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RIGIDITY OF kE-EXTREMAL SUBMANIFOLDS IN A SPHERE

HANG CHEN AND YARU WANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study the rigidity of k(> 1)-extremal submanifolds in a
sphere and prove various pinching theorems under different curvature conditions, includ-
ing sectional and Ricci curvatures in pointwise and integral sense.

1. INTRODUCTION

The study of rigidity phenomenon for submanifolds under certain curvature pinching
conditions is one of important topics in geometry of submanifolds, and the history can date
back to 1968, when Simons [33] studied the minimal submanifolds in a sphere. By using
Simons’ equation, Simons and Chern-do Carmo-Kobayashi proved the rigidity theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([8,33]). Let M be an n-dimensional closed minimal submanifold in a unit
sphere S"P of dimensional (n+p). If the squared norm S of the second fundamental form
of M satisfies
n
< "
= 2-1/p’

then either S =0 and M is totally geodesic, or S = 2_"—1/1). In the latter case, M is either

(1.1)

one of the Clifford tori with p = 1, or the Veronese surface in S* with n = p = 2.

The Clifford tori are

m n—m
1.2 man—m = S (4 — e
(12) Connm i=S"(] ) x 8774 [ =

), 1<m<n-—1

The standard embedding of Cy, y,—y, — S**+1 is minimal.

After the work of Simons and Chern-do Carmo-Kobayashi, a lot of rigidity results
were proven by different geometers, for instance, [2,30] for scalar curvature pinching,
[12,18,41,42] for sectional curvature pinching, [10,20, 31] for Ricci curvatures pinching,
[36] for global rigidity theorem involving the L, ,-norm of S. Recently, Wei and the first
author proved the following rigidity results under the integral Ricci curvature.

Theorem 1.2. [5, Theorem 1.4] Let M be an n(> 4)-dimensional closed minimal sub-
manifold in S"™P. Given a real number X satisfying (n —2) < (n — 1)A < (n —1). Then
there exists an explicit constant €(n)depending only on n such that if

(1.3) I Ric2 ||z < €(n),
then M is totally geodesic.
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The notation Ric® in above theorem is defined by Ric}(z) = max{0,(n — 1)\ —
Ricmin ()}, where Ricyin(x) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor at « € M.

1/q
Intuitively, the L,-norm || Ric ||, = ( I (Ric* )q) measures the amount of Ricci cur-

vature lying below the given bound (n — 1)\. More generally, we can replace A by a
function ® on M and define

Ric? (z) = max{0, (n — 1)® — Ricpin(z)}.
Similarly, for sectional curvature, we can define
K2 (z) = max{0, ®(z) — Kuin(2)},

where Ky (z) denotes the smallest of sectional curvature at z € M. Zhu proved an
analogue of Theorem 1.2 under the integral sectional curvature in her master’s thesis [43].
Very recently, Pan-Xu-Zhao [29] proved a rigidity theorem for minimal submanifolds in
a sphere under the integral scalar curvature. Most of the results have been generalized
from minimal submanifolds in a sphere to submanifolds in a space form with parallel mean
curvature, see [5,12,29,36,37,43].

On the other hand, since minimal submanifolds are the critical points of the area func-
tional, this motivates one can study the rigidity for submanifolds which are the critical
points of some other functional. Given k > 1, for an n-dimensional closed submanifold M
in S"P, we define the functional

(1.4) F= [ 2
M

where p?> = S — nH? and H is the norm of the mean curvature of M. It is well known
that p? is non-negative, and p? vanishes only at the umbilical points of M. We call M is
a k-extremal submanifold if M is a critical point of Fj.

When k = n/2, Fy is just the Willmore functional, which is invariant under the confor-
mal transformations of S”, and the critical points are called Willmore submanifolds. This
case has been intensively studied, see [15,22-24] and the references therein. Li proved an
analogue of Theorem 1.1 for Willmore submanifolds.

Theorem 1.3 ([22,23]). Let M be an n-dimensional closed Willmore submanifold in S"*P.
If
(1.5) p* <

n
2-1/p’
then either p?> = 0 and M is totally umbilical, or p*> = 2_"—1/10. In the latter case, M 1is

either one of the Willmore tori with p = 1, or the Veronese surface in S* with n = p = 2.

The Willmore tori are

n—m)XSn_m( m), 1<m<n-—1.
n n

(1.6) Winn—m = S™(

An interesting fact is that a Willmore torus coincides with a Clifford torus if and only if
n is even and m = n/2.

When k = 1, Fj is firstly studied by Guo-Li [14], and the critical points are called
extremal submanifolds. When n = 2, F} becomes the Willmore functional. In [14] the
authors proved that, for a closed extremal submanifold M™ in S"*?, if p? < ﬁ, then
either M is totally umbilical, the Clifford torus C,,,, with n = 2m, or the Veronese
surface in S* with n = p = 2. Later, Wu [35] extended this rigidity result to k-extremal
submanifolds for 1 < k < n/2.
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When considering the global condition on ||p?|,, /2, Yang obtained rigidity theorems for
Willmore submanifolds and extremal submanifolds in his doctoral’s thesis [39] (also see
[38]), which were extended to the case 1 < k < n/2 by Guo-Wu [13].

In terms of sectional and Ricci curvatures, Shu [32] and Yang [39] respectively obtained
pinching results for Willmore and extremal submanifolds under pointwise conditions; Han
improved Shu’s sectional curvature pinching bound in his master’s thesis [16]. Very re-
cently Yang-Fu-Zhang [40] obtained pinching theorem for both Willmore and extremal
submanifolds under integral Ricci curvature condition.

In this paper, we study the rigidity of k-extremal submanifolds for general k > 1, and
prove various pinching theorems under different curvature conditions. Firstly, in terms of
sectional curvatures, we prove the following results.

Theorem 1.4. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S**P, n >
2,k>1. If

(17) SeCM 2 Cl(n7p7 H,p, k)7
where
(1.8)

psgn(p — 1) n—2 n psgn(p — 1)\ 2
Cy(n,p, H,p, k) = H 1—(——1)(1 - 2522 ) g2,
1(np, H, p, k) 2p+1) w1 p+< (37 — I 2(p+ 1) )>

then M s either the totally umbilical sphere, or the Clifford torus Cp, , in SPHL with
n = 2m, or the Veronese surface in S* with n = p = 2.

Theorem 1.5. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S™P, n >
2,k >1.If

(1.9) sec™ > O} (n, H, p, k),
where
-2 n n+ 2
1.1 ! H = " " H l1—-(——-1)——— 2
( 0) Ol(nv 7p7k) 2(’1’L—|—1) + n(n—l) IO+ ( (2k‘ )2(n+1)) )

then M is either the totally umbilical sphere, or the Veronese submanifold.

Corollary 1.6. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S™P, n >
2,k>1. If
sec™ > Cl(napa H,p, k) or sec™ > O{(TL, H,p, k)a

then M s totally umbilical.

For integral sectional curvatures, we have

Theorem 1.7. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S™P, n >
3,k > 1. Given a function ® on M such that ® > Ci(n,p, H,p,k). Then there exists a
constant €1(n,p, H, k, ®) such that if

||K?||n/2 <€ (’I’L,p, H,k, P, @),
then M s totally umbilical.

Theorem 1.8. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S*P, n >
3,k > 1. Given a function ® on M such that ® > Ci(n,H,p,k). Then there exists a
constant €| (n, H, k, ®) such that if

HK?HTL/Z < 6/1(71, H7 ka P, q))a
then M is totally umbilical.
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Next, in terms of Ricci curvature, we obtain the following results.

Theorem 1.9. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S**P, n >
4,k>1. If

(1.11) Ric” > Cy(n, H, p, k),
where

—2)? 1
(1.12) Coln Hopok) = (01— 2) + 22 1y n(1 — Sym2,

n(n —1) 2k
then M s either the totally umbilical sphere, or the Clifford torus Cy, ., in S™ with
n = 2m, or the complex projective space (CP42/3 in S7.

Corollary 1.10. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S*P, n >
4,k > 1. If

RicY > Cy(n, H, p, k),
then M is totally umbilical.

Theorem 1.11. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S*P, n >
4,k > 1. Given a function ® on M such that (n —1)® > Ca(n, H, p, k). Then there exists
a constant ex(n, H, k, ®) such that if

H RIC? Hn/2 < Eg(’l’L, H,E, P @),
then M is totally umbilical.

At last, we show rigidity theorems in terms of the scalar curvature.

Theorem 1.12. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S*P, n >
2,k > 1. If the scalar curvature of M satisfies

(1.13) p* < Cs(n,p,H, k),

where

(1.14) Cs(n,p, H, k) = (n (s — 1)H2)(1 — Lignp—1))
' My 9 2k 3 ?

then either p?> = 0 and M is totally umbilical, or p*> = Cs(n,p, H, k). In the latter case, M
is either one of the k-extremal tori T,, ), with p =1 (see Definition 3.6), or the Veronese
surface in S* with n =p = 2.

The following is a version of integral curvatures.

Theorem 1.13. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S™P, n >
2,k > 1. Given a function ® on M such that ® < Cs(n,p, H,k). Then there ezists a
constant es(n,p, H, k, ®) such that if

”(p2 - q))-‘an/2 < 63(71,]?, H7 k? q))a
then M s totally umbilical.

When k < n/2, we can choose an upper bound independent of H.

Theorem 1.14. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S*P, n >
2,1 <k <n/2. Given a function ® on M such that ® < (1 — §sgn(p — 1))n. Then there
exists a constant €5(n, p, k, ®) such that if

||(p2 - q>)+||n/2 < Eg(nvpv ka q>)7
then M is totally umbilical.
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We give some comments on our results.

(1) Corollary 1.10 can be derived from Theorem 1.11; Corollary 1.6 can be derived
from Theorems 1.7 and 1.8 when n > 3.

(2) For the totally umbilical sphere S"(r), we have 1/r? = 1+ H?, and the sectional
curvature is 1 + H? and the Ricci curvature is (n — 1)(1 + H?). If 1 < k < n/2,
then (1.7) and (1.11) are always satisfied. But if k& > n/2, then the radius r of the
sphere is restricted.

(3) Shu’s Ricci pinching theorem in [32] for Willmore submanifolds requires n > 5,
while ours requires n > 4. Even for £ = n/2 and k = 1, our Ricci curvature
pinching bounds Cj is better than the ones in [16, 32, 39].

(4) Our sectional curvature pinching bounds C} is better than the one in [39] for k = 1,
and coincides with the one in [16] for £k = n/2. However, the conclusions of the
sectional curvature pinching theorems in [16,32] for K = n/2 say that one of the
candidates of M is the Willmore torus W ,,_1; this is impossible when n > 3 since
Kmin = 0 but C; > 0. The correct candidate is Cyy, .

(5) Theorem 1.12 recovers Theorem 1.3 when k = n/2; it also improves Theorem 1.3
in [14] when k = 1. Compared with Theorem 5.1 in [35], our bound Cj is a bit
better, and we determine the tori when p = 1.

(6) If we take ® = 0, then Theorem 1.13 recovers Theorem 2.2 in [39] for k = n/2,
while Theorem 1.14 recovers Theorem A in [38] for k¥ = 1 and Theorem 4 in [13]
for 1 <k <n/2.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce notations, recall the
basic formulas in submanifolds of geometry, and list some lemmas. In Section 3, we
show some examples of k-extremal submanifolds in a sphere, including minimal Einstein
submanifolds and isoparametric hypersurfaces. In the last three sections, we prove our
main results under sectional, Ricci and scalar curvatures conditions respectively.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notations and fundamental formulas for submanifolds. Firstly, we introduce
some notations and recall the fundamental formulas for submanifolds. Let M be an n-
dimensional submanifold in S"*?. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e1,- - ,e,4p}
such that {e,--- ,e,} are tangent to M and {ej41, -+ ,enyp} are normal to M when
restricted to M. Let {wa} be the dual coframe. We make the following convention on the
range of indices except special declaration:

Denote

h:Zh%wi®Wj®ea

Z7j7a

the second fundamental form of M in S"P, and set

« « 1 [e] « o [e}
Ay =(h$), H"= - § hYy, H= § "H%,, H=|H|= § (H*)?, S= (hl.j)?
k [e%
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Now Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci equations are respectively given by

(2.1) Rijr = (Gindje — 6adje) + Y _ (RS — hhS,),
(2.2) hf}kz s
(2.3) Rigi = Zh Wl — thkhkj,

where R;ji; and hf‘k are the components of Riemannian curvature of M and covariant
derivative of h{; under the orthonormal frame respectively. The Ricci identity shows that

m m B
From (2.1), we can get the Ricci curvature and the scalar curvature respectively as follows:
(2.5) Rij=(n—1)6;; +n > HhS — > hGhf,
« a,k
(2.6) R=n(n—1)+n’H* - S.

Since S > nH?, we have R < n(n — 1)(1 + H?). When H =0, Ric <n — 1.

When studying the rigidity of a non-minimal submanifolds, we usually use the following
traceless second fundamental form

(2.7) h= Z ﬁ%wl ®wj ® eaq,
4,3

where fl% = h% — H%0;;. We set

(28)  Aa=(h}), oap= thjhfj r(Aadp), Gap = Zh;hﬁ = tr(AaAg).

Then it can be easily checked that

(2.9) pP=> (h%)? =S —nH?,
1,7,
(2.10) Oop = Gop +nH*HP
(2.11) S HHP045 =Y H*HGop+nH",
aMB aMB
(2.12) D Htr(AgA3) = Htr(A,A3) +2> H*HPGop + H?p® + nH*,
a,f o, o,

2.2. Some Lemmas. We recall some results which will be used to prove the main the-
orems. The following three algebraic lemmas can be proven by using the method of
Lagrange multipliers.

Lemma 2. 1 (cf. [21,28]). Let a; fori=1,--- ,n be real numbers satisfying y ;- a; =0
and Y7 a? = a. Then

i=1"
(2.13) ‘ Z \/%1)&3/2.

Moreover, equality holds if and only if at least (n — 1) of the a;’s are equal.
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Lemma 2.2 (cf. [6, Lemma 3.4]). Let a; and b; fori =1,--- ,n be real numbers satisfying
S a;=0and Y1 a? = a. Then

- 2 g (D 032
(2.14) ‘;aibi < ;bi — ==l G
Lemma 2.3 (cf. [6, Lemma 3.3]). Let b; for i = 1,--- ,n be real numbers satisfying
St bi=0and Y. b7 = B. Then
n B2 _9)2
(2.15) Sobt -2 < =2 g

Ge-Tang [11] and Lu [25] proved the following DDVV inequality independently and
differently.

Lemma 2.4 ([11,25]). Let By,--- , By, be symmetric (n x n)—matrices (p > 2). Then
P P
2
(2.16) > N(B B < (XUN(B),
r,s=1 r=1

where the equality holds if and only if under some rotation all B;s are zero except two
matrices, which can be written as

0 u 0 0 w0 0 0
L 00 - 0 0 —p 0 0
BlzPOOO 0 Opt’ B2:p0 0 0 O Opt’
0 0 O 0 0 0 O 0
for some P € O(n).
There are other estimates for >, N ([By, B]).
Lemma 2.5 (cf. [18, Proposition 1]). Let By,---, B, be symmetric (n x n)—matrices.
Then
P P )
(2.17) > N(B.,Bi) <n Y (tr(B,By))".
r,s=1 r,s=1

Lemma 2.6 (cf. [33, Theorem 1] and [2, Proposition 1]). Let By,---, B, be symmetric
(n x n)—matrices. Then

P

(2.18) STON(BL B + Y (4(B:By)* < (1+ %sgn(p -1)) (YN (BY),

r,s=1 r,s=1 r=1

where the equality holds if and only if either p =1, or p > 2 and under some rotation all
B..s are zero except two matrices, which can be written as

0w 0 --- 0 g 0 0 -~ 0
w00 -~ 0 0 —pu 0 - 0
0 pt’

Bi=p|0 00 0 O|pt B —p|l0O 0 0 0

o
o
o
=}

0 0 O
for some P € O(n).
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By using a Sobolev inequality in [17], we have

Proposition 2.7 (cf. [5,36]). Let M be an n(> 3)-dimensional closed submanifold in
S"*P. Then for allt > 0 and f € CY(M), f >0, we have

(2.19) /M VAP > A, ) £l s — Bl ) /M<1 L),
where
(2.20)
. (n — 2)2 1 B (n — 2)2 - n(n + 1)1+1/n
B e (T M A e A Aty

and w, 1s the volume of the unit ball in R™.

The following is a Kato-type inequality.

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [36,38]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold in S"*P. Then for any
€ # 0, we have

n+ 2
n

where [VA> =32, p(h5)% pe = (0 + npe®)!/? > 0.

(2.21) IVh[? > Vo,

Since |VpF|? = k2p?+~2|Vp.|2, it follows from (2.19) and (2.21) that
(2.22)

_ ~ n4 2 n+ 2
k2 / pE VR > / Vpk]? > ——= {wn,t)up?ﬂrn/n_z — B(n, 1) /
M n M n M

(1 +H2)p3k}-

3. EXAMPLES OF k-EXTREMAL SUBMANIFOLDS

Wu (cf. [35, Theorem 1.1]) calculated the Euler-Lagrangian equation of Fj and showed
that M™ is an k-extremal submanifold of S**? if and only if

p2k_2[z tr(AaA%) - Z HP045 — %pQHO‘]
B B

(3.1) +(n— DHA(p ) +2(n — 1) (p*%),HY
+ (n _ 1)p2k—2AJ_Ha _ Da(p2k—2) -0

holds for n +1 < a <n 4+ p. Here O : C°>° — R defined by

(3.2) 0%f = (nH®0i5 — hij) fij-

When M is closed, (0% is a self-adjoint operator (cf. [7]), i.e.,

(3.3) /M g0° f = /M foeg.

Special cases of (3.1) were obtained by Li [22] for kK = n/2 and by Guo-Li [14] for k£ = 1,
respectively.
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3.1. Einstein submanifolds. Guo-Li-Wang ([15, Theorem 4.2]) showed that any mini-
mal Einstein submanifold in the unit sphere must be a Willmore submanifold. Similarly,
we can prove

Proposition 3.1. Let M be an n-dimensional minimal submanifold in S**P. If either
n > 3 and M is Einstein, or n = 2 and M has constant Gauss curvature, then M 1is
k-extremal for k > 1.

Proof. From (2.5) one can check that

(34) > t(AaA}) =Y HPous = hiiRij—nn—-1)H* = (n—1))_ H’oups.

B B 1,J B
Either n > 3 and M is Einstein, or n = 2 and M has constant Gauss curvature, we always
have R;; = £6;; with constant R. Since M is minimal, p> = S —nH?=S =n(n—1)—R
is also constant from (2.6). By using (3.4), one can easily verify that (3.1) holds. O

Remark 3.2. When considering Willmore surface (n = 2,k = 1), we can remove the

assumption of “constant Gauss curvature”, that is, any minimal surface in S*TP is a
Willmore surface (cf. [15, Remark 4.2]).

Example 3.3 (Projective spaces). Let FP™ be the projective space FP™ of real dimension
n=m-dp. HereF denotes the field R of real numbers, the field C of complex numbers or
the field Q of quaternions, and dr = 1,dc = 2 and dg = 4.

It is well known that there exists a minimal embedding ¢, called the first standard
embedding, of FP™ into SN with N = W(l +m —1 (c¢f. [4, Chapter 4.6]).

In these cases, RP™ is just the Veronese submanifold with constant sectional curvature

m; CP™ are Einstein with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 73—:’_"”1 and with
. . ) o . 2 2
constant Ricci curvatures m; QP™ is also Einstein with constant Ricci curvaturs %

By Proposition 3.1, we know that ¢, : FP™ — SN is k-extremal.

3.2. Isoparametric hypersurfaces. Next we consider the isoparametric hypersurfaces
in a sphere. In this case, all the principal curvatures ); are constant, so are p? and H. We
immediately derive

Lemma 3.4. Let M be an isoparametric hypersurface in S*T4. If M is k-extremal (k > 1),
then

(3.5) Z L g—zH?’ - (;—k + 1>HS —0,

where S =3, 72, H =15\,

The classification of isoparametric hypersurfaces in a sphere is an important problem
in geometry. It has a long history, and recently was solved completely after a series of
work, see a survey article [9] and the references therein. We briefly summarize some key
properties of the isoparametric theory in a sphere.

Lemma 3.5 ([1,3,26,27,34]). Let M be an n-dimension closed isoparametric hypersur-
face in S"TY. Let Ay > -+ > Ag be the distinct principal curvatures with multiplicities
mi,...,mg. Then we have

(1) g=1,2,3,4 or6.
(2) If g =1, then M is totally umbilical.
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(3) If g =2, then M = S™(a) x S" (V1 — a?).

(4) If g =3, then my = my = m3 =2'(1=0,1,2,3).

(5) If g = 4, then m; = mg,ma = my. Moreover, (mi,ma) = (2,2) or (4,5), or
mi +ma + 1 is a multiple of 260" =1 where &(l) denotes the numbers of integers
s such that 1 < s <l and s =0,1,2,4 (mod 8).

(6) If g =06, then m; =--- =mg =1 or 2.
(7) There exists an angle 0 € (0,7/g) such that
-1
(3.6) Ao = cot(0 + e m), a=1,....¢.

Clearly, the totally hypersurfaces (¢ = 1) are always k-extremal. Now we discuss
g =2,3,4 and 6, respectively.

Definition 3.6. Given k > 1, we denote an n-dimensional torus 7},  as follows.

(1) When either k£ > n/4 and there exists m(1 < m < n—1) such that n—2k < m < 2k,
or k < n/4 and there exists m(1 < m < n — 1) such that 2k < m < n — 2k, define

m, |m—2k nem, |m—m—2k
Tone =S8 g ) <8 =)
(2) When k =n/4, and n = 2m is even, define
1 1
T =S"(—=) x S™"(—=
(\f) (\f)

We call T}, ;. the k-extremal torus.

Theorem 3.7. Let M" be a closed isoparametric hypersurface in S*T with g = 2. Given
k> 1. Then M is k-extremal if and only if M is one of the k-extremal tori T, k.

Proof. Since M = S™(a) x Sn_m(\/l —a?), by a choice of unit normal, the principal

_ V1—a? 1

curvatures are given by A = ® with multiplicity m and p = \/7 with multiplicity

n —m. (3.5) becomes

(3.7)
<m/\3+( m) )+W <m)\—|—(n m)u)g—n;];sk (mA—I—(n—m),u) (m/\2—|—(n—m),u2) =0.

By using Ay = —1, we obtain

(3.8) (m —2K)AS + (3m —n — 2k)A* + (3m + 2k — 2n)A\% 4+ (m + 2k — n) = 0,
equivalently,
(3.9) ((m 22— (n—m— 2l<:)) (A2 +1)2 =0.

If k = n/4 then (m — 71/2)(/\2 + 1) = 0, and we must have m = n/2 = 2k. So M =

Ch, Sm(f) XSm(T) with &k =m/2 =n/4.

If & = m/2, then we must have n = m + 2k = 2m, i.e., k = n/4. Therefore, if k # n/4,
then k # m/2. We solve out \? = -’ _ "mm%% and a? = 7= % Since 0 < a? < 1, if

a2
k < mn/4, then m > 2k and n —m > 2k, i.e., 2k:<m<n—2k: 1fk:>n/4 then m < 2k
and n —m < 2k, i.e., n — 2k <m < 2k. O

Remark 3.8. For the existence of T, ., we have the following observation.

(1) When k > (n —1)/2, Ty, is defined for each m = 1,...,n — 1. In particular,

Tm,n/2 = W n—m-
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(2) When k < (n—1)/2, m cannot run over {1,....,n — 1}, even doesn’t exist for some
pair (n, k).

(3) When n =2m is even, Ty, , = Cyy o is always defined for any k > 1, and it is the
only minimal k-extremal torus.

A direct computation shows that for each existing T, 1, we have

n
1 2 = — —1)H>.
(3.10) p n+n(2k )

Theorem 3.9. Let M" be an isoparametric hypersurface in S*T with g = 3. Given
k>1.

(1) If n =3 or k #n/6(n = 6,12,24), then M is k-extremal if and only if
M=V3, X=0, X3=—-V3.
(2) If k =n/6(n = 6,12,24), then M is always k-extremal.

Proof. Let m := mq1 = mo = mg,

T A — V3 27 M +V3
3.11 Al =coth, N=cot(f+—-)=———, N=cot(0+—)=——.
(3.11) 1=co 2 = cot( 3) YT cot( 3) BN
Putting (3.11) into (3.5) and noticing n = 3m, \; > 1/4/3, we obtain
(3.12) (m —2k)(AT —3)(\T +1)* = 0.

When k # m/2, we have A\ = V/3,A2 =0, 3 = —/3. This case is minimal.

When k = m/2, there are no extra restrictions on A\;. Since k > 1, this case occurs only
when n = 6k = 6,n = 6k =12 or n = 6k = 24. O

Theorem 3.10. Let M™ be an isoparametric hypersurface in S™1 with ¢ = 6. Given
k> 1.

(1) If n =6, orn =12 and k > 1, then M is k-extremal if and only if
)\1:2+\/§7 A2:17 A3:2_\/57 )\4:_(2_\/5)7 )\5:_17 Aﬁz_(2+\/§)
(2) If n =12 and k =1, then M is always k-extremal.

Proof. Let m :=mq1 =mo=mg=m4g=ms5 =mg € 1,2,

CVBAM -1 A\ M —V3
B+a o T8y
1 A+ V3 VBA+1

LA L A S naS
A1 ° 1 -3\ 0 V3 =M\

Putting (3.13) into (3.5) and noticing n = 6m, A\; > /3, we obtain
(3.14) (m—2k)(AT — 1)(1 — 4\ + AD)(L+4A +AD(L +A)° = 0.

A1 =cotf, Ay
(3.13)
=

When k # m/2, we have
A1:2_‘_\/37 )\2:17 )\3:2_\/§7 A4:_(2_\/3)7 A5:_17 )\6:_(2_‘_\/3)
This case is minimal.

When k = m/2, there are no extra restrictions on A\;. Since k > 1, this case occurs only
when n = 12k = 12. O
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Theorem 3.11. Let M™ be an isoparametric hypersurface in S"1 with ¢ = 4. Given
k> 1. Then M is a k-extremal hypersurface if and only if the equation

(2k — my)mi(my + 2mg)z? + 4myma(mg — my)x — 16(2k — ma)ma(2my + mso) = 0
has a positive solution x = A%(A > 0), and the principal curvatures are given by

A1
A+ 1

where X\ > 1 satisfies A\ — 1/X = A > 0. Moreover,

_A+l

(3.15) A=A A N1

A3 = — A\ =

1
A’
(1) When my = mg = n/4, if k =n/8, then M is always k-extremal; if k # n/8, then
(3.16) M=V2+1, X=Vv2-1, M3=1-V2, M\=-(1+V2).
(2) When my < ma, if mqy <k < maq, then M is not k-extremal; if k < my or k > mao,
then (3.16) has exactly a positive solution.

Proof. We have my = ms, ma = my,n = 2(my + ms),

_/\1—1 __i /\__)\1+1__i
_/\1—|-1’ 57 )\1’ 1 )\1—1_ /\2'

(3.17) /\1 = cot 9, /\2
SetA:/\l—)%l,B:/\g—)\%,then

(3.18) nH =miA+meB, S= myA? + moB? + n, Z )\‘;’ = mi A% + meB> + 3nH.

Putting (3.18) into (3.5) and noticing AB = —4, we obtain

(3.19) (Zk‘ —ml)ml (m1 +QTTL2)A4 —|-4TTL1WL2(TTL2 —ml)A2 — 16(2k—m2)m2(2m1 —I—TTLQ) =0.

Case 1: mj; = mg. In this case, m; = mg = m = n/4 and (3.19) becomes
(3.20) (2k —m)(A% — 4)(A? +4) =0.
When k # m/2, we have A\ — 1/\; = 2, and then
M=V2+1, A=v2-1, MA=1-V2, M=—-(1+2).

This case is minimal.
When k =m/2 = n/8, there are no extra restrictions on A (so on Ap).

Case 2: my < mgo. In this case, if we denote b = mgy/my, then (3.19) becomes

(3.21) (55—1y1+%p1+4ub—mA-—m(EI—QM2+w_0.
We consider the quadratic polynomial

/2% ) 2%
(3.22) ﬂ$@)_<ﬁg_1yl+2mx*4Mb_D$_H%E]_®M2+m‘

When 1 < 2k/m; < b, Byj has no positive root since b > 1. When 2k/m; < 1 or
2k/mq > b, P, has exactly one positive root. O
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4. SECTIONAL CURVATURE PINCHING THEOREMS

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.4 and 1.7. Firstly we show the following integral
formula, which extends Proposition 3.2 of [32] for k = n/2 to general k > 1.

Proposition 4.1. For any n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in S™*P, there
holds the following integral equality

| VR 4 k-2 [ PP
M M

+ /Mp2k—2 > hg(hgy Rugn + hiyRuge) + /Mp%—? > bk Ri

(4 1) (X,i,j7k',l a?ﬁvivjvk
-n /M p2k—2 Z HY tl"(;la;l%) n /M p2k—2 Z 5‘a5HaHﬁ
a,f a,fB

+(n—2 — n)/ p?*H? = 0.
2% y

Proof. We have by (3.3)

(4.2) / 237 00 () - / S (nHO)O% 22 = 0,
M « M o
By the definition of (0%, we have
ZDQ(”HQ) = ”ZZHaHﬁ - Z hii i
« .t 0,5,k
1
= n2(§AH2 —[VEHP) = Y by,
i7j7k7a
+ 3 B (hg R+ B Ruge) + Y Riaehhly,
a7i7j7k7l a7/Bii7j7k

(43) = nz(%AH2 — |V'HP) - %AS + VR

+ > WS (h R + B Ruge) + Y Riahhl,
a,i,j,k,l C“vﬁ’i’jvk

1 -1
_ ’Vh‘z—n2‘VJ'H‘2—§Ap2—l—n(n2 )

+ > WM Ruik + b Rur) + > RiauhSihiy,
Oé,i,j7k',l avﬁvivjvk

AH?

where we used the Ricci identity (2.4) in the second equality.

Multiplying (4.3) by p**~2 and taking integration over M, we obtain
(4.4)

- « a _ nin—1 -~ 1 _
/ p2k 2 Z O (TlH ) :/ p2k 2(’v}l‘2 _ n2’le’2) + ( ) / p2k 2AH2 . _/ p2k 2Ap2
M - M 2 M 2 Jm

+ / P2 ST R (g Rugi + b Rugee) + / P2 W R
M an’,j,k,l M avﬁvivjvk
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From The Euler-Lagrangian equation (3.1), we have

(4.5)

ara — — « a n
—/Mza:nH gep?k 2:—n/Mp2k Q[ZH tr(AaA%)—ZH Hﬁaag—%/ﬂHﬂ

a,B B

—Tl/ (n—l)H2A( 2k— 2 n—l / Z 2k—2 HaHa
M
—n(n—l)/ P2 HOH,

M 2,00

- n /M PPN H (A AR) + ) HOH 05+ (1 - %) p*H?]
o8

(=) [ HEAP—at - 1) [ SRR,

9,1
_ n(n _ 1)/ p2k 2(§AH2 _ ’Vlle)y
M

where we used (2.11) and (2.12) and Stokes’ formula.
Noting that

VR[> = Y (b, — Hdij)* = |Vh[> = n|VIHP,

a,t,5,k
1 . _ . .
5 [ s = ke [Awer - [ magro [ S,
M M M
we can complete the proof by putting (4.4) and (4.5) into (4.2). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By the Ricci equation (2.3) we have

> hEhLRGa = > hSh(hLhf — hihi)
C‘{B’Z’]k aﬁ,l,]kl
= tr(AyAg)? — tr(AiA%)

= 5 3 N([4a, Ag)
a,B

= 3 > N([Aa, Ag)).

a’ﬁ
By using of (2.1), (2.10), (2.11) and (2.12), a direct computation gives

Z hi; (R Ruijie + hii Rigjr)
a7i7j7k7l
P 1 -
_ 2\ 2 ~2 - 9
=n(l+ H*)p* — 2%0,15 +n§%H tr(AaA43) — 5 ;N([Aa,flg]).

(4.7)
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Now we use the trick of Yau [42]. Inserting (4.6) and (4.7) into (4.1), we have

(4.8)
0= [ pPRE S 2h-2) [ 2P
M M
+(a+1) / 72N hgy(hy Riije + b Rugr) + / 2 W R
a,i,g,k,l a,B,i,5,k
_ n/ p2k—2 ZH(X tl"(;lajlg) _ n/ p2k—2 Za_aBHOcHB
M . M a,f
n2
,i,j,k,l

= / P2V 4 (26— 2) / PNV 4 / PS5
M M M B

1—a _ L.
CL + 1 / Z h hklRlljk + hllekjk) 5 /M p2k 2 § :N([Aa, Aﬁ])
a,i,j,k,l .,

—(a+1)n / 2k QZHO‘trfl % —n/Mp2k_2Z&a5HaHﬁ

a7/B
__n/H22k an/szk an/ 2
M

where a € [0,1] is a constant which will be chosen later.

For a fixed a, n+1 < a < n+p, we can take a local orthonormal frame field {eq,- -+ ,e,}
such that A = A{'d;;. Then A = pf*d;; with p = A¢ — H* and 3, ps = 0. We have

> RS (hgi R + i Rugr) = Y (M) — (APAR)) Rika
1,7,k,l ik
=3 Z (A = A0 Rikar = Z(M? — 1)? Rii
ik
2 a Z - Nk mln

- (Z :u’;x) Kmin - ZN; Z mln
i,k

= nN(Ay) Kmin.
Hence, we have
(4.9) > B (hyRiije + hiiRigji) > nBomin Y N(Ag) = np® Kinin.
0,9,k,l,c «

Moreover, equality in (4.9) holds if and only if R;j;; = Kmwin for any i # j.
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By using (2.2) and (2.3), we have

w10 Jotisd| = | S| < It (See), [
(4.11) S%N(Aa) N(Ap),

hence, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

3

L) /N(Ag) ) < — =2
Zm (Aa)y\/ N (Ag)|H ’S\/me.

412) Y ‘Hﬁ tr(AgA2)

a7/B
We choose a suitable €41, , enqp such that the (p x p) matrix (6,4) is diagonized,
i.e., 048 = Onadapg- A direct calculation shows that
(4.13) ZHaHﬁa 5= Z(Ha)%aa <> (HY)?Y G5 = H?p%.
a B

The Cauchy—Schwarz inequality gives
e St = St e =
a?/B

The DDVV inequality (2.16) implies

(4.15) > N([Aa, Ag)) < sen(p —1)p*
b

By using (4.9), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15), it follows from (4.8) that
0 2/ p%_z!VﬁF + (2 — 2)/ P2V pf? 4 2/ pE+2
M M D Jm

1-a
+ (a + 1)n/ PP K nin — —— sgn(p — 1)/ p2kt?
M 2 M
(4.16)

(a4 ”(”—2) p2k+1H_(a_|_1)n/ 2 2
\/ n(n —1) M

——n/H2 2k CLTL/ 2k‘

Now taking a = m sgn(p — 1), we have

0> / 2R + (2h — ) / 2T pf?

(4.17) M M

+at D [ 0 (Kun = Crlop. Hop. ).
M

Since k > 1, from the pinching condition (1.7) we obtain
0= [ VAR b -2) [ PP
M M
a0 [ o (Ku— Crlop. Hop ) 2 0
M

This implies |[VA|[2 = 0 on M and all the inequalities in (4.12), (4.13), (4.15) become
equalities.

(4.18)
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From |Vl~1|2 = Zaz]k(h%k — H,‘jéij)2 = 0 we have h{, = Hj6;;, which implies hf;, =
0,H;f =0 for all ¢, j,k, , i.e., both the second fundamental form and the mean curvature
of M are parallel. Moreover, both H and p? = S — nH? are constant.

If p> = 0, then M is totally umbilical. Next, we discuss the case of p? > 0.

Case (i): p > 2. Equalities (4.15) and (4.13) imply p = 2 (cf. Lemma 2.4) and
H?p? = 0. Therefore, M is minimal and sec > m. A rigidity theorem for minimal
submanifolds due to Gu-Xu (cf. [12, Theorem 1]) says that M is the Veronese surface in

S* with n = 2.

Case (ii): p = 1. The parameter a = 0 and equalities in (4.13), (4.14), and (4.15) hold
automatically. We conclude that M = S™(a) x S""™(v/1 — a?) by Lawson’s classification
[19]. From (4.18) we have

n—2

(4.19) 0= Kmin=————Hp+ (2—

ZVH?,
n(n —1) )

2k

When n = 2, since k > 1, we conclude H = 0, and M is the Clifford torus Cy; (cf.
Theorem 3.7).

When n > 3, if H =0, then M = (), n—p,. We must have n = 2m and M = C,,,,, by
Theorem 3.7.

If H # 0, (4.12) can be proven by Lemma 2.1, and the equality case implies m = 1
. . n—2 — (n _
without of loss of generality. From (4.19) we have \/mp = (55 —2)H > 0, then

k < mn/4. But m = 1 doesn’t satisfy 2k < m < n — 2k. Hence, this case cannot occur by
Theorem 3.7. U

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We modified (4.16) by using (cf. Lemma 2.5)
(4.20) D ON([Aa, Ag)) <> 52
a,f a,B
instead of (4.14) and (4.15). Then we have
0= [ FEVEE @b -2) [ PP
M M

Hatn [ P ot (2= 57) [ S N(a A
a,B

n

(4.21) )
— (a+ 1)M pPUH — (0 + 1)n/ p?FH?
Vvnn—1)Ju M
n? 2 2k 2k
+ (% —n) | H*p™ —an [ p™~.
M M
By taking a = 2, we obtain
0 [ PEVEE 4 b -2) [ TP
(4.22) M M

+(a+1)n/

Mp% (Kmin — C1(n, H, p, /<;)> > 0.

The rest of the proof is similar with the proof of Theorem 1.4, just by using Itoh’s classi-
fication [18] for minimal submanifolds when p > 2 and excluding the case of p = 1. O
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. We start from (4.17).
0= [ FEVEE @b -2) [ PP
M M

(4.23)
+ (a+ 1)n/ p2k<Kmin _Cl(n7p7H7p7 k))
M

with a = 25 sgn(p — 1).

By using (2.22) and letting € — 0, we have
(4.24)

- _ 2kn —n + 2
/ VI 2h-2) [ PR 72{2[<n,t>up%m — B(n, ) / <1+H2>p2k}.
M M nk n—2 M

Since § = ® — C; > 0, we have K® — 6§ > C} — Kpin by the definition of K®. Hence, by
using the Holder inequality we have

(425) / sz (Kmin - Cl(n7p7 H7p7 k)) 2/ 5p2k - Hp2k” ”ch” :
M M

Since M is compact, there exist constants §g > 0 and Hy > 0 such that f w0 0%k =6 f M P2k
and [,,(1+H?)p?* = (1+ HE) [,, p**. Putting (4.24) and (4.25) into (4.23) and choosing
t1 such that 2]“"; Zn=nt298(n, t1)(1 + HE) = (a + 1)ndy, we obtain

2kn —n + 2

2%k @

02 (||| o, (5, t1) = (a+ Dl K23 ).

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided || K?®|| n <€ by setting €; = (a+11)n Qk"nkg‘”Ql(n, t1).

O

The proof of Theorem 1.8 is analogous to the proof of Theorem 1.7, so we omit it.

5. Ricct CURVATURE PINCHING THEOREMS

In this section, we prove Theorems 1.9 and 1.11.

Proof of Theorem 1.9. Putting (4.6) and (4.7) into (4.1), and using (4.13), we have
0= [ PRE k-2 [ PP
M M

—l—n/ 2k_/ 2%-2 37 52 _/ 2%-2N" N([4,, A
] ;; s ) 0 > N([Aa, Ap))

a7B

2
2% 2 2% —2 a B _ 2% 172
(5.1) —|—n/ p"H n/ E GopH*H +(2k: n)/ p"H

a,f

N n2
2/ p2k—2|Vh|2 + (2](3 _ 2)/ 2k— 2|V,0|2 (% - ’I’L)/ p2kH2
M M M

+/M 2k~ 2( Zaaﬁ ZN ([Aa, Ag]) )

Next we use Ejiri’s trick [10] to estimate the last term of (5.1).
By the Gauss equation (2.1), we have

(5.2) Ri=(n—-1)+(n-2) ZH% (n—1)H? = (h:)?,
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For a ﬁxed~oz, n+1 < a <n+p, we can take a local orthonormal frame field {ey,--- ,e,}
such that hf; = pf'd;;. Then (5.2) gives
ZZ 2<(n—1D1+H*)+(n-2 ZHVh — Ricpin for each 1,
J B#a

and then

(5.4)

D ON([Aa, Ag]) = D> N([Ag, Agl) = DD (W) (uft — 1)

B B#a B#a ij
QZZ%(M+M)ﬂZZ%W

i,j B#a i,j BF#a

<4 ((n=1)(1+ H) 4 (n—2) 3 HR — (uF)? — Rican ) (47)?
_ 4<(n 1)1+ H?) - Ricmin)N(Aa) +4(n—2) > HY tr(A, A%) — AN(A2).

Making summation over «, we have

(5.5)

L n — 9)2 N
ZN([AOMAﬁ]) S 4((” - 1)(1 + H2) - Ricmin>p2 + %HP?’ - %Z (N(Aa))27
avB «

where we used (4.12) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We denote

ng(n—2)+MHp+(n—l)H2,

n(n—1)
then (2.6) gives
2 2
(5.6) Ricmin < % <m-1)+H) -2 <P 6
Noting (4.14), we obtain
np* = Gi5— > N([Aa, Ag])
a?/B a?/B
—2)? . 4—n 2

>np? —4((n—1)(1 + H? +LH — Ricmin | p* + N (A,

2 np? = 4{(n = D+ HY) & — e Hp )t + = (V)
(5.7) 2

2 —14
> 4<n—2 +(n—1)H? + (n—2) ——~—Hp— Rlcmm)pz—l—n p2(n — p?)
Vvn(n—1)
> —4(Cy — Ricmin)p? + (n — 4)(Ricpi, —Cs)p?
np*(Ricmin —Ca).
Hence, putting (5.7) into (5.1) we obtain
(5.8)
0 2/ p? 2| Vh|? + (2k — 2)/ p?* 2V p)? +/ pzkn<Ricmm —Co + (— — 1)H2)
M M M 2k

:/ ka‘Q\VE]2+(2k—2)/ p2k_2]Vp]2—|—n/ p*F(Ricmin —Cb).
M M M
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Since k > 1, if Ricyin > Co, then
(5.9 0> / 2R 4 (2K — 2) / 2T 41 / 2 (Ricyn —Cs) > 0.
M M M

As pointed in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we have |Vh|? = |[V+H|? = 0, and both H and
p2 are constant.

If p?2 = 0, then M is totally umbilical. Next, we discuss the case of p? > 0. From (5.9)
we have

(5.10) RiCmin = 02.

When n > 5, all the inequalities in (5.6) become equalities, which implies H = 0. Then
M is Cy, , with n = 2m by a rigidity theorem of Ejiri for minimal submanifolds [10].

When n = 4, since k > 1 we have

(5.11) Ric” > 0y > (n—2) + (n — %)m > (n - 2)(1 + H?).

By a rigidity result of Xu-Gu [37, Theorem 3.3] for submanifolds with parallel mean
curvature, M is either S?(———) x S?(———) in S‘r’(ﬁ), or the complex pro-

2(1+H?2) V2(1+H?)

jective space CP?(3(1+ H?)) with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4(1+ H?) in

S7( \/11?) These two candidates are Einstein with Ric™ = (n — 2)(1 + H?). Hence, we

must have H = 0 by noticing (5.11). O

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Since § = (n — 1)® — Cy > 0, we have Ric® —6 > Cy — Ricmin by
the definition of Ric®. From (5.8) (cf. (4.24) and (4.25)) we have

2kn —n +2 .
(512) 02 Z 20, )| 2, — ll )y | Ric® |1y

by choosing &g, Hy, to such that

2kn — 2
[ oot =a0 [ o [ emtet =) [ B2 2 0,1 (14]) = o
M M M M nk

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided || Ric® |2 < €2 by setting ez = %%ﬂ(n,h).
g

6. SCALAR CURVATURE PINCHING THEOREMS

In this section, we prove rigidity theorems under scalar curvature pinching conditions.
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Proof of Theorem 1.12. Putting (4.6) and (4.7) into (4.1) we have

0= / P2IVRE 4+ (2K - 2) / 2|V
M M

+n/M(1—|—H2)p2k—/Mpzk_2(§%5’gﬁ—I—g%]\f([[la,flg]))

2

2k—2 ~ arrB n 2k 172

-n [ p E GapH H —I—(——n)/ p"H
/M o 2k M

a’ﬁ
6.1 I _
(6.1) > / 2R 4 (2h — ) / 2
M M
1
+n/ (1+H2),02’“—/ P72 (1 + = sgu(p — 1)) p?
M M 2

2
—n/ pzkH2+(;—k—n)/ o2 2
M M

1
> [ p*(n+n(ae — DH? = (142 ~-1)p*) >0
_/Mp (n n(gp = DH” = (1+ 5 sen(p )6?) =

provided

n

p2 < n—l—?}(@ — 1)H2
1+ 5sgn(p—1)
Here we used (2.18) and (4.13).

Hence, by the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.4, M has parallel second
fundamental form and parallel mean curvature; both p? and H? are constant. We obtain
either p?> = 0 or p?> = C3. When p? = C3, if p= 1, then M = T i if p> 2, then H?=0
(cf. the equality case in (4.13) and Lemma 2.6) and S < %n, so M is the Veronese surface
in S* by [2, Theorem 3]. O

= Cs(n,p, H, k).

Proof of Theorems 1.13 and Theorems 1.14. Denote 7(p) = 1+ 1 sgn(p — 1). Since § =
C3—® >0, we have C3 — p> > 0 — (p? — ®),. From (6.1) (cf. (4.24) and (4.25)) we have

2kn —n+2
(6:2) 0> =A™ | 2 = 70" | 25 1(r* = @)+l

by choosing dg, Hy, t3 such that
2kn — 2
/ 6p?t = 50/ p%,/ (14+-H?)p* = (1+H§)/ p**, M%(n,ts)(HHS) = 7(p)o.
M M M M nk

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ||(p?—®)|| n < €3 by setting e3 = % sz;QHQl(n, ts3).

This proves Theorem 1.13.
When 1 < k < n/2, since 72‘—2 —n > 0, we can control B(n,t) [, H*p** by fM(% —
n)H?p*. From (6.1) we have
2kn —n+2
0> 200 2o 0, — ) 1P - )l

by setting ¢’ = (1 — %Sgn(p —1))n — @ and choosing d(, t5 such that

2kn —n +2 . (n?
/M 5/p2k = 56 /M p2k7 T%(TL?ti‘%) = T(p) min {ﬂ - TL,(SE)},

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ||(p?—®)|| n < €5 by setting €5 = % %Zﬁﬂ(n, t5).

This proves Theorem 1.14. O
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