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SEGRE EMBEDDING AND BIHARMONICITY

HIBA BIBI, DOREL FETCU, AND CEZAR ONICIUC

Dedicated to Professor Bang—Yen Chen on the occasion of his 80th birthday

ABSTRACT. We consider the Segre embedding of the product CP? x CP? into
CPP*9tP1 and study the biharmonicity of M? x CP? and MY x MJ as submanifolds
of (CP”J””’"], where M and M; are Lagrangian submanifolds of CP? and My is
a Lagrangian submanifold of CP?. We find two new large classes of biharmonic
submanifolds in complex projective space forms.

1. INTRODUCTION

In mid-1980’s, B.-Y. Chen [5] defined biharmonic submanifolds of Euclidean
spaces E" as isometric immersions with harmonic mean curvature vector field. In
the same period, biharmonic maps between Riemannian manifolds were defined in-
dependently by G.-Y. Jiang [14] 16], at a more abstract level, as critical points of
the L2-norm of the tension field, as previously suggested in 1964 by J. Eells and
J. H. Sampson [9]. This variational definition coincides with the one proposed by
B.-Y. Chen when the ambient space is E™ and the map is an isometric immersion.
As all harmonic maps (minimal submanifolds in the case of immersions) are bihar-
monic, the interesting case is that of proper-biharmonic maps (submanifolds), i.e.,
biharmonic maps (submanifolds) which are not harmonic (minimal). In the same
paper [5], it is conjectured that there are no proper-biharmonic submanifolds in
E™. However, a multitude of examples of proper-biharmonic submanifolds exist in
other ambient spaces. The most studied case is that of biharmonic submanifolds
in spheres (detailed accounts on these studies can be found in [12, 22| 23]). Then,
the next step to be taken has been to study the biharmonic submanifolds in spaces
with non-constant sectional curvature, and a very good environment in this respect
proved to be complex projective spaces (see, for example, [2| [10] 13| 24] 25| 27]).

From the theory of biharmonic submanifolds, a new direction developed in the
last decade with the studies on biconservative submanifolds. These submanifolds
are defined only by the vanishing of the tangent part of the bitension field. Some
examples of articles on this topic are [3] [17, 18| [19] 21], 26] [30].

Although the Segre embedding 28] is a notion specific (and an important one)
to Algebraic Geometry, it was also often used in studies where the point of view
of Differential Geometry prevails (see, for example, [0, 20 29] and also [7] for a
detailed report on the main results obtained in this approach between mid-1970’s
and 2002). However, the Segre embedding, an isometric immersion with a peculiar
second fundamental form, was never employed in studying biharmonicity until very
recently. In [2], a paper from 2021, it is proved that a product v x CP?(4), where
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7 is a curve in CP'(4), immersed via Segre embedding in CP'*24(4), is proper-
biharmonic if and only if 7 is proper-biharmonic in CP'(4). This result suggests
that there may be more such examples to be found by using the Segre embedding.

In our paper, we further exploit this concept in order to find some of these proper-
biharmonic submanifolds in complex projective spaces. Thus, we consider the Segre
embedding of CPP(4) x CP%(4) into CPPT9%P4(4), and then, by using Lagrangian
submanifolds in CPP(4) and CP9(4), we obtain two classes of proper-biharmonic
product submanifolds in CPPT91P4(4).

Conventions. Henceforth, the complex projective space CP(4) of complex di-
mension n and constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4 will be denoted simply
by CP™. For curvature tensors we will use the following sign convention

R(X,Y)Z =VxVyZ —-VyVxZ — Vix,y)Z-

The Laplacian defined for sections in a Riemannian vector bundle 7 : £ — M,
endowed with a linear connection V¥, will be A = — trace(V¥)2.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Biharmonic maps ¢ : M™ — N™ between two Riemannian manifolds are critical
points of the bienergy functional

By : C®(M,N) =R, Ey(¢)= %/M |7(¢)Pdv,

where 7(¢) = trace Vd¢ is the tension field of ¢. The Euler-Lagrange equation, also
called the biharmonic equation in this case, was derived by G.-Y. Jiang [16]

(2.1) 7o(¢) = —A7(¢) — trace RV (do(-), 7(9))do(-) = 0,

where 72(¢) is the bitension field of ¢.

Any harmonic map is biharmonic and, therefore, we are interested in studying
proper-biharmonic maps, i.e., non-harmonic biharmonic maps.

Next, if we consider a fixed map ¢ and let the domain metric vary, one obtains a
functional on the set G of Riemannian metrics on M

Fr:G =R, Falg) = Ea(9).

Critical points of this functional are characterized by the vanishing of the stress-
energy tensor Sy of the bienergy (see [17]). This tensor was introduced in [15] as

SXY) = SrOPXY) + (0o, Tr(@){X,Y) ~ [d6(X), Ty (o)
(oY), V(o).
and it satisfies
div Sy = (12(¢), do).

We note that, for isometric immersions, (div Sp)f = —m3(¢) ", where 75(¢) T is the
tangent part of the bitension field.

Definition 2.1. A submanifold ¢ : M™ — N" of a Riemannian manifold N" is
called biconservative if div Sy = 0.

As it is easy to see from this definition, a submanifold is biconservative if and
only if the tangent part of its bitension field vanishes.
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Next, let us recall some basic results in the theory of submanifolds. For a sub-
manifold M in a Riemannian manifold N and any vector fields X and Y tangent to
M we have the Gauss Equation

viY = VxY + B(X,Y),

where V is the induced connection on M and B is the second fundamental form of
the immersion, and also the Weingarten Equation

VAU = —AyX +VxU

where U is a normal vector field, A denotes the shape operator of M in N and V+
is the connection in the normal bundle.
Throughout our paper, we will also use the Gauss Equation of M in N
(2.2)
(RN(X,Y)Z,W) = (R(X,Y)Z,W) + (B(X, Z), B(Y,W)) — (B(X,W), B(Y, Z)),

where X, Y, Z and W are vector fields tangent to M, as well as its Codazzi Equation
(2.3) (VxB)(Y.Z) - (V¥ B)(X, Z) = (RN (X,Y)Z)",
where

(VxB)(Y,Z) = VxB(Y,Z) - B(VxY,Z) - B(Y,VxZ).

Definition 2.2. Let M™ be a submanifold of a Riemannian manifold N™. If the
mean curvature vector field H = (1/m) trace B of M is parallel in the normal bundle,
i.e., VXH =0, then M is called a PMC submanifold. If the mean curvature |H| is
constant then M is called a CMC submanifold.

Now, consider a complex projective space CP" with complex structure J. The
curvature tensor field of CP™ is given by

(24) RP'(X,)Y)Z = (V,2)X — (X, 2)Y + (JY,Z)JX — (JX,Z)JY
+2(JY, X)J Z,
where X, Y and Z are vector fields tangent to CP™.

Definition 2.3. A submanifold M™ of CP"™ with complex structure J is said to
be totally real if JT'M™ lies in the normal bundle of M. If, moreover, the real
dimension of M is equal to n then JTM™ = NM™ and M™ is called a Lagrangian
submanifold of CP".

We will also need the following result, which characterizes biharmonic and, im-
plicitly, biconservative submanifolds.

Theorem 2.4 ([10]). Let M™ be a submanifold of CP™ such that JH is tangent to
M. Then M is biharmonic if and only if

~AYH —trace B(-, Ay(:)) + (m + 3)H =0
4 trace AV(L_)H(-) +mgrad(|H|?) =0,
where AL is the Laplacian in the normal bundle of M in CP".

Corollary 2.5. Let M™ be a submanifold of CP™ such that JH is tangent to M.
Then M is biconservative if and only if

4 trace AV(L)H(-) +mgrad(|H|?) = 0.



4 HIBA BIBI, DOREL FETCU, AND CEZAR ONICIUC

We end this section with the definition and a basic property of the Segre embed-
ding. Introduced by C. Segre [28] in 1891, this isometric and holomorphic embedding
is given by

Spq : CPP x CPY — CPPratrd
with
Spa([(20, - -+ 2p)]s [(wo, - - -, wy)]) = [(zjwi)o<j<po<i<yl
where (zp,- - -, 2p) and (wo, - - -,w,) are the homogeneous coordinates in CP?P and
CP1, respectively. For the sake of simplicity, from now on, we will denote Sp, = j.

Let B’ be the second fundamental form of the Segre embedding. Since CPP and

CP? are totally geodesic in CPPT91P4 and also in CPP x CPY, we have the following

property of BJ.

Lemma 2.6. If}vector fields X1, Xo are tangent to CPP and Yy, Yo to CP?, then
Bi(Xy,X2) = B’(Y1,Y3) = 0.

3. TWO CLASSES OF BIHARMONIC SUBMANIFOLDS

3.1. Submanifolds of type MP x CP?. Let MP be a Lagrangian submanifold in
CPP with mean curvature vector field H and denote by V, B, A, and V= the data
of this immersion. Consider two more immersions

i 3P = MP x CP? — CPP x CP1
and
p=joi: wrt2q (cpp+q+pq7

where j : CPP x CP9 — CPPT9tP4 is the Segre embedding.

From the Gauss equations of ¢ and j, one obtains
(31) BYX,Y) = VY - VRY = VITOTY - VRY + B/(X,Y)

= B'(X,Y)+B/(X,Y),

for any vector fields X and Y tangent to X.

Let {E,}Y_, be a local orthonormal frame field on M? and {Ea}iqzl be a local
orthonormal frame field on CP9. B

A very important feature of the immersion ¢ is that {B?(Eq, Eq)} are orthonor-
mal vector fields (see [6]). This leads, also using B*(E,, Ey) = 0 and B (JE,, E,) =

JBI(E,, E,), to the following lemma which will be a key ingredient of our compu-
tations.

Lemma 3.1. The second fundamental form B’ of the Segre embedding has the
following properties:

(1) {BI(E,, Es)} are orthonormal vector fields;
(2) {BI(JEa4, Ey)} are orthonormal vector fields.

The mean curvature vector field of ¥ in CPPT4P4 is given by

2q
1 LA L
BI(E, E)+S BI(E,. E.) |.
s (L e+ 8
Since Bj(Ea,Ea) = BI(E,, E,) = 0, we have H? = H'. Moreover, it is easy to see
that B"(E,, Eq) = B(Eq4, E,) and B'(E,, E,) = 0, and, therefore,

p
3.2 H? =
(3.2) P

H® =H'+
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For each vector field E, we have B/(E,, H) = 0 and it follows

VC}:p+q+qu¢> — pfzq (V%{jp ><(CP‘7H + Bj(Ea,H))

p cpr
P+ 2q

This leads to

(3.3) Ve H? = ]%%VEEH and  A®y.E, =

In the same way, we get

(3.4) A ]%2(13]' (Ba,H) and  A®, B, =0,

for any vector field E,,.

Remark 3.2. Since M? is a Lagrangian submanifold in CPP, its mean curvature
vector field can be written as H = |H|JX for some unit vector field X tangent to
M. From Lemma 3.1 one can easily see that |B/(E,, H)| = |H||B’(Es, JX)| = |H]|.
Thus, the first identity of (3.4]) implies that ¥ cannot be a PMC submanifold. On
the other hand, it is obvious that ¥ is a CMC submanifold in CPPT9*P4 if and only
if M is a CMC submanifold of CPP.

Theorem 3.3. If M? is a Lagrangian submanifold in CPP, then
(1) via the Segre embedding of CPP x CP? into CPPT9+P4_ the product ¥:P+24 =
MP x CP1 is a biconservative submanifold of CPPTITP4 if and only if MP is
a biconservative submanifold in CPP;
(2) ¥P*24 s a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CPPTI*P4 if and only if MP is
a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CPP.

Proof. We note that the vector field JH? = (p/(p + 2q))JH is tangent to M and,
therefore, to X, which means that we can apply Theorem [2.4] to write the biconser-
vative equation of the immersion ¢ : ¥ — CPPTITP4 a5

(3.5) 4 trace A? VJ‘¢H¢( )+ (p+2q) grad (|H?|?) = 0
In order to compute the first term in the left-hand side of (8.5]), consider again

the orthonormal frame fields {E,}2_; on M and {E, } ', on CP? and then, from
the first equation (8:3) and Lemma [2.6] we have

p
A(bvgija = p+2qA¢VJ-aHEa
_ + < v%€p+q+quJE_'aH+v2vaE_'aH)
_ f ( VXYL H — BI(E,, Vi, H) + V'V, )
- p ( VEYVEH + Vi VEH),
that is
<A¢V$¢H¢Ea, E,) =0, Vae{l,..,2q},
and

p

<A¢V$¢H¢Ea7Eb> == M<AVEGHEQ7 Eb>, Vb S {17 ...,p}.
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Hence

(3.6) A® o

Vi HY p+2q
Next, from (3.4) and (B.I)), for any unit vector field X tangent to ¥ and any Ea,
one obtains

AvJEaHEa, va S {17...,p}.

— p —
<A¢vgiH¢Ea,X> = 1T2q<A¢V$iH¢E°"X>
p b/ i
- B®(E,, X), B (Ey, H
(BB, X), B (Ea, H)
p . — . — . —
- Bi(E,,X) + B (E,, X), B/ (E., H
p+2q< ( ) ( ), BY( )
p . — . —
- Bi(E,, X), B/ (E,, H)).
L (BB, X), B (B 1)
As BI(E,, E,) = 0, from the Gauss Equation (Z.2) of j, we have
(B (Eq, X), B (Eq,H)) = (BI(Eq4, Eo), B/ (X,H)) — (R°F"""""(Eq, H)Eqo, X)

+<RCPP x CP1? (EO“ H)E_a, X>
= (R X" (Eq,H)Eq — R*""""" (Eq, H)Ea, X).
Since E,’s are tangent to CPY and H to CPP, we have, using the definition of
the curvature tensor, R¢"" *P*(E, H)E, = 0. From (24]), one can also see that
RCP" (B, H)E, = —H and, therefore, (Bi(E,, X), B/ (E,, H)) = 0. Thus, one
obtains
(3.7) A9

E, =0, Vae({l,..,2q}.

Vil He
Finally, from equation (3:2]), we have
2
p
(3.8) grad(]H¢\2) = Wgrad(\fl\2).

Replacing (3.6), B.7) and (B.8) in (3.5), the biconservative equation of the im-
mersion ¢, readily becomes

4 trace AV(L)H(') + pgrad(|H[*) =0,
which, as JH is tangent to M, is just the biconservative equation of M.

To prove the second part of the theorem, we will also evaluate the normal part of
the biharmonic equation of the immersion ¢ as given by Theorem 2.4]

(3.9) — AMPH? — trace(B®(-, A®6-)) + (p +2¢ + 3)H? = 0.
With the same notations as before, from (8.3]) and ([3.4]), we have
P
(3.10)  —Ateme = ) <v;g>vgjm v Eam)
a=1 @




SEGRE EMBEDDING AND BIHARMONICITY 7

Now, let X be a vector field tangent to M and V' € C(TCPP) a normal one. Then

p+q+pq

VY = A% X + VRV
vV + BI(X, V) = VTV
= —AyX +VxV.

Since V is tangent to CPP, we have (A%, X,Y) = (V, BI(X,Y)) = 0, for any vector
field Y € C(TCP?), which means that A%y X is tangent to M and the above equality
implies

(3.11) A%y X = Ay X.
By using equation (3.I1]) and Lemma 2.6l we get
(3.12)  VEVpH = Alqy gE.+ V"V H
= Ags pBat VP g, H + BY(E,, Vi, H)
= Ayy gl Vi, Vi, H
= Vg, Vg, H
Next, we have

(3.13) Vil B (Ea, H) = A 35, i Bo + V3

pprtatra

BI(E,, H).

We know that B’(E,, E,) = 0. Then, a simple computation, using (2.4]) and the fact
that JH is tangent to M, gives chﬁﬁpq(Ea, H)E,=—H. All these, together with
the Codazzi Equation (23] of the Segre embedding j, show that (Vgﬂ BY)(E,,H) =

0 and then V3’ BI(E,, H) = B/(VE™ E,, H).
Therefore, one obtains
(T | (o CPY
Vi BI(E., H) = AJBJ(E H)Ea + B (V5 "Eq H)
and, replacing in (B.13),

Vil BY(Ea, H) = BY (V" Bo, H) — (A?B](E i Ba)™.

prtatra

From Lemma B1] since H = |H|JX for some unit vector field X tangent to M,
it readily follows that (A?B]( E. H)E )+ = H and then
(3.14) VB (Ea, H) = B/(VE" E,, H) — H.

The second term in the left-hand side of equation ([B.I0) can be written, by using

BI), B3) and (B4, as

p
trace B?(-, A? o) = ZB¢(EG,A¢H¢EG)
a=1
(3.15) = > (B'(Eq, AgEaq) + B (Eq, Ag E,))

p+2q

p p p
= E., ApE,) (Ea, AnE,)

p—|—2qa§::1 (Fa, An p+2 g "

p

= oo trace B(-, Ag+).
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We conclude by replacing (3:12]), (8.14) and BI5) into (B.9) and using ([B.4) to

prove that the normal part of the biharmonic equation of ¢ is equivalent to
~AYH —trace B(-, Ag-) + (p+3)H = 0,

which is the normal part of the biharmonic equation of M in CPP. O

3.2. Submanifolds of type MY x MJ. Let us consider two Lagrangian submani-
folds M7} in CPP and MJ in CP9. We shall denote by V, B, A, V! and V, B, A,
V=, respectively, the data of these two immersions. Also, denote by H; the mean
curvature vector field of M; in CPP and by Hs the mean curvature vector field of
My in CP1.

Next, consider the direct product P9 = M¥ x M immersed, first in CPP x CP?,
and denote this immersion by i : ¥P*9 — CPP x CPY, and then in CPPTItPe via
the Segre embedding j : CPP x CP? — CPPT4TP4 and denote by ¢ : joi: XPT4 —
CPPT47P4 this second immersion.

In what follows we will study the biharmonicity of ¥4 as a submanifold of
C prtatpa.

Let {E,}?_, be a local orthonormal frame field on M; and {E,}!_; be a local
orthonormal frame field on Ms.

First, since M7 and My are Lagrangian submanifolds, we can rewrite Lemma B.1]
in a way adapted to our case as follows.

Lemma 3.4. The second fundamental form B’ of the Segre embedding has the
following properties:

(1) {B/(Ea, Es), B/ (Ey, JEg)} are orthonormal vector fields;
(2) {BI(JE4, Ey), BI(JEy, JEg)} are orthonormal vector fields;

A similar computation to that in the previous case shows that the second funda-
mental form of the immersion 1 can be written as

(3.16) BY(X,Y)=BYX,Y)+ B/(X,Y),

for any vector fields X and Y tangent to X, in this situation too. Then it is easy to

see that the mean curvature vector field of % is given by

HY = b Hi + 4
pP+4q p+q

Now, for any vector field X tangent to X, we have

(3.17)

Hs.

VY = S (VYT B(X, H))
p+q
q CPP x CP4 j
+—(V Hs + B’(X, Hy)) .
s (.11
Specializing this formula for X = E, and then for X = E, and using Lemma [2.6]
one obtains

vt g = P gChi g p—i By, 1)

ptg
and
p+aq+pq q CPpa p Yan
vertrt Y = L Ve Hy + ———BI(E,, Hy),
P p+q P gl (e )
for any a € {1,...,p} and o € {1,...,q}. From here we easily get

318) vmpv— P vipg 4+ 4 BiE, H), AV, E,—=-Y Ay E,
( ) E, piq E. 411 piq ( 2) HY p+q Hy
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and

Ly 4 1 P iz v m _ 4 5 £
(319)  VRUHY = SV Hyt BB ), AgyFa= A, B
Remark 3.5. As in the previous case, Lemma [3.4] and the first identities of (3.I8))
and (3.19) show that V¥ H¥ does not vanish identically and, therefore, ¥ cannot be
a PMC submanifold in CPPT9tP4, Obviously, if M7 and My are CMC submanifolds
in CPP and CPY, respectively, so is ¥ in CPPT97P4, while the converse is not true
in general.

Theorem 3.6. If M} and M] are Lagrangian submanifolds in CPP and CP?, re-
spectively, then

(1) wvia the Segre embedding of CPP x CP? into CPPTITP4 the product P19 =
MY x M is a biconservative submanifold of CPPTITP1 if and only if MY and
M3 are biconservative submanifolds in CPP and CP1, respectively;

(2) 3P4 s a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CPPYITPe if and only if one of
the submanifolds Mf or Mg is minimal and the other is proper-biharmonic
in CPP or CPY, respectively.

Proof. Since My and M are Lagrangian submanifolds in their initial ambient spaces,
we have that

JHY = 2 g+ 4
p+q p+q

is a vector field tangent to . This and Theorem [2.4] imply that the biconservative
equation of v : ¥ — CPPTItPd ig

(3.20) 4 trace Ad’v(de,(') + (p+ q) grad(|HY|?) = 0.

JHy

In the following, we will continue using the orthonormal frame fields {E,}Y_, on
My and {E,}!_; on M.
Now, the first equation of (B.I8]) and Lemma [2.6] give

p q
AopomeBa = A Bt e A s o
= D (S 4 V4V )
+L <_v%1:p+q+quj(Ea,H2) +VE¢BJ(EC“H2)>
p+q ‘
N I%Q (-9 < CP'VE Hy — BY(Ea, VE, ) + V4V ) )
q
o B e Ea
D CPPoL Lol q .
~ ptg (‘V . VE i+ Vg, VEaHl) T quBﬂ(Ea,Hz)Ea'
Taking the inner product with any E, one obtains
— q —
W spomo B Ba) = (s B Bo)
q . —
— m(BJ(Ea,Hg),Bw(Ea,Ea»
q . . — . —
= o (B/(Ea, Hy), B'(Ea, Ba) + B (Eq, Ea))
q

— m(Bj(Ea,Hg),Bj(Ea,Ea)>.
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On the other hand, a simple computation, using (2.4]), shows that
chp+q+pq (Ea, HQ)Ea — —H2

and, therefore, from the Gauss Equation [22) of the Segre embedding, it follows
that (B (E,, Hy), BY(Eq, Ey)) = 0. Thus, AYC 1y, E, is tangent to M.
Eaq

Next, we compute

p
<vaé;prEa, Eb> = m<AvéaH1Ea, Eb>, Vb 6 {1, ...,p},
and conclude with
p
(3.21) A¢v$3H¢Ea = mAvéaHlEa, Va € {1,...,p}.
Working in the same way, we can also prove that
— q — —
(3.22) vaggHwEa = mA%a,bEa, Vo e {1,...,q}.
From equation (B.17]), we easily get
|2 p° 2 ¢ 2
3.23 grad(|H = grad(|H1|7) + grad(|Hz|7).
(323) (HY) = 2y amad (B )+ S grad( )

Replacing (8.21)), (3:22]) and (3:23)) in (3.20), one obtains that the biconservative

equation of the immersion v is equivalent to
4 trace AV(L)Hl(') +pgrad(|H,[*) =0 and 4trace AV(L)Hl(’) + qgrad(|Ha|*) = 0,

as the left-hand side terms are tangent one to CPP and the other to CP?. Since M;
and Ms are Lagrangian submanifolds of CPP and CPY, respectively, these are their
biconservative equations and we conclude the first part of the theorem.

The normal part of the biharmonic equation of the immersion 1) is

(3.24) — A HY — trace(BY (-, AY o)) + (p+ g+ 3)HY = 0.

The first term in (3.24) can be written as
p
L Lol L
(3.25) —AEY = Y (ij’ijfW - Vb Eam)
a=1
q
+ Z <VJ-1/1VJ-¢H¢ v de) )

From the first equation ([B.I8]), we have

3.26 vty — P oglvgl gy 1 glpip, my).

(3.26) E, YV E, ptq FPa Ea1p+an (Ea, Ha)
Now, using (311) and Lemma 2.6, we can compute

(327) V/ViH = AVyy g B+ VEVE Hi

= Agp yEa+ Vg * Vg i+ B (Eq, Vi, Hy)
= Ays mEet Vi Vi,
= Vg3, Vg, Hi.

Next, we have

(3.28) Vir BY (Ea, Hy) = A% (5, 1y Ba + V" BY (Ea, Hy).
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Since BY(Ey, E,) = 0 and REP™" (E,, Hg)Ea = —Hs, from the Codazzi Equa-
tion of j, we get (vgj BY)(E,, Hy) = 0 and then V EJ BI(E,, Hy) = BI(VG E,, Hy),
which leads to

V(C

p+a+paq ; :
P BI(E,, Hy) = AﬂB](EH)EﬁBJ(V%f”Ea,Hg).

Replacing in (3.28)), one obtains

J ,
VEfBJ(EavHﬁ - B](V%prmH2) (AjB](EmHz)E g

From LemmaBZL since Hy = |Hz|J X for some unit vector field X tangent to M,

we get (ABJ(E ) Fa )*¥ = Hy and then

(3.29) Vil BI(E,, Hy) = BI (VG Eq, Hy) — Ho.
Putting together ([3:26]), (8.27) and (3.29)), it follows

330) Vvt = P vivig + L BIVSE, Hy) - — L H,.
( ) E, ¥V E, p+q E, VvV E, P+q ( “ a ) g

In the exact same way, we also get

331)  V'vilmt =1 VL Vi Hy+ L pI(VEE, 1) - .
(331 Ea p+q pa ot T BVE Ban ) = o
From the first equation of (3.I8]), one obtains
q .
(3.32) Vet p HY = Ve B (Ve B 1))

and, from the first equation of ([B.19)),

¥ _ L P piv. B
(3.33) sz o H p+qva EaH2+p+qB (V. Ea, Hy).
Finally, from (325, (330), 331, (332) and [B.33), it follows that
3.34) —AWEHY = P Atpg T Alp,y 9B (Hy, Hy) — Hy — Hs) .
(3.34) Py Pty —I—q( (Hy, H2) — Hy 2)

The second term in the normal part ([8.24) of the biharmonic equation becomes,
by the meaning of ([3.I6) and the second equations of ([B.I8) and (3.19),

p q
trace BY (-, AYyyu-) = Y BY(Ba, A o Ea) + Y BY(Ea, AV i Ea)

a=1 a=1
p
(3.35) = ]%q > (B'(Ea, A, Ea) + BY(Ea, A, Ea))

a=1

(B'(Ea, A, Eo) + B (Ea, An, Ea))

+
+\@

L)
[M]<

p a=1
p p ; q

= m;B(Ea,AHl Olz:: 2 Ea)
p p q

= m; (EG’AH1 222 )
p

q
= trace B(-, Am, ) + trace B(-, Ay, ).
pra race B(+, Ag, ) s race B(-, Ap,")
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Replacing B.17), (3:34) and B33 in (3:24) we see that the normal part of the
biharmonic equation of 1 is equivalent to the following three equations
—ALH, —trace B(-, Ag,-) + (p + 3)H; = 0,
—ALHy —trace B(-, Ap,-) + (¢ +3)Hy =0
and '
BJ(Hy,Hs) = 0.
The third equation can be written as
- ( Hy H

|Hy|" [Hol
and, from Lemma B.4] this reduces to |H;||Hz| = 0 which completes the proof. [

|BY(Hy, Ha)| = | Hi|| H|

Remark 3.7. Consider two curves y; and s in CP! with constant curvatures x; and
Ko, respectively. This means that they are biconservative (see [10]) and, since any
curve in CP! is Lagrangian, from Theorem [3.6]it follows that 1) : £2 = v, xvo — CP3
is a biconservative surface, which is also CMC with |[HY|? = (p%k? + ¢®k2)/(p + ¢)?,
but not PMC (see Remark B.2]).

On the other hand, a result in [2] shows that a CMC biconservative surface in CP?
with J((JH)T) tangent to the surface is a PMC surface. As X2 satisfies all these
conditions but it is not PMC, we see that the above mentioned result only holds if
the surface lies in CP? and also that the codimension of ¥.2 cannot be reduced (i.e.,
the surface does not lie in CP?).

Moreover, we also know that a PMC biconservative surface in CP"™ with JH
tangent to the surface lies in CP? (see [2]). Our example shows that this only works
for PMC surfaces, the CMC condition not being sufficient for this to happen.

Remark 3.8. There are plenty of examples of biconservative and proper-biharmonic
Lagrangian submanifolds in complex projective spaces. For example, biconservative
Lagrangian H-umbilical submanifolds are described (in a local approach) in [26],
while all proper-biharmonic Lagrangian H-umbilical submanifolds are determined
(also locally) in [25], after an earlier study on such surfaces was done in [24]. Also,
biconservative and proper-biharmonic totally real (and in particular Lagrangian)
curves in complex space forms were determined in [I0]. Moreover, proper-biharmonic
parallel Lagrangian submanifolds in CP? were found in [II]. Minimal Lagrangian
submanifolds in complex projective spaces were intensively studied and many char-
acterization results as well as explicit examples were obtained (see, for example,
[1, 4, §]). Therefore, Theorems B.3] and B.6] together with these results, provide
two large classes of proper-biharmonic submanifolds with arbitrary dimensions and
codimensions.
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