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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
p
× CP

q into
CP

p+q+pq and study the biharmonicity ofMp
×CP

q andM
p
1×M

q
2 as submanifolds

of CP p+q+pq, where M and M1 are Lagrangian submanifolds of CP p and M2 is
a Lagrangian submanifold of CP q. 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

n 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

n 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
n. 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, [6, 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 γ × CP q(4), where
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γ is a curve in CP 1(4), immersed via Segre embedding in CP 1+2q(4), is proper-
biharmonic if and only if γ is proper-biharmonic in CP 1(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 CP p(4) × CP q(4) into CP p+q+pq(4), and then, by using Lagrangian
submanifolds in CP p(4) and CP q(4), we obtain two classes of proper-biharmonic
product submanifolds in CP p+q+pq(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 CPn. For curvature tensors we will use the following sign convention

R(X,Y )Z = ∇X∇Y Z −∇Y∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z.

The Laplacian defined for sections in a Riemannian vector bundle π : E → M ,
endowed with a linear connection ∇E , will be ∆ = − trace(∇E)2.

2. Preliminaries

Biharmonic maps φ : Mm → Nn between two Riemannian manifolds are critical
points of the bienergy functional

E2 : C
∞(M,N) → R, E2(φ) =

1

2

∫

M

|τ(φ)|2dv,

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

τ2(φ) = −∆τ(φ)− traceRN (dφ(·), τ(φ))dφ(·) = 0,(2.1)

where τ2(φ) is the bitension field of φ.
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 φ and let the domain metric vary, one obtains a

functional on the set G of Riemannian metrics on M

F2 : G → R, F2(g) = E2(φ).

Critical points of this functional are characterized by the vanishing of the stress-
energy tensor S2 of the bienergy (see [17]). This tensor was introduced in [15] as

S2(X,Y ) =
1

2
|τ(φ)|2〈X,Y 〉+ 〈dφ,∇τ(φ)〉〈X,Y 〉 − 〈dφ(X),∇Y τ(φ)〉

−〈dφ(Y ),∇Xτ(φ)〉,

and it satisfies

divS2 = 〈τ2(φ), dφ〉.

We note that, for isometric immersions, (divS2)
♯ = −τ2(φ)

⊤, where τ2(φ)
⊤ is the

tangent part of the bitension field.

Definition 2.1. A submanifold φ : Mm → Nn of a Riemannian manifold Nn is
called biconservative if div S2 = 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

∇N
XY = ∇XY +B(X,Y ),

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

∇N
XU = −AUX +∇⊥

XU

where U is a normal vector field, A denotes the shape operator of M in N and ∇⊥

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 andW are vector fields tangent toM , as well as its Codazzi Equation

(∇⊥
XB)(Y,Z)− (∇⊥

YB)(X,Z) = (RN (X,Y )Z)⊥,(2.3)

where

(∇⊥
XB)(Y,Z) = ∇⊥

XB(Y,Z)−B(∇XY,Z)−B(Y,∇XZ).

Definition 2.2. Let Mm be a submanifold of a Riemannian manifold Nn. If the
mean curvature vector fieldH = (1/m) traceB ofM is parallel in the normal bundle,
i.e., ∇⊥H = 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 CPn with complex structure J . The
curvature tensor field of CPn is given by

RCPn(X,Y )Z = 〈Y,Z〉X − 〈X,Z〉Y + 〈JY,Z〉JX − 〈JX,Z〉JY(2.4)

+2〈JY,X〉JZ,

where X, Y and Z are vector fields tangent to CPn.

Definition 2.3. A submanifold Mm of CPn with complex structure J is said to
be totally real if JTMm lies in the normal bundle of Mm. If, moreover, the real
dimension of M is equal to n then JTMn = NMn and Mn is called a Lagrangian
submanifold of CPn.

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

Theorem 2.4 ([10]). Let Mm be a submanifold of CPn such that JH is tangent to

M . Then M is biharmonic if and only if
{

−∆⊥H − traceB(·, AH(·)) + (m+ 3)H = 0

4 traceA∇⊥

(·)
H(·) +m grad(|H|2) = 0,

where ∆⊥ is the Laplacian in the normal bundle of M in CPn.

Corollary 2.5. Let Mm be a submanifold of CPn such that JH is tangent to M .

Then M is biconservative if and only if

4 traceA∇⊥

(·)
H(·) +m grad(|H|2) = 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 : CP
p × CP q → CP p+q+pq

with

Spq([(z0, · · ·, zp)], [(w0, · · ·, wq)]) = [(zjwt)0≤j≤p,0≤t≤q] ,

where (z0, · · ·, zp) and (w0, · · ·, wq) are the homogeneous coordinates in CP p and
CP q, respectively. For the sake of simplicity, from now on, we will denote Spq = j.

Let Bj be the second fundamental form of the Segre embedding. Since CP p and
CP q are totally geodesic in CP p+q+pq and also in CP p×CP q, we have the following
property of Bj.

Lemma 2.6. If vector fields X1, X2 are tangent to CP p and Y1, Y2 to CP q, then
Bj(X1,X2) = Bj(Y1, Y2) = 0.

3. Two classes of biharmonic submanifolds

3.1. Submanifolds of type Mp × CP q. Let Mp be a Lagrangian submanifold in
CP p with mean curvature vector field H and denote by ∇, B, A, and ∇⊥ the data
of this immersion. Consider two more immersions

i : Σp+2q =Mp × CP q → CP p × CP q

and

φ = j ◦ i : Σp+2q → CP p+q+pq,

where j : CP p × CP q → CP p+q+pq is the Segre embedding.
From the Gauss equations of φ and j, one obtains

Bφ(X,Y ) = ∇CP
p+q+pq

X Y −∇Σ
XY = ∇CP

p
× CP

q

X Y −∇Σ
XY +Bj(X,Y )(3.1)

= Bi(X,Y ) +Bj(X,Y ),

for any vector fields X and Y tangent to Σ.
Let {Ea}

p
a=1 be a local orthonormal frame field on Mp and {Ēα}

2q
α=1 be a local

orthonormal frame field on CP q.
A very important feature of the immersion φ is that {Bφ(Ea, Ēα)} are orthonor-

mal vector fields (see [6]). This leads, also using Bi(Ea, Ēα) = 0 and Bj(JEa, Ēα) =
JBj(Ea, Ēα), to the following lemma which will be a key ingredient of our compu-
tations.

Lemma 3.1. The second fundamental form Bj of the Segre embedding has the

following properties:

(1)
{

Bj(Ea, Ēα)
}

are orthonormal vector fields;

(2)
{

Bj(JEa, Ēα)
}

are orthonormal vector fields.

The mean curvature vector field of Σ in CP p+q+pq is given by

Hφ = H i +
1

p+ 2q

(

p
∑

a=1

Bj(Ea, Ea) +

2q
∑

α=1

Bj(Ēα, Ēα)

)

.

Since Bj(Ea, Ea) = Bj(Ēα, Ēα) = 0, we have Hφ = H i. Moreover, it is easy to see
that Bi(Ea, Ea) = B(Ea, Ea) and B

i(Ēα, Ēα) = 0, and, therefore,

(3.2) Hφ =
p

p+ 2q
H.
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For each vector field Ea we have Bj(Ea,H) = 0 and it follows

∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea
Hφ =

p

p+ 2q

(

∇CP
p
× CP

q

Ea
H +Bj(Ea,H)

)

=
p

p+ 2q
∇CP p

Ea H.

This leads to

(3.3) ∇⊥φ
Ea
Hφ =

p

p+ 2q
∇⊥
EaH and AφHφEa =

p

p+ 2q
AHEa.

In the same way, we get

(3.4) ∇⊥φ

Ēα
Hφ =

p

p+ 2q
Bj(Ēα,H) and AφHφĒα = 0,

for any vector field Ēα.

Remark 3.2. Since Mp is a Lagrangian submanifold in CP p, 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 |Bj(Ēα,H)| = |H||Bj(Ēα, JX)| = |H|.
Thus, the first identity of (3.4) implies that Σ cannot be a PMC submanifold. On
the other hand, it is obvious that Σ is a CMC submanifold in CP p+q+pq if and only
if M is a CMC submanifold of CP p.

Theorem 3.3. If Mp is a Lagrangian submanifold in CP p, then

(1) via the Segre embedding of CP p ×CP q into CP p+q+pq, the product Σp+2q =
Mp×CP q is a biconservative submanifold of CP p+q+pq if and only if Mp is

a biconservative submanifold in CP p;
(2) Σp+2q is a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CP p+q+pq if and only if Mp is

a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CP p.

Proof. We note that the vector field JHφ = (p/(p + 2q))JH is tangent to M and,
therefore, to Σ, which means that we can apply Theorem 2.4 to write the biconser-
vative equation of the immersion φ : Σ → CP p+q+pq as

(3.5) 4 traceAφ
∇

⊥φ

(·)
Hφ(·) + (p+ 2q) grad(|Hφ|2) = 0.

In order to compute the first term in the left-hand side of (3.5), consider again

the orthonormal frame fields {Ea}
p
a=1 on M and {Ēα}

2q
α=1 on CP q and then, from

the first equation (3.3) and Lemma 2.6, we have

Aφ
∇

⊥φ

Ea
HφEa =

p

p+ 2q
Aφ∇⊥

Ea
HEa

=
p

p+ 2q

(

−∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea ∇⊥
EaH +∇⊥φ

Ea
∇⊥
EaH

)

=
p

p+ 2q

(

−∇CP
p
× CP

q

Ea
∇⊥
EaH −Bj(Ea,∇

⊥
EaH) +∇⊥φ

Ea
∇⊥
EaH

)

=
p

p+ 2q

(

−∇CP p

Ea ∇⊥
EaH +∇⊥φ

Ea
∇⊥
EaH

)

,

that is

〈Aφ
∇

⊥φ
Ea
HφEa, Ēα〉 = 0, ∀α ∈ {1, ..., 2q},

and

〈Aφ
∇

⊥φ

Ea
HφEa, Eb〉 =

p

p+ 2q
〈A∇⊥

Ea
HEa, Eb〉, ∀b ∈ {1, ..., p}.
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Hence

(3.6) Aφ
∇

⊥φ

Ea
HφEa =

p

p+ 2q
A∇⊥

Ea
HEa, ∀a ∈ {1, ..., p}.

Next, from (3.4) and (3.1), for any unit vector field X tangent to Σ and any Ēα,
one obtains

〈Aφ
∇

⊥φ

Ēα
HφĒα,X〉 =

p

p+ 2q
〈Aφ

∇
⊥φ

Ēα
HφĒα,X〉

=
p

p+ 2q
〈Bφ(Ēα,X), Bj(Ēα,H)〉

=
p

p+ 2q
〈Bi(Ēα,X) +Bj(Ēα,X), Bj(Ēα,H)〉

=
p

p+ 2q
〈Bj(Ēα,X), Bj(Ēα,H)〉.

As Bj(Ēα, Ēα〉 = 0, from the Gauss Equation (2.2) of j, we have

〈Bj(Ēα,X), Bj(Ēα,H)〉 = 〈Bj(Ēα, Ēα), B
j(X,H)〉 − 〈RCP

p+q+pq

(Ēα,H)Ēα,X〉

+〈RCP
p
× CP

q

(Ēα,H)Ēα,X〉

= 〈RCP
p
× CP

q

(Ēα,H)Ēα −RCP
p+q+pq

(Ēα,H)Ēα,X〉.

Since Ēα’s are tangent to CP q and H to CP p, we have, using the definition of
the curvature tensor, RCP

p
× CP

q

(Ēα,H)Ēα = 0. From (2.4), one can also see that

RCP
p+q+pq

(Ēα,H)Ēα = −H and, therefore, 〈Bj(Ēα,X), Bj(Ēα,H)〉 = 0. Thus, one
obtains

(3.7) Aφ
∇

⊥φ

Ēα
HφĒα = 0, ∀α ∈ {1, ..., 2q}.

Finally, from equation (3.2), we have

(3.8) grad(|Hφ|2) =
p2

(p+ 2q)2
grad(|H|2).

Replacing (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) in (3.5), the biconservative equation of the im-
mersion φ, readily becomes

4 traceA∇⊥

(·)
H(·) + p grad(|H|2) = 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 φ as given by Theorem 2.4

(3.9) −∆⊥φHφ − trace(Bφ(·, AφHφ ·)) + (p+ 2q + 3)Hφ = 0.

With the same notations as before, from (3.3) and (3.4), we have

−∆⊥φHφ =

p
∑

a=1

(

∇⊥φ
Ea

∇⊥φ
Ea
Hφ −∇⊥φ

∇Σ
Ea
Ea
Hφ

)

(3.10)

+

2q
∑

α=1

(

∇⊥φ

Ēα
∇⊥φ

Ēα
Hφ −∇⊥φ

∇Σ
Ēα

Ēα
Hφ

)

=
p

p+ 2q

p
∑

a=1

(

∇⊥φ
Ea

∇⊥
Ea
H −∇⊥

∇EaEa
H
)

+
p

p+ 2q

2q
∑

α=1

(

∇⊥φ

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H)−∇⊥φ

∇CPq

Ēα
Ēα
H

)

.
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Now, let X be a vector field tangent toM and V ∈ C(TCP p) a normal one. Then

∇CP
p+q+pq

X V = −AφVX +∇⊥φ
X V

= ∇CP
p
× CP

q

X V +Bj(X,V ) = ∇CP p

X V

= −AVX +∇⊥
XV.

Since V is tangent to CP p, we have 〈AφVX,Y 〉 = 〈V,Bj(X,Y )〉 = 0, for any vector
field Y ∈ C(TCP q), which means that AφVX is tangent toM and the above equality
implies

(3.11) AφVX = AVX.

By using equation (3.11) and Lemma 2.6, we get

∇⊥φ
Ea

∇⊥
Ea
H = Aφ∇⊥

Ea
HEa +∇CP

p+q+pq

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H(3.12)

= A∇⊥

Ea
HEa +∇CP

p
× CP

q

Ea
∇⊥
EaH +Bj(Ea,∇

⊥
EaH)

= A∇⊥

Ea
HEa +∇CP p

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H

= ∇⊥
Ea∇

⊥
EaH.

Next, we have

(3.13) ∇⊥φ

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H) = AφBj(Ēα,H)Ēα +∇CP

p+q+pq

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H).

We know that Bj(Ēα, Ēα) = 0. Then, a simple computation, using (2.4) and the fact

that JH is tangent toM , gives RCP
p+q+pq

(Ēα,H)Ēα = −H. All these, together with

the Codazzi Equation (2.3) of the Segre embedding j, show that (∇⊥j

Ēα
Bj)(Ēα,H) =

0 and then ∇⊥j

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H) = Bj(∇CP q

Ēα
Ēα,H).

Therefore, one obtains

∇CP
p+q+pq

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H) = −Aj

Bj(Ēα,H)
Ēα +Bj(∇CP q

Ēα
Ēα,H)

and, replacing in (3.13),

∇⊥φ

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H) = Bj(∇CP q

Ēα
Ēα,H)− (Aj

Bj (Ēα,H)
Ēα)

⊥φ.

From Lemma 3.1, since H = |H|JX for some unit vector field X tangent to M ,

it readily follows that (Aj
Bj (Ēα,H)

Ēα)
⊥φ = H and then

(3.14) ∇⊥φ

Ēα
Bj(Ēα,H) = Bj(∇CP q

Ēα
Ēα,H)−H.

The second term in the left-hand side of equation (3.10) can be written, by using
(3.1), (3.3) and (3.4), as

traceBφ(·, AφHφ ·) =

p
∑

a=1

Bφ(Ea, A
φ
HφEa)

=
p

p+ 2q

p
∑

a=1

(

Bi(Ea, AHEa) +Bj(Ea, AHEa)
)

(3.15)

=
p

p+ 2q

p
∑

a=1

Bi(Ea, AHEa) =
p

p+ 2q

p
∑

a=1

B(Ea, AHEa)

=
p

p+ 2q
traceB(·, AH ·).
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We conclude by replacing (3.12), (3.14) and (3.15) into (3.9) and using (3.4) to
prove that the normal part of the biharmonic equation of φ is equivalent to

−∆⊥H − traceB(·, AH ·) + (p+ 3)H = 0,

which is the normal part of the biharmonic equation of M in CP p. �

3.2. Submanifolds of type Mp
1 ×M q

2 . Let us consider two Lagrangian submani-
folds Mp

1 in CP p and M q
2 in CP q. We shall denote by ∇, B, A, ∇⊥ and ∇̄, B̄, Ā,

∇̄⊥, respectively, the data of these two immersions. Also, denote by H1 the mean
curvature vector field of M1 in CP p and by H2 the mean curvature vector field of
M2 in CP q.

Next, consider the direct product Σp+q =Mp
1×M

q
2 immersed, first in CP p ×CP q,

and denote this immersion by i : Σp+q → CP p × CP q, and then in CP p+q+pq, via
the Segre embedding j : CP p × CP q → CP p+q+pq, and denote by ψ : j ◦ i : Σp+q →
CP p+q+pq this second immersion.

In what follows we will study the biharmonicity of Σp+q as a submanifold of
CP p+q+pq.

Let {Ea}
p
a=1 be a local orthonormal frame field on M1 and {Ēα}

q
α=1 be a local

orthonormal frame field on M2.
First, since M1 and M2 are Lagrangian submanifolds, we can rewrite Lemma 3.1

in a way adapted to our case as follows.

Lemma 3.4. The second fundamental form Bj of the Segre embedding has the

following properties:

(1)
{

Bj(Ea, Ēα), B
j(Eb, JĒβ)

}

are orthonormal vector fields;

(2)
{

Bj(JEa, Ēα), B
j(JEb, JĒβ)

}

are orthonormal vector fields;

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

(3.16) Bψ(X,Y ) = Bi(X,Y ) +Bj(X,Y ),

for any vector fields X and Y tangent to Σ, in this situation too. Then it is easy to
see that the mean curvature vector field of ψ is given by

(3.17) Hψ =
p

p+ q
H1 +

q

p+ q
H2.

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

∇CP
p+q+pq

X Hψ =
p

p+ q

(

∇CP
p
× CP

q

X H1 +Bj(X,H1)
)

+
q

p+ q

(

∇CP
p
× CP

q

X H2 +Bj(X,H2)
)

.

Specializing this formula for X = Ea and then for X = Ēα and using Lemma 2.6,
one obtains

∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea
Hψ =

p

p+ q
∇CP p

Ea
H1 +

q

p+ q
Bj(Ea,H2)

and

∇CP
p+q+pq

Ēα
Hψ =

q

p+ q
∇CP q

Ēα
H2 +

p

p+ q
Bj(Ēα,H1),

for any a ∈ {1, ..., p} and α ∈ {1, ..., q}. From here we easily get

(3.18) ∇⊥ψ
Ea
Hψ =

p

p+ q
∇⊥
EaH1 +

q

p+ q
Bj(Ea,H2), Aψ

HψEa =
p

p+ q
AH1Ea
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and

(3.19) ∇⊥ψ

Ēα
Hψ =

q

p+ q
∇̄⊥
Ēα
H2 +

p

p+ q
Bj(Ēα,H1), Aψ

Hψ Ēα =
q

p+ q
ĀH2Ēα.

Remark 3.5. As in the previous case, Lemma 3.4 and the first identities of (3.18)
and (3.19) show that ∇⊥ψHψ does not vanish identically and, therefore, Σ cannot be
a PMC submanifold in CP p+q+pq. Obviously, if M1 and M2 are CMC submanifolds
in CP p and CP q, respectively, so is Σ in CP p+q+pq, while the converse is not true
in general.

Theorem 3.6. If Mp
1 and M q

2 are Lagrangian submanifolds in CP p and CP q, re-
spectively, then

(1) via the Segre embedding of CP p × CP q into CP p+q+pq, the product Σp+q =
Mp

1 ×M
q
2 is a biconservative submanifold of CP p+q+pq if and only if Mp

1 and

M q
2 are biconservative submanifolds in CP p and CP q, respectively;

(2) Σp+q is a proper-biharmonic submanifold in CP p+q+pq if and only if one of

the submanifolds Mp
1 or M q

2 is minimal and the other is proper-biharmonic

in CP p or CP q, respectively.

Proof. SinceM1 andM2 are Lagrangian submanifolds in their initial ambient spaces,
we have that

JHψ =
p

p+ q
JH1 +

q

p+ q
JH2

is a vector field tangent to Σ. This and Theorem 2.4 imply that the biconservative
equation of ψ : Σ → CP p+q+pq is

(3.20) 4 traceAψ
∇

⊥φ

(·)
Hφ(·) + (p+ q) grad(|Hψ|2) = 0.

In the following, we will continue using the orthonormal frame fields {Ea}
p
a=1 on

M1 and {Ēα}
q
α=1 on M2.

Now, the first equation of (3.18) and Lemma 2.6 give

Aψ
∇

⊥ψ
Ea

HψEa =
p

p+ q
Aψ∇⊥

Ea
H1
Ea +

q

p+ q
AψBj(Ea,H2)Ea

=
p

p+ q

(

−∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H1 +∇⊥ψ

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H1

)

+
q

p+ q

(

−∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea Bj(Ea,H2) +∇⊥ψ
Ea
Bj(Ea,H2)

)

=
p

p+ q

(

−∇CP
p
× CP

q

Ea
∇⊥
EaH1 −Bj(Ea,∇

⊥
EaH1) +∇⊥ψ

Ea
∇⊥
EaH1

)

+
q

p+ q
AψBj(Ea,H2)Ea

=
p

p+ q

(

−∇CP p

Ea ∇⊥
EaH1 +∇⊥φ

Ea
∇⊥
EaH1

)

+
q

p+ q
AψBj(Ea,H2)Ea.

Taking the inner product with any Ēα one obtains

〈Aψ
∇

⊥ψ

Ea
HψEa, Ēα〉 =

q

p+ q
〈AψBj(Ea,H2)Ea, Ēα〉

=
q

p+ q
〈Bj(Ea,H2), B

ψ(Ea, Ēα)〉

=
q

p+ q
〈Bj(Ea,H2), B

i(Ea, Ēα) +Bj(Ea, Ēα)〉

=
q

p+ q
〈Bj(Ea,H2), B

j(Ea, Ēα)〉.
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On the other hand, a simple computation, using (2.4), shows that

RCP
p+q+pq

(Ea,H2)Ea = −H2

and, therefore, from the Gauss Equation (2.2) of the Segre embedding, it follows
that 〈Bj(Ea,H2), B

j(Ea, Ēα)〉 = 0. Thus, Aψ
∇

⊥ψ
Ea

HψEa is tangent to M1.

Next, we compute

〈Aψ
∇

⊥ψ

Ea
HψEa, Eb〉 =

p

p+ q
〈A∇⊥

Ea
H1
Ea, Eb〉, ∀b ∈ {1, ..., p},

and conclude with

(3.21) Aψ
∇

⊥ψ

Ea
HψEa =

p

p+ q
A∇⊥

Ea
H1
Ea, ∀a ∈ {1, ..., p}.

Working in the same way, we can also prove that

(3.22) Aψ
∇

⊥ψ

Ēα
Hψ Ēα =

q

p+ q
Ā∇̄⊥

Ēα
H2
Ēα, ∀α ∈ {1, ..., q}.

From equation (3.17), we easily get

(3.23) grad(|Hψ |2) =
p2

(p+ q)2
grad(|H1|

2) +
q2

(p+ q)2
grad(|H2|

2).

Replacing (3.21), (3.22) and (3.23) in (3.20), one obtains that the biconservative
equation of the immersion ψ is equivalent to

4 traceA∇⊥

(·)
H1

(·) + p grad(|H1|
2) = 0 and 4 traceA∇⊥

(·)
H1

(·) + q grad(|H2|
2) = 0,

as the left-hand side terms are tangent one to CP p and the other to CP q. Since M1

and M2 are Lagrangian submanifolds of CP p and CP q, 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 ψ is

(3.24) −∆⊥ψHψ − trace(Bψ(·, AψHψ ·)) + (p+ q + 3)Hψ = 0.

The first term in (3.24) can be written as

−∆⊥ψHψ =

p
∑

a=1

(

∇⊥ψ
Ea

∇⊥ψ
Ea
Hψ −∇⊥ψ

∇Σ
Ea
Ea
Hψ

)

(3.25)

+

q
∑

α=1

(

∇⊥ψ

Ēα
∇⊥ψ

Ēα
Hψ −∇⊥ψ

∇Σ
Ēα

Ēα
Hψ

)

.

From the first equation (3.18), we have

(3.26) ∇⊥ψ
Ea

∇⊥ψ
Ea
Hψ =

p

p+ q
∇⊥ψ
Ea

∇⊥
EaH1 +

q

p+ q
∇⊥ψ
Ea
Bj(Ea,H2).

Now, using (3.11) and Lemma 2.6, we can compute

∇⊥ψ
Ea

∇⊥
Ea
H1 = Aψ∇⊥

Ea
H1
Ea +∇CP

p+q+pq

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H1(3.27)

= A∇⊥

Ea
HEa +∇CP

p
× CP

q

Ea
∇⊥
EaH1 +Bj(Ea,∇

⊥
EaH1)

= A∇⊥

Ea
H1
Ea +∇CP p

Ea
∇⊥
Ea
H1

= ∇⊥
Ea∇

⊥
EaH1.

Next, we have

(3.28) ∇⊥ψ
Ea
Bj(Ea,H2) = AψBj(Ea,H2)Ea +∇CP

p+q+pq

Ea Bj(Ea,H2).
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Since Bj(Ēα, Ēα) = 0 and RCP
p+q+pq

(Ēα,H2)Ēα = −H2, from the Codazzi Equa-

tion of j, we get (∇⊥j
Ea
Bj)(Ea,H2) = 0 and then ∇⊥j

Ea
Bj(Ea,H2) = Bj(∇CP p

Ea
Ea,H2),

which leads to

∇CP
p+q+pq

Ea
Bj(Ea,H2) = −Aj

Bj(Ea,H2)
Ea +Bj(∇CP p

Ea
Ea,H2).

Replacing in (3.28), one obtains

∇⊥ψ
Ea
Bj(Ea,H2) = Bj(∇CP p

Ea
Ea,H2)− (Aj

Bj(Ea,H2)
Ea)

⊥ψ.

From Lemma 3.4, since H2 = |H2|JX for some unit vector field X tangent to M2,

we get (Aj
Bj(Ea,H2)

Ea)
⊥ψ = H2 and then

(3.29) ∇⊥ψ
Ea
Bj(Ea,H2) = Bj(∇CP p

Ea
Ea,H2)−H2.

Putting together (3.26), (3.27) and (3.29), it follows

(3.30) ∇⊥ψ
Ea

∇⊥ψ
Ea
Hψ =

p

p+ q
∇⊥
Ea∇

⊥
EaH1 +

q

p+ q
Bj(∇CP p

Ea Ea,H2)−
q

p+ q
H2.

In the exact same way, we also get

(3.31) ∇⊥ψ

Ēα
∇⊥ψ

Ēα
Hψ =

q

p+ q
∇̄⊥
Ēα

∇̄⊥
Ēα
H2 +

p

p+ q
Bj(∇CP q

Ēα
Ēα,H1)−

p

p+ q
H1.

From the first equation of (3.18), one obtains

(3.32) ∇⊥ψ

∇Σ
Ea
Ea
Hψ =

p

p+ q
∇⊥

∇EaEa
H1 +

q

p+ q
Bj(∇EaEa,H2)

and, from the first equation of (3.19),

(3.33) ∇⊥ψ

∇Σ
Ēα

Ēα
Hψ =

q

p+ q
∇⊥

∇̄Ēα Ēα
H2 +

p

p+ q
Bj(∇̄Ēα

Ēα,H1).

Finally, from (3.25), (3.30), (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33), it follows that

(3.34) −∆⊥ψHψ = −
p

p+ q
∆⊥H1−

q

p+ q
∆̄⊥H2+

pq

p+ q

(

2Bj(H1,H2)−H1 −H2

)

.

The second term in the normal part (3.24) of the biharmonic equation becomes,
by the meaning of (3.16) and the second equations of (3.18) and (3.19),

traceBψ(·, AψHψ ·) =

p
∑

a=1

Bψ(Ea, A
ψ
HψEa) +

q
∑

α=1

Bψ(Ēα, A
ψ
Hψ Ēα)

=
p

p+ q

p
∑

a=1

(

Bi(Ea, AH1Ea) +Bj(Ea, AH1Ea)
)

(3.35)

+
q

p+ q

q
∑

α=1

(

Bi(Ēα, ĀH2Ēα) +Bj(Ēα, ĀH2Ēα)
)

=
p

p+ q

p
∑

a=1

Bi(Ea, AH1Ea) +
q

p+ q

q
∑

α=1

Bi(Ēα, ĀH2Ēα)

=
p

p+ q

p
∑

a=1

B(Ea, AH1Ea) +
q

p+ q

q
∑

α=1

B̄(Ēα, ĀH2Ēα)

=
p

p+ q
traceB(·, AH1 ·) +

q

p+ q
trace B̄(·, ĀH2 ·).
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Replacing (3.17), (3.34) and (3.35) in (3.24) we see that the normal part of the
biharmonic equation of ψ is equivalent to the following three equations

−∆⊥H1 − traceB(·, AH1 ·) + (p + 3)H1 = 0,

−∆̄⊥H2 − trace B̄(·, ĀH2 ·) + (q + 3)H2 = 0

and
Bj(H1,H2) = 0.

The third equation can be written as

|Bj(H1,H2)| = |H1||H2|

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bj

(

H1

|H1|
,
H2

|H2|

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0

and, from Lemma 3.4, this reduces to |H1||H2| = 0 which completes the proof. �

Remark 3.7. Consider two curves γ1 and γ2 in CP 1 with constant curvatures κ1 and
κ2, respectively. This means that they are biconservative (see [10]) and, since any
curve in CP 1 is Lagrangian, from Theorem 3.6 it follows that ψ : Σ2 = γ1×γ2 → CP 3

is a biconservative surface, which is also CMC with |Hψ|2 = (p2κ21 + q2κ22)/(p+ q)2,
but not PMC (see Remark 3.2).

On the other hand, a result in [2] shows that a CMC biconservative surface in CP 2

with J((JH)⊤) tangent to the surface is a PMC surface. As Σ2 satisfies all these
conditions but it is not PMC, we see that the above mentioned result only holds if
the surface lies in CP 2 and also that the codimension of Σ2 cannot be reduced (i.e.,
the surface does not lie in CP 2).

Moreover, we also know that a PMC biconservative surface in CPn with JH
tangent to the surface lies in CP 2 (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 [10]. Moreover, proper-biharmonic
parallel Lagrangian submanifolds in CP 3 were found in [11]. 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, 8]). Therefore, Theorems 3.3 and 3.6, together with these results, provide
two large classes of proper-biharmonic submanifolds with arbitrary dimensions and
codimensions.
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[28] C. Segre, Sulle varietà che rappresentano le coppie di punti di due piani o spazi, Rend. Cir.

Mat. Palermo 5(1891), 192–204.
[29] R. Takagi and M. Takeuchi, Degree of symmetric Kählerian submanifolds of a complex projective

space, Osaka Math. J. 14(1977), 501–518.
[30] N. C. Turgay and A. Upadhyay, On biconservative hypersurfaces in 4-dimensional Riemannian

space forms, Math. Nachr. 292(2019), 905–921.

Institut Denis Poisson, CNRS UMR 7013, Université de Tours, Université d’Orléans,
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