(pgp), V(prk/2) and V(g (k—2)2) (k even), and V (py k—1)/2) (k odd)
are always non-trivial.

Proof. Using the expression of the Levi-Civita connection given in the Koszul
formula and the relation between the metrics (-,-) and g(-,-) given in (2.1, it is
straightforward to get (2.10). Now using that 8V xiz is the tangential component
to the sphere of iX and we easily get (2.11).

If f is a smooth function on $?"*! then X(f) = (Vf, X) = g(°*Vf, X). Now,
using we get the relations between the gradients given in (2.12). Under
this condition, the relations between the Laplacians given in is a direct
consequence of (2.10). Finally, item (4) was proved by S. Tanno [23]. O

3. MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS IN THE BERGER SPHERES

Let ® : M? — S2"*! be an immersion of a compact d-dimensional manifold
M in the Berger sphere $2**1. Then, ®*TS?"*! = TM & T+ M, where T+ M is
the normal bundle of ®. Let V be the Levi-Civita connection of $2"*!, V be
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the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric on M, and V. be the normal
connection.

Suppose now that @ is a minimal immersion, that is ® is a critical point for the
volume functional. The second variation operator, known as the Jacobi operator
of ® and which will be denote by L, is a strongly elliptic operator acting on the
sections of the normal bundle, £ : X+ (M) — X+ (M) given by

L=A"+A+TR,

where A is the normal Laplacian

d
A=Y (Vo Ve = Ve,e),
i=1
and A, R are the endomorphisms of the normal bundle defined as follows

d d

A(n) =Y o(ei, Ager), R(n) =Y (R(y,e1)ei) ",

i=1 i=1
where {¢1,...,¢;} is an orthonormal reference tangent to M, ¢ is the second
fundamental form of ®, A, is the Weingarten endomorphism associated to 17 €
X+ (M) and L stands for normal component. Let Q : X (M) — R be the qua-
dratic form associated to the Jacobi operator £, defined by

o) =~ [ (£n,) do.

We will denote by Ind(®) and Nul(®) (they will be also denoted by Ind(M) and
Nul(M)) the index and the nullity of the quadratic form Q, which are respec-
tively the number of negative eigenvalues of £ and the multiplicity of zero as an
eigenvalue of £. The immersion ® will be called stable if Ind(P) = 0.

Using we obtain that

Ly =AM+ Ap+(d— (A=) EP)yp—d(1—7) (65" =31 - T
(3.1)
where T and L denote respectively tangential and normal components to M.

In the particular case M is an orientable hypersurface, i.e. d = 2n, and N is a
unit normal vector field to ®, any normal section # can be written 7 = fN and so
X+ (M) = C®(M) (7 = f). The operator £ becomes in the Schrodinger operator
L:C®°(M) — C®(M) given by

L=A+]|o*+2n-2(1-1*)((n+1)v* 1), (3-2)

where A is the Laplacian operator on M and v = (&, N) is the so-called angle
function. Considering the constant function 1 as a test function, we obtain that

Q1) = —/M|U|2dv—/M2(n+1—T2)dv+/M2(n+1)(l—Tz)vzdv

IN

- / 2(n+1 —Tz)dv+/ 2(n4+1)(1—1%)do = —/ 2n7? do,
JM M M
where we have used that v> < 1. Hence we get the following result:

Proposition 2. Every orientable compact minimal hypersurface of S2" 1 is unstable and
the first eigenvalue of L is Ay < —2nT?.
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Now we define an important family of minimal submanifolds of $2**1,

Example 1. (1) Induced S'-bundle by the Hopf fibration over a complex submanifold
of CP"(4). Let ¥ : N — CP"(4) be a complex immersion of a complex
manifold N and

Mgt = {(p,x) € N x ST ¥(p) = m(x)},

where 7 : $2"*1 — CP"(4) is the Hopf fibration. We define 7y : My — N
by mo(p,x) = p and &g : My — S¥'1 by &y(p,x) = x. Then, the following
diagram is commutative:

[
Mngrl 0 s S_2Fn+1

nol ln mTody =Y omy, (3-3)

N2 — CIP"(4)

and MgmH is a S!-bundle over N%", where the action S' x My — M is given
by z- (p,x) = (p,zx) for any z € S! and (p,x) € Mp. Now, as ¢ is tangent
to My, i.e. (',‘L =0, and Y is a minimal immersion, it is easy to check that ®g
is also a minimal immersion, which will be called the induced bundle by the
Hopf fibration over the complex immersion ¥ : N?" — CIP" (4).

We observe that ®( is an embedding if and only if ¥ is an embedding.

(2) S'-bundle compatible with the Hopf fibration over a complex submanifold of CIP" (4).
An immersion ® : M?"+1 — §21+1 g called a S!-bundle compatible with the
Hopf fibration if there exists a complex immersion ¥ : N?* — CIP"(4) such
that M is a S'-bundle over N whose associated projection 7t : M — N satisfies
Yot =mod.

Since in this case ¢ is also tangent to M and ¥ is minimal we get that ® is
a minimal immersion.

Moreover, if @ : MémJrl — S%"“ is the induced S!-bundle over N, then
there exists an integer s > 1 and a s-sheeted covering map 77 : M — My such
that mgpo 7 = @& and ® = Py o 77, where 7y : My — N is the projection. In
such case, the following diagrams are commutative

[

RN

7 P,
M2+l T M(ZJ’”H 0 S%n—i—l (3.4)

N

N?" — = CP"(4)
4

In fact, let ¢ : R x M — M be the uniparametric group of &, where ¢ is the
restriction of ¢ to M. Then (P o ¢)(t, p) = {(t, D(p)) (see (2.3)). If A € Ris the
minimum period of all the curves ¢, (see [3]]), then {(t + A, ®(p)) = {(t, D(p))
for any p € M and so there exists an integer s > 1 such that A = 277s.
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The action 8! x M — M is given by
et p=g¢(stt,p), 0<t<2m,

i 2r(s—1)

so the subgroup Gs C S! given by G = {1,e’s ,...,e s} also acts on M
and & : M/G;s — S¥'*1 given by ®&([p]) = ®(p) is well-defined and it is also
a S!-bundle over N compatible with the Hopf fibration.

Let @ : MS’”H — 62"+ be the induced S!-bundle over the complex sub-
manifold ¥ : N — CIP"(4). Then it is easy to see that

F:M/Gs = My
E(lp]) = (7t(p), @(p))

is a S'-bundle isomorphism and so the assertion follows.

The integer s > 1 will be called the order of the immersion ®.

In the next result we characterize two important families of minimal submani-
folds of 52"*! which will play an important role along the paper.

Proposition 3. Let ® : M? — S¥'*1 be a minimal immersion of a d-dimensional
manifold M.

(i) The normal component of the Killing vector field ¢ vanishes identically and the
normal bundle of ® is invariant under the complex structure J of CP" 1 (4(1 — 72))
if and only if, d = 2m + 1 is odd and M is a S'-bundle 7 : M?"+1 — N2" gver a
complex submanifold ¥ : N?™ — CIP"(4) compatible with the Hopf fibration.

(ii) The tangent component of the Killing vector field ¢ vanishes identically if and only
if, (TM) C T*M. In particular ® : M? — S2*+1 ¢ CP"*1(4(1 - 12)) is a
totally real immersion and d < n. In this case the metrics induced on M by the
Berger metric (-, -) and the standard metric g are the same.

In both cases, the immersion ® : M4 — Si’,‘“ is also minimal for all T' € (0,1].

Proof. (i) Suppose that &+ = 0 and the normal bundle of ® is invariant under the
complex structure J. Then, as the normal bundle is of even dimension, we get
that d = 2m + 1 for some integer m > 0. Also, as &= = 0, the restriction ¢ of & to
M is tangent to M and so TM orthogonally decomposes as TM = D & (&), where
the subbundle D is invariant under J.

If 77 is the 1-form on M given by 77(v) = (£, v), then using and that ¢+ =
0, it follows that the differential of # is given by d7(X,Y) = 27(JX,Y) for any
vector fields X, Y tangent to M. So, if {ej,...,em, Je1,...,Jem} is an orthonormal
basis of Dy, p € M, we have that

(n A (dn)m)p(cfp,el, coemJer, ... Jem) #£0,

and hence 7 defines a contact structure on M. We remark that, in particular,
M is orientable. Now, from a result of W. Boothby and H. Wang [3] and A.
Morimoto [13], we have that M is a S!-principal bundle over a complex manifold
N? If # : M — N is the projection, then we define ¥ : N — CIP"(4) by
Y¥(q) = n(®(p)), where p € A~ 1(g). It is clear that ¥ is well defined, i.e., it is
independent of the point p in #71(g), and so ¥ defines a complex immersion of
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the manifold N in CIP"(4) satisfying ¥ o & = 7 o ®. More precisely, ® : M —

§21+1 is a Sl-bundle compatible with the Hopf fibration (see (2)).
Conversely, if M2+l jg a Slpundle A& : M2"+1 5 N2 over a complex sub-

manifold ¥ : M?" — CIP"(4) compatible with the Hopf fibration, then ¢+ = 0
and, as the normal bundle of ¥ is complex, then the normal bundle of & is in-
variant under the complex structure J.

(ii) If &' = 0, then & € X+(M), and by and the Weingarten equation:

TJX = Vx¢ = —AsX + V&, VX € X(M).

So (0(X,Y), &) = —1(JX,Y). As 0 is symmetric and (J—, —) skew-symmetric, we
obtain that Az = 0 and hence last equation says that [X € X*(M).
Conversely, if J(TM) C T*M then, since J¢ is normal to $2**1 in CIP"*!(4(1 —

7%)) (see Proposition 1),

0= (X, J&) = (X,0), for any X € X(M),

so ¢ is normal to @ which finishes the proof of (ii).
Finally, in both cases, from it follows that

0= (v,n) =g(v,y) = (v,5)p, YoeTM,yecT*M, 1 € (01]

which means that T*M = TTL,M, where TTL,M stands for the normal bundle of
the immersion ® : M — S%'*1, for any T/ € (0,1]. Under this condition, taking
normal components in (2.10), the mean curvature Hy of the immersion & with
respect to the metric g is given by

(& e)(Je) = (Jg")*t =0,

M=

2(1-72
dH, = 20

T

1

i

which means that @ is also minimal with respect to the metric g. Repeating the

argument, we get that ® : M — S/ is minimal for any v’ € (0,1]. O

Proposition 4. Let ® : M?"t1 — 82"+l pe g Sl-bundle compatible with the Hopf
fibration over a complex submanifold ¥ : N — CIP"(4). Then, the multiplicities of the
eigenvalues of the Jacobi operator of ® are even. In particular, its index and nullity are
even.

Proof. Firstly, as ¢~ = 0, we can decompose TM = D @ (¢). As Y is a complex
immersion, D and the normal bundle T+ M are invariant by the complex structure
J of CP"*1(4(1 — 72)). Hence, by (3.1), the Jacobi operator is

Ly = ALU + Ay + (2m + T2)17. (3.5)

Moreover, as TM = D & ({), then for any vector field X € I'(D), and the
fact that D is invariant by | imply that

Vel =0, Vx¢{=1JX, 0(¢) =0, o(X,g) =0 (3.6)

If D is the Levi-Civita connection of CIP"™1(4(1 — 72)), using the Gauss and Wein-
garten formulae joint with and in the equation D] = 0, it is easy to get
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that
VxJY = J(VxY + TXY)E) — (X, V)6, o(X,]Y) = Jo(X,Y)

(3-7)
ApX =JAX = —AJX,  Vgln =]V,

for any X,Y € (D) and any 57 € X+ (M).

Using we easily get that A*] = JA+ and AJ = JA, and so L] = JL. This
implies that the eigenspace associated to an eigenvalue of L is invariant under |
and hence of dimension even. g

Now, we are going to give explicit examples of the two families of minimal

submanifolds of $2"*! studied in

Example 2. Using the easiest examples of complex submanifolds of CIP"(4) and

following[Example 1] we give two explicit nice examples of minimal submanifolds

of §2"*1 of the family (i) of

(1) Let m > 0 and ¥ : CIP"(4) — CIP"(4) be the totally geodesic complex em-
bedding given by ¥([(z1,...,zm+1)]) = [(z1,---,2m+1,0,...,0)]. Then, the in-
duced bundle by the Hopf fibration is the minimal embedding @, : $2"+1 —
§2"+1 given by ®(z1, ..., zms1) = (21, -+, 2Zms+1,0,...,0).

If m > 1 then $*"*! does not have any covering. If m = 0 then, for any

s € N there exists a s-sheeted covering 7 : s — S, #(z) = z°, and the
corresponding totally geodesic immersion ®; = ®j o 7t : S — §2"+1 is given
by ®s(z) = (2°,0,...,0). Moreover, the induced metric by @, in 8l is §2¢2 q.

(2) Let ¥ : CP'(2) — CIP?(4) be the degree two Veronese complex embedding
given by ¥([z,w]) = [(z%, v2zw,w?)] and

Mo = {([(z,w)],x) € CP'(2) x S5 : [z,w] € CP'(2), 7(x) = [2%, v2zw, w?]}

its induced bundle by the Hopf fibration. Then M, can be identified with the
three dimensional real projective space RP® = {[(z,w)] € S*/{I, —1}} via
the diffeomorphism RIP? — Mj given by

[(z,w)] = ([(z )], (2% V2zw, w?)).
Now, the corresponding minimal embedding ® : RIP> — S is given by
Po([(z w)]) = (2%, v2zw,w?).

In this case, 7 : $> — RIP® is a 2-sheeted covering and the minimal im-

mersion ® = ®&go7t : S — S (see (2)) is given by ®(z,w) =
(22,v/2zw, w?). The map g o 7 : 8 — CIP}(2) is the Hopf fibration and the
induced metric on S? by the immersion ® is 2(-, -) Vi

In the next result we classify the totally geodesic submanifolds of $2**1, ap-
pearing an example of the family described in [Proposition 3}(ii). Although the
result must be known, we have not find it in the literature and we include it for
completeness.

Proposition 5. Let & : M? — S2"+1 0 < 1 < 1, be an immersion of a d-dimensional
manifold M. Then ® is totally geodesic if and only if, up to congruences, ®(M) is an
open subset of either one of the following spheres of S2"+1:
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(i) A Berger sphere S2"+1, m > 0 given in

(ii) 8% = {(ay,...,a441,0,...,0) €1 c C"*1:q; € R}, 1< d < n.

or ®(M) is a geodesic.

Remark 2. The Killing field ¢ satisfies ¢ = 0 in the example (ii). The cases m = 0
in (i) and d = 1 in (ii) correspond to embedded closed geodesic in $2"*1.

Proof. Firstly, the submanifold presented in item (i) is totally geodesic since it is
the fixed point set of the isometry A = (Id"é“ 7Id0n—m ) celU(n+1).

Also, as item (ii) is also totally geodesic with respect to the metric g on
then $VyY is tangent to ¢ for any X,Y € %(S9). Moreover, &' = 0 and so,
from (2.10), it follows that ¢(X,Y) = 0, and hence S is totally geodesic in $2"+1.,

Suppose now that ® : M¥ — §2"+1 is a totally geodesic immersion with d > 2.

2n+1
Sn-i—/

We consider the orthogonal decomposition & = & + &+ of ¢ in tangential and
normal components to ®. Now, by andas ¢ =0,

T](X — (X, &)¢) = Vx& = Vx(&T +&5) = Vx&" + Vx&t, (3-8)

which implies that Vx&" = 7(JX) " and so ¢ is a Killing field over M. But any
Killing vector field on M satisfies VxVx¢&' — Vy,x&' +R(¢', X)X = 0 for any
tangent vector field X. Now we compute the members of this equation for any
X orthogonal to ¢ with |X|> = 1. As ¢ = 0, from Gauss equation and we
obtain

RETX)X=RE,X)X)" =1-01-)E )z +31 -, Ix)UX)".
Also, if D is the Levi-Civita connection of CIP"*!(4(1 — 72)), as (DxJ)X = 0,
taking into account that ¢ = 0 and equations and we get that
VxVxg! = Voxd ={Vx(UX)" = (JVxX)"} = =7o(X, X)¢" = -2 .
From last two equations we finally obtain that
(A=) [A= g M +3E" X)X ] =0.

Multiplying by &7 and as T # 1 we obtain that either |¢T]| = 1 (i.e. ¢+ = 0), or
& =o.

Now, the normal bundles of ® with respect to the Berger metric and the stan-
dard one g are the same. Hence, from and taking into account we
deduce that, the second fundamental form oy of ® : M — $?"*1 with respect to
the standard metric satisfies:

0o(X,Y) = LR (v, e 1) Vxet + (X, eT)Vieh) =o.

Hence ® : M — S?"*1 is totally geodesic, and so ®(M) is an open subset of a
d-dimensional sphere S7 C §2"+1.
In the case &+ = 0, the complex structure | leaves invariant the normal bundle

(see (2.11)) so, using we obtain that, up to an isometry of the Berger

sphere, ® is an embedding and ®(M) is an open subset of one of the examples

shown in the result. When ¢ = 0, the result follows from (). O
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Example 3 (Clifford hypersurfaces). Now, we are going to introduce a family of
minimal hypersurfaces of $2"*1, that we will name Clifford hypersurfaces. These
examples will be those classical Clifford hypersurfaces of $*'! which satisfies
&L = 0 (v = 0), which, from will be minimal in $2"*! for any
T e (0,1].

Let consider, for any integers di,d, > 1 with d; +dy = 2#n, the canonical
embedding ® : S%(r) x §%2(ry) — S¥'*1 where 1, = %11 and r, = \/%
are the radii of the spheres. It is well-known that ® is minimal, that N, , =
( Z—ip, f\/%q) is a unit normal vector field to ® and that |c73|§ = dy +dyp. Un-
der these conditions it is not difficult to check that g(N(, ), i(p,q)) = 0 for any
(p,q) € 8% (r1) x S%(rp) if and only if d; = 2m; +1,dy = 2my + 1 and, up to
congruences,

S2mHL () x &2t (1)) = {(z,w) € C™F x C"2FL: |z| = 1y, |w| = rp} € ST

In fact, since i(p, q) is a unit tangent vector field to 8% (r1) x $%(r;), the Poincaré-
Hopf theorem ensures that the Euler characteristic of $% (1) x 8% (ry) is 0. This
only happens when d; and d; are odd.

Now, says that the embedding @ : S?™1+1(r) x §2™+1(ry) —
S21+1 is a minimal hypersurface for any T € (0,1], satisfying ¢+ = 0. From
the normal bundles with respect to the Euclidean metric and the Berger metric
are the same and both metric coincide on the normal bundle. So N is also a unit
normal vector field to @ : §?"1+1(r) x §2™2+1(ry)) — S2'*1 and from it
follows that

(03 (X,Y),N) = (¢(X,Y),N) + 52 (Y, ) JX, N) + (X, &) (JY, N)].

From last formula it follows, taking into account that |08 | § = 2(my +mp +1), that
o)? = 2(mq + my + T2).

In the following results we study the index and the nullity of the Examples
and [3|

Proposition 6. Let @ : S2"+1 — G2+ pe the totally geodesic embedding given in

Fample 3. Then:

0, iFr2 < 1
(i) Ind(S2"+1) = { yo <

2(m+1)’
2(n—m), if iy <T <1,
2(n—m)(m+1), if e <land @ # by,
(i) Nul(SP"1) = §2(n —m)(m+2), if T = 5k,
dn—m)(m+1), ift>=1.

Moreover, let m = 0 and @ : S! — S2"+1 be the totally geodesic immersion ®s(z) =
(z°,0,...,0) described in . Then D is stable if and only if < %

Proof. From (3.5) and as o = 0, we have that the Jacobi operator of ® is given by

Ly = AL17 + (2m + T2)11,



14 FRANCISCO TORRALBO AND FRANCISCO URBANO

for any 77 € X+ (S2"*1). First, considering the spheres embedded in C"*1, it is
clear that {a]-, iaj:1<j<n-— m} defined by

m+1+j
aj=(0,...,0, 1 ,0,...,0)€C""!

is a global orthonormal reference of the normal bundle of ®. If D; = span {a;, ia; },

then the normal bundle can be decomposed as TLS%’”Jrl =D1®---dDy_p.

Hence any normal section 7 € X*(S2"*1) can be written as 7 = Z;?:_lm {fia; +
gjiaj}, with f],g] € C™(82m 1),

Since Vu Vuza = 0 for any tangent vector u € TSZ’11+1 we easily get
from (2.10} and @ that

1 1-72 1 1-72)2 1 el 1 AL
Viaj=—"(u,8)]a;, Aaj= —%aj, Vyiaj =iV, a;, Aviaj=iA~aj.

Hence, the Jacobi operator is given by

Ly = i [af+@m+2- D) +252 Logy g
=

n—m
+ Z {Ag] (2m+2— %)gj - 21?2L§f]} iaj, Vn= Z{ {fia; + gjia;}.
=
As a consequence, if I'(D;) is the space of sections of the subbundle D;, then
L(I(D;)) C T(Dj), and so Ind(ﬁ) ” 1"Ind(L;), where L; is the restriction of
L to T(D;).

We are going to compute the index and nullity of £; and prove that these
numbers are independent of the subbundles D;. To simplify the notation, let
D = span{a,ia} and L : (D) — I'(D).

Let # = fa + g(ia) be an eigensection of L associated to the eigenvalue p, i.e.
Ly + py = 0. Then, from the previous equation we get

2
Af +[o+(@2m+2—L)f = 2155 Leg,

1

72

. L (3-9)
Ag+ o+ (2m 42— 5)lg = 2155 Lef.

From [Lemma 1}(4) we have that Ao L; = Lz oA, and so applying Lg to both
equations of (3.9) we obtain

DLef = —2152 (Le)%,

AL§f+[p+(2m+2—i2
ALgg + [p+ (2m +2 — 1)|Leg = 2152 (Le)f.

(3.10)

Let f = Y, fkp and § = Yk 8k, be the decompositions of f and g in eigen-
functions of the Laplacian A of S3"*! with fi ,, gk, € V() (see .

More precisely,

_ 2
Afip+tkpfip =0, Dgkp+ Hip8kp =0, Hip = k(2m + k) + =5 (k—2p)>?,

with k and p integer numbers satisfying k > 0and 0 < p < | &].
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As (Lg)? fip = fﬁ(k —2p)? fi,p, from (3.10), it follows that

_2\2
[(~pp +p+ @m+2— 1)) — a0 (k—2p)? i, =0,

T

2 _+2)\2
[(—prp +p+ @m+2— 1)) — 4Tk —2p)gy =0,

T

(3.11)

foranyk > 0and 0 < p < L%J, and so, the eigenvalue p of £ takes the form

p=Cm+1+k)(k—1)+ 1 (k—2p+1)2 (3.12)

forsome k> 0and 0 < p < L%j Notice that p > 0 for k > 2 and so we only need
to analyse the cases k = 0 and k = 1. In both cases we know by the decomposition
in[Lemma 1}(4) that V(po,0) = V(Ao) and V(p10) = V(A1)

On the one hand, if k = 0, then p = 0 and p = % — (2m +2). Hence, in this
case, p is positive if T2 < ﬁ, p=0if 2 = ﬁ and p is negative if T2 > ﬁ
Moreover, from and if T2 # ﬁ, we deduce that f and g are constant
functions and so the eigensections associated to p are of the form wa + Bia, with
®,B € R. From here it follows that Ind(£) = 0 for 72 < ﬁ Also we obtain
that, for 72 > ﬁ, Ind(£) is twice the multiplicity of 9o, which is one. So, in
this case, Ind(£) = 2.

On the other hand, when k = 1, we have that p = 0 and so p = 0. Now,
by and assuming 7> # Wlﬂ, we get that f and g are eigenfunctions of

the Laplacian associated to the eigenvalue ;9 = 2m +1 + 1;{2. But, if T2 # 1,
using (3.9) we get that ¢ = —7Lsf and so the eigensections associated to p are
fa—t(Lef)ia, with f € V(1) = V(A1). Finally, if 7% = 2mlﬁ then aa + Bia,
«, B € R are also eigensections associated to p = 0 by the analysis in the previous
paragraph. We deduce that, if % # 5.1 and 72 # 1, Nul(£L) coincides with the
multiplicity of 1 o that is, Nul(£) = (2m + 2). When 72 = ﬁ, then Nul(L) is
increased by 2 and so, in this case, Nul(£) = 2m + 4. If 7> = 1 then the normal
section § = fa + gia with f, g € V(A;) satisfies L = 0 and so the nullity in this
case is 2(2m + 2) (see also [19, Proposition 5.1.1]).

We finally observe that the index and the nullity of £ is the same for any
subbundle D]-, and so the result follows.

We finally analyse the immersion ®; : gl — g2+l P,(z) = (2°%,...,0). Notice
that the Laplacian A of the induced metric by ®; is A = (Lg)? and if f is an eigen-
function associated to the k-th eigenvalue of the Laplacian then Af = (Lg)?f =

- % f. Following the previous arguments we easily get that the eigenvalues p of

L take the form (cp. (3.12))

pr(k) = (5 -1+ E(Fx1)2

2

Now, it is clear that p4(k) > 0 for k > s and, if we assume 2 < 21—5 it is not

difficult to show that p4+ (k) is also non-negative for 0 < k < s — 1. Hence, the
immersion ®; is stable for T2 < 1/2s. Moreover, by a direct computation

p-(s=1) = 5(5 —29),
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with associated eigensection fa + ;%5 (L¢f)ia if s # 1 or a and ia if s = 1, where

f is any eigenfunction of A associated to the (s — 1)-th eigenvalue. Hence, ®; is
unstable if 2 > 5 and the proof finishes. O

Proposition 7. Let @) : RIP?> — S2 be the minimal embedding given in .
Then:
8 if%<12§1, 16 if'czzlorrzzg,
Ind(RP?) =¢6 ifl<72<l, Nu®P’)=<12 ift?=1,
0 ift?>< %. 10  otherwise.

Moreover, if ® : (S%,2(,-) Jae) = S2 is the minimal isometric immersion given in

[Fample 2}@), then
>14 fy<t <1, 16 ift?=1lort? =14,

Ind(SS) =!8 lf% <2< % , Nul(S3) — {18 l:sz _ %,

0 if > < %- > 10 otherwise.

Proof. Let consider the global orthonormal reference of the normal bundle of ®
given by {N,iN} where N, .,y = (@2, —\/2zw, 2%). Then, given an arbitrary nor-
mal section 7 = fN + giN, f,g € C®(S®), straightforward computations shows
that the Jacobi operator £ (see (3.5)) satisfies

cn=[af+4(2- 5)f+2@L¢g} N+ [ag+4(2- 5)g—z@L§f] iN.

Decomposing f =) fx, and ¢ = }_ gk ,, where fi , and gj , are eigenfunction
of the Laplacian associated to the eigenvalue py ,, (see (4)), and follow-
ing a simular argument as in the proof of we can deduce that the

eigenvalues of £ take the form
(k,p) = 1(1+k(2+k)) +i(k—2 +4)2-8— 1(k—z +1)2

PP =35 a2 2T E
for certain integers k > 0and 0 < p < L%J Moreover, the associated eigensections
to p+(k, p) are

fepN £ 25 LefipiN i k—2p#0, or fi,Nand fi,iN ifk=2p.
Hence, the multiplicity associated to p+ (k, p) is
dim V(]/lk,p) if k 7*— Zp, or 2-dim V(,”k,k/z) if k = Zp.

The result about the index and the nullity of ® follows by a careful analysis of
the sign of p (k, p).

In the case of the embedding @y, it is clear that N and iN project on RIP*> and
they give also a global orthonormal reference of the normal bundle of ®j. Hence,
the eigenvalues of its Jacobi operator are those of the Jacobi operator of ® with k
even. From here the result for the index and nullity of ®( follows easily. O

Proposition 8. Let & : §¢ — 821 e the totally geodesic embedding given in
[fion 5](ii) . Then:
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41+ M 2 <,

2n+1—d ift?=1.
@+1)2n+1-3%) if7? <1,
(d+1)2n+1-4d) ift>=1.

(1) Ind(S%) = {

(1) Nul(8%) = {

Proof. The result for 72 = 1is well-known, see [19], so we will assume that 72 < 1.

Let S, d < n, be the totally geodesic sphere given in (ii). We

recall that ' = 0 and S is totally real in CIP"*1(4(1 — 72)). Then, its normal
bundle can be orthogonally decomposed as

T8 = J(TSY) @ (¢) @ D.
Firstly, it is clear that {a;: 1 < j < 2(n —d)} defined by
2(d+1)+j
aj=(0,...,0, 1 ,0,...,0) € R**2

is a global orthonormal reference of the bundle D. Hence any section of the
bundle D can be written as 7 = Z?iq_d) fiaj with f; € C™(s4).
Now, since $V ,a i = 0 and a; is orthogonal to ¢, we get from that V;raj =
0. As a consequence ALa]- = 0 and so, using (3.1),
2(n—d)

Ly= Y, (Afj+dfj)a;.

j=1
If T(D) is the space of sections of the subbundle D, then L(I'(D)) C TI'(D).
Moreover, since the first eigenvalues of A are 0 and d with multiplicities 1 and

d+1 (see (4)) we get that Ind(L|r(p)) = 2(n —d) and Nul(L|[r(p)) =
2n—d)(d+1).

Secondly, given X € X(S9) then JX is normal and, if D is the Levi-Civita
connection of CPP"*1(4(1 — 12)), we have that D,JX = JD,X for any tangent
vector u € TS?. Taking normal components in this equation, using Gauss and
Weingarten formulae and (2.4), we get that

Vi X = J(VuX) + Jo(u, X) = J(VuX) = T(u, X)E. (3-13)
Now, thanks to we easily get that
ALTX = J(AX — T2X) — 27(div X)E.
Using this equation and (3.1), we get that, for any f € C®(S%),
LOX+fE) =J[DX + (d+3—4t)X +2TVf] + [Af —2tdivX]E,  (3.14)

where we have used that ¢ is a Jacobi field, i.e., L& = 0.
Now, we consider the identification T(JTS? @ (&)) = Q1(S%) @ C*(S?) given
by
JX+ f& = (a f),
where « is the 1-form on S$ given by a(Y) = (X,Y), for any Y € X(SY) and
OF(89) denotes the space of p-forms on S%. If A represents the Hodge Lapla-
cian acting on forms of %, then the vector field AX — Ric(X) = AX — (d —1)X
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corresponds with the 1-form Aa, and so the Jacobi operator £ acting on the
sections of the bundle JTS? & (&) computed in becomes in an operator
L: Qs @ c®(s?) — Ql(s?) @ Cc*(S) given by

L(a, f) = (Aa+2(d +1 —27%)a + 27df, Af — 2T0a),

where d is the differential and ¢ is the codifferential operator on S¢ given by
ou = Y1 (Vea)(e;) being {ej, ..., e} a local orthonormal reference on S%. Tt is
clear that Ind(L) and Nul(L) are the index and the nullity of the Jacobi operator
L acting on T(JTS? & (&)).
Now, as the first Betti number of ¢ is 0, the Hodge decomposition theorem
says that
01(s%) = dce(89) @ 602 (5%,
which allows to write in a unique way any 1-form « as & = dg + dw, with g €
C*®(8%) and w € O?(S¥). Now we can split the operator L as L = L; & L, where
Ly : dC®(8%) @ c®(8%) — dC™(8%) @ ¢ (8%)
Lidg f) = (g 20 +1- 2295+ 20/, A - 2v)), O
and
Ly : 60%(8%) — 60 (87)
Ly (6w,0) = (6(Aw +2(d + 1 - 21%)w)),0).
It is clear that Ind(L) = Ind(L;) + Ind(L;) and Nul(L) = Nul(L) + Nul(L;). We
now compute the index and nullity of both operators.

(3.16)

Let p < 0 be an eigenvalue of L; with associated eigenfunction (dg, f). Then,
from the equality Li(dg, f) + p(dg, f) = 0 and the expression of Ly in we
deduce that

0=d[Ag+ (p+2(d+1—27%))g +217f],
0=Af—2tAg+pf.

Notice that if dg = 0 then from the first equation f is constant and so, from the

(3.17)

second one, p = 0. Hence, (0,4), a € R, is in the nullity of L;.

If dg # 0, we decompose f = }~¢ fx and § = Yy~ gk in eigenfunctions of
the Laplacian A of 9, so Afy + Arfi = 0 and Agi + Axgx = O for all k > 0 where
At = k(d +k — 1) are the eigenvalues of the Laplacian on S¢. Notice that fy and
<o are constant functions. Hence, now reads

0=[o+2(d+1—27%) — AfJdgy + 27dfy,
0 = 2TAxgk + (0 — M) fir

We now substitute f; from the second equation in the first one to obtain

k> 0. (3.18)

[o+2(d+1-27%) - A+ ‘;f};} dgr =0, k>1. (3.19)

And so, since we have assumed that dg # 0, the eigenvalue p < 0 takes the form

p= A (d+1-20%) — \/(d+1-212)2 +4e2A,.

for some k > 1. Moreover, its associated eigenfunction is (dg, AiT_/\gk g), where g is

an eigenfunction of the Laplacian associated to Ag.
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Now, p < 0 if and only if Ay < 2(d + 1) which only occurs if k = 1. As a
consequence Ind(L;) = d + 1. If p = 0 then we get from

fk = 2Tgk, [Z(d + 1) — )\k}dgk =0, k> 1.

so, since dg # 0, we get that ¢ = ¢» is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian associated
to Ay = 2(d+1) and f = 27g. Hence, we obtain Nul(L;) = }(d +2)(d + 1) which
is exactly the multiplicity of the eigenvalue A; plus 1 since we have previously
analysed that (0,4), 2 € R, are also in the nullity of L; and corresponds to the
case dg = 0.

Finally, we compute the index and nullity of L,. From [4g], it follows that only
the eigenvalue 2(d — 1) of A acting on O?(S9) provides a non-positive eigen-
value of L, which is —4(1 — 72). As its multiplicity is 1d(d + 1), we obtain that
Ind(L,) = }d(d +1) and Nul(L,) = 0.

From the previous analysis of the index and nullity of L|r(p), L1 and Ly we

get the result. g
Proposition 9. Let ® : S2"1+1(r) x §2M2H1(ry) — S2HL with my +my +1 = n,
= 2"121]1""1, 3= %, be a Clifford hypersurface described in|Example 31 Then
1 ifr2 < =1,
(i) Ind(®) = fo <zt
2n+3 if2n1+1<’f2§1.
2(7?11+1)(TY12+1) l'f”L'z;lé ﬁ,

(ii) Nul(®) =
{2(1111 +1)(my+1)+2(n+1) ift? = ﬁ

Proof. Our first goal is to show a similar relation to between the Laplacian A
of the induced metric by ® and the Laplacian ¢ A of the standard product metric of
§2m+1(r1) x §2M2%1(r,) so we can write down an expression for the eigenvalues
of A following a similar argument as in [Lemma 1/(4). We will denote by V, 8V
the Levi-Civita connections of the Clifford hypersurfaces induced by the Berger
(-, -) and the standard product metric g respectively.

Firstly, notice that, for any tangent vector field X and any smooth function f,

g(8Vf,X) = X(f) = (Vf,X). Hence, using (2.1), we easily get
Vf=8Vf+ 5 (Lef)

Secondly, by we can take orthonormal references on the Clifford
hypersurface {ey,...,e,_1,{} (respectively {ey,...,e,_1,TC}) with respect to the
metric (-, -) (respectively with respect to the metric g). Now, using and the
above relation between the gradients we easily deduce

Af = SAf+ (1 - ) (Lef. (3:20)

Now, it is well-known that each eigenvalue A of §A is of the form A = Ay, + Ay,

where Ay, = %kj (2mj +k;) is the kj-th eigenvalue of the Laplacian of (g2mit1 (i), 8)-

The associated eigenspace V(A, + Ak,) to Ay, + Ay, is generated by f1(p) - f2(q)

for eigenfunctions f; associated to the eigenvalue Ag;- More precisely, f; is the

restriction to Sszﬂ(rj) of a homogeneous harmonic polynomial of degree k;.
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Hence, fi - f> is the restriction to $?"171(ry) x §2"2+1(r,) of a homogeneous har-
monic polynomial of degree k; + k. As a consequence, so it is any eigenfunction
he V(/\k1 +)\k2).

Since Lz and 8A commutes and L; is skew-symmetric we get that (Lg)? is a
self-adjoint linear transformation of V(Ay, + Ay,) with positive real eigenvalues.
Then, we can decompose I = Yy hy, with hy, € V(Ay, + Ag,) eigenfunctions of
(L¢)?. But, thanks to the previous paragraph and following [23, Lemma 3.1],

(Le)?hp + %(kl +ky —2p)*hy, =0, forcertain 0 < p < |%(ky +ka)]. (3.21)

Therefore, using (3.20), each eigenvalue pi, x, , of A takes the form

k k _2
My o, p = 2(m1 +mp +1) (k1 ) 22",222112) + 5 (ki ke —2p)%, (3.22)

for some integers kj > 0 and 0 < p < |3 (ki + k)], where we have taken into
account the relation between the radii rq, r, and mq, m5.

Finally, from and the Jacobi operator of the Clifford hypersur-
face is given by £ = A +4(my + my +1) = A+ 4n. Then, thanks to the
non-positive eigenvalues of L are:

(i) —4n < 0 with multiplicity 1 (corresponds to pg,,0).
(ii) % — (2n +1) < 0 with multiplicity 2(n + 1) when 72 > anﬁ (corresponds
to p1,0,0 and pg,1,0)-
(iii) 0 with multiplicity 2(n + 1) when 72 = ﬁ (corresponds to 1,00 and pig 10)
(iv) 0 with multiplicity 2(m 4+ 1)(my + 1) (corresponds to 1 1).
where the multiplicities are obtained from the fact that the multiplicities of the
first two eigenvalues of (S?"*1(r), ¢) are given by 1 and 2m + 2 respectively and
a careful analysis of the condition in the case of y11 1. So the proof follows.
(]

4. STABLE COMPACT MINIMAL SUBMANIFOLDS OF $2"*1

Propositions E] and [7| compute the index of the S'-bundles compatible with
the Hopf fibration over the totally geodesic CIP"*(4) C CIP"(4) and the Veronese
surface CIP!(2) C CIP?(4), showing that they are stable when 72 < ﬁ, where
d and s are respectively the dimension and the order of the submanifold.

In the next result we generalize this property to any minimal submanifold of
S21+1 which is a S!-bundle compatible with the Hopf fibration over a complex

submanifold of CIP"(4).

Theorem 1. Let & : M?"+1 — S2'*1 pe g Sl-pundle over a complex immersion ¥ :
N?" — CIP"(4) compatible with the Hopf fibration and order s. If 0 < 7% <
then ® is stable.

1
s(2m+2)’

Remark 3. In the case ® is the induced S!-bundle then s = 1 and so it is stable if

2 1
< sut2

Proof. Following the proof of TM = D& (¢), D and T*M are
invariant under the complex structure | of CP"1(4(1 — 72)) and the quadratic
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form associated to the Jacobi operator is
= [ V40 = (A ) = @m o+ )y P do. 41
We consider, for any X € I'(D), the operator Dy : X+ (M) — X+ (M) given by
Dxn = V]LXW — JVx1.

Let {e1,...,em,Je1,...,Jem, &} be a local tangent orthonormal reference to M.
Then

Z\Deﬁlz Z{IVMW\QHIV 1> —2(Vin,]Ven)}
=1

m
= Vol = 1Vgn =2 (Ve JVen).
i=1
Now, let consider, for any 7 € X*(M), the 1-form on M defined by a(u) =
<V]l(u_ wee)l Jn). Then, taking into account and (3.7), its codifferential is

>,
=
Il
1=
—
Q

i(a(e)) —a(Vee) + (Jei) (w(Jei)) — a(VieJei) + 5 (a(8)) —a(Ved)}

i=1

I
ngE

Y VeV ) = (V5o Vo, Jn) +2(V e, Ve ) — a(Veer) = a(Vie Jei)}

Il
-

|

I
-

{R*(ei, Jei, 1, J1) + (Vig, 1oy 1 T1) +2(V jo1, V1) — a(Veies) — a(Vie Jei)},

where R+ is the normal curvature of the immersion ®. Now, again from (3.7) we
easily get that

m

Y (Vi o1 J1) = a(Veer) = (Ve Je)) = —2tm{Ven, Jp).

i=1
Moreover, from Ricci equation and using (2.7) and (3.7)

m

Y R (e, Jei,n, Tn) = Y_Rei, Jei, 1, 1) + ([Ay, Apylei, Jei)
i-1 i=1
= —2m(1—7%)|n> — (An, 7).

As a consequence of all the above computations we obtain that

ZIDeﬁI2 V2 = (A, ) = [Venl> —2m(1 = )| = 2om(Vey, Jn) — du

Using the last expression in (4.1), the quadratic form Q over any normal vector
field # can be written as

Q) = /M (ZIDe,nI2 +|Vay = 2m+1)[y)? +2Tm<Véi1,M>> do
' i=1 (4-2)

> [ (IVEnP =2 @m+ 1)y + 2em(VEn, ) ) de,

where we have used that |D,,7|> > 0.
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Now, to get a lower bound of we change the Berger metric (, ) in $2"*! by
the standard one g. It is clear that the volumen forms dv of (M, ®*(:,-)) and dv,
of (M, ®*g) are related by dv = tdvg. Also, thanks to and (3.6), we get

Vin =1 (an (1- 72)];7) , Av=o, 4-3)

where A$ is the shape operator of ® : M — S?"*1 and V is the tangent vector
field on M defined by V), = ip, Vp € M. Hence, by the previous formula and

the inequality in becomes
Q) = & [ IVt + (x2(2m+2) —2)g(EVhm, Jy) + (1= T(2m +2)) |y ] dg.
Claim: The operator G : X+ (M) — X+ (M) given by

Gy = gvl 8L by — ngV V= gvl gvvnl

is a self-adjoint operator with spectrum {’s‘—2 keZ, k> 0}.

Now, we can write y = Zk>0 7k, with 7, an eigensection of G associated to the
elgenvalue 2 le, G+ 217k = 0. In particular 7 satisfies V779 = 0. Hence
from the last expression for the quadratic form Q and as G(8 V) + k SV =
0 we get

Q) = % [ (1=722m+2))lnol3 dog

+ = 2/ BV ’7k|g ( 2(2m+2)_2)g(gv%7kr]77k)+(1_T2(2m+2))|ﬂk|§} dog
k>1

217 [ [(S+1-20n+2)) I+ (2m+2) 256 )] doy

k>1
(4-4)

where we have used that 1 — 72(2m +2) > 0.
Now, for any k > 1 we have that

k2 kK r
0<3 /|gv k*%]ﬂk@dvgz57/M|77k\§dvg*g/Mg(gvx%ﬂk,fﬂk)dvg-

As %(2m + 2) — 2 < 0, using the above inequality in (4.4) we obtain

om 2t L (1) [(F-1) +2on s [
2(—1) [(k—l)-i-ZT (m—l—l]/ 2 >0,

because for 1 < k < s — 1 we have that (¥ —1)272(m +1) > (¥ —1)1. Hence @ is
stable.
Proof of the claim: Firstly, since dive V =0,

0= [ dive(gE Vi, OV)dog = [ [sCVHEThn,0)+g(EVin,VHE)] dog,

= | 8(6n,0) +g(EVin, V) dog,

and so [,,8(Gn,{)dvg = [},8(11, G{) dvg, which proves that G is self-adjoint.

| V

\V,
o
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In fact, G is the vertical normal Laplacian with respect to the fibration 7 :
M2+ N2 because if p € M and F, is the fiber through p, then

(GW)|Fp = A#(’?ﬂpp)/

where A; is the normal Laplacian of the totally geodesic immersion F, C M?"*+! —
§21+1. As the order of M is s, all these immersions are congruent to the immer-
sion : v : ! — g2+l given by z — (2%,0...,0), and so the eigenvalues of the
normal Laplacian Aﬁ will be those of the normal Laplacian of v. If A} is the
normal Laplacian of the immersion v, and {ey,...,en, Je1,...,Jen} is a global or-
thonormal reference of the normal bundle, then if v = Y' ;{fie; + giJe;} is a
normal section, then

Ajv = i{(ﬁfi)ei + (Agi)Jei}

Hence the eigenvalues of A;- will be those of the Laplacian of S' endowed with
the induced metric by v, i.e., the set {’S‘—; :keZ,k>0}. O

Since any compact minimal submanifold of the sphere (5*"*1,¢) is unstable,
any compact minimal submanifold of $2"*1 is also unstable for T next to 1. In the
following result we obtain the first value of T for which the instability disappears.

This value is 72

= dl?, where d is the dimension of the submanifold and for this T
we classify the stable compact minimal embedded submanifolds. This value of T
can be also interpreted as the first value of T for which the minimal submanifold
M? of §2"*+1 is also minimal in CPP" ™ (4(1 — 7?)). In fact, from (2.4), the mean

curvature H of M? in CIP"1(4(1 — 72)) is given by
_ 22
H=}(td-E21TP) e

Hence H = 0 if and only if 72d = (1 —72)|¢"|%. As [¢T]? < 1, if H = 0 then

< ﬁ It is clear that if T2 = T and éL = 0then H = 0.

Theorem 2. Let ® : M? — S2"*1 be a minimal immersion of a compact d-manifold
M in the Berger sphere S2"*1. If ﬁ < 12 < 1 and ® is stable then T2 = #,
d =2m+1and M is a S'-bundle 7t : M?>"*+1 — N2 over a complex submanifold

Y : N2 — CIP"(4) compatible with the Hopf fibration.

As a consequence of Theorems and (i) we get the following

result:

Corollary 3. Let ® : M? — S2"*1 be a minimal embedding of a compact d-manifold M
in the Berger sphere S2*+1. If # < 12 < 1, then ® is stable if and only if T> = ﬁ,
d = 2m+1 and M is the induced S'-bundle by the Hopf fibration over a complex
embedded submanifold ¥ : N*™ — CP"(4).

Remark 4. The authors believe that the minimal examples described in

(i) are unstable when 7% = ﬁ and the order s > 2, as H for
m = 0 and corroborate (see Propositions 6| and [7).



24 FRANCISCO TORRALBO AND FRANCISCO URBANO

Proof. Claim 1: If 717 < 1% < 1and ® is stable then 7> = 77 and {+ = 0.

Firstly, we are going to define certain vector fields on $2"*!, whose normal
components will be test sections for the quadratic form Q. To do that, for each
a € C" et X, € X(S2"+1) = x(S2"*1) be the vector field given by

(Xa)p =a—g(a,p)p, forallpe S

If €D is the Levi-Civita connection of the Euclidean metric gin C"t1 then we
get for any u € T,S*" 1,

0="Dua =*Du(X, +g(a,p)p) = $V.uXa +g(a, p)u,

where we recall that *V is the Levi-Civita connection of (8?"*1, ¢) (see Lemma .
So ¥V, X, = — fau, where f, : 21 — R is given by fu(p) = g(a, p).

Now, using the relation between the Levi-Civita connections V of $2**! and
8V given in (2.10), we get the following behaviour of the vector field X, with
respect to V

(ViXa,0) = — falt, 0) = =2 ((Xe, &) (Ju,0) + (0, 8) {JXa,0)) . (45)

for any u,v € T,52" 1.

In this situation, given the immersion ® : MY — S2"+1 we decompose X, €
X(S2"*1) in its tangent a normal component to ®, i.e. X, = X, + X}. Our goal
is to compute the Jacobi operator acting on X;-.

From (4.5) we deduce that, for any u € T, M,

VX = —fatt+ Agiu— EE[(X, 0 (w) T+ w8 (X) "], 46)
ViXy = —o(u, X)) — 52 (X0, O (Ju)t + (0, 8) (JXa) Y] 4-7)

We will make the computation of £X;- at a point p € M and we will use a
orthonormal tangent reference {e, ..., ¢4} to M satisfying (V.e;), = 0. Hence,
taking normal derivatives with respect to ¢; in (4.7) and using Codazzi equation
we deduce

VaVaXy = R(X) et —ole;, Vo X)) = 52V (X (et + (e,8) UXa)*) -

T

But, using (4.6), the minimality assumption and that Y; o(e;, (Je;) ) = 0 because
the skew-symmetry of |, we get

d
Y (e, Ve X, ) = AXy — =20 (T, (7Xa)T).

T
i=1

Asa consequence

d

AXE =Y (R(X] e)en) s — AXF + =20 (T, (X))
i=1

(4.8)

d
— 12 Y Ve ((Xa @) + (e 8) UXa) ).
i=1
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We now compute the last sum. Firstly, using the minimality assumption, (2.11)
and (4.5), we get

d

i((Xa,8)) = —fale, &) — T(JXa,e;) and Y e;({e;, &) = 0. (4-9)

i=1

As a direct consequence of the previous equation

M=

Il
-

Ve ((Xa ) e + (e &) UXa)" ) = =fa(JE )" =T X) T+

+Z(Xa, &V (Je) + (e 8 Vi (TXa)*)

Now, in order to compute the last term of the above formula we are going to
obtain a general expression for Vi (JY)+ where Y is any vector field in $2"*1
and u € T,M. To do so, we are going to consider $2"! isometrically embedded
in CP""(4(1 — 1)) (see . On the one hand, decomposing JY €
X(CP"™(4(1—12)))as JY = (JY) T + (JY)* + (Y, &)J¢ and using (24) and (2.11)

we deduce
(DY) = (Du(7Y) 1) + (Du(JY)5) " + (Y, &) (DuJE)
= o(u, (JV)7) + Va ) + =27, 8) (u,8)&h,

where D is the Levi-Civita connection of CPP"+1 (4(1- TZ)).
On the other hand, using

(DY) = (DY)* = UV = (Tl Y) = 52w, 8)(v,0) ) &h.
Therefore, from both expressions of (D,,] Y)+, we get
Vi ()" = (V) —o(u, (JY)T) = t(u, V)& (4.10)

As a consequence, taking into account the minimality of ® and (4.10), we get
ZV (Je)) " = —Tdg™, (4.11)

and also, by (4.5) and (4.10),

d

Y (e &)V (JXa)t =~ fa(JeT)*

i=1

2122 (x,, &) [eT1Pet + 2T X
- T<Xu/ CT>CL - U(CT/ (]Xu)T)'

Lastly, using we get

d

Y R(X e)e)t = =3(1- ) JUX)|F+ (1 =) A -d)(X;,0)E" (4.12)

i=1
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Using the above computations in and taking into account the expression of
the Jacobi operator given in (3.1), we finally obtain

£xt = (d-LEEIETP) Xt +2520 (@, X)) + 252 £ 08T)
—2(1-)JUX) T +20 - ) ((Xa, &) + L IET X0 8) ) &
(4.13)

We will now compute Zj(ﬁXj]f, Xj;) for a g-orthonormal basis of C" ™! {a;: j =

1,...,2n+ 2}. Taking into account the definition of the Berger metric we get
2n+2 )

Z <Xﬂjf ”> <Xﬂ,‘f v> = <u’ Z)> - (1 - T )<u/ ‘:> <U, §> (4~14)

j=1

Then, as a direct consequence of the previous formula,

2n+2 q 2n42
21 (Xa, Xa) = 21 Z Xay L) =9 = (1 =) [CH,
j= =1 i=1
2n+2 2n+2
L U2 %) = 3 sta ) (8(UET) ) — (1-72)g <<JcT>%ip>g<a]-,ip>)
=g((Jg") " p) — (1 =)g((J§")  ip)g(p,ip) =
2n+2 L d 2n+2 _ d N
; <](]X11]) Xa]> 2 2 Xu] Jei) Xa] (]el) ) = 21\(161) 1%
= j=1 =
2n+2
Z <Xﬂjr‘:T><Xﬂjr€J—> = _<1 - T2)|§L|2|§T|2'
=1
2n+-2
Z <Xaj/§><Xaj/CL> = T2|§l|2/
=1

where {g,x: a=1,... ,q} is an orthonormal reference of the normal bundle of ®.
Moreover, using again and taking into account that o(&",u) = t(Ju)*
Vgt from (2:13),

2n+2 2n+2
Yo (0@, UXa) ") Xar) = =3 oG ), Ga) Y (Xay, Jei) (Xaj, Ca)
j=1 i j=1
- Z ), Jei) = 7r2| Jei) " * + Z Vet Je) =

— 3l el P+,
i=1
where B is the 1-form B(X) = (¢*, JX) whose codifferential is given by

d
o = z(v% Jei) + (4, Ve Je)h) ) = Yo (Vaet Jes) — Tl 2,

i=1

thanks to (4.11).
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Finally, after a long but straightforward computation writing |& [> = 1 — |&1 ]2,

R 1 vl 12 1—72
Y (LXe, X)) = —P(IS71%) + 215568,
j=1

where P is the polynomial

P(x) = (S o R B (1+q+ *(d — 1)x—q(d+1— %) (4.15)

T2 T2
Now, if M is stable and dl? < 12 < 1 then, using the divergence theorem, we
have that

0<2§ZQ(XL>=/ P(|gHP) / B g+ P E P - gd+1— L)
- ],:1 Ll]' M JM T2 q q T2

IA

< —q(d+1 - %)vol(M) <0,

where we have used that |¢+|* < |#4|? in the second inequality and that |¢+|?> > 0
in the third one. Therefore, 7> = dLH and ¢+ = 0.

Claim 2: Let ® : M? — S2"*1 be a stable minimal immersion of a compact d-
dimensional manifold. If > = ﬁ and &+ = 0 then the normal bundle T M and the
subbundle D defined by TM = D & () are invariants under J.

Unlike Claim 1, where we construct test sections coming from fixed vectors in
C"*1, now we are going to obtain test sections coming from fixed matrices B €
HM(n + 1), the space of Hermitian matrices of order n + 1 (see Section [5). To do
so, we consider the Berger sphere 21 isometrically embedded in CIP" ! (4(1 —
72)) (see Proposition and the complex projective space isometrically embedded
in HM(n + 1) (see Proposition [10).

In fact, given B € HM(n + 1), from it is not difficult to check
that its tangent component Xp to CIP"1(4(1 — 72)) is a holomorphic vector field.
So, we consider the orthogonal decomposition

B=Xp+ BN =B" +B' + (B,J&)J& + BN,

where BN denotes the normal component of B to T : CP"™(4(1 — 72)) —

HM(n +1) (see , BT is the tangent component to M, B is the

normal component to ® : M — S$2"*1 and (B, J¢)]& the normal component to
F: 821 5 CIP"*(4(1 — 72)) (see[Proposition 1).

Now, for each B € HM(n + 1), we consider the test normal section B+ and
our goal is to compute the quadratic form Q(B). Let {¢;:i = 1,...,d} be a
orthonormal tangent reference to M. We will make the computation at a point
p € M assuming that (Ve;), = 0.

Firstly, since the covariant derivative of B in HM(n + 1) vanishes, we deduce
that, for any u € TpM,

VuB' = Agiu— (B,J&)(Duje)" + (Agnu),
VBt = —o(u,B") — (B, J&)(DyuJE)* + (ZBN“)Lf

where D is the Levi-Civita connection of CIP"*!(4(1 — 72)) and A is the shape
operator of CP"*1(4(1 — 72)) in HM(n + 1). Now, using that ¢ is tangent to M,
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and @13) we get

Eu]‘: = ]Eu‘: =] (Vu(:f—f— 5’(11, (;’)) = —Tu+ 1_-L-T2 <u/ §>C

Hence, the previous two equalities become in

VBT = Agiu+ (B,JE) (w 2 (4, g>§) + (Agvu)T, (4.16)
ViBt = —o(u,B") + (Agnu)t. (4.17)

Now, using Codazzi equation, the minimality of @, (3.16) and (4.17), and the
fact that o(e;, &) = 7(Je;)* thanks to , we get

d
ATBE = —ABY + Y [(R(BT,ep)ei)t — o(e, (Agne))T) + Vi (Agnes) |
i=1

Then, taking into account that ¢ is tangent to M, that B + B+ = Xz —
(B, ]¢)J¢E, using (2.7), and the previous formula, we deduce that

LBt =[d— (1-7%)]B* -3(1-1)[J(JXp)']*
d

- {a(ei, (Agne) ") — Vé(ZBNei)L] . (4.18)

i=1

Let {B;j: j = 1,...,(n+1)?} be a orthonormal reference in HM(n +1). We
compute the sum Zj<£BjL, Bf) Notice that

Z (UXp) ' Bj) = Y (UXs) ", JB;") = } (/X e1){ei, JB;')

i,j i,j

=Y (Xp, Jei)(Bj, (Jer) ") = Y _(Bj — BY, Jei) (B;, (Jei) ")

i,j i,j

d
= ;l(]ei)Hz/

YIBj P = Z Bj, Cu)? Zlmz =4,
j
Y (o(e;, (ZBJNQ)T)rBﬁ = 2<A3N€i,€k><‘7(€i,€k)13j> =) (T(ei e), o(ei e)) =0,

j ik / ik

where {{,: « =1,...,q} represents an orthonormal reference of the normal bun-
dle of ®.
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We now compute the last term in (4.18)

ZW?I-(ZB/NEDLIB]H = ZW#(@B}M,@)@)/B#) = Y (Ve (@(ei,a), Bj)Cas B})

iy i,ja i,
= Y |ei((@(es Ga), By)) (@ar By) + (Feis Ca) B) (Vs By)
iju
= X:<§,x, >< (e, Cn )31 + D U-(eugoé) >
i

- —Z e;,00)Cir Ca) -l-z (D, U(ezzéa) Cu)

d
==Y lo(er, L) P = —(1 = T)dg + (1 - %) Y| (Jei) |,

i=1

where we have used that {B;} is an orthonormal reference in HM(n + 1), that &
is parallel (see [Proposition 10), and (5.6). We finally obtain that

(n+1)2 (n+1)2
2 Q(BH) = Z | (B}, By dv
d

:_/ 2(d+1) — 1] do — (1—TZ)Z/MI(]ei)l|2dv

i=1

- d+12/|]e ) e

where we have used the hypothesis 2 = %H in the last equality. As a conse-
quence, if ® is stable we obtain that (Je;)* = 0 for any i € {1,...,d}. This proves
Claim 2.

Finally, the results follows from [Proposition 3}(i) a

Using some ideas developed in the proof of we can estimate the
index of the minimal submanifolds of S%”“ with either - =0or &' = 0.

Corollary 4. Let ® : M? — S2"+1 be q minimal immersion of a compact manifold M.
Then:

(i) If & =0, then % — (d 4 1) is an eigenvalue of the Jacobi operator L. Its multi-
plicity is either 2n + 1 — d (and ®(M) is congruent to the totally geodesic Berger
sphere S2"+1 € S2M+1) or > 2(n 4 1).

Moreover, if dl? < 12 < 1 then
(a) Ind(M) > 2n + 1 — d and the equality is attained if and only if d = 2m + 1
and M is congruent to the totally geodesic Berger sphere S2"+1 C G21+1,
(b) If M is not the totally geodesic Berger sphere then Ind(M) > 2(n +1).
(c) If M is an orientable hypersurface then Ind(M) > 2n + 3.
(ii) If &7 = 0, then Ind(®) > 2(n +1).

Proof. Following the proof of Claim 1 in for each a € C"*! we have
computed in LX;}, where X, is the vector field on $2"*! defined by X, =
—g(a, D).
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(i) Since &+ = 0, using (2.11), we deduce that o(¢, u) = 7(Ju)* for any tangent
vector u € TM. As a consequence, from we get

LXg + (5 —(d+1))X; =0.

So the normal sections of W = {X}-: a € C"*1} are eigensections of the eigen-
value % —(d+1).

If dimW < 2(n + 1), then there exists a nonzero vector a € C"*! such that
Xj- = 0. Hence X, is tangent to M. Now, since &L = 0 we know that T*M =
TglM, where TgLM stands for the normal bundle of the immersion ® : M —
G2n+1 Then, it is not difficult to check that Hessian with respect to the met-
ric g of the function h = g(®,a) satisfies Hessh = —hg, and so using Obata’s
theorem [14], we have that (M, g) is isometric to a unit sphere or & = 0. In
the first case, from ® : M — S?"*1 s also a minimal immer-
sion and so, from the Gauss equation, ® : M — S$?"*1 is totally geodesic and
dimW = 2(n+ 1) — d. Now, using and we get that ® : M — S2"+1
is also totally geodesic and from M is congruent to the totally
geodesic Berger sphere 2”1 C §2"*1. In the second case, i = 0, its gradient
8Vh = X, also vanishes which is imposible since a # 0.

On the other hand, the other possibility is that dim W > 2(n + 1).

Now, as consequence of this and (a) and (b) follow easily. If M
is an orientable hypersurface, then the Jacobi operator is a Schrédinger operator
acting on C®(M). It is well-known that its first eigenvalue has multiplicity 1, and
hence % — (d+ 1) can not be the first eigenvalue of the Jacobi operator. Hence
Ind(M) > 1+ 2(n + 1) which proves (c).

(ii) Assume that " = 0. Then, from (ii) and we get

LXF =dX;F —2(1-7)[J(JXa) "]+,

for any vector 2 € C"*!. But from the normal bundle of ® decom-
poses orthogonally as

TM = J(TM) @ (&) ® D,
where D is a subbundle invariant by J. It is clear that [J(JX,) "]+ = J(JX,) " is a
normal section on J(TM). Moreover, if Y is any vector field tangent to M, then
JUX)T,JY) = (JXa,Y) = —(X,, JY) and so —J(JX,) T is the component X}(T)
of the vector field X, in the subbundle J(TM). Hence, for any a € C"*! we have

LXE = dxt 201 - 2)x)™),

So
QX1 = —d/ X112 do - 2(1 —TZ)/ X112 gy < —d/ X112 do.
M M M

From this inequality we have that Ind(M) > dim{X;-: a € C"*'}. Now following
a similar reasoning as in (i) we conclude that either M is the totally geodesic

sphere S¢ given in or Ind(M) > 2(n+1). But, by
U

Ind(S%) > 2(1 4 1) and so the proof finishes.
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5. THE CASE OF SURFACES IN S

Let ® : M — S2 be a minimal immersion of a compact orientable surface M.
Then @ is two-sided and, if N is a unit normal vector field to ®, we choose the
orientation on M which makes {&', (JN) "} a positively oriented reference on the
open set {p € M: 1v?(p) < 1}, where v = (N, &). If z = x + iy is a conformal
parameter on M, then the two-differential

O(z) = (<a(az,az), N)+ 202, §>2)dz ©dz

is holomorphic [, 6], where 9, = %(ax —idy).
If M is a sphere, then ® = 0 and so, from last equation and the above remark
about the orientation, it follows that

o(X,Y) = E2{(Y,8)(X, IN) + (X, E)(Y, N)},
for any tangent vector fields X, Y. So, becomes in
SVXY = VxY + 52 (7,0 (X) T +(X,8)(JY)T] € x(M),

T

which says that ¢8 = 0. So, ® : M — S2 is totally geodesic and hence, up to
congruences, there exists only one minimal sphere in S3, which is given by

52 = {(21,22) S S?.: Imz; = 0}.

On the other hand, there is only a Clifford surface in S3 (see[Example 3) which
is given by

T2 = gl (%) x 81 (%) - {(zl,ZZ) € C2: |z;]= %} S
As |02 = 272 (see and v = 0, from the Gauss equation it follows that
T2 is flat. Also, from [24] we have that the finite coverings of the Clifford surface
are the only minimal flat tori in 53. Hence we have a parameter family {T2: 0 <
T < 1} of flat tori, whose conformal structures we are going to determine.
The universal covering of T% is (t,5) € R? — %(6”, eis) and so, as ¢+ = 0,
from we obtain

(9t,0t) = (9s,0s) = L(1+7%), (9t,3s) = 1(v* - 1).

Hence T? = R?/ A where A is the lattice of R? generated by {7t(t,1), (T, —1)}.
Using the following representation of the conformal structures of the tori (see [2]
and [Fig. 1), we have that the torus T2 is conformally equivalent to the torus
generated by the lattice {(1,0), (L‘rﬁ, %)}, for 72 > %, and it is conformally
equivalent to the torus generated by the lattice {(1,0), (3, )} when 72 < 1.

This means that the conformal structures of {T2: 0 < 72> < 1} sweep the thick
. . 2 . .
curve 1n So the conformal structure of T1 /318 the equilateral one.
The next result can be considered as the version for the Berger sphere S3 of the
result in [26], where the Clifford torus in S° was characterized by its index. We

remark that in the theorem d% < 72 < 1 like in the previous results.
im(M)+1

Theorem 5. Let ® : M — S3 be a minimal immersion of a compact orientable surface
M with % < 12 < 1. Then
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1

1
2

FIGURE 1. Each vector v in the shaded region represents a con-

formal structure on a torus (generated by the lattice {(1,0),v}).

(i) Ind(M) = 1 if and only if ® is an embedding and M is either the minimal sphere
S%ort? = % and M is the Clifford surface le/\@.
(i) Ind(M) > &, where g is the genus of M.

Proof. (i) From the Clifford surface le 13 has index one. Also,
in [25] §4] it was proved that the index of the minimal sphere S? is also one for
any T € (0,1].

Suppose now that Ind(M) = 1. If ¢ = 0, then M is the minimal sphere S2.
Hence we can assume that the genus of M is ¢ > 1.

Thanks to we can consider the isometric embeddings
CP?(4(1 —12)) € §’(c,r) € HM;(3) € H(3),

where S7(c,r) stands for the sphere of center ¢ = ( I and radius r =

1
\/3(1-12)
three H(3) defined in (5.5). We then consider the immersion ¥ = 1(® —¢): M —

s7(0,1).

As M has index 1, let ¢ be an eigenfunction associated to the first eigenvalue
A1 < 0 of the Jacobi operator £. Then, by [11] there exists B € H;(3), |B| < 1,
and a conformal transformation Fg : $7(0,1) — S7(0,1),

1
3\/2(1712))

,and HM; (3) is the affine hyperplane of the Hermitian matrices of order

_iR2
Fo(p) =B+ 5a(p+B)  VpeS(0,1),

such that
/ ¢ (Fgo¥)dv =0.
M
As the second eigenvalue of £ is non-negative, the above expression implies that
QFgo¥) = Ly Q(Fgo¥);) 2 0.
2

Now, if K is the Gauss curvature of @, the Gauss equation K = —% + T2+

4(1 — 72)v2 of @ joint with (3-2), allow to write the Jacobi operator of ® as

L=A-2K+4+4(1— 1) (5.1)
So, using that |Fg o ¥|? = 1, we obtain

O(Fz0¥) = /M|V(FB o¥)[2 + [2K — 4 — 4(1 — 12)v?] do > 0,
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which can be rewritten, using Gauss-Bonnet theorem, as
/ IV (Fgo¥)2do > 87t(g — 1) +4/ 1+ (1— )2 do. (5.2)
M M

As Fp is a conformal transformation of the sphere and d¥ = %dCD we easily get

2 (1—|BP)?
Fgo¥
|v( Bo )| 1,2 “Y"—B|4 7
and so, the inequality (5.2) becomes in
(1-1B]*)? / 2,2
>4n(g—1)+2 (| 1+(1 - . .

To estimate the first term of (5.3), we are going to compute Alog|¥ + B|?, which
is a well defined function because |B| < 1. To do it, we decompose

where B is the tangent component of B to M and B~ is the normal component
of Bto S2 C §7(c,r). From this equation it is clear that V[¥ + B|? = 2BT, and so

2 &~ 4
Al +B? == Z{(a(ei,ei),m — 5 (¥.B),
i=
where ¢ is the second fundamental form of the embedding S3 C S7(c, ). Hence
we obtain that
2 4(¥,B 4|BT |2

444472 (ere),B) — —E.B) 4B |7

/¥ + B & PIE+ B2 ¥ + Bf

Alog|¥ + B> =
Now,

_RI2)2
i wd” =/, [12 - MGB% (¥,B)2+ (¥, B)(1 + IBM a0

1 4
< [ 15— 3o =a(B P+ I[B > +2(¥,B)>+ (¥,B)(1+|B[*)| d
_/M [rz 1’2|‘1’+B|4<| |+ B +2(¥,B)"+ (¥,B)(1+ |B|))| dv
1 4B 2
T d
/M |j'2 1’2|‘F+B|4 7‘T+B|2 Z ezrez > 0,
(5-4)

where the first equality is a direct computation, the second inequality comes from
|B|> > |BT >+ |BL[> + (¥, B)? and the third equality comes from [, Alog|¥ +
B|?2dv = 0.

On the other hand, using the inequality

‘ B +li(7 (e; 2: B2 i (e ei), B i‘ i o(e;,e)
“IrfY+BP2 tH ivei) r2|¥ + B|4 2r[¥ + B|? lel ="l
in (5.4) we get that

fusweaeeos [, |

‘20’ ei, e;)

-
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So, using that 1/7? = 3(1 — 72), the previous inequality and (5.3) becomes in

2

1 ~

z/ ‘Z‘T(Eilei)
M5

But the second fundamental form & of the embedding S3 C S7(c,r) is given

2
do > 4r(g —1) +/ 32 —1+2(1 - )12 do.
M

oc=0+0+ %(, )Y, where 7 is the second fundamental form of the embedding
CIP?(4(1 — 12)) € HM(3). Now, from and (5.6), we easily get that

2
%‘Z o(ei,e;)
i3

Finally, the last inequality above reads

2
= LB -1+ (1 -2 + (1 - )2

472

4rc(g—1)+ 2= /M B2 -1+ (1 -] [PP1+v3) +(1—v?)]dv <0
Since% <12 < 1, ¢ > 1 and 12 < 1 we get that ¢ = 1, 72 :%andv:O.
Therefore, the Killing field ¢ is tangent to M and so an orthonormal reference on
TM is given by {¢, N}, where N is a unit normal vector field to ®. Now, from

it follows that
o(,¢) =0, o(JN,§) =—1N,

which implies that |¢|?> = 272. The Gauss equation says us that M is flat and
so M is congruent to a finite covering of the Clifford torus ([24]). As the Jacobi
operator is Lf = A 44, M is congruent to the Clifford torus.

(if) The argument we use to prove (ii) is inspired in the papers [17, [1§].

As Ind(M) > 1, we can assume g > 5. Then, if A is the Hodge Laplacian
acting on 1-forms on M, it is well-known that ker A is the space of harmonic
1-forms of M, whose dimension is 2g. Using the metric on M, the 1-forms and
the vector fields on M are identified and we say that a vector field X is harmonic
if the corresponding 1-form is harmonic. It is well-known that this property is
equivalent to

divX =0, (VX ,w)=(VyX,0),
for any tangent vectors v, w to M. Also, if X is a harmonic vector field on M then

AX =KX,

where K is the Gauss curvature of M and A is the rough Laplacian defined by
A= Z?:l{vﬂ'vfi - vveiei}‘

Given a harmonic vector field X on M we consider the vectorial function X :
M — HM;(3) and we are going to compute Q(X) = Y2, Q((X, B;)), where
B;: 1 < i < 8} is an orthonormal reference of HMj (3). If A demotes the Laplacian
of the Euclidean space HM; (3), then

(AX,X) = (AX, X) — (A%X, X) — iﬂfr(X, ei) > +17(X, e1) [*]
i=1

2
= (K= 31oP) 1XP = lloX )P + (X, 0],
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where {e1,e;} is an orthonormal reference on M. Now, from (5.1), the Gauss
equation of @, and we obtain that

2
Q(x) = [ (7= HIXP+ Lo, e0f + o(X, e )ao

= [ (a=3)(XP+ 5EX0%) - 1 =) [[UX)T P+ 55X, 07 ) do <0

Moreover, if Q(X) = 0, then 2 = 1/3, (JX)" = 0 and (X, &)v = 0. In this case
it is not difficult to get that v = 0, which implies that M is the Clifford surface.
This is imposible because we are assuming that the genus ¢ > 5. So Q(X) < 0
for any non-null harmonic vector field X on M.

Suppose that Ind(M) = m and let {f1,..., fu} the eigenfunctions of £ cor-
responding to the m negative eigenvalues. If (M) denotes the linear space of
harmonic vector fields on M, we define a map F : H (M) — R%" by

F(X) = / X/ X).

(X) ( Mf 1 Mf mX)

If X € kerF, then Q(X) > 0, and so X = 0. This means that 2¢ = dimImgF <

8m, which proves (ii). O
APPENDIX: THE TAI EMBEDDING

Let HM(n+1) = {A € gl(n+1,C): A = A!} be the space of Hermitian
matrices of order n + 1, endowed with the Euclidean metric

(A,B) = tr AB.
Let I € HM(n + 1) be the identity matrix. Then
HMi(n+1) ={A € HM(n+1): (A1) = ﬁ} (5.5)

is an affine hyperplane of HM(n +1).

Let 7T : Sznﬂ(ﬁ) — CP"(4(1 — 72)) be the Hopf fibration of the sphere
of radius \/11_7 over the complex projective space of constant holomorphic cur-
vature 4(1 — 72). The Tai map [z0] T : CP"(4(1 — 72)) — HM(n + 1) is given

by

T([) = Y5527, ze 8" (Aly) comth

Proposition 10. The Tai map T verifies the following properties:

|

(i) It is an isometric embedding.
(ii) Its image is contained in the sphere g +21-1(¢, ) of HMi(n + 1) with center

= (————— ) I and radius r = /T —
(n+1)4/2(1—72) (n+1)2(1—72)

(iii) The second fundamental form @ of T : CP"(4(1 — 72)) — HM(n + 1) is parallel
and 7(]X, JY) = 0(X,Y). Moreover, for any x,y,v,w € Tj,CIP" (4(1 — 72))
(@(x,y),7(0,w)) = (1 - ) [2(x,y) (0, w) + (x,w){y,0) + (x,0)(y, )]
+(1 =) [(x, Jw)(y, Jo) + (x, Jo)(y, Jw)].

(iv) T:CP"(4(1—1?%)) — S”2+2”_1(c,r) is a minimal embedding.

(5-6)
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Proof. This is a well-known result and it was proven in [16, §1] for CP"(1). The
result follows after minor modifications of his proof. O
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