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A NOTE ON CONFORMAL-BIHARMONIC HYPERSURFACES

V. BRANDING, S. MONTALDO, S. NISTOR, C. ONICIUC, AND A. RATTO

ABSTRACT. The conformal bienergy functional Ec
2 was recently introduced as

a modified version of the classical bienergy functional E2 in order to ensure
the validity of some conformal invariance properties. The critical points of Ec

2
are called conformal-biharmonic and denoted c-biharmonic. In this paper we
study the c-biharmonic hypersurfaces Mm with constant principal curvatures in
the product space L

m(ε)×R, where L
m(ε) denotes a space form of constant

sectional curvature ε . Specifically, we demonstrate that Mm is either totally ge-
odesic or a cylindrical hypersurface of the form Mm−1 ×R, where Mm−1 is a
c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurface in L

m(ε). To provide further insight,
we describe the structure of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in space
forms. In the final part, as a preliminary effort to understand c-biharmonic hy-
persurfaces Mm in L

m(ε)×R with non constant mean curvature, we establish
that a totally umbilical c-biharmonic hypersurface must necessarily be totally
geodesic.

1. INTRODUCTION

For smooth maps φ : (Mm,g) → (Nn,h) between two Riemannian manifolds we
define the bienergy functional by

E2(φ) :=
1
2

∫

M
|τ(φ)|2 vg ,(1.1)

where

τ(φ) := Tr ∇̄dφ , τ(φ) ∈C
(

φ−1T N
)

,

represents the tension field of the map and ∇̄ is the connection on the pull-back
bundle φ−1T N. Solutions of τ(φ) = 0 are called harmonic maps, while the critical
points of (1.1) are called biharmonic maps and can be expressed by the vanishing
of the bitension field τ2(φ) as follows:

0 = τ2(φ) :=−∆̄τ(φ)−TrRN(dφ(·),τ(φ))dφ(·) ,(1.2)
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where ∆̄ is the rough Laplacian defined on sections of the pull-back bundle φ−1T N

and RN is the curvature operator on (Nn,h). Biharmonic maps have received a lot of
attention in recent years and for the current status of research on biharmonic maps
we refer to the book [13], while for biharmonic hypersurfaces one may consult [7].
The bienergy functional (1.1) is invariant under isometries of the domain. How-
ever, regarding the invariance under conformal transformations, it turns out that
the bienergy (1.1) does not enjoy conformal invariance in any dimension. To repair
this flaw in [2] the authors have considered a modified version of the bienergy (1.1)
with two additional terms as follows

Ec
2(φ) :=

1
2

∫

M

(

|τ(φ)|2 + 2
3

Scal |dφ |2 −2Tr〈dφ (Ric(·)) ,dφ(·)〉
)

vg ,(1.3)

where Scal is the scalar curvature of M and Ric is its Ricci tensor. It was shown in
[2] that, when dimM = 4, the conformal bienergy (1.3) is invariant under conformal
transformations of the domain. Consequently, this functional can be viewed as
the natural higher-order generalization of the classical energy functional, which is
conformally invariant in dimM = 2. The structure of (1.3) is inspired by the Paneitz
operator, a fourth-order elliptic operator in conformal geometry. For details, see
[10, Chapter 4] and the original work [14].
We call (1.3) the conformal bienergy functional. The critical points of the confor-
mal bienergy (1.3) are those who satisfy (see [2])

0 = τc
2(φ) := τ2(φ)−

2
3

Scalτ(φ)+2Tr(∇̄dφ)(Ric(·), ·)+ 1
3

dφ(∇Scal).(1.4)

Solutions of (1.4) will be called conformal biharmonic maps, or simply c-biharmonic

maps.

In the present paper we are interested in c-biharmonic hypersurfaces, that is iso-
metric immersions ϕ : Mm →֒ (Nm+1,h) which are solutions of (1.4).

When (Nm+1,h) is a space form L
m+1(ε) with constant sectional curvature ε a

study of c-biharmonic hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures was initi-
ated in [2]. In particular, they proved that in the case ε = 0 (Lm+1(0) = R

m+1) the
only examples are the totally geodesic planes. When ε =−1 (Lm+1(−1) =H

m+1)
they give a detailed analysis of c-biharmonic hypersurfaces with at most two dis-
tinct constant principal curvatures. It should be noted that in space forms a hyper-
surface has constant principal curvatures if and only if it is isoparametric. More-
over, if the ambient space is Hm+1, a classical argument of Cartan [3] shows that an
isoparametric hypersurface has at most two distinct principal curvatures, thus the
study in [2] covers all the c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in H

m+1. As
for the case of isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1, in [2], the authors give a full
description of those with 1 or 2 principal curvatures and an example with 4 distinct
principal curvatures.
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When (Nm+1,h) is the product Lm(ε)×R a hypersurface with constant principal
curvatures is not necessarily isoparametric. In fact it is known (see [4]) that hy-
persurfaces with constant principal curvatures are isoparametric provided that the
angle α between the normal to the hypersurface and the R direction of the ambient
space is constant. Recently, in [6], the authors proved that an isoparametric hyper-
surface in L

m(ε)×R, ε =±1, has constant angle. Thus we have that isoparametric
hypersurfaces in L

m(ε)×R, ε =±1, are equivalent to hypersurfaces with constant
principal curvatures and constant angle.

Our first contribution is the following theorem which characterizes c-biharmonic
hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in the product Lm(ε)×R without
the assumption that the angle α is constant.

Theorem 1.1. Let Mm be a c-biharmonic hypersurface with constant principal cur-

vatures in the product Lm(ε)×R. Then, Mm is totally geodesic or Mm =Mm−1×R,

where Mm−1 is a c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurface in L
m(ε).

Consequently, the complete understanding of c-biharmonic hypersurfaces with con-
stant principal curvatures in the product space L

m(ε)×R reduces to a comprehen-
sive study of c-biharmonic hypersurfaces with constant principal curvatures in the
space form L

m(ε). As previously mentioned, c-biharmonic hypersurfaces with
constant principal curvatures in L

m(ε) have been fully classified for ε ∈ {−1,0},
whereas only partial results are available for ε = 1. For this reason, in Section 4,
we provide a study of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1 consid-
ering all possible degrees (i.e., the number of distinct principal curvatures) ℓ =
1,2,3,4,6.

Finally, as an initial step toward understanding c-biharmonic hypersurfaces Mm in
L

m(ε)×R with non constant principal curvatures, we examine totally umbilical hy-
persurfaces in L

m(ε)×R. These are hypersurfaces characterized by having a single
principal curvature, denoted H , with multiplicity m. In the case of hypersurfaces
in a space form, it is straightforward to show that totally umbilical hypersurfaces
must have constant H . By contrast, the mean curvature H of a totally umbilical
hypersurface in L

m(ε)×R is not necessarily a constant (see, for instance, [5]). For
this class of hypersurfaces, we obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let Mm →֒L
m(ε)×R be a c-biharmonic totally umbilical hypersur-

face. Then Mm is totally geodesic.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2 we carry out some preliminary
computations on c-biharmonic hypersurfaces in L

m(ε)×R. In Section 3 we prove
Theorem 1.1. Next, in Section 4 we study in detail c-biharmonic isoparametric
hypersurfaces in the Euclidean sphere S

m. Finally, in the last section we provide
the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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Notations. Throughout this article we will use the following sign conventions: for the
Riemannian curvature tensor field we use

R(X ,Y )Z = [∇X ,∇Y ]Z −∇[X ,Y ]Z,

for the Ricci tensor field

g(Ric(X),Y ) = Ric(X ,Y ) = Tr{Z → R(Z,X)Y} ,
and the scalar curvature is given by

Scal = TrRic .

The trace is taken with respect to the domain metric and we write Tr instead of Trg. For the
rough Laplacian on the pull-back bundle φ−1TN we employ the geometers sign convention

∆̄ =−Tr(∇̄∇̄− ∇̄∇).

2. c-BIHARMONIC HYPERSURFACES IN L
m(ε)×R

Let Lm(ε) represent, depending on the value of ε , the space form S
m, Hm or R

m with
constant curvature ε = 1, −1 or 0, respectively.
Given a hypersurface

ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R ,

let η denote a unit vector field normal to ϕ and let ∂t denote a unit vector field tangent to the
second factor R of the ambient space. Let us denote by 〈,〉 the product metric in L

m(ε)×R.
We further denote by A the shape operator, by H = TrA/m the mean curvature function

and by B(X ,Y ) = 〈A(X),Y 〉η its second fundamental form, X ,Y ∈C(T Mm).
Since ∂t is a unit vector field globally defined on the ambient space L

m(c)×R, we can
decompose it in the following form

(2.1) ∂t = dϕ(T )+ cosα η ,

where cosα = 〈∂t ,η〉 and dϕ(T ),T ∈ C(T Mm), denotes the tangential component of ∂t .
In the sequel we shall identify T with dϕ(T ).
Using that ∂t is parallel on L

m(c)×R, a direct computation yields the useful formulas

∇X T = cosα A(X),(2.2)

X(cosα) = −〈A(X),T 〉,(2.3)

for every tangent vector field X ∈C(T Mm).
The Riemannian curvature tensor of Lm(ε)×R can be easily computed and it is given by
the formula

R̄(X̄ ,Ȳ )Z̄ = ε{〈Ȳ , Z̄〉X̄ −〈X̄ , Z̄〉Ȳ −〈Ȳ ,∂t〉〈Z̄,∂t 〉X̄ + 〈X̄ ,∂t〉〈Z̄,∂t 〉Ȳ
+〈X̄ , Z̄〉〈Ȳ ,∂t〉∂t −〈Ȳ , Z̄〉〈X̄ ,∂t〉∂t},(2.4)

where X̄ ,Ȳ , Z̄ are vector fields on L
m(ε)×R.

Finally, the Codazzi equation is given by

(∇X A)Y − (∇Y A)X = ε cosα(〈Y,T 〉X −〈X ,T 〉Y ),(2.5)

where X ,Y ∈C(T Mm).

We are in the right position to give, in terms of the angle function α , the c-biharmonic
tension field (1.4) of a hypersurface ϕ : Mm →֒ L

m(ε)×R.
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Proposition 2.1. Let ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R be a hypersurface. Then the c-biharmonic

tension field is given by

τc
2 = [τc

2 ]
⊤+[τc

2 ]
⊥

where

(2.6)
[τc

2 ]
⊤ =− 2mA(gradH)−m2H gradH − 2m(m− 1)εH cosα T

− 4
3
(m− 1)ε cosαA(T )− 1

3
grad |A|2 + 2

3
m2H gradH

is the tangential component, while

(2.7)
[τc

2 ]
⊥ =

{

−m∆H +
2
3

m(m− 1)(3−m)εH+
1
3

m(7m− 13)εH sin2 α

+
5
3

mH|A|2 + 2(m− 2)εT(cosα)− 2TrA3 − 2
3

m3H3}η

is the normal component.

Proof. We proceed by computing all terms in (1.4) and then summing them up. The tension
field of the hypersurface is τ(φ) = mHη and the bitension field, as computed in [8], is
expressed as follows:

τ2(φ) =− 2mA(gradH)−m2H gradH − 2εm(m− 1)cosαHT

+m
{

−∆H −H|A|2 + ε(m− 1)H sin2 α
}

η .(2.8)

Let {Ei}m
i=1 be a local orthonormal frame field on M. According to the Gauss equation, we

have:

Ric(X ,Y ) = ∑
i

〈R(X ,Ei)Ei,Y 〉=∑
i

〈R̄(X ,Ei)Ei,Y 〉

+∑
i

(〈B(X ,Y ),B(Ei,Ei)〉− 〈B(X ,Ei),B(Y,Ei)〉) .(2.9)

Now, using (2.4), we compute

∑
i

〈R̄(X ,Ei)Ei,Y 〉= ε〈(m− 1)X −|T |2X − (m− 2)〈X ,T〉T,Y 〉(2.10)

and, by the definition of B,

∑
i

〈B(X ,Y ),B(Ei,Ei)〉= mH〈A(X),Y 〉,(2.11)

−∑
i

〈B(X ,Ei),B(Y,Ei)〉=−〈A2(X),Y 〉 .(2.12)

From this, we derive:

Ric(X) = ε(m− 1)X − ε|T |2X − ε(m− 2)〈X ,T〉T −A2(X)+mHA(X) .(2.13)

Furthermore, the scalar curvature can be computed as follows:

Scal = ∑
i

〈Ric(Ei),Ei〉= εm(m− 1)− 2ε(m− 1)|T|2 −|A|2 +m2H2 .(2.14)
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Next we compute the term 2Tr(∇̄dφ)(Ric(·), ·). We have, taking into account (2.13) and
using (2.5),

2∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(Ric(Ei),Ei) =2ε(m− 1)∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(Ei,Ei)− 2ε|T |2 ∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(Ei,Ei)

− 2ε(m− 2)∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(T,〈Ei,T 〉Ei)− 2∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(A2(Ei),Ei)

+ 2mH ∑
i

(∇̄dφ)(A(Ei),Ei)

=2εm(m− 1)Hη − 2εm|T |2Hη − 2ε(m− 2)B(T,T)

− 2∑
i

B(A2(Ei),Ei)+ 2mH ∑
i

B(A(Ei),Ei)

=
{

2εm(m− 1)H− 2εm|T |2H + 2ε(m− 2)T(cosα)

− 2TrA3 + 2mH|A|2
}

η .(2.15)

Finally, taking into account (2.2), we have

Ei(|T |2) = 2〈A(Ei),T 〉cosα ,

and using (2.14) we obtain

1
3

dφ(∇Scal) =
1
3 ∑

i

(Ei Scal)Ei

=− 4
3

ε(m− 1)cosαA(T )− 1
3

grad |A|2 + 2
3

m2H gradH .(2.16)

By summing up all the computed terms in (1.4), specifically (2.8), (2.14), (2.15) and (2.16),
and considering both the tangential and normal components, we obtain the desired result.

�

Remark 2.2. It is worth to point out that if ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R is a totally geodesic

immersion, that is if A ≡ 0, then, using (2.3), T (cosα) = 0. Thus, totally geodesic hyper-
surfaces in L

m(ε)×R are c-biharmonic since (2.6) and (2.7) are identically satisfied.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We first recall a result of Chaves and Santos.

Theorem 3.1 ([4, Theorem 4.1]). Let ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R be a hypersurface with con-

stant principal curvatures such that T is a principal direction and cosα 6= 0 for all p ∈ M.

Then ε = −1, A(T ) = 0 and the other m− 1 principal curvatures are all equal either to

b/
√

1+ b2 or to −b/
√

1+ b2 for some real constant b.

If we assume that the principal curvatures of the hypersurfaces are constant, we have that

H =
k1 + · · ·+ km

m
= constant and |A|2 = k2

1 + · · ·+ k2
m = constant .

Now, assuming that both H and |A|2 are constant, the tangential component (2.6) of τc
2

simplifies to

(3.1) [τc
2 ]
⊤ =−2

3
ε (m− 1)cosα

(

3mH T + 2A(T)
)

.

Consequently, if ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R is c-biharmonic, one of the following three cases

must occur.
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Case ε = 0. Then L
m(ε)×R=R

m+1 and ϕ : Mm →֒R
m+1 is a c-biharmonic isoparamet-

ric hypersurface in R
m+1. Now, isoparametric hypersurfaces in R

m+1 are: totally geodesic
hyperplanes; round spheres; cylinders over round spheres. Consequently, for the isopara-
metric hypersurfaces in R

m+1 it is straightforward to check that the vanishing of the normal
component (2.7) of τc

2 , that is

(3.2)
5
3

mH|A|2 − 2TrA3 − 2
3

m3H3 = 0 ,

implies that A = 0. Thus the c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in R
m+1 are only

totally geodesic hyperplanes.

Case cosα = 0. In this case ∂t is tangent to the hypersurface and ϕ(Mm) is locally a
cylinder Mm−1 ×R where Mm−1 →֒ L

m(c) is a c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurface
in the space form L

m(ε).

Case ε 6= 0 and cosα 6= 0. In this case, from (3.1), the vector field T satisfies

(3.3) A(T ) =−3mH

2
T

which implies that T is a principal direction with corresponding principal curvature−3mH/2.
We can thus apply Theorem 3.1 and since the principal curvature corresponding to T is 0,
we have that H = 0. Now, the vanishing of the normal component (2.7) of τc

2 gives

TrA3 =±(m− 1)
b3

(1+ b2)3/2
= 0 .

Thus b = 0 and the hypersurface is totally geodesic.

4. ISOPARAMETRIC c-BIHARMONIC HYPERSURFACES IN S
m+1

In [2] the authors began the study of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in space
forms. As a premise, they proved the following results:

Proposition 4.1.

(a) Any totally geodesic hypersurface in L
m+1(ε) is c-biharmonic.

(b) Let Mm be a minimal hypersurface in L
m+1(ε). Then Mm is c-biharmonic if and

only if its scalar curvature is constant and TrA3 = 0.

From this, they deduced that any hyperplane in R
m+1 is c-biharmonic, while there is no

example of c-biharmonic hypersurfaces in R
m+1 amongst m-dimensional round spheres or

cylinders.
Next, they characterized c-biharmonic small hyperspheres and generalized Clifford tori in
S

m+1. Finally, they gave a full analysis of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in the
hyperbolic space Hm+1.
As integration of the above work, in this section we investigate the existence of c-biharmonic
isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1 in the remaining cases, that is, isoparametric hyper-
surfaces of degree ℓ= 3,4,6.
We recall that each isoparametric hypersurface in S

m+1 is CMC and has ℓ distinct constant
principal curvatures k1, . . . ,kℓ with constant multiplicities m1, . . . ,mℓ, m1 + . . .+mℓ = m.
Moreover, the only possible values for ℓ are 1,2,3,4,6, and mi+2 = mi, so that there are at
most two distinct multiplicities, which we shall denote m1,m2. The integer ℓ is called the
degree of the isoparametric hypersurface.
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We follow the notation of [12]. By a suitable choice of the orientation we can assume
m1 ≤ m2 and we have the following explicit description of the principal curvatures of the
isoparametric families Mm

s in S
m+1, s ∈ (0,π/ℓ):

(4.1) ki(s) = cot

(

s+
(i− 1)π

ℓ

)

, i = 1, . . . , ℓ .

Next, we recall some further useful facts:

Case ℓ = 3. There exist only four examples of this type, corresponding to m1 = m2 =
1,2,4,8.

Case ℓ = 6. It was proved in [1] that in this case necessarily m1 = m2 and the possible
values are m1 = 1 or m1 = 2.

Case ℓ= 4. This is the richest case. The only examples with m1 = m2 occur when m1 =
m2 = 1 or m1 = m2 = 2, but we have plenty of examples with m1 < m2. Indeed, instances
occur when m1 = 4 and m2 = 5, or 1+m1 +m2 is a multiple of 2ξ (m1−1), where ξ (n)
denotes the number of natural numbers p such that 1 ≤ p ≤ n and p ≡ 0,1,2,4(mod8).
To give a more explicit idea of the situation, we point out that the following pairs of
multiplicities come about: m1 = 1,m2 ≥ 2; m1 = 2,m2 = 2k,k ≥ 2; m1 = 3,m2 = 4;
m1 = 4,m2 = 4k− 5,k ≥ 3.

Our first result is

Theorem 4.2.

(a) Let Mm be a minimal isoparametric hypersurface in S
m+1 of degree ℓ, ℓ= 3 or 6 .

Then Mm is c-biharmonic.

(b) Let Mm be a minimal isoparametric hypersurface in S
m+1 of degree 4 and assume

that m1 = m2. Then Mm is c-biharmonic.

Proof. According to Proposition 4.1(b) we just have to verify that in our hypotheses the
scalar curvature is constant and TrA3 = 0. As for the statement concerning Scal, we recall
that

Scal = m(m− 1)+m2H2 −|A|2 .
Then, since H and |A|2 are constant, so is Scal. Thus, it remains to compute TrA3. In both
cases ℓ= 3,6 we know that m1 = m2, while if ℓ= 4 this is true by assumption.
It follows easily that, for each fixed ℓ, the condition TrA3 = 0 becomes equivalent to

(4.2)
ℓ

∑
i=1

(ki(s))
3 = 0 .

But minimality occurs if and only if s = π/(2ℓ) and using (4.1) we can handle the three
cases:

Caseℓ= 3: k1 =
√

3, k2 = 0, k3 =−k1 ;
Caseℓ= 4: k1 =

√
2+ 1, k2 =

√
2− 1, k3 =−k2, k4 =−k1 ;

Caseℓ= 6: k1 =
√

3+ 2, k2 = 1, k3 = 2−
√

3, k4 =−k3, k5 =−k2, k6 =−k1

from which it is immediate to deduce that (4.2) holds and so the proof is completed.
�
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For our purposes, it is now useful to recall that, from [2], an isoparametric hypersurface in
S

m+1 is c-biharmonic if and only if

(4.3) [τc
2 ]
⊥(s) = Hm

(

5|A|2 − 2m2H2 − 2m2+ 11m− 6
)

− 6TrA3 = 0 .

Since (4.3) represents the vanishing of the normal component of τc
2 , we have denoted with

[τc
2 ]
⊥(s) the left-hand side of (4.3).

Therefore, we are now in the position to perform a more specific analysis of the existence
of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces of degree ℓ in S

m+1, ℓ= 3,4,6. Indeed, since
according to (4.1) we know precisely the principal curvatures, we can plug this information
into (4.3) and obtain the explicit condition of c-biharmonicity in terms of the parameter s.

We shall obtain a converse of Theorem 4.2. To this purpose, we proceed case by case.

Case ℓ= 3. We know that there exist only four examples of this type, corresponding to
m1 = m2 = 1,2,4,8. The c-biharmonicity equation (4.3) becomes

(4.4)
27m1 cos(3s)

(

2m2
1 +m1 cos(6s)− 6m1 + 6

)

sin3(s)(2cos(2s)+ 1)3
= 0 .

Now, a routine analysis shows that, on the relevant interval (0,π/3), the unique solution of
equation (4.4) is s = π/6 and this value corresponds to the minimal hypersurface.
By way of conclusion, we have shown that the converse of Theorem 4.2(a) holds in this
case, that is: the minimal isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1 of degree 3 are the only

c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in S
m+1 of degree 3.

Case ℓ= 6. In this case necessarily m1 =m2 and the possible values are m1 = 1 or m1 = 2.
The analysis proceeds precisely as in the case that ℓ= 3 and so we omit the details.
Again, the conclusion is: the minimal isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1 of degree 6 are

the only c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in S
m+1 of degree 6.

Case ℓ = 4. In this case it is convenient to separate the two instances m1 = m2 and
m1 < m2.

Subcase m1 = m2. The analysis can be carried out as in the cases ℓ= 3,6 and so we omit
the details. The conclusion is: when m1 = m2, the minimal isoparametric hypersurfaces in

S
m+1 of degree 4 are the only c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in S

m+1 of degree

4.

Subcase m1 < m2. This case is interesting because it provides examples of c-biharmonic
isoparametric hypersurfaces which are non minimal. More precisely, we prove:

Theorem 4.3. Let Mm
s , s ∈ (0,π/4), be a family of isoparametric hypersurfaces of degree

4 in S
m+1 with m1 < m2, m = 2(m1 +m2). Then there exists s∗ ∈ (0,π/4) such that Mm

s∗ is

a non minimal, c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurface in S
m+1.

Proof. Direct substitution and simplification yields:

H =

(

(m1 +m2)cos(4s)+m1 −m2

)

sin(4s)(m1 +m2)
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[τc
2 ]

⊥ =
1

32sin3(s)cos9(s)(tan2(s)− 1)3 A(s) ,

where

(4.5)

A(s) =2(m1 −m2)
(

12(m2
1 +m2

2)+ 8m1m2 − 33(m1+m2)+ 36
)

+
(

32(m3
1 +m3

2)− 83(m2
1+m2

2)− 6m1m2 + 96(m1+m2)
)

cos(4s)

+ 2(m1 −m2)
(

4(m2
1 +m2

2)+ 8m1m2 − 7(m1 +m2)+ 12
)

cos(8s)

+ 3(m1 +m2)
2 cos(12s) .

Now, it is easy to check that there exists a unique value s̃ ∈ (0,π/4) such that H(s̃) = 0,
i.e.,

s̃ =
1
4

cos−1
(

m2 −m1

m1 +m2

)

.

Next, we compute

lim
s→0+

A(s) = 32m1(6+m1(−5+ 2m1))> 0

lim
s→π/4−

A(s) = −32m2(6+m2(−5+ 2m2))< 0 .

From this it is easy to deduce that lims→0+ [τ
c
2 ]
⊥(s) =−∞ and lims→π/4− [τ

c
2 ]
⊥(s) = +∞.

Therefore, there exists s∗ ∈ (0,π/4) such that [τc
2 ]

⊥(s∗) = 0.
Finally,

[τc
2 ]

⊥(s̃) =
48(m2

1 −m2
2)√

m1m2
6= 0

which implies s∗ 6= s̃. Therefore Mm
s∗ is c-biharmonic and non minimal, as required to end

the proof of the theorem. �

Remark 4.4. We point out that the analysis in the proof of Theorem 4.3 has shown that
minimal isoparametric hypersurface in S

m+1 of degree ℓ = 4 with m1 < m2 are not c-

biharmonic.

Remark 4.5. In [11, Theorem 5.1] compact isoparametric Willmore hypersurfaces in S
m+1

are characterized. Their structure is similar to c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces
in spheres: For ℓ = 2 they are represented by certain Clifford tori, while for ℓ = 3,6 they
must be minimal. As in the case of c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in spheres,
ℓ= 4 represents the richest case and allows for additional non-minimal solutions.

Remark 4.6. We would like to point that Theorem 4.3 highlights another interesting dif-
ference between biharmonic and c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in spheres. It
is well-known that there does not exist a proper biharmonic isoparametric hypersurface in
spheres of degree ℓ= 4, see [9] for the details, whereas Theorem 4.3 shows that there exist
c-biharmonic isoparametric hypersurfaces in this case.

5. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Let ϕ : Mm →֒ L
m(ε)×R be a totally umbilical hypersurface. Then the shape operator

satisfies A= H Id and it follows that |A|2 =mH2 and TrA3 = mH3. Under these conditions,
the tangential and normal components of τc

2 , given by (2.6) and (2.7), become

(5.1) [τc
2 ]

⊤ =−1
3

m(m+ 8)H gradH − 2
3
(m− 1)(3m+ 2)εH cosα T ,



A NOTE ON CONFORMAL-BIHARMONIC HYPERSURFACES 11

[τc
2 ]

⊥ =
{

−m∆H +
2
3

m(m− 1)(3−m)εH+
1
3
(m− 1)(7m− 12)εH sin2 α

−1
3

m
(

2m2 − 5m+ 6
)

H3}η .(5.2)

Moreover, under the assumption that A = H Id the Codazzi equation (2.5) becomes

[X(H)+ ε cosα〈X ,T 〉]Y − [Y(H)+ ε cosα(〈Y,T 〉]X = 0 .(5.3)

Since the dimension of M is m ≥ 2, for any tangent vector field X , choosing Y so that
{X ,Y} are linearly independent, we obtain

X(H)+ ε cosα〈X ,T 〉= 0 , ∀X ∈C(T M) .(5.4)

Next (5.4) implies

gradH =−ε cosαT(5.5)

that substituted in (5.1) yields

(5m2 − 10m− 4)H gradH = 0 .

Since 5m2 −10m−4 does not have integer solutions we conclude that H is constant, even-
tually zero. In particular, from (5.5), the possible cases are ε = 0, cosα = 0 and T =~0. If
ε = 0, then the vanishing of (5.2) implies immediately that H = 0. If cosα = 0, then Mm

is a cylinder, which is totally umbilical if and only if it is totally geodesic. Finally, if T

vanishes, then M is a slice L
m(ε)×{t0} and so it is totally geodesic.
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