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RIGIDITY OF k-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 Sn+p of dimensional (n+p). If the squared norm S of the second fundamental form
of M satisfies

(1.1) S ≤ n

2− 1/p
,

then either S ≡ 0 and M is totally geodesic, or S ≡ n
2−1/p . In the latter case, M is either

one of the Clifford tori with p = 1, or the Veronese surface in S4 with n = p = 2.

The Clifford tori are

(1.2) Cm,n−m := Sm(

√

m

n
)× Sn−m(

√

n−m

n
), 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1.

The standard embedding of Cm,n−m → Sn+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 Ln/2-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 Sn+p. Given a real number λ satisfying (n − 2) < (n − 1)λ ≤ (n − 1). Then
there exists an explicit constant ǫ(n)depending only on n such that if

(1.3) ‖Ricλ− ‖n/2 < ǫ(n),

then M is totally geodesic.
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The notation Ricλ− in above theorem is defined by Ricλ−(x) = max{0, (n − 1)λ −
Ricmin(x)}, where Ricmin(x) denotes the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci tensor at x ∈ M .

Intuitively, the Lq-norm ‖Ricλ− ‖q =
(

∫

M

(

Ricλ−
)q
)1/q

measures the amount of Ricci cur-

vature lying below the given bound (n − 1)λ. More generally, we can replace λ by a
function Φ on M and define

RicΦ−(x) = max{0, (n − 1)Φ− Ricmin(x)}.
Similarly, for sectional curvature, we can define

KΦ
−(x) = max{0,Φ(x) −Kmin(x)},

where Kmin(x) denotes the smallest of sectional curvature at x ∈ 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 Sn+p, we define the functional

(1.4) Fk =

∫

M
ρ2k,

where ρ2 = S − nH2 and H is the norm of the mean curvature of M . It is well known
that ρ2 is non-negative, and ρ2 vanishes only at the umbilical points of M . We call M is
a k-extremal submanifold if M is a critical point of Fk.

When k = n/2, Fk is just the Willmore functional, which is invariant under the confor-
mal transformations of Sn, 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 Sn+p.
If

(1.5) ρ2 ≤ n

2− 1/p
,

then either ρ2 ≡ 0 and M is totally umbilical, or ρ2 ≡ n
2−1/p . In the latter case, M is

either one of the Willmore tori with p = 1, or the Veronese surface in S4 with n = p = 2.

The Willmore tori are

(1.6) Wm,n−m := Sm(

√

n−m

n
)× Sn−m(

√

m

n
), 1 ≤ m ≤ n− 1.

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, Fk is firstly studied by Guo-Li [14], and the critical points are called
extremal submanifolds. When n = 2, F1 becomes the Willmore functional. In [14] the
authors proved that, for a closed extremal submanifold Mn in Sn+p, if ρ2 ≤ n

2−1/p , then

either M is totally umbilical, the Clifford torus Cm,m with n = 2m, or the Veronese
surface in S4 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 ‖ρ2‖n/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 Sn+p, n ≥
2, k ≥ 1. If

(1.7) secM ≥ C1(n, p,H, ρ, k),

where
(1.8)

C1(n, p,H, ρ, k) =
p sgn(p− 1)

2(p + 1)
+

n− 2
√

n(n− 1)
Hρ+

(

1−
( n

2k
− 1

)(

1− p sgn(p− 1)

2(p + 1)

)

)

H2,

then M is either the totally umbilical sphere, or the Clifford torus Cm,m in Sn+1 with
n = 2m, or the Veronese surface in S4 with n = p = 2.

Theorem 1.5. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in Sn+p, n ≥
2, k ≥ 1. If

(1.9) secM ≥ C ′
1(n,H, ρ, k),

where

(1.10) C ′
1(n,H, ρ, k) =

n

2(n + 1)
+

n− 2
√

n(n− 1)
Hρ+

(

1−
( n

2k
− 1

) n+ 2

2(n + 1)

)

H2,

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 Sn+p, n ≥
2, k ≥ 1. If

secM > C1(n, p,H, ρ, k) or secM > C ′
1(n,H, ρ, k),

then M is totally umbilical.

For integral sectional curvatures, we have

Theorem 1.7. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in Sn+p, n ≥
3, k ≥ 1. Given a function Φ on M such that Φ > C1(n, p,H, ρ, k). Then there exists a
constant ǫ1(n, p,H, k,Φ) such that if

‖KΦ
−‖n/2 < ǫ1(n, p,H, k, ρ,Φ),

then M is totally umbilical.

Theorem 1.8. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in Sn+p, n ≥
3, k ≥ 1. Given a function Φ on M such that Φ > C ′

1(n,H, ρ, k). Then there exists a
constant ǫ′1(n,H, k,Φ) such that if

‖KΦ
−‖n/2 < ǫ′1(n,H, k, ρ,Φ),

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 Sn+p, n ≥
4, k ≥ 1. If

(1.11) RicM ≥ C2(n,H, ρ, k),

where

(1.12) C2(n,H, ρ, k) = (n− 2) +
(n− 2)2

√

n(n− 1)
Hρ+ n(1− 1

2k
)H2,

then M is either the totally umbilical sphere, or the Clifford torus Cm,m in Sn+1 with
n = 2m, or the complex projective space CP 2

4/3 in S7.

Corollary 1.10. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in Sn+p, n ≥
4, k ≥ 1. If

RicM > C2(n,H, ρ, k),

then M is totally umbilical.

Theorem 1.11. Let M be an n-dimensional closed k-extremal submanifold in Sn+p, n ≥
4, k ≥ 1. Given a function Φ on M such that (n− 1)Φ > C2(n,H, ρ, k). Then there exists
a constant ǫ2(n,H, k,Φ) such that if

‖RicΦ− ‖n/2 < ǫ2(n,H, k, ρ,Φ),

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 Sn+p, n ≥
2, k ≥ 1. If the scalar curvature of M satisfies

(1.13) ρ2 ≤ C3(n, p,H, k),

where

(1.14) C3(n, p,H, k) =
(

n+ n(
n

2k
− 1)H2

)

(1− 1

3
sgn(p− 1)),

then either ρ2 ≡ 0 and M is totally umbilical, or ρ2 ≡ C3(n, p,H, k). In the latter case, M
is either one of the k-extremal tori Tm,k with p = 1 (see Definition 3.6), or the Veronese
surface in S4 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 Sn+p, n ≥
2, k ≥ 1. Given a function Φ on M such that Φ < C3(n, p,H, k). Then there exists a
constant ǫ3(n, p,H, k,Φ) such that if

‖(ρ2 − Φ)+‖n/2 < ǫ3(n, p,H, k,Φ),

then M is 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 Sn+p, n ≥
2, 1 ≤ k < n/2. Given a function Φ on M such that Φ < (1− 1

3 sgn(p− 1))n. Then there
exists a constant ǫ′3(n, p, k,Φ) such that if

‖(ρ2 − Φ)+‖n/2 < ǫ′3(n, p, k,Φ),

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 Sn(r), we have 1/r2 = 1 +H2, and the sectional
curvature is 1 +H2 and the Ricci curvature is (n − 1)(1 + H2). 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 k = n/2 and k = 1, our Ricci curvature
pinching bounds C2 is better than the ones in [16,32,39].

(4) Our sectional curvature pinching bounds C1 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 W1,n−1; this is impossible when n ≥ 3 since
Kmin = 0 but C1 > 0. The correct candidate is Cm,m.

(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 C3 is a bit
better, and we determine the tori when p = 1.

(6) If we take Φ ≡ 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 Sn+p. We choose a local orthonormal frame {e1, · · · , en+p}
such that {e1, · · · , en} are tangent to M and {en+1, · · · , en+p} are normal to M when
restricted to M . Let {ωA} be the dual coframe. We make the following convention on the
range of indices except special declaration:

1 ≤ A,B,C, · · · ≤ n+ p; 1 ≤ i, j, k, · · · ≤ n; n+ 1 ≤ α, β, γ, · · · ≤ n+ p.

Denote

h =
∑

i,j,α

hαijωi ⊗ ωj ⊗ eα

the second fundamental form of M in Sn+p, and set

Aα =(hαij), Hα =
1

n

∑

k

hαkk, H =
∑

α

Hαeα, H = |H| =
√

∑

α

(Hα)2, S =
∑

i,j,α

(hαij)
2.



6 HANG CHEN AND YARU WANG

Now Gauss, Codazzi and Ricci equations are respectively given by

Rijkl = (δikδjl − δilδjk) +
∑

α

(hαikh
α
jl − hαilh

α
jk),(2.1)

hαijk = hαikj ,(2.2)

R⊥
αβij =

∑

k

hαikh
β
kj −

∑

k

hβikh
α
kj ,(2.3)

where Rijkl and hαijk are the components of Riemannian curvature of M and covariant
derivative of hαij under the orthonormal frame respectively. The Ricci identity shows that

(2.4) hαijkl − hαijlk =
∑

m

Rmiklh
α
mj +

∑

m

Rmjklh
α
im +

∑

β

R⊥
βαklh

β
ij .

From (2.1), we can get the Ricci curvature and the scalar curvature respectively as follows:

Rij = (n− 1)δij + n
∑

α

Hαhαij −
∑

α,k

hαikh
α
kj,(2.5)

R = n(n− 1) + n2H2 − S.(2.6)

Since S ≥ nH2, we have R ≤ n(n− 1)(1 +H2). When H = 0, Ric ≤ n− 1.

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

h̃ =
∑

i,j

h̃αijωi ⊗ ωj ⊗ eα,(2.7)

where h̃αij = hαij −Hαδij . We set

Ãα = (h̃αij), σαβ =
∑

i,j

hαijh
β
ij = tr(AαAβ), σ̃αβ =

∑

i,j

h̃αij h̃
β
ij = tr(ÃαÃβ).(2.8)

Then it can be easily checked that

ρ2 =
∑

i,j,α

(h̃αij)
2 = S − nH2,(2.9)

σαβ = σ̃αβ + nHαHβ,(2.10)
∑

α,β

HαHβσαβ =
∑

α,β

HαHβ σ̃αβ + nH4,(2.11)

∑

α,β

Hα tr(AαA
2
β) =

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β) + 2

∑

α,β

HαHβσ̃αβ +H2ρ2 + nH4.(2.12)

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 ai for i = 1, · · · , n be real numbers satisfying
∑n

i=1 ai = 0
and

∑n
i=1 a

2
i = a. Then

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i=1

a3i

∣

∣

∣
≤ n− 2

√

n(n− 1)
a3/2.(2.13)

Moreover, equality holds if and only if at least (n− 1) of the ai’s are equal.
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Lemma 2.2 (cf. [6, Lemma 3.4]). Let ai and bi for i = 1, · · · , n be real numbers satisfying
∑n

i=1 ai = 0 and
∑n

i=1 a
2
i = a. Then

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i=1

aibi
2
∣

∣

∣ ≤

√

√

√

√

n
∑

i=1

bi
4 − (

∑n
i=1 b

2
i )

2

n

√
a.(2.14)

Lemma 2.3 (cf. [6, Lemma 3.3]). Let bi for i = 1, · · · , n be real numbers satisfying
∑n

i=1 bi = 0 and
∑n

i=1 b
2
i = B. Then

n
∑

i=1

bi
4 − B2

n
≤ (n− 2)2

n(n− 1)
B2.(2.15)

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

Lemma 2.4 ([11,25]). Let B1, · · · , Bp be symmetric (n× n)−matrices (p ≥ 2). Then
p

∑

r,s=1

N([Br, Bs]) ≤
(

p
∑

r=1

N(Br)
)2
,(2.16)

where the equality holds if and only if under some rotation all B
′

rs are zero except two
matrices, which can be written as

B̃1 = P















0 µ 0 · · · 0
µ 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · 0















P t, B̃2 = P















µ 0 0 · · · 0
0 −µ 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · 0















P t,

for some P ∈ O(n).

There are other estimates for
∑

r,sN([Br, Bs]).

Lemma 2.5 (cf. [18, Proposition 1]). Let B1, · · · , Bp be symmetric (n × n)−matrices.
Then

p
∑

r,s=1

N([Br, Bs]) ≤ n

p
∑

r,s=1

(

tr(BrBs)
)2
.(2.17)

Lemma 2.6 (cf. [33, Theorem 1] and [2, Proposition 1]). Let B1, · · · , Bp be symmetric
(n× n)−matrices. Then

p
∑

r,s=1

N([Br, Bs]) +

p
∑

r,s=1

(

tr(BrBs)
)2 ≤

(

1 +
1

2
sgn(p− 1)

)(

p
∑

r=1

N(Br)
)2
,(2.18)

where the equality holds if and only if either p = 1, or p ≥ 2 and under some rotation all
B

′

rs are zero except two matrices, which can be written as

B̃1 = P















0 µ 0 · · · 0
µ 0 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · 0















P t, B̃2 = P















µ 0 0 · · · 0
0 −µ 0 · · · 0
0 0 0 0 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 0 · · · 0















P t,

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
Sn+p. Then for all t > 0 and f ∈ C1(M), f ≥ 0, we have

(2.19)

∫

M
|∇f |2 ≥ A(n, t)‖f2‖n/n−2 −B(n, t)

∫

M
(1 +H2)f2,

where
(2.20)

A(n, t) =
(n− 2)2

4(n − 1)2(1 + t)

1

C2(n)
, B(n, t) =

(n − 2)2

4(n − 1)2t
, C(n) = 2n

(n + 1)1+1/n

(n− 1)ω
1/n
n

,

and ωn is the volume of the unit ball in Rn.

The following is a Kato-type inequality.

Lemma 2.8 (cf. [36,38]). Let M be an n-dimensional submanifold in Sn+p. Then for any
ǫ 6= 0, we have

|∇h̃|2 ≥ n+ 2

n
|∇ρǫ|2 ,(2.21)

where |∇h̃|2 =
∑

α,i,j,k(h̃
α
ijk)

2, ρǫ = (ρ2 + npǫ2)1/2 > 0.

Since |∇ρkǫ |2 = k2ρ2k−2
ǫ |∇ρǫ|2, it follows from (2.19) and (2.21) that

(2.22)

k2
∫

M
ρ2k−2
ǫ |∇h̃|2 ≥ n+ 2

n

∫

M
|∇ρkǫ |2 ≥

n+ 2

n

{

A(n, t)‖ρ2kǫ ‖n/n−2 −B(n, t)

∫

M
(1 +H2)ρ2kǫ

}

.

3. Examples of k-extremal submanifolds

Wu (cf. [35, Theorem 1.1]) calculated the Euler-Lagrangian equation of Fk and showed
that Mn is an k-extremal submanifold of Sn+p if and only if

(3.1)

ρ2k−2
[

∑

β

tr(AαA
2
β)−

∑

β

Hβσαβ − n

2k
ρ2Hα

]

+ (n− 1)Hα∆(ρ2k−2) + 2(n− 1)
∑

i

(ρ2k−2)iH
α
i

+ (n− 1)ρ2k−2∆⊥Hα −�
α(ρ2k−2) = 0

holds for n+ 1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p. Here �
α : C∞ → R defined by

(3.2) �
αf = (nHαδij − hαij)fij .

When M is closed, �α is a self-adjoint operator (cf. [7]), i.e.,
∫

M
g�αf =

∫

M
f�αg.(3.3)

Special cases of (3.1) were obtained by Li [22] for k = 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 Sn+p. If either
n ≥ 3 and M is Einstein, or n = 2 and M has constant Gauss curvature, then M is
k-extremal for k ≥ 1.

Proof. From (2.5) one can check that

(3.4)
∑

β

tr(AαA
2
β)−

∑

β

Hβσαβ =
∑

i,j

hαijRij − n(n− 1)Hα − (n− 1)
∑

β

Hβσαβ.

Either n ≥ 3 and M is Einstein, or n = 2 and M has constant Gauss curvature, we always
have Rij =

R
n δij with constant R. Since M is minimal, ρ2 = S −nH2 = S = n(n− 1)−R

is also constant from (2.6). By using (3.4), one can easily verify that (3.1) holds. �

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 S2+p is a
Willmore surface (cf. [15, Remark 4.2]).

Example 3.3 (Projective spaces). Let FPm be the projective space FPm of real dimension
n = m · dF. Here F 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 dQ = 4.

It is well known that there exists a minimal embedding φ1, called the first standard

embedding, of FPm into SN with N = m(m+1)
2 d+m− 1 (cf. [4, Chapter 4.6]).

In these cases, RPn is just the Veronese submanifold with constant sectional curvature
n

2(n+1) ; CPm are Einstein with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 2m
m+1 and with

constant Ricci curvatures m; QPm is also Einstein with constant Ricci curvaturs 2m(m+2)
m+1 .

By Proposition 3.1, we know that φ1 : FP
m → SN is k-extremal.

3.2. Isoparametric hypersurfaces. Next we consider the isoparametric hypersurfaces
in a sphere. In this case, all the principal curvatures λi are constant, so are ρ2 and H. We
immediately derive

Lemma 3.4. Let M be an isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1. If M is k-extremal (k ≥ 1),
then

(3.5)
∑

i

λ3
i +

n2

2k
H3 −

( n

2k
+ 1

)

HS = 0,

where S =
∑

i λ
2
i ,H = 1

n

∑

i λi.

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 Sn+1. Let λ1 > · · · > λg be the distinct principal curvatures with multiplicities
m1, . . . ,mg. Then we have

(1) g = 1, 2, 3, 4 or 6.
(2) If g = 1, then M is totally umbilical.



10 HANG CHEN AND YARU WANG

(3) If g = 2, then M = Sm(a)× Sn−m(
√
1− a2).

(4) If g = 3, then m1 = m2 = m3 = 2l(l = 0, 1, 2, 3).
(5) If g = 4, then m1 = m3,m2 = m4. Moreover, (m1,m2) = (2, 2) or (4, 5), or

m1 +m2 + 1 is a multiple of 2ξ(m1−1), where ξ(l) denotes the numbers of integers
s such that 1 ≤ s ≤ l and s ≡ 0, 1, 2, 4 (mod 8).

(6) If g = 6, then m1 = · · · = m6 = 1 or 2.
(7) There exists an angle θ ∈ (0, π/g) such that

(3.6) λα = cot(θ +
α− 1

g
π), α = 1, . . . , g.

Clearly, the totally hypersurfaces (g = 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 Tm,k as follows.

(1) When either k > n/4 and there existsm(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

Tm,k = Sm(

√

m− 2k

n− 4k
)× Sn−m(

√

n−m− 2k

n− 4k
);

(2) When k = n/4, and n = 2m is even, define

Tm,k = Sm(
1√
2
)× Sm(

1√
2
).

We call Tm,k the k-extremal torus.

Theorem 3.7. Let Mn be a closed isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1 with g = 2. Given
k ≥ 1. Then M is k-extremal if and only if M is one of the k-extremal tori Tm,k.

Proof. Since M = Sm(a) × Sn−m(
√
1− a2), by a choice of unit normal, the principal

curvatures are given by λ = −
√
1−a2

a with multiplicity m and µ = a√
1−a2

with multiplicity

n−m. (3.5) becomes
(3.7)
(

mλ3+(n−m)µ3
)

+
1

2kn

(

mλ+(n−m)µ
)3

−n+ 2k

2kn

(

mλ+(n−m)µ
)(

mλ2+(n−m)µ2
)

= 0.

By using λµ = −1, we obtain

(3.8) (m− 2k)λ6 + (3m− n− 2k)λ4 + (3m+ 2k − 2n)λ2 + (m+ 2k − n) = 0,

equivalently,

(3.9)
(

(m− 2k)λ2 − (n−m− 2k)
)

(λ2 + 1)2 = 0.

If k = n/4, then (m − n/2)(λ2 + 1) = 0, and we must have m = n/2 = 2k. So M =
Cm,m = Sm( 1√

2
)× Sm( 1√

2
) with k = m/2 = n/4.

If k = m/2, then we must have n = m+ 2k = 2m, i.e., k = n/4. Therefore, if k 6= n/4,

then k 6= m/2. We solve out λ2 = 1−a2

a2 = n−m−2k
m−2k and a2 = m−2k

n−4k . Since 0 < a2 < 1, if

k < n/4, then m > 2k and n −m > 2k, i.e., 2k < m < n − 2k; if k > n/4, then m < 2k
and n−m < 2k, i.e., n− 2k < m < 2k. �

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

(1) When k > (n − 1)/2, Tm,k is defined for each m = 1, . . . , n − 1. In particular,
Tm,n/2 = Wm,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, Tm,k = Cm,m is always defined for any k ≥ 1, and it is the
only minimal k-extremal torus.

A direct computation shows that for each existing Tm,k, we have

(3.10) ρ2 = n+ n(
n

2k
− 1)H2.

Theorem 3.9. Let Mn be an isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1 with g = 3. Given
k ≥ 1.

(1) If n = 3 or k 6= n/6(n = 6, 12, 24), then M is k-extremal if and only if

λ1 =
√
3, λ2 = 0, λ3 = −

√
3.

(2) If k = n/6(n = 6, 12, 24), then M is always k-extremal.

Proof. Let m := m1 = m2 = m3,

(3.11) λ1 = cot θ, λ2 = cot(θ +
π

3
) =

λ1 −
√
3

1 +
√
3λ1

, λ3 = cot(θ +
2π

3
) =

λ1 +
√
3

1−
√
3λ1

.

Putting (3.11) into (3.5) and noticing n = 3m,λ1 > 1/
√
3, we obtain

(3.12) (m− 2k)(λ2
1 − 3)(λ2

1 + 1)3 = 0.

When k 6= m/2, we have λ1 =
√
3, λ2 = 0, λ3 = −

√
3. This case is minimal.

When k = m/2, there are no extra restrictions on λ1. Since k ≥ 1, this case occurs only
when n = 6k = 6, n = 6k = 12 or n = 6k = 24. �

Theorem 3.10. Let Mn be an isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1 with g = 6. Given
k ≥ 1.

(1) If n = 6, or n = 12 and k > 1, then M is k-extremal if and only if

λ1 = 2 +
√
3, λ2 = 1, λ3 = 2−

√
3, λ4 = −(2−

√
3), λ5 = −1, λ6 = −(2 +

√
3).

(2) If n = 12 and k = 1, then M is always k-extremal.

Proof. Let m := m1 = m2 = m3 = m4 = m5 = m6 ∈ 1, 2,

(3.13)

λ1 = cot θ, λ2 =

√
3λ1 − 1√
3 + λ1

, λ3 =
λ1 −

√
3

1 +
√
3λ1

,

λ4 = − 1

λ1
, λ5 =

λ1 +
√
3

1−
√
3λ1

, λ6 =

√
3λ1 + 1√
3− λ1

.

Putting (3.13) into (3.5) and noticing n = 6m,λ1 >
√
3, we obtain

(3.14) (m− 2k)(λ2
1 − 1)(1 − 4λ1 + λ2

1)(1 + 4λ1 + λ2
1)(1 + λ2

1)
6 = 0.

When k 6= m/2, we have

λ1 = 2 +
√
3, λ2 = 1, λ3 = 2−

√
3, λ4 = −(2−

√
3), λ5 = −1, λ6 = −(2 +

√
3).

This case is minimal.

When k = m/2, there are no extra restrictions on λ1. Since k ≥ 1, this case occurs only
when n = 12k = 12. �
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Theorem 3.11. Let Mn be an isoparametric hypersurface in Sn+1 with g = 4. Given
k ≥ 1. Then M is a k-extremal hypersurface if and only if the equation

(2k −m1)m1(m1 + 2m2)x
2 + 4m1m2(m2 −m1)x− 16(2k −m2)m2(2m1 +m2) = 0

has a positive solution x = A2(A > 0), and the principal curvatures are given by

(3.15) λ1 = λ, λ2 =
λ− 1

λ+ 1
, λ3 = − 1

λ
, λ4 = −λ+ 1

λ− 1
,

where λ > 1 satisfies λ− 1/λ = A > 0. Moreover,

(1) When m1 = m2 = n/4, if k = n/8, then M is always k-extremal; if k 6= n/8, then

(3.16) λ1 =
√
2 + 1, λ2 =

√
2− 1, λ3 = 1−

√
2, λ4 = −(1 +

√
2).

(2) When m1 < m2, if m1 ≤ k ≤ m2, then M is not k-extremal; if k < m1 or k > m2,
then (3.16) has exactly a positive solution.

Proof. We have m1 = m3,m2 = m4, n = 2(m1 +m2),

(3.17) λ1 = cot θ, λ2 =
λ1 − 1

λ1 + 1
, λ3 = − 1

λ1
, λ4 = −λ1 + 1

λ1 − 1
= − 1

λ2
.

Set A = λ1 − 1
λ1
, B = λ2 − 1

λ2
, then

(3.18) nH = m1A+m2B, S = m1A
2 +m2B

2 + n,
∑

i

λ3
i = m1A

3 +m2B
3 + 3nH.

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

(3.19) (2k−m1)m1(m1+2m2)A
4+4m1m2(m2−m1)A

2−16(2k−m2)m2(2m1+m2) = 0.

Case 1: m1 = m2. In this case, m1 = m2 = m = n/4 and (3.19) becomes

(3.20) (2k −m)(A2 − 4)(A2 + 4) = 0.

When k 6= m/2, we have λ1 − 1/λ1 = 2, and then

λ1 =
√
2 + 1, λ2 =

√
2− 1, λ3 = 1−

√
2, λ4 = −(1 +

√
2).

This case is minimal.

When k = m/2 = n/8, there are no extra restrictions on A (so on λ1).

Case 2: m1 < m2. In this case, if we denote b = m2/m1, then (3.19) becomes

(3.21)
( 2k

m1
− 1

)

(1 + 2b)A4 + 4b(b− 1)A2 − 16
( 2k

m1
− b

)

b(2 + b) = 0.

We consider the quadratic polynomial

(3.22) Pb,k(x) =
( 2k

m1
− 1

)

(1 + 2b)x2 + 4b(b− 1)x− 16
( 2k

m1
− b

)

b(2 + b).

When 1 ≤ 2k/m1 ≤ b, Pb,k has no positive root since b > 1. When 2k/m1 < 1 or
2k/m1 > b, Pb,k has exactly one positive root. �
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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 Sn+p, there
holds the following integral equality

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β,i,j,k

hαijh
β
kiR

⊥
βαjk

−n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β)− n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃αβH
αHβ

+(
n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2 = 0.

(4.1)

Proof. We have by (3.3)

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α

�
α(nHα)−

∫

M

∑

α

(nHα)�αρ2k−2 = 0.(4.2)

By the definition of �α, we have

(4.3)

∑

α

�
α(nHα) = n2

∑

α,i

HαHα
ii −

∑

i,j,k,α

hαijh
α
kkij

= n2
(1

2
∆H2 − |∇⊥H|2

)

−
∑

i,j,k,α

hαijh
α
ijkk

+
∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∑

α,β,i,j,k

R⊥
βαjkh

α
ijh

β
ik

= n2
(1

2
∆H2 − |∇⊥H|2

)

− 1

2
∆S + |∇h|2

+
∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∑

α,β,i,j,k

R⊥
βαjkh

α
ijh

β
ik

= |∇h|2 − n2|∇⊥H|2 − 1

2
∆ρ2 +

n(n− 1)

2
∆H2

+
∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∑

α,β,i,j,k

R⊥
βαjkh

α
ijh

β
ik,

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

Multiplying (4.3) by ρ2k−2 and taking integration over M , we obtain
(4.4)
∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α

�
α(nHα) =

∫

M
ρ2k−2(|∇h|2 − n2|∇⊥H|2) + n(n− 1)

2

∫

M
ρ2k−2∆H2 − 1

2

∫

M
ρ2k−2∆ρ2

+

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β,i,j,k

hαijh
β
kiR

⊥
βαjk.



14 HANG CHEN AND YARU WANG

From The Euler-Lagrangian equation (3.1), we have

−
∫

M

∑

α

nHα
�

αρ2k−2 = −n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

[

∑

α,β

Hα tr(AαA
2
β)−

∑

α,β

HαHβσαβ − n

2k
ρ2H2

]

− n

∫

M
(n− 1)H2∆(ρ2k−2)− 2n(n − 1)

∫

M

∑

i,α

(ρ2k−2)iH
α
i H

α

− n(n− 1)

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

i,α

HαHα
ii

= −n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

[

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β) +

∑

α,β

HαHβ σ̃αβ + (1− n

2k
)ρ2H2

]

− n(n− 1)

∫

M
H2∆ρ2k−2 − n(n− 1)

∫

M

∑

i

(ρ2k−2)i(H
2)i

− n(n− 1)

∫

M
ρ2k−2

(1

2
∆H2 − |∇⊥H|2

)

,

(4.5)

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

Noting that

|∇h̃|2 =
∑

α,i,j,k

(hαijk −Hα
k δij)

2 = |∇h|2 − n|∇⊥H|2,

−1

2

∫

M
ρ2k−2∆ρ2 = (2k − 2)

∫

ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2, −
∫

M
H2∆ρ2k−2 =

∫

M

∑

i

(ρ2k−2)i(H
2)i,

we can complete the proof by putting (4.4) and (4.5) into (4.2). �

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

∑

α,β,i,j,k

hαijh
β
kiR

⊥
βαjk =

∑

α,β,i,j,k,l

hαijh
β
ki(h

β
jlh

α
lk − hβklh

α
lj)

= tr(AαAβ)
2 − tr(A2

αA
2
β)

= −1

2

∑

α,β

N([Aα, Aβ ])

= −1

2

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]).

(4.6)

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

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk)

= n(1 +H2)ρ2 −
∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ + n

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β)−

1

2

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]).
(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

0 =

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) +

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β,i,j,k

hαijh
β
kiR

⊥
βαjk

− n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β)− n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃αβH
αHβ

+ (
n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2 − a

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk)

=

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 + a

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ

+ (a+ 1)

∫

M

∑

α,i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk)−

1− a

2

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ])

− (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

Hα tr(ÃαÃ
2
β)− n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃αβH
αHβ

+ (
n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
H2ρ2k − an

∫

M
H2ρ2k − an

∫

M
ρ2k,

(4.8)

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

For a fixed α, n+1 ≤ α ≤ n+p, we can take a local orthonormal frame field {e1, · · · , en}
such that hαij = λα

i δij . Then h̃αij = µα
i δij with µα

i = λα
i −Hα and

∑

i µ
α
i = 0. We have

∑

i,j,k,l

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) =

∑

i,k

(

(λα
i )

2 − (λα
i λ

α
k )
)

Rikik

=
1

2

∑

i,k

(λα
i − λα

k )
2Rikik =

1

2

∑

i,k

(µα
i − µα

k )
2Rikik

≥ 1

2

∑

i,k

(µα
i − µα

k )
2Kmin

= (
∑

i,k

µα
i )

2Kmin − (
∑

i

µα
i )(

∑

k

µα
k )Kmin

= nN(Ãα)Kmin.

Hence, we have

∑

i,j,k,l,α

hαij(h
α
klRlijk + hαliRlkjk) ≥ nKmin

∑

α

N(Ãα) = nρ2Kmin.(4.9)

Moreover, equality in (4.9) holds if and only if Rijij = Kmin for any i 6= j.
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By using (2.2) and (2.3), we have
∣

∣

∣ tr(ÃβÃ
2
α)
∣

∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣

∑

i

h̃βii(µ
α
i )

2
∣

∣

∣ ≤ n− 2
√

n(n− 1)

(

∑

i

(µα
i )

2
)

√

∑

i

(h̃βii)
2(4.10)

≤ n− 2
√

n(n− 1)
N(Ãα)

√

N(Ãβ),(4.11)

hence, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we obtain

(4.12)
∑

α,β

∣

∣

∣Hβ tr(ÃβÃ
2
α)
∣

∣

∣ ≤
∑

α,β

n− 2
√

n(n− 1)
N(Ãα)

√

N(Ãβ)|Hβ| ≤ n− 2
√

n(n− 1)
Hρ3.

We choose a suitable en+1, · · · , en+p such that the (p × p) matrix (σ̃αβ) is diagonized,
i.e., σ̃αβ = σ̃ααδαβ . A direct calculation shows that

∑

α,β

HαHβσ̃αβ =
∑

α

(Hα)2σ̃αα ≤
∑

α

(Hα)2
∑

β

σ̃ββ = H2ρ2.(4.13)

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

(4.14)
∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ =

∑

α

σ̃2
αα ≥ 1

p
(
∑

α

σαα)
2 =

1

p
ρ4.

The DDVV inequality (2.16) implies
∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]) ≤ sgn(p− 1)ρ4.(4.15)

By using (4.9), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15), it follows from (4.8) that

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 + a

p

∫

M
ρ2k+2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2kKmin −

1− a

2
sgn(p − 1)

∫

M
ρ2k+2

− (a+ 1)
n(n− 2)

√

n(n− 1)

∫

M
ρ2k+1H − (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2kH2

+ (
n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
H2ρ2k − an

∫

M
ρ2k.

(4.16)

Now taking a = p
p+2 sgn(p − 1), we have

(4.17)

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2k

(

Kmin − C1(n, p,H, ρ, k)
)

.

Since k ≥ 1, from the pinching condition (1.7) we obtain

(4.18)

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2k

(

Kmin − C1(n, p,H, ρ, k)
)

≥ 0.

This implies |∇h̃|2 ≡ 0 on M and all the inequalities in (4.12), (4.13), (4.15) become
equalities.
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From |∇h̃|2 =
∑

α,i,j,k(h
α
ijk −Hα

k δij)
2 = 0 we have hαijk = Hα

k δij, which implies hαijk =
0,Hα

k = 0 for all i, j, k, α, i.e., both the second fundamental form and the mean curvature
of M are parallel. Moreover, both H and ρ2 = S − nH2 are constant.

If ρ2 = 0, then M is totally umbilical. Next, we discuss the case of ρ2 > 0.

Case (i): p ≥ 2. Equalities (4.15) and (4.13) imply p = 2 (cf. Lemma 2.4) and
H2ρ2 = 0. Therefore, M is minimal and secM ≥ p

2(p+1) . A rigidity theorem for minimal

submanifolds due to Gu-Xu (cf. [12, Theorem 1]) says that M is the Veronese surface in
S4 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 = Sm(a)× Sn−m(
√
1− a2) by Lawson’s classification

[19]. From (4.18) we have

(4.19) 0 = Kmin =
n− 2

√

n(n− 1)
Hρ+

(

2− n

2k

)

H2.

When n = 2, since k ≥ 1, we conclude H = 0, and M is the Clifford torus C1,1 (cf.
Theorem 3.7).

When n ≥ 3, if H = 0, then M = Cm,n−m. We must have n = 2m and M = Cm,m by
Theorem 3.7.

If H 6= 0, (4.12) can be proven by Lemma 2.1, and the equality case implies m = 1
without of loss of generality. From (4.19) we have n−2√

n(n−1)
ρ = ( n

2k − 2)H > 0, then

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

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We modified (4.16) by using (cf. Lemma 2.5)
∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]) ≤ n
∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ(4.20)

instead of (4.14) and (4.15). Then we have

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2kKmin +

(a

n
− 1− a

2

)

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ])

− (a+ 1)
n(n− 2)

√

n(n− 1)

∫

M
ρ2k+1H − (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2kH2

+ (
n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
H2ρ2k − an

∫

M
ρ2k.

(4.21)

By taking a = n
n+2 , we obtain

(4.22)

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2k

(

Kmin − C ′
1(n,H, ρ, k)

)

≥ 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. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.7. We start from (4.17).

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ (a+ 1)n

∫

M
ρ2k

(

Kmin − C1(n, p,H, ρ, k)
)

(4.23)

with a = p
p+2 sgn(p− 1).

By using (2.22) and letting ǫ → 0, we have
(4.24)
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2+(2k−2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 ≥ 2kn− n+ 2

nk2

{

A(n, t)‖ρ2k‖ n
n−2

−B(n, t)

∫

M
(1 +H2)ρ2k

}

.

Since δ = Φ−C1 > 0, we have KΦ
− − δ ≥ C1 −Kmin by the definition of KΦ

−. Hence, by
using the Hölder inequality we have

(4.25)

∫

M
ρ2k

(

Kmin − C1(n, p,H, ρ, k)
)

≥
∫

M
δρ2k − ‖ρ2k‖ n

n−2

‖KΦ
−‖n

2

.

SinceM is compact, there exist constants δ0 > 0 andH0 ≥ 0 such that
∫

M δρ2k = δ0
∫

M ρ2k

and
∫

M (1+H2)ρ2k = (1+H2
0 )

∫

M ρ2k. Putting (4.24) and (4.25) into (4.23) and choosing

t1 such that 2kn−n+2
nk2

B(n, t1)(1 +H2
0 ) = (a+ 1)nδ0, we obtain

0 ≥ ‖ρ2k‖ n
n−2

(2kn − n+ 2

nk2
A(n, t1)− (a+ 1)n‖KΦ

−‖n
2

)

.

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ‖KΦ
−‖n

2

< ǫ1 by setting ǫ1 =
1

(a+1)n
2kn−n+2

nk2
A(n, t1).

�

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

5. Ricci 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

(5.1)

0 =

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ n

∫

M
ρ2k −

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ −

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ])

+ n

∫

M
ρ2kH2 − n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃αβH
αHβ + (

n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2

≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 + (

n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2

+

∫

M
ρ2k−2

(

nρ2 −
∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ −

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ])
)

.

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) Rii = (n− 1) + (n− 2)
∑

α

Hαh̃αii + (n− 1)H2 −
∑

α,j

(h̃αij)
2,
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For a fixed α, n+1 ≤ α ≤ n+ p, we can take a local orthonormal frame field {e1, · · · , en}
such that h̃αij = µα

i δij . Then (5.2) gives

∑

j

∑

β 6=α

(h̃βij)
2 ≤ (n− 1)(1 +H2) + (n− 2)

∑

γ

Hγh̃γii − (µα
i )

2 − Ricmin for each i,(5.3)

and then

∑

β

N([Ãα, Ãβ]) =
∑

β 6=α

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]) =
∑

β 6=α

∑

i,j

(h̃βij)
2(µα

i − µα
j )

2

≤ 2
∑

i,j

∑

β 6=α

(h̃βij)
2
(

(µα
i )

2 + (µα
j )

2
)

= 4
∑

i,j

∑

β 6=α

(h̃βij)
2(µα

i )
2

≤ 4
∑

i

(

(n− 1)(1 +H2) + (n− 2)
∑

γ

Hγh̃γii − (µα
i )

2 − Ricmin

)

(µα
i )

2

= 4
(

(n− 1)(1 +H2)− Ricmin

)

N(Ãα) + 4(n− 2)
∑

γ

Hγ tr(ÃγÃ
2
α)− 4N(Ã2

α).

(5.4)

Making summation over α, we have
(5.5)
∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ]) ≤ 4
(

(n− 1)(1 +H2)− Ricmin

)

ρ2 +
4(n − 2)2
√

n(n− 1)
Hρ3 − 4

n

∑

α

(

N(Ãα)
)2
,

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

C̃2 = (n− 2) +
(n− 2)2

√

n(n− 1)
Hρ+ (n− 1)H2,

then (2.6) gives

(5.6) Ricmin ≤ R

n
≤ (n− 1)(1 +H2)− ρ2

n
≤ n− ρ2

n
+ C̃2.

Noting (4.14), we obtain

nρ2 −
∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ −

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ])

≥ nρ2 − 4
(

(n− 1)(1 +H2) +
(n− 2)2

√

n(n− 1)
Hρ− Ricmin

)

ρ2 +
4− n

n

∑

α

(

N(Ãα)
)2

≥ −4
(

(n− 2) + (n− 1)H2 +
(n− 2)2

√

n(n− 1)
Hρ− Ricmin

)

ρ2 +
n− 4

n
ρ2(n− ρ2)

≥ −4(C̃2 − Ricmin)ρ
2 + (n− 4)(Ricmin−C̃2)ρ

2

= nρ2(Ricmin−C̃2).

(5.7)

Hence, putting (5.7) into (5.1) we obtain
(5.8)

0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 +

∫

M
ρ2kn

(

Ricmin−C̃2 + (
n

2k
− 1)H2

)

=

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 + n

∫

M
ρ2k(Ricmin−C2).
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Since k ≥ 1, if Ricmin ≥ C2, then

(5.9) 0 ≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2 + n

∫

M
ρ2k(Ricmin−C2) ≥ 0.

As pointed in the proof of Theorem 1.4, we have |∇h|2 = |∇⊥H|2 = 0, and both H and
ρ2 are constant.

If ρ2 = 0, then M is totally umbilical. Next, we discuss the case of ρ2 > 0. From (5.9)
we have

(5.10) Ricmin = C2.

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

When n = 4, since k ≥ 1 we have

(5.11) RicM ≥ C2 ≥ (n− 2) + (n− n

2k
)H2 ≥ (n− 2)(1 +H2).

By a rigidity result of Xu-Gu [37, Theorem 3.3] for submanifolds with parallel mean
curvature, M is either S2( 1√

2(1+H2)
) × S2( 1√

2(1+H2)
) in S5( 1√

1+H2
), or the complex pro-

jective space CP 2(43 (1+H2)) with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 4
3(1+H2) in

S7( 1√
1+H2

). These two candidates are Einstein with RicM = (n − 2)(1 +H2). Hence, we

must have H = 0 by noticing (5.11). �

Proof of Theorem 1.11. Since δ = (n − 1)Φ − C2 > 0, we have RicΦ−−δ ≥ C2 − Ricmin by

the definition of RicΦ−. From (5.8) (cf. (4.24) and (4.25)) we have

(5.12) 0 ≥ 2kn− n+ 2

nk2
A(n, t)‖ρ2k‖ n

n−2

− n‖ρ2k‖ n
n−2

‖RicΦ− ‖n
2

by choosing δ0,H0, t2 such that

∫

M
δρ2k = δ0

∫

M
ρ2k,

∫

M
(1+H2)ρ2k = (1+H2

0 )

∫

M
ρ2k,

2kn− n+ 2

nk2
B(n, t2)(1+H2

0 ) = nδ0.

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ‖RicΦ− ‖n
2

< ǫ2 by setting ǫ2 = 1
n
2kn−n+2

nk2
A(n, t2).

�

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 =

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ n

∫

M
(1 +H2)ρ2k −

∫

M
ρ2k−2

(

∑

α,β

σ̃2
αβ +

∑

α,β

N([Ãα, Ãβ ])
)

− n

∫

M
ρ2k−2

∑

α,β

σ̃αβH
αHβ + (

n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2

≥
∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇h̃|2 + (2k − 2)

∫

M
ρ2k−2|∇ρ|2

+ n

∫

M
(1 +H2)ρ2k −

∫

M
ρ2k−2

(

1 +
1

2
sgn(p − 1)

)

ρ4

− n

∫

M
ρ2kH2 + (

n2

2k
− n)

∫

M
ρ2kH2

≥
∫

M
ρ2k

(

n+ n(
n

2k
− 1)H2 −

(

1 +
1

2
sgn(p − 1)

)

ρ2
)

≥ 0

(6.1)

provided

ρ2 ≤ n+ n( n
2k − 1)H2

1 + 1
2 sgn(p− 1)

= C3(n, p,H, k).

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 ρ2 and H2 are constant. We obtain
either ρ2 = 0 or ρ2 = C3. When ρ2 = C3, if p = 1, then M = Tm,k; if p ≥ 2, then H2 = 0

(cf. the equality case in (4.13) and Lemma 2.6) and S ≤ 2
3n, so M is the Veronese surface

in S4 by [2, Theorem 3]. �

Proof of Theorems 1.13 and Theorems 1.14. Denote τ(p) = 1 + 1
2 sgn(p − 1). Since δ =

C3 −Φ > 0, we have C3 − ρ2 ≥ δ − (ρ2 −Φ)+. From (6.1) (cf. (4.24) and (4.25)) we have

(6.2) 0 ≥ 2kn − n+ 2

nk2
A(n, t)‖ρ2k‖ n

n−2

− τ(p)‖ρ2k‖ n
n−2

‖(ρ2 − Φ)+‖n
2

by choosing δ0,H0, t3 such that
∫

M
δρ2k = δ0

∫

M
ρ2k,

∫

M
(1+H2)ρ2k = (1+H2

0 )

∫

M
ρ2k,

2kn− n+ 2

nk2
B(n, t3)(1+H2

0 ) = τ(p)δ0.

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ‖(ρ2−Φ)+‖n
2

< ǫ3 by setting ǫ3 =
1

τ(p)
2kn−n+2

nk2
A(n, t3).

This proves Theorem 1.13.

When 1 ≤ k < n/2, since n2

2k − n > 0, we can control B(n, t)
∫

M H2ρ2k by
∫

M (n
2

2k −
n)H2ρ2k. From (6.1) we have

0 ≥ 2kn − n+ 2

nk2
A(n, t)‖ρ2k‖ n

n−2

− τ(p)‖ρ2k‖ n
n−2

‖(ρ2 − Φ)+‖n
2

by setting δ′ = (1− 1
3 sgn(p− 1))n − Φ and choosing δ′0, t

′
3 such that

∫

M
δ′ρ2k = δ′0

∫

M
ρ2k,

2kn − n+ 2

nk2
B(n, t′3) = τ(p)min

{n2

2k
− n, δ′0

}

,

Hence, M is totally umbilical provided ‖(ρ2−Φ)+‖n
2

< ǫ′3 by setting ǫ
′
3 =

1
τ(p)

2kn−n+2
nk2 A(n, t′3).

This proves Theorem 1.14. �
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57–71. MR583825
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