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ON THE IMMERSED SUBMANIFOLDS IN THE UNIT SPHERE
WITH PARALLEL BLASCHKE TENSOR

XINGXIAO LI AND HONGRU SONG *

ABSTRACT. As is known, the Blaschke tensor A (a symmetric covariant 2-tensor) is one of the funda-
mental Mobius invariants in the Mobius differential geometry of submanifolds in the unit sphere S™,
and the eigenvalues of A are referred to as the Blaschke eigenvalues. In this paper, we shall prove a
classification theorem for immersed umbilic-free submanifolds in S™ with a parallel Blaschke tensor. For
proving this classification, some new kinds of examples are first defined.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let S™(r) be the standard n-dimensional sphere in the (n + 1)-dimensional Euclidean space R"*! of
radius r, and denote S™ = S"(1). Let H"(c) be the n-dimensional hyperbolic space of constant curvature
¢ < 0 defined by

n n 1
H"(¢) = {y = (yo,v1) € RT™; (y,y)1 = - %> 0},
where, for any integer N > 2, RY = R; x RV ! is the N-dimensional Lorentzian space with the standard
Lorentzian inner product (-,-); given by

(,u' )1 = —yovo + 1 - v y= (o), ¥ = (v, v1) €RY
in which the dot “” denotes the standard Euclidean inner product on R¥~!. From now on, we simply
write H™ for H™(—1).

Denote by S” the hemisphere in S™ whose first coordinate is positive. Then there are two conformal
diffeomorphisms
o:R" = S8"\{(-1,0)} and 7:H" — S}
defined as follows:

0(u)=(1_|u|2 2u ) ueR", (1.1)

1+ |ul2’ 14 |ul?

= ()=o) eH CRIM (12
Yo Yo

Let z : M™ — S™"P be an immersed umbilic-free submanifold in S™*?. Then there are four funda-
mental Mobius invariants of «, in terms of the light-cone model established by C. P. Wang in 1998 ([24]),
namely, the Mobius metric g, the Blaschke tensor A, the Mdbius second fundamental form B and the
Mobius form C'. Since the pioneer work of Wang, there have been obtained many interesting results in
the Mobius geometry of submanifolds including some important classification theorems of submanifolds
with particular Mobius invariants, such as, the classification of surfaces with vanishing Mébius forms
([IQ)), that of M&bius isotropic submanifolds ([21]), that of hypersurfaces with constant M6bius sectional
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curvature ([4]), that of Mébius isoparametric hypersurfaces ([8], [6], [12], etc), and that of hypersurfaces
with Blaschke tensors linearly dependent on the Mobius metrics and Mobius second fundamental forms
[9], which is later generalized by [I7] and [3], respectively, in two different directions. Here we should
remark that, after the classification of all immersed hypersurfaces in S™*! with parallel Mobius second
fundamental forms ([5]), Zhai-Hu-Wang recently proved in [25] an interesting theorem which classifies all
2-codimensional umbilic-free submanifolds in the unit sphere with parallel M&bius second fundamental
forms.

To simplify matters, we briefly call an umbilic-free submanifold Mdbius parallel if its Mobius second
fundamental form is parallel.

As for other Mobius invariants, it is much natural to study submanifolds in the unit sphere S™ with
particular Blaschke tensors. Note that a submanifold in S™ with vanishing Blaschke tensor also has a
vanishing Mdébius form, and therefore is a special Mobius isotropic submanifold; any Mobius isotropic
submanifold is necessarily of parallel Blaschke tensor. Furthermore, all M&bius parallel submanifolds also
have vanishing Mébius forms and parallel Blaschke tensors([25]). So the next natural thing is, of course,
to seek a classification of all the submanifolds with parallel Blaschke tensors.

To this direction, the first step is indeed the study of hypersurfaces. In fact, the following theorem has
been established:

Theorem 1.1 ([I8]). Let x : M™ — S™ m > 2, be an umbilic-free immersed hypersurface. If the
Blaschke tensor A of x is parallel, then the Mébius form of © vanishes identically and x is either Mdébius
parallel, or Mobius isotropic, or Mébius equivalent to one of the following examples which have exactly
two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues:

(1) one of the minimal hypersurfaces as indicated in Example 3.2 of [18];

(2) one of the non-minimal hypersurfaces as indicated in Example 3.3 of [1§].

As the second step, we shall prove in this paper a classification theorem for all immersed submanifolds
in S™ with vanishing Mé&bius forms, parallel Blaschke tensors and two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues. To
do this, we first need as usual to seek as many as possible examples. As a matter of fact, we success-
fully construct a new class of immersed submanifolds denoted by LS(mq,p1, 7, 1) which, as desired, have
vanishing Mobius forms and parallel Blaschke tensors with two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues. But they
are in general not Mobius parallel (see Section B]). It turns out that this class of new examples include
those two kinds of examples listed in Theorem [Tl that were first introduced in [I8] (see also [19]) and are
the only Blaschke isoparametric hypersurfaces (first formally defined in [20]) with two distinct Blaschke
eigenvalues. Here we should remark that, recently by Li-Wang in [I1], any Blaschke isoparametric hy-
persurfaces with more than two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues must be Mobius isoparametric, giving an
affirmative solution of the problem originally raised in [20] (see also [I3] and [14]). Note that, by a very
recent paper [I2] and the characterization theorem in [22], the M6bius isoparametric hypersurfaces which
were first introduced by [8] have been completely classified. So the above-mentioned theorem by Li-Wang
in fact finishes the classification of all the Blaschke isoparametric hypersurfaces and, before this final
result, the latest partial classification theorem was proved in [7]. By the way, as stated in Theorem [L.1]
all hypersurfaces with parallel Blaschke tensors necessarily have vanishing Mobius forms and thus are
special examples of Blaschke isoparametric ones. We also remark that some parallel results for space-like
hypersurfaces in the de Sitter space S} have been obtained recently (see [I5], [16] and the references
therein).

Recall that a Riemannian submanifold is said to be pseudo-parallel if the inner product of its second
fundamental form with the mean curvature vector is parallel. In particular, if the second fundamental
form is itself parallel, then we simply call this submanifold (Euclidean) parallel.

Now the main theorem of this paper can be stated as follows:
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Theorem 1.2. Let  : M™ — S™TP be an umbilic-free submanifold immersed in S™P with parallel
Blaschke tensor A and vanishing Mébius form C. If x has two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues, then it must
be Mobius equivalent to one of the following four kinds of immersions:

(1) a non-minimal and umbilic-free pseudo-parallel immersion T : M™ — S™P with parallel mean
curvature and constant scalar curvature, which has two distinct principal curvatures in the direction of
the mean curvature vector;

(2) the image under o of a non-minimal and umbilic-free pseudo-parallel immersion T : M™ — R™TP
with parallel mean curvature and constant scalar curvature, which has two distinct principal curvatures
in the direction of the mean curvature vector;

(3) the image under T of a non-minimal and umbilic-free pseudo-parallel immersion T : M™ — H™TP
with parallel mean curvature and constant scalar curvature, which has two distinct principal curvatures
in the direction of the mean curvature vector;

(4) a submanifold LS(mq,p1,7, 1) given in Example 32 for some parameters my,p1,7, ji.

Remark 1.1. In deed, it is directly verified that each of the immersed submanifolds stated in Theorem
[[2Ihas parallel Blaschke tensors and vanishing Mébius forms (see Section[3]). In fact, some of the examples
we shall define in Section Bl are new and somewhat more general which can have more than two distinct
Blaschke eigenvalues.

Remark 1.2. According to [20], an immersed umbilic-free submanifolds in the unit sphere S™ is called
Blaschke isoparametric if (1) the Mdbius form vanishes identically and (2) all the Blaschke eigenvalues
are constant. By carefully checking the argument in this paper, or directly using Proposition A.1 in [12],
one easily finds that we have in fact classified all the Blaschke isoparametric submanifolds in S™ with two
distinct Blaschke eigenvalues.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let  : M™ — S™TP be an immersed umbilic-free submanifold. Denote by h the second fundamental
form of x and H = %tr h the mean curvature vector field. Define

p= (52 (a2 = i) ¥ = p1.0), 21)

Then Y : M™ — RY"*2 is an immersion of M™ into the Lorentzian space R]""?2 and is called the
canonical lift (or the Mébius position vector) of x. The function p given by (2.1) may be called the Mdbius
factor of the immersion . We define

Or+p+l = {y = (yanl) € Ry X Rm+p+1 ; <yay>1 = 07 Yo > O} :

Let O(m +p+1,1) be the Lorentzian group of all elements in GL(m + p + 2; R) preserving the standard
Lorentzian inner product (-,-); on RY"™"*2 and Ot (m +p+1,1) be a subgroup of O(m +p+1,1) given
by

Of(m+p+1,1)= {T €O0(m+p+1,1); T(CT Cf“’“} . (2.2)

Then the following theorem is well known.

Theorem 2.1. ([24]) Two submanifolds x,& : M™ — S™*P with Mébius position vectors Y, Y, respec-
tively, are Mobius equivalent if and only if there is a T € OY(m +p+ 1,1) such that Y = T(Y).

By Theorem 21 the induced metric g = Y*(-,-); = p?dz - dz by Y on M™ from the Lorentzian
product (-, -); is a M&bius invariant Riemannian metric (cf. [1], [2], [24]), and is called the Mobius metric
of x. Using the vector-valued function Y and the Laplacian A of the metric g, one can define another
important vector-valued function N : M™ — R;nﬂ) +2, called the Méobius biposition vector, by

1 1
N = ——AY — o (AY, AY),Y. (2.3)
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Then it is verified that the Md&bius position vector Y and the Mobius biposition vector N satisfy the
following identities [24]:
(AY,Y); = —m, (AY,dY); =0, (AY,AY); =1+m?x, (2.4)
YY) =(N,N)1 =0, (Y,N); =1,
where x denotes the normalized scalar curvature of the Mobius metric g.

Let V — M™ be the vector subbundle of the trivial Lorentzian bundle M™ x R}**? 2 defined to be
the orthogonal complement of RY @ RN &Y, (T M™) with respect to the Lorentzian product (-,-);. Then
V' is called the Mobius normal bundle of the immersion z. Clearly, we have the following vector bundle
decomposition:

M™ x R"PT2 —RY @ RN @ Y, (TM™) & V. (2.6)

Now, let 7-M™ be the normal bundle of the immersion x : M™ — S™*P. Then the mean curvature
vector field H of z defines a bundle isomorphism ® : T+M™ — V by
d(e) = (H -e,(H -e)x+e) foranyeeTtM™. (2.7)
It is known that @ preserves the inner products as well as the connections on T+ M™ and V ([24)).

To simplify notations, we make the following conventions on the ranges of indices used frequently in
this paper:

lglv‘]akvém; m+1§avﬂvva§m+p (28)

For a local orthonormal frame field {e;} for the induced metric dz - dz with dual {#‘} and for an
orthonormal normal frame field {e,} of z, we set

Ei=ple;, W =pb, E,=d(eq). (2.9)

Then {E;} is a local orthonormal frame field on M™ with respect to the Mdbius metric g, {w'} is the
dual of {E;}, and {E,} is a local orthonormal frame field of the Mébius normal bundle V' — M. Clearly,
{Y,N,Y; := Y.(E;), E,} is a moving frame of R}"*?*? along M™. If the basic Mobius invariants A, B
and C are respectively written as

A=) Ajww!, B=Y BiwwE, C=)» Cfw'E,, (2.10)
then we have the following equations of motion ([24]):
dY =) Yiw', dN =) AjwV;+ Clw'E,, (2.11)
dY; ==Y A’V —w'N+ Y wlV;+ Y Biw B, (2.12)
=-> Crw'Y =Y BiwYi+ > wiBg, (2.13)

where wf are the Levi-Civita connection forms of the Mbius metric g and w? are the (Mébius ) normal
connection forms of . Furthermore, by a direct computation one can find the following local expressions

(124)):

Aij=—p2 (Hess ij(log p) — ei(log p)e;(log p) — Z H%h O‘)

1
— 50" ([dlogpl* = 1+ [H[*) 8, (2.14)
Biaj _ 71 (hq _ Ha(sij) (215)
o =— p2 (Ha + 3 (hg — Ho6y eJ(logp)) (2.16)

in which the subscript “,7” denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the induced metric dx - dx
and in the direction e;.
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Remark 2.1. For an umbilic-free immersion Z : M™ — R™*? (resp. z : M™ — H™TP), a Mobius
factor p, a Mobius invariant metric § and other M&bius invariants A, B, C' are defined similarly. As
indicated in [24] and [21], while the corresponding components B;; (resp C®) of B (resp. C) have the
same expressions as (ZI5) (resp. (ZI6)), the components A;; of A has a slightly different expression

from (2.14):

Ajj=—p (Hess ij(log p) — e;(log p)e;(log p) — ZHQ a)
- % 2 (ldlog pf* + |HI?) 8 247
(resp.
Ajj=—p (Hess ij(log p) — ei(log p)e;(log p) — ZHQ a)
_ % *(|dlogp|* + 1+ [H|?) ;5 ) (2.18)
Denote, respectively, by Rij, RQBU the components of the Mobius Riemannian curvature tensor and

the curvature operator of the Mobius normal bundle with respect to the tangent frame field {E;} and
the Mobius normal frame field {E,}. Then we have ([24])

1 m—1
tA_ 1 trB=Y BYE,=0, |B?= BYYY? = — —. 2.19
r Dy +m?k), tr > . |BP=Y_(BY) — (2.19)
Rijkl = Z( B85, — B Bj) + Audjr — Aikdji + Ajidi — Ajidi. (2.20)
Raﬁlj = Z( ;'lkBin - ﬁcBgBk) (221)

We should remark that both equations (220) and (221 have the opposite sign from those in [24]
due to the different notations of the Riemannian curvature tensor. Furthermore, let A;j, By and Cf}
denote, respectively, the components with respect to the frame fields {E;} and {E,} of the covariant
derivatives of A, B and C, then the following Ricci identities hold ([24]):

Ay — Ay =Y _(BRCS — B5CR), (2.22)
B — Biy; =04,CF — 0 CF, (2.23)
Cy = O = (B Ak — B Ags). (2.24)

Denote by R;; the components of the Ricci curvature. Then by taking trace in (Z20) and (Z23)), one
obtains

Rij ==Y BBy +0ijtr A+ (m — 2) Ay, (2.25)
(m—1)C¢ ==Y "B, (2.26)

Moreover, for the higher order covariant derivatives Bf} w1+ we have the following Ricci identities:
ok — B = B Rign + > B Rjgr+ - — > Bl Riou. (2:27)

By 219), 225) and (226, if m > 3, then the Blaschke tensor A and the Mobius form C' are
determined by the Mobius metric g, Mobius second fundamental form B and the (Mobius ) normal
connection of z. Thus the following theorem holds:

Theorem 2.2 (cf. [24]). Two submanifolds x : M™ — S™P and & : M™ — S™+? m > 3, are Mobius
equivalent if and only if they have the same Mdbius metrics, the same Mébius second fundamental forms
and the same (Mobius ) normal connections.
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3. THE NEW EXAMPLES

Before proving the main theorem, we need to find as many as possible examples of submanifolds in
the unit sphere S™*? with parallel Blaschke tensors and with two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues. First
we note that, by Zhai-Hu-Wang (|25]), all Mébius parallel submanifolds in S™*! necessarily have parallel
Blaschke tensors. Examples of this kind of submanifolds are listed in [25]. In this section we define a new
class of examples with parallel Blaschke tensors which are in general not M&bius parallel.

Example 3.1. Here we are to examine the following three classes of submanifolds that meet the
conditions of Theorem

(1) Let & : M™ — S™*P be an umbilic-free pseudo-parallel submanifolds with parallel mean curvature
H and constant scalar curvature S.

Since the mean curvature H is parallel (implying that |H|?> = const) and the scalar curvature S is
constant, by the Gauss equation and (2.1]), we find that the Mobius factor p is also a constant. It follows
by (ZI06) that the Mdbius form C' = 0. Note that, by 5 = const, the parallel of tensors with respect
to the induced metric d#? and the Mobius metric § are exactly the same. Consequently, by (2.14), the
Blaschke tensor A of 7 is parallel since Z is pseudo-parallel.

Clearly, = has two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues if and only if it is not minimal and has two distinct
principal curvatures in the direction of the mean curvature vector H. Note that = is Mobius isotropic,
or equivalently, Z has only one distinct Blaschke eigenvalue, if and only it is minimal ([21]).

~(2)Letz: M™ — R™*P be an umbilic-free pseudo-parallel submanifolds with parallel mean curvature
H and constant scalar curvature S.

As in (1), since the mean curvature H is parallel (in particular |H|?> = const), and the scalar curvature
S is constant, we know from (ZII) and the Gauss equation of Z that the Mobius factor p is once again a
constant. Thus, by (Z.I6), the M&bius form C' = 0. Consequently, by (.17), the Blaschke tensor A of Z
is parallel since T is pseudo-parallel. Furthermore, Z is of two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues if and only if
it is not minimal with two distinct principal curvatures in the direction of the mean curvature vector H.

Define & := o o . Then by [21], Z has a parallel Blaschke tensor. Furthermore, it is of two distinct
Blaschke eigenvalues if and only if Z is not minimal with two distinct principal curvatures in the direction
of the mean curvature vector.

(3) Let Z : M™ — H™'P be an umbilic-free pseudo-parallel submanifold with parallel mean curvature
H and constant scalar curvature S. Then, as in (2), we obtain that # := 7 o Z has a parallel Blaschke
tensor; it has two distinct Blaschke eigenvalues if and only if Z is not minimal and has two distinct
principal curvatures in the direction of the mean curvature vector.

Remark 3.1. It is not hard to see that the submanifold Z in (1) is M6bius parallel if and only if
it is (Euclidean) parallel; the submanifold Z in (2) is Mobius parallel if and only if the corresponding
submanifold Z : M™ — R™*? is (Euclidean) parallel; and the submanifold Z in (3) is Mobius parallel if
and only if the corresponding submanifold z : M™ — H™*? is (Euclidean) parallel.

Example 3.2. Submanifolds LS(m1, p1,r, ) with parameters my,p1, 7, .

Fix the dimension m > 3 and the codimension p > 1. We start with a multiple parameter data
(mq, p1,r, 1) where mq,p; are integers satisfying

1<m<m-1, 0<p; <p,

and r > 0, p € [0,1] are real numbers. Denote ms := m — my and ps = p — p1.

Let § = (Jo,91) : My — H™ TP (—%) C R P! be an immersed minimal submanifold of dimen-

sional m1 with constant scalar curvature

~ mi(myg —1 m—1
Slz— 1( ; ) — ,U, (31)
r m
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and
Go : My — S™27P2(p) C RM2FP2F! (3.2)
be an immersed minimal submanifold of dimension ms with constant scalar curvature

~  mg(me—1) m-—1

pu— —_ 1 - . .
Sa 2 m (1—p) (3.3)
Clearly,
~ ~ —mi(mi — 1)+ mo(me — 1 m—1
G 4 5= Tl Z D malma =) 1 (3.4)
Set ~ ~
M™ = My x Ma, 'Y = (o, U1, 72)- (3.5)

Then Y : M™ — RY"P"2 is an immersion satisfying (¥, Y); = 0 and has the induced Riemannian metric
g = (dY,dY)1 = —dgj + dij; + dg.

Obviously, as a Riemannian manifold, we have

(M™, g) = (M, (df, dij)1) x (Ma, dij3) . (3.6)
Define . -
~ Y1 - Y2 ~ o~
I1=2, To==, T=(%1,T2). 3.7
! Yo 2 Yo (#1,22) (3.7)

Then 72 = 1 and 7 : M™ — S™P is an immersed submanifold which we denote by LS(mq,p1,r, ) for

simplicity. Since

dgo . - .

—— (71, 92) + —(df1, df2), (3.8)
Yo Yo

the induced metric § = dz - dT on M™ is related to g by
g =19 (~dgj + dii + dj3) = Gy 9. (3.9)

Let
{easm+1<a<m+pi} (resp. {€a;m+p1+1<a<m+p})
be an orthonormal normal frame field of § (resp. g=2) with

o = (a0, Ea1) € RE x R™FPL = RTMFPIHL for o = m 41, ,m +py.
Define
o =(Ba1,0) — Eqoi € R™MTPL 5 RM2¥P2tl = RMAPHL for o —=m +1,--- ,m + py; (3.10)
o =(0,84) € R™ TP x RM2FP2Hl = RMAPHL for o = m +py +1,--- ,m +p. (3.11)

Then {é,; m+ 1 < a < m+ p} is an orthonormal normal frame field of LS(mq,p1, 7, ).
Hence, by B8)), fora=m+1,--- ,m+p;
déo - AT = (déa1,0) - dT — deaoZdE — eaodE?
= 75 "(—deaodio + dear - dij1) — €aoly ~9; (3.12)
while fora =m+p; +1,--- ,m+p,
déo - di = g (dey - dije).
Consequently, if we denote by

m+p1 m+p
hMl = E haéa, hM2 = E h%e,
a=m+1 a=m+p1+1

the second fundamental forms of § and ¢, respectively, then the second fundamental form
m+p

h= > h%,

a=m-+1
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of LS(myq, p1,r, i) is given in terms of hyy,, has, and the metric g as follows:
he = — déy - di = yg 'h® + Eaollg 29, fora=m+1,--- ,m+ py; (3.13)
ﬁaz—déa-di:gjglﬁo‘, fora=m+p+1,---,m+p. (3.14)
Let
{Ei;1<i<mi} (resp. {Ej;mi+1<i<m})

be a local orthonormal frame field for (M, (dg,dg)1) (vesp. for (Ma,dy3)). Then {E;;1 <i < m} is a
local orthonormal frame field for (M™,g). Put é; = §oE;, i = 1,--+ ;m. Then {&;;1 < i < m} is a local
orthonormal frame field for (M™, g). Thus forca =m+1,--- ,m+ p1,

hgy = h(@i,€;) = Gah® (Ei, Ej) = §oh® (Ei, Ej) + €a0 9(Ei, Ej)
= yohij + €q0dij, when 1 <i,j<myq, (3.15)
ﬁf} = €q00;5, wheni>my or j > my;
and fora=m+py+1,--- ,m+p,
ﬁ% = h*(é;,8;) = Goh®(E;, Ej) = joh®(Ei, E;) = foh$;
when m1 +1<14,57 <m, (3.16)
ﬁ%:O, when i < my or j < my.

By using the minimality of both § and g;, the mean curvature

~ 1
H=—
— > D h
a=m+1 i=1
of LS(m1,p1,7, 1) is given by
1 m ~ go mi _ ~ ~
- he = 22 h& w0 = a0, T 1<a< ; 3.17
Z“ m;”+60 €00 orm+1<a<m+p (3.17)
1 m ~ ~ m _
:—th‘i:@ Z hii=0, form+pi+1<a<m+p. (3.18)
‘ m
1=mi+1
From (34), BI5)-BI8) and the Gauss equations of § and g2, we find
B m+p1r ma B m+pi1 m-+p
W= Y S rem Y @+ Y > (B2
a=m+11i,5=1 a=m+1 a=m+pi1+1i,j=mi+1
_1 m-+p1
7o +m Z €a0)?, (3.19)
a=m-+1
N m-+p1 _ m-+p ~ m-+p1
[HP = > (H?+ Y (H = Y (ea0)™. (3.20)
a=m-+1 a=m+pi;+1 a=m-+1
It then follows that
R

implying that # is umbilic-free, and the Mobius factor p = gjo. So Y is the Mdbius position of LS(my, p1, 7, 1).
Consequently, the Mobius metric of LS(mq,p1,7, 1) is nothing but (dY,dY); = g. Furthermore, if we
denote by {w'} the local coframe field on M™ dual to {E;}, then the Mdbius second fundamental form

m-+p m~+p
B = Zf?@é ZBwoﬂ@eQ)
a=m-+1

a=m-+1
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of LS(m1,p1,7, 1) is given by

B~ :[flz(ﬁ — HYj)wiw? = Z he: wa

1,j=1
fora=m-+1,---,m+ p; (3.21)

BY =51 Z(ﬁ% — HY;j)w'w = Z hisw bl
i,j=m1+1
fora=m+p +1,--- ,m+p, (3.22)

or, equivalently

he, fm+1<a<m+4p, 1<ij<m
B = orm+pr+l<a<m+p m+1<i,j<m, (3.23)
0,  otherwise.

On the other hand, since the Mébius metric g is the direct product of (dg, dg); and dgs - dgs, one finds
by the minimality and the Gauss equations of § and ¢» that the Ricci tensor of g is given as follows:

-1 A
Rij=—"26,; =SS hghgy, if1<i,j<m, (3.24)

T

a k=1
m2 — 1 . ..
Rij= —— Z Z hShe, ifmi+1<i,j<m, (3.25)
a k=mi+1

R;; =0, otherwise. (3.26)

But by the definitions of § and g, the normalized scalar curvature k of g is given by (see ([B4))
7—m1(m1 — 1) + mg(mg — 1) _ 1

m(m — 1)r2 m?2’

Thus

—m (m1 - 1) + mg(mg — 1)
2(m — 1)r?

Since m > 3, it follows by (228, 3:23)-([B.26) that the Blaschke tensor of LS(my, p1,r, ) is given by

A =3 Ajjw'w? where, for 1 <i,j < my,

trA = ﬁu +m?k) = (3.27)

1
Ajj = | Rij + ZB 1B — ditr A
1
- ﬁisij; (3.28)
and similarly,
1 o
Aij = 550, formi+1<4i,j<m, (3.29)
A;; =0, otherwise. (3.30)

Therefore, A has two distinct eigenvalues

1

)\1 == —)\2 = _ﬁ

Thus LS(m1,p1,r, p) is of parallel Blaschke tensor A since wf =0 for A;; # Aj;.
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Proposition 3.1. Submanifolds LS(m1, p1,r, 1) defined in Example[T D are of vanishing Mébius form;
they are Mébius parallel if and only if both

1
:lj : M1 — Hm1+p1 (——2) and gg : M2 — Sm2+p2(7°)
T

are parallel as Riemannian submanifolds. Furthermore, if it is the case, then x(My) is isometric to the

totally geodesic hyperbolic space H™* (—T%) and § can be taken as the standard embedding of H™* (—i)

P
in H™ P (—L).
Proof.  Firstly, if we denote by
@, m+1<a,B<m+p (resp. m+pi+1<a,B<m+p),
the normal connection forms of § (resp. §2) with respect to the normal frame field
{€a, m+1<a<m+pi} (resp. {€n, m+p1+1<a<m+p}),

then by definitions (3I0) and (BI1)) of the normal frame field {é,, m+1 < a < m+p} for LS(my, p1, 7, i),
we easily find that the normal connection forms Qg, m+1<aq,fB<m+p, with respect to {€,, m+1 <
a <m+ p} are as follows:

@l forbothm +1<a,B<m-+p,
andm+p+1<a,B8<m+p; (3.32)

0, otherwise.

&
L™
I

On the other hand, note that the Mébius metric of LS(myq, p1, 7, 1) is the direct product of the induced
metrics of § and §z, and the bundle map ® : T+ M — V (see Section 2] keeps invariant both the metric
and the connections. Therefore the first conclusion comes directly from ([2.26]) together with the fact that
both

m+p1  ma m+p m
a, i, ] @, i, ]
E E Bijw w!E, and E E Bijw w! B,
a=m+11i,5=1 a=m+p1+1i,j=m1+1

are normal-vector-valued Codazzi tensors on M; and M, respectively; The second conclusion is easily
seen true by 323) and (832); And the third conclusion of the proposition comes from the fact that
any connected minimal submanifolds with parallel second fundamental form in a real space form of
non-positive curvature must be totally geodesic ([23]). O

Remark 3.2. Clearly, in the case of p = 1, LS(mq,p1,7, 1) will reduce to those hypersurfaces first
introduced in [I8] (See Examples 3.1 and 3.2 there).

4. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Let x : M™ — S™TP be an umbilic-free submanifold in S™*? satisfying all the conditions in the
main theorem, and A;, A2 be the two different Blaschke eigenvalues of . By the assumption that the
Mobius form vanishes identically and the Blaschke tensor A is parallel, it is not hard to see that (M, g)
can be decomposed into a direct product of two Riemannian manifolds (M, g™)) and (My, ¢®) with
mq := dim M; and my := dim Ms, that is,

(M™,g) = (M, g™M)) x (Mg, g'),
such that, by choosing the orthonormal frame field {E;} of (M™, g) satisfying
By, B, €TM), Ep,t1, -, By € TMo,
the components A;; of A with respect to {E;} are diagonalized as follows:

Ailjl = )‘lailjla Aizjz = /\25i2j2a Ailjz = Ai2j1 =0, (4'1)
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where and from now on we agree with
1<idy,jiske,- - <ma, my+1<ig,jo, ka,--- <.

Since the Mobius form C' = 0, we can also assume by (2.24) that the corresponding components Bf; of
the Mobius second fundamental form B satisfy

B, ;, =0, for all a, iy, ja. (4.2)
In general, we have
Lemma 4.1. It holds that
B, =0, if neither 1 <4,j,--+ ,k <mq normy +1<4,5,-- ,k<m. (4.3)

where ij - - - k is a multiple index of order no less than 2.

Proof.  Due to (£2) and the method of induction, it suffices to prove that if (@3] holds then
B . =0, if neither 1 <4, j,--- ,k,0 <mynor my +1<4,5,--- kI <m. (4.4)
In fact, we only need to consider the following two cases:
(i) Neither 1 <4,5,--- ,k <mynormy +1<4,5,--- kK <m.
In this case we use [@3]) and wff =0 to find

BZ] klw = dBZJ kT Z Blj kw Z le kwl — Z BZ] lwk + Z BZ] kW5 = O
So ([@4) is true.

(ii) Fitherl <id,j,--- ;k<mqormi+1<4d,j,---,k<m.
Without loss of generality, we assume the first. Then it must be that m; + 1 <1 < m. Note that by
2.21) and @.2),
Rapivia = 9 (BiBiig = BiigBrag) =0, Vit ja. (4.5)

J297" 19 11977929

This together with Case (i), the Ricci identities (227) and the fact that R;, ;,;; = 0 shows that

Bf g =B% 5+ BY Rign+ Y By Rjg+--— Y By R =0.

Lemma 4.2. [t holds that, for all i1, j1, k1, ,11 and iz, jo, - , ko,

ZBllh iaja _()‘1 + )‘2)6i1j1 5i2j27 (4.6)

ZBllhkl 12]2_ ZBHJI 12J2k2_ : (4'7)

More generally,
o B> . =0, BY;..B

i1j1k1l T i2g2 ke 11

=0, (4.8)

Q-
i2j2ka:-l2

where i1j1k1 -+ -l and isj2ks - - - lo are multiple indices of order no less than 3.

Proof.  This lemma comes mainly from the M6bius Gauss equation (Z220]) and the parallel assumption

of the Blaschke tensor A. In fact, (L) is given by 220), (1), @2) and that R; 4,45, = 0; (@1 is
given by 220), @3), Ri,i,j,j, = 0 and the parallel of A; Finally, (£8) can be shown by the method of

induction using Lemma [£.1] O
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As the corollary of (L), we have

ZBlljl 1212 B;;Jz) = Z(th Bjaljl )ngz = ’ (49)

[e3

Zlejl i2jo 07 if Z.1 7&.71 or i2 #]2 (410)

Define
Vi = Span {Z B, . klEa}, V3 = Span {Z B, ,QEQ} ; (4.11)
Vio=Vin(Va)t, Veo=Ven (i)}, sothat VigL Va. (4.12)

Let Vy (resp. V') be the orthogonal complement of Vg in Vi (resp. Vi in V52).
Lemma 4.3. It holds that Vj = V.

Proof.  For any i, j, we denote by BZ-‘;" (resp. Bi‘;“ ) the Vj-component (resp. the Vj’-component) of
Bi;. Then, for any i1, j1, %2, j2, it follows from ([@9) and (£I0) that

V/ V// V/ V/ V// V//
Bi10i2 = Bj10j2 =0, Biloil = leojl’ Bizoiz = szojz' (413)
So that
V; = Span {Bml} Vi’ = Span {th} (4.14)

On the other hand, by the second equation in (ZI9), we have
Z Bi,i, + Z Bj,;, = 0. (4.15)
i1 J2

But, for any i1, js,
% \%
Biyi, = lelz(i + Bnn’ Bjajs = B]22J02 + BJsz
Since Vg LVag, (EI5) reduces to
V V V//
Z Bllllol = Z BJ22J02 =0, Z lezl + Z szoh =0. (4.16)
i1 J2
The last equality in ([@I6]) together with (I3)) shows that, for some i1, ja,
mlB 0 + mgB 0 =0

1181 J2J2

which with (£.14)) proves that Vj = Vj' := V4. O
Remark that, by ([@I4]), we have dim V5 < 1. Now we need to consider the following two cases:

Case 1. A1 + A2 # 0.

In this case, by ([@9) and {@I0), it is not hard to see that dimVy = 1 and thus, locally, we can
choose an orthonormal normal frame field {E,} such that V, = RE,, for some ag € {m+1,--- ,m+p}.
Furthermore, it holds that Ay + Ay > 0 and

Qo . o . . a . ma « . .

B =By, = = By =& [ =+ ), BI, = 0 for iy # ju; (4.17)
«@ « «@ mi a . .

B 0 '_Bzz(;z — ... = ngojg = F m—2()\1 + AQ), Bzz(_)] =0 for 192 7§ J2- (418)

By altering the direction of E,, if necessary, we can assume without loss of generality that B > 0.
Hence we have

m m
Bt =\ [ 0n+22) >0, Bg* == 25+ d) <0 (4.19)



SUBMANIFOLDS IN THE UNIT SPHERE WITH PARALLEL BLASCHKE TENSOR 13

In what follows, we shall agree with the following notation:
EalaEﬁlvE’yla"' 6‘/10; EaszﬁbaE’pv"' 6‘/20- (420)

Since, for any 41,1 (resp. iz, j2), the orthogonal projection BXZJ‘; of B;,;, to Vag (resp. BZ‘?J"Z of By,j, to

Vi0) vanishes identically, we have
B =B =0, Vii,j1, iz, o (4.21)

i1J1 1272
The following lemma can be shown by Lemma and ([@I0) using the method of induction:
Lemma 4.4. There exist suitably chosen frames {Eq, } and {Eqa,} for Vig and Vag, respectively, such
that the M&bius normal connection forms w® with respect to the frame {Es} satisfy

w2 =0, wl =0. (4.22)

[e70)

Let Y and N be the Mobius position vector and the Mobius biposition vector of x, respectively.
Motivated by [21], see also [9], [I7] and the very recent paper [25], we define another vector-valued
function

c:=N+aY +bE,, (4.23)
for some constants a, b to be determined. Then by using (ZTI1)) and (ZI3]) we find

de = (a+ A — bB{)w"Y;, + (a + Ay — bBS)w™?Y,.

Since

A1+ Ao
mimso

Bfo_Bgv_\/@(MHQH\/E(MHQ)_WL >0,
mq mo
the system of linear equations

a+ A —bB =0, a+A—bB3°=0

for a, b has a unique solution as

. _miAy —|-mz/\27 b— A1 — Ay [ mama ' (4.24)
m m A1+ As

Thus the following lemma is proved:

Lemma 4.5. Let a, b be given by [@24)). Then the vector-valued function c defined by [@23) is
constant on M™ and

(c,c)y =2a+b* (c,Y); =1. (4.25)

Next we consider separately the following three subcases:

Subcase (1): c is time-like, that is, (c,c); = —r? < 0 for some positive number 7. In this case, there
exists a T € OF (m + p + 1,1) such that € := T(c) = (—r,0) with 0 € R™*P1, So
&= (-r,0)=T(N)+aT(Y)+bT(Es,). (4.26)

If we write Y := T(Y) = (Yo, Y1) with ¥; € R™*P+1 and let & : M™ — S™*? be the immersion with Y’
as its Mobius position vector, then Yy > 0 and x is Mobius equivalent to @ for which the Mdobius factor
p =Y. From ([£28) and (£26]) we find
rp=rYy=(&Y) = 1.
Hence
p=r"'=const. (4.27)
On the other hand, since the Mébius form C' of & vanishes identically, we know from (ZI6) and (@27)
that HS = 0, that is, the mean curvature vector of Z is parallel. In particular, the mean curvature |H|

of 7 is also constant. This with (ZI4), ([Z27) shows that the second fundamental form H - h = H*h* of
Z in the direction of mean curvature H is parallel, that is, T is pseudo-parallel.
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On the other hand, the Mdbius metric is the same as that of x which can be written as g = r=2dz - dz.
Therefore, if R is the scalar curvature of the metric dz - dZ, then

R =m(m —1)r~%x = const
since, by (219) and
tr A = miA1 + mode = const,
K is constant.
Furthermore, since the Blaschke tensor A of x, which is equivalent to that of Z, has two distinct

eigenvalues, it follows from (ZI4) that H - h must has two distinct eigenvalues, or the same,  has two
distinct principal curvatures in the direction of the mean curvature vector.

Subcase (2): c is light-like, that is, (c,c); = 0. In this case, there exists a T' € OT(m +p + 1,1) such
that ¢ := T'(c) = (—1,1,0) with 0 € R™*?P. So

&= (-1,1,0)=T(N) +aT(Y) + bT(Ey,,). (4.28)
If we write Y = T(Y) = (Yo, Y1), then Yy > 0. Define & = Y; 'Y, then
Y = j(1,%), where j =Y. (4.29)

It is clear that & : M™ — S™*? is an immersion with Y as its Mobius position vector. Therefore z is
MGobius equivalent to #. Write & = (&,4;) in which #; € R™*P. Then by @29), Y = (p, pFo, pF1).
From ([E25) and [@28) we know that (Y,&); =1, 1.e. p(14+Zo) =1. So 1+ 7o >0 and p = (1+ &) .
In particular, Zop > —1. This indicates that z(M™) C S™*P\{(—1,0)}, so that we can consider the
pre-image under o of &, that is, Z := 0! 0 Z. Then z : M™ — R™*? is an umbilic-free immersion since

T 1S.
By the definition (L)) of o, one sees that

- 1—|z> . 2%

I ER T It
Thus

p= (a0 = S +1aP), (1.30)
so that

Y =p(1,2) = %(1 + 23,1 — 2%, 27). (4.31)

From (£37]) one easily finds that the Mobius metric g can be written as
g =(dY,dY), = di - dz.

Using a theorem of Liu-Wang-Zhao in [2I] we see that the Mobius factor 5 of Z (cf. (Z1)) is identical to
the constant 1. Clearly, the scalar curvature R of Z is a constant since, once more, & is constant. Again,
by [21] we know that all the components C; of the Mdbius form C of Z vanish. It then follows by (ZI6)
and Remark 2] that the mean curvature vector field H of Z is parallel. Finally, as in the subcase (1),
it follows easily from (ZI7) that Z is pseudo-parallel and has two distinct principal curvatures in the
direction of the mean curvature vector.

2

Subcase (3): c is space-like, that is, (c,c); = r* > 0 for some r > 0. In this case, there exists a

T € Ot(m+p+1,1) such that
¢:=T(c) = (0,r,0) € Ry x R x R™P = R7"P*2,
So
&= (0,7,0) = T(N) + aT(Y) + bT(Ea, ). (4.32)
Similar to the subcase (2), if we write Y =T(Y) = (Yo, V1) with ¥; € R™P*1 then Yy > 0 and we can
define # = Y; 'Y7, so that
Y = j(1,%), where j =Y. (4.33)
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Once again,  : M™ — S™P is an immersion with Y as its Mobius position vector. Therefore z is
Mobius equivalent to the immersion z. Write & = (Zo, 1) for some Z; € R™*P. Then by (33),
Y = (p, pEo, pE1). From [@25) and [@32) we know that (Y,&); = 1 and thus rpio = 1, implying &y > 0.
Hence #(M™) C ST*P. By defining 7 := 77! o #, the pre-image of # under 7, we obtain an immersion
Z: M™ — H™*? which is umbilic-free since Z is.

Write Z = (Zo, Z1) with 1 € R™*P. Then by the definition (I2) of 7, one sees that

Fo=1a5', T =7, 7. (4.34)
Thus p = (r7) ! = r~1Zg so that
Y =5(1,%) = r~Y(Zo, 1, Z1). (4.35)
From (@35) one easily finds that the M6bius metric g can be written as
g =(dY,dY), = r~2(dz,dz);. (4.36)

By [21] we see that the M&bius factor p of z (cf. ([2.1))) is identical to 7~*. Then, similar to the subcase (2),
we can use [21] and (2I8) to show that Z is pseudo-parallel with constant scalar curvature, parallel mean
curvature vector field, and has two distinct principal curvatures in the direction of the mean curvature
vector.

Case 2. \1 + X2 = 0.

In this case, we can assume that A\; < 0 and thus Ao > 0. Define a positive number r by r=2 = 2.
Then 2\ = —r 2.

By Lemma [£.2] it is readily that dim Vy = 0, so that V; = Vg, Vo = Vig. In particular, V3 LV and
thus the Mobius normal bundle V' — M™ splits orthogonally into direct sum of V5 and V5: V =V, @ V5.
Furthermore, by Lemma [£2] there is an orthonormal normal frame field {E,} such that the M&bius
normal connection forms wg meet

wgf =0, where E,,,Eg,,--- € Vi, FEq,,Eg,, -~ € Va. (4.37)
Define
1 1
=——(N = X\Y = — (N + XY).
Yy 2/\2( 2Y), Y2 2)\2( +A2Y)
Then y +y2 =Y and

1 2 1 2

(y,y1 e 5 <0, (y2,92)1 oy (4.38)

Furthermore, by 2I1)), (1) and Ay + A2 = 0, we find that

dy = 2 ; Aijw’Yi = A ;wzyi - ;whyﬂ; (4.39)
dya = i ; AijwlYs = M ;“JZYZ - ;wéyiz- (4.40)

Thus y and ys is constant on M2 and M, respectively.

Using (212), (Z13), (£37), (£39) and (@40), we can easily obtain the following conclusion:

Corollary 4.6. The subbundles Vi and Vs are parallel in the Mébius normal bundle V, and the Mébius
normal connection on V is the direct sum of its restriction on Vi and its restriction on Va. Moreover,
RyeoVieTM, Ry:®Va@®TM,

are orthogonal to each other in R;nﬂﬂrz and constant on My and Ma, respectively.
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Remark 4.1. By Corollary [4.6] and ([£38)), there exists an element 7' € O (m + p + 1,1), such that
T(Ry @ Vi & TM;) = R T(Ryy @ Vo @ TMy) = Rm2+retl (4.41)

Corollary implies that, by restriction, we can identify the subbundle Vi (resp. Vi) of V with a
vector bundles V; — M; on Mj (resp. Vo — My on Ms). In this sense, the Mdbius normal bundle
V — M™ with the M&bius normal connection is the direct product of V3, — M; and Vo — M, with their
induced connections.

Now from the Md&bius second fundamental form B, we define

(2)
[e3] i1, ,J1 Q2 iz, J2
ZBan w By, Zanw w’? By,

@ @
Then B (resp B ) is a Vi- Valued (resp. Vi-valued) symmetric 2-form on M; (resp. on M) with
components B ot = B (resp. BQJ2 B2 ).

1171 171 1272

e @)
Let BZ i1k (resp. Bm2 k,) De the components of the covariant derivative of B (resp. B). Then, as

the consequence of ([{.2), (£37) and Corollary .6l we have

@, - (), o
B_l_ = B9t , B.2. = BYL . (442)

i171,k1 i1j1k1 i2J2,k2 i2j2k2

Since B;% = By}, = 0, the vanishing of the Mobius form C together with 2.20), (1), 2.23), @.2),

1J1 1272

[#22) and 220)) proves t easily he following lemma:

Lemma 4.7. The Riemannian manifold (My,g™) (resp. (Ma,g®))) and the vector bundle valued

€D @)
symmetric tensor B (resp. B ) satisfies the Gauss equation, Codazzi equation and Ricci equation for
submanifolds in a space form of constant curvature 2\1 (resp. 2X\2). Namely

e e) e e
Ri ikt ZZ(B?IIZI B, — Biky Bin) + 2000050k, — 0i ke 0ju1 ) (4.43)
Rissarats = S (B2, B2~ B2 B) + 200 (6iata ks — Diakabiats), (4.44)
'(é)'?lljlvkl = '(é)?llkl,j17 ‘(é)'?sz,kz _-%)QIQ 27 (4.45)
Ralﬁllul = Z(%)?llkl %)fllkl_ %)?111@1 %)?llkl)’ (4-46)
Razﬂzzzh = Z(‘%)?;b ‘(é)f;kQ_ ‘(é)'?sz ‘(é)jﬁgzkg) (4'47)
Since 2\ = —T% <0, 2\ = T% > 0, Lemma [£.7] shows that there exist an isometric immersion

- o - 1 -
7= (Jo,71) : (Ml,g(l)) — Hm™tPL <_r_2) CR 1+p1+1

€]
with B as its second fundamental form, and an isometric immersion

2t (Mo, g®) — S™21P2(r) C RM2 1P 1

@)
with B as its second fundamental form.

Note that Bf‘jl Bf;lj2 = 0. It follows from (ZI9)) that both § and > are minimal immersions.

Furthermore, if S; and Sy denote, respectively, the scalar curvatures of M; and Ms, then by [@Z3),
(#Z4) and the minimality, we have

S, = _ma(m—1) Z(B‘al‘ )32, o= ma(ms —1) Z(B,az, )2, (4.48)

7.2 21]J1 rz 1272
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showing that

=~ myi(mg —1) o

Sl + — ) = § B’Lljl 7 (44‘9)
~ ma(me — 1) Z

52 - T = — 1/2‘]2 . (4.50)

Thus by (ZI9),

oL - —1 ~1 —1
S1+ Sy = ma (m )r;_ ma(ms ) - mm = const. (4.51)

Since 5’1 and 5’2 are functions defined on M; and Ms, respectively, it follows that both 5‘1 and gg are

constant and, by (€49), [€50)

mi(mq — 1 m—1 ~ mao(me — 1 m—1
=) _mol, g melme ) moly (152

m T m

S =—

r
for some constant p € [0, 1].

Now we are in a position to complete the proof of the main theorem (Theorem [[2)).
As discussed earlier in this section, there are only the following two cases that need to be considered:

If Ay 4+ A2 # 0, then x is Mobius equivalent to the three kinds of submanifolds (1), (2) and (3) as listed
in Theorem [[L2] according to the Subcases (1), (2) and (3), respectively;

If A1 + A2 = 0, then have two immersions

1
7 Ot g ) B () (g ) 870)

which are minimal and, by ([@52), have constant scalar curvatures Sy, S;, respectively.

Let LS(m1,p1,7, ) be one of the submanifolds in Example defined by ¢ and g. Then it is not
hard to see that LS(mq,p1, r, 1) has the same Mobius metric g and the same Mébius second fundamental
form B as those of z. Furthermore, by choosing the normal frame field {é,} as given in B10) and BII)
where, in the present case,

éa:Eom m+1§a§m+p,
we compute directly (cf. [B.32)):

Wl for bothm +1<a,B<m+p,
0P = dé, - e = (dEs, Eg)1 = andm+p +1<a,8<m+p;

0, otherwise,

implying that  and LS(mq,p1, 7, 1) have the same Mobius normal connection. Therefore, by Theorem
22 x is Mobius equivalent to LS(mq,p1, 7, ;) and we are done.
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