arXiv:2304.06261v3 [math.DG] 22 Oct 2023

DEFORMATION OF KÄHLER METRICS AND AN EIGENVALUE PROBLEM FOR THE LAPLACIAN ON A COMPACT KÄHLER MANIFOLD

KAZUMASA NARITA

Abstract. We study an eigenvalue problem for the Laplacian on a compact Kähler manifold. Considering the k-th eigenvalue λ_k as a functional on the space of Kähler metrics with fixed volume on a compact complex manifold, we introduce the notion of λ_k -extremal Kähler metric. We deduce a condition for a Kähler metric to be λ_k-extremal. As examples, we consider product Kähler manifolds, compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous Kähler manifolds and flat complex tori.

1. Introduction

Let M be a compact manifold of dimension n. Given a Riemannian metric g on M, the volume Vol(M, g) and the Laplace-Beltrami operator Δ_g are defined. Let 0 < λ_1(g) ≤ λ_2(g) ≤ · · · λ_k(g) ≤ · · · be the eigenvalues of Δ_g. The quantity λ_k(g)Vol(M, g)^{2/n} is invariant under scaling of the metric g. Hersch[14] proved that on a 2-dimensional sphere S^2, the scale-invariant quantity λ_1(g)Area(g) is maximized when g is a round metric. Inspired by the work, Berger[3] asked whether

Λ_1(M) := sup_g λ_1(g)Vol(M, g)^{2/n}

is finite for a compact manifold M of dimension n. For a surface M, Λ_1(M) is bounded by a constant depending on the genus[34, 15]. Berger[3] also conjectured that for a 2-dimensional torus T^2, the flat equilateral torus attains Λ_1(T^2). Nadirashvili[23] settled Berger’s conjecture affirmatively. In the same paper, he proved a theorem that a metric g on a given surface M is extremal for the functional λ_1 : g → λ_1(g) with respect to all the volume-preserving deformations of the metric if and only if there exists a finite collection of λ_1(g)-eigenfunctions {f_j }^N_{j=1} such that F := (f_1, · · · , f_N ) : (M, g) → R^N is an isometric minimal immersion into a sphere in R^N . Later, El Soufi-Ilias[11] simplified the proof of the theorem and generalized it to a compact manifold M of any dimension. More explicitly, they proved the following:

Theorem 1.1 ([23], [11]). Let (M, g) be a compact m-dimensional Riemannian manifold. The metric g is extremal for the functional λ_1 with respect to all the

Graduate School of Mathematics, Nagoya University, Furo-cho, Chikusa-ku, Nagoya 464-8602, Japan, m19032e@math.nagoya-u.ac.jp.

volume-preserving deformations of the metric if and only if there exists a finite collection of λ_1(g)-eigenfunctions {f_1, . . . , f_N } such that F := (f_1, · · · , f_N ) : (M, g) → R^N is an isometric minimal immersion into S^{N−1}( √ m/λ_1(g)) ⊂ R^N .

In particular, they showed that the canonical metric on a compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous manifold is extremal for the functional λ_1. For recent remarkable progress in study of Λ_1(M) for a surface M, see [25], [16], [26], [27] and [17], for example.

On the other hand, on any manifold M with n ≥ 3, one can construct a 1- parameter family (g_t)_{t>0} such that the quantity λ_1(g_t)Vol(M, g_t)^{2/n} diverges to infinity as t goes to infinity[8]. (See also [6], [22], [21], [31] and [32].) However, for a given Riemannian metric g on M, the restriction of the functional λ_1 to metrics in the conformal class with fixed volume is bounded[18, 10]. El Soufi- Ilias[12] proved that a metric g is extremal for the functional λ_1 among such metrics if and only if there exists a finite collection of eigenfunctions {f_j }^N_{j=1} such that F := (f_1, · · · , f_N ) : (M, g) → R^N is a harmonic map into a unit sphere in R^N with constant energy density |dF |^2 = λ_1(g).

Bourguignon-Li-Yau[7] proved the following result:

Theorem 1.2 ([7]). Let (M, J) be a compact complex n-dimensional manifold admitting a full holomorphic immersion Φ : (M, J) → CP^N . Let σ_{F S} be the Fubini- Study form on CP^N with constant holomorphic sectional curvature 1. Then, for any Kähler form ω on (M, J), the first eigenvalue λ_1(ω) satisfies

λ_1(ω) ≤ n

N + 1 N ∫ M Φ^∗σ_{F S} ∧ ω^{n−1} ∫ M ω^n . The divergence theorem implies that λ_1(ω) is bounded by a constant depending on only n, N, Φ and the Kähler class [ω]. The above theorem implies that the Fubini-Study metric on CP^N is a λ_1-maximizer in its Kähler class. Biliotti-Ghigi[5] generalized the result and showed that the canonical Kähler-Einstein metric on a Hermitian symmetric space of compact type is a λ_1-maximizer in its Kähler class. (See also [2].) Motivated by these results, Apostolov-Jakobson-Kokarev[1] proved that the metric g on a compact Kähler manifold is extremal for the functional λ_1 within its Kähler class if and only if there exists a finite collection of eigenfunctions {f_j}^N_{j=1} such that the equation

(1.1) λ_1(g)^2 (_N ∑ j=1 f^2_j ) − 2λ_1(g) (_N ∑ j=1 |∇f_j|^2 ) + N∑ j=1 |dd^cf_j |^2 = 0

holds. Using this equation, they showed that the metric g of a compact homogeneous Kähler-Einstein manifold (M, J, g, ω) of positive scalar curvature is extremal for the functional λ_1 within its Kähler class. However, compared to the aforementioned theorems due to Nadirashvili and El Soufi-Ilias, the geometric meaning of the equation (1.1) is not clear.

Let (M, J) be a compact complex manifold satisfying the assumption of Theorem 1.2. Let H^{1,1}(M, J; R) := H^{1,1}(M, J) ∩ H^2_{dR}(M). Then the map H^{1,1}(M, J; R) → R, [ω] → ∫ M Φ^∗σ_{F S} ∧ ω^{n−1} is a well-defined continuous function. Thus this is bounded on the compact subset {[ω] ∈ H^{1,1}(M, J; R) | ∫ M ω^n = 1}. In other words, the functional λ_1 is bounded on the set of Kähler metrics with fixed volume on (M, J). However, the property of the λ_1-maximizing Kähler metrics has not been studied.

In this paper, on a compact complex manifold (M, J), we introduce the notion of λ_k-extremal Kähler metric by considering all volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. Be cautioned that we fix the complex structure J and consider only J-compatible Kähler metrics. (See Definition 2.1 for the precise definition of the λ_k-extremality.) The notion of λ_k-extremality in this paper is stronger than that in the above theorem due to Apostolov-Jakobson-Kokarev. We prove that the Kähler metric g is λ_1-extremal if and only if there exists a finite collection of eigenfunctions {f_j}^N_{j=1} such that the equations

(1.2) H (_N ∑ j=1 f_j dd^cf_j ) = −ω,

λ_1(g)^2 (_N ∑ j=1 f^2_j ) − 2λ_1(g) (_N ∑ j=1 |∇f_j |^2 ) + N∑ j=1 |dd^cf_j |^2 = 0

hold (Theorem 2.8). Here H is the harmonic projector, which is defined due to the Hodge decomposition on a compact Kähler manifold. It is obvious that the equation (1.2) implies (1.1). In addition, we can obtain a result that is similar to the aforementioned results due to El Soufi-Ilias[11] and Apostolov et al[1]. That is, the metric on a compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous Kähler manifold is λ_1-extremal in our sense (Proposition 2.11). We also give an example of a Kähler metric that is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class, but not so for all volumepreserving deformations of the Kähler metric (Example 2.16).

In the final section of this paper, we consider flat complex tori. We prove that the metric on a flat complex torus is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class. Montiel–Ros[20] showed that among all the real 2-dimensional flat tori, the only square torus R^2/Z^2 admits an isometric minimal immersion into a 3-dimensional Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions. Later, using Theorem 1.1, El Soufi– Ilias[11] improved the result. That is, they proved that a real 2-dimensional flat torus admits isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere of some dimension by the first eigenfunctions if and only if the torus is the square torus or the equilateral torus. Recently, Lü–Wang–Xie[19] classified all the 3-dimensional tori and 4-dimensional tori that admit an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere of some dimension by the first eigenfunctions. For (real) dimension higher than 4, the standard torus is the only currently known example that admits an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions. In Theorem 3.2, we give a necessary and sufficient condition for the metric on a flat complex torus to be λ_1-extremal in our sense. The notion of λ_1-extremality introduced in this paper is stronger than that in Theorem 1.1. Hence Theorem 3.2 gives a necessary condition for a flat complex torus to admit an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions. As far as the author knows, this is the only currently known necessary condition for a flat complex torus to admit an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions. We also show that if the multiplicity of the first eigenvalue of a flat complex torus is 2, then the flat metric on the torus is not λ_1-extremal in our sense (Corollary 3.3). In addition, we show that an m-dimensional flat torus R^m/D_m, where D_m is an m-dimensional checkerboard lattice, admits an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions (Proposition 3.6). This fact has been already proved by Lü–Wang–Xie[19] for m = 3, 4.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank my advisor, Professor Shin Nayatani, for his constant encouragement and valuable suggestions.

2. A λ_k-Extremal Kähler Metric

Let (M, J, g) be a compact Kähler manifold (without boundary) of complex dimension n. By scaling the metric, we may assume that the volume Vol(M, g) is 1. Let ω be the Kähler form and dμ the volume form. It is well known that dμ is given by dμ = ω^n/n!. Below we follow the conventions in [1]. We define the exterior differential d by d = ∂ + ∂ and twisted exterior differential d^c by d^c = i(∂ − ∂). Both d and d^c are real operators. We clearly have dd^c = 2i∂∂. The Kähler metric g induces a pointwise hermitian inner product on (1, 1)-forms, which we also denote by g. Note that g is symmetric for a pair of real (1, 1)-forms. We have

(2.1) |ω|^2 = g(ω, ω) = n.

Let δ and δ^c be the L^2(g)-adjoints of d and d^c respectively. We define the Laplacian Δ_g by Δ_g = dδ + δd. Eigenvalues of the Laplacian Δ_g acting on functions are nonnegative and we denote them by 0 < λ_1(g) ≤ λ_2(g) ≤ · · · λ_k(g) ≤ · · · . For any k ∈ N, let E_k(g) be the vector space of real-valued eigenfunctions of Δ_g corresponding to λ_k(g). That is, E_k(g) is given by E_k(g) = Ker(Δ_g − λ_k(g)I), where I is the identity map acting on functions. We have

(2.2) Δ_gϕ = −2g^{jk}

∂^2ϕ ∂z^j ∂z^k = −2g(ω, i∂∂ϕ) = −g(ω, dd^cϕ) for a function ϕ. We also have ∗ω = 1 (n − 1)! ω^{n−1}, where ∗ is the Hodge star operator. This implies that the equation

(2.3) α ∧ ω^{n−1} = (n − 1)!α ∧ ∗ω = (n − 1)!g(α, ω) ω^n n! = 1 n g(α, ω)ω^n holds for a (1, 1)-form α. In particular, the equations (2.2) and (2.3) imply (2.4) ndd^cϕ ∧ ω^{n−1} = g(dd^cϕ, ω)ω^n = −(Δ_gϕ)ω^n. Let Z^{1,1}(M; R) be the real vector space of d-closed real (1, 1)-forms on M. Let Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R) be the subspace defined by

Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R) := { α ∈ Z^{1,1}(M; R) | ∫ M g(α, ω)dμ = 0 } . Fix an arbitrary element α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R). The (1, 1)-form

(2.5) ~ω_t := ω + tα

is a Kähler form for a sufficiently small t. In particular, if we consider α = dd^cψ for a real-valued function ψ, then α satisfies ∫ M g(α, ω)dμ = − ∫ M Δ_gψdμ = 0, and so we have α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R). The 1-parameter family ~ω_t = ω + tdd^cψ is a deformation of ω in its Kähler class [ω], which was studied by Apostolov-Jakobson- Kokarev[1]. Let ~g_t be the Kähler metric corresponding to the Kähler form ~ω_t in (2.5). Set

(2.6) g_t := Vol(M, g̃_t)^{−1/n} ~g_t, ω_t := Vol(M, g̃_t)^{−1/n} ~ω_t.

Then we have g_0 = g and ω_0 = ω. We also see that (g_t)_t is a volume-preserving 1-parameter family of Kähler metrics that depends analytically on t, and ω_t is the Kähler form associated with g_t. El Soufi-Ilias[13] showed that if (g_t)_t is a 1- parameter family of Riemannian metrics that depends analytically on t, then the function t → λ_k(g_t) is continuous and admits left and right derivatives at t = 0. Thus we can define the notion of λ_k-extremal Kähler metric:

Definition 2.1. The metric g of a compact Kähler manifold (M, J, g, ω) is called λ_k-extremal (for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric) if for any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R), the associated volume-preserving 1-parameter family of Kähler metrics (g_t)_t defined by (2.6) satisfies ( d dt | | | t=0^− λ_k(g_t) ) · ( d dt | | | t=0^+

λ_k(g_t) ) ≤ 0. We quote the following theorem by El Soufi-Ilias[13]:

Theorem 2.2 ([13]). Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold and (g_t)_t be a 1-parameter family of Riemannian metrics that depends real-analytically on t with g_0 = g. Let Π_k : L^2(M, g) → E_k(g) be the orthogonal projection onto E_k(g). Define the operator P_k : E_k(g) → E_k(g) by

(2.7) P_k(f) := Π_k ( d dt | | |_{t=0} Δ^{gt} f ) . Then the following hold:

(1)^d_{dt} | |_{t=0−} λ_k(g_t) and^d_{dt} | |_{t=0+} λ_k(g_t) are eigenvalues of P_k.

(2) If λ_k(g) > λ_{k−1}(g), then^d_{dt} | t=0^− λk(gt) and d dt | t=0^+ λk(gt) are the greatest

and the least eigenvalues of P_k.

(3) If λ_k(g) < λ_{k+1}(g), then^d_{dt} | |_{t=0−} λ_k(g_t) and^d_{dt} | |_{t=0+} λ_k(g_t) are the least and the greatest eigenvalues of P_k.

For any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R), the associated volume-preserving 1-parameter family of Kähler metrics (g_t)_t given by (2.6) defines the associated operator P_{k,α} : E_k(g) → E_k(g) by (2.7). Since P_{k,α} is symmetric with respect to the L^2(g)-inner product induced by g, one can consider the corresponding quadratic form on E_k(g), given by (2.8) Q_α(f) := ∫ M fP_{k,α}(f)dμ = ∫ M f ( d dt | | |_{t=0} Δ^{gt} f ) dμ. The following proposition is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.2 (1):

Proposition 2.3. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. If the metric g of (M, J, g, ω) is λ_k-extremal, then the quadratic form Q_α, defined in (2.8), is indefinite on E_k(g) for any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R).

We also have the following proposition, which follows form Theorem 2.2 (2) and (3):

Proposition 2.4. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. Suppose that λ_k(g) > λ_{k−1}(g) or λ_k(g) < λ_{k+1}(g) holds. Then the metric g of (M, J, g) is λ_k-extremal if and only if the quadratic form Q_α is indefinite on E_k(g) for any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R).

The next corollary immediately follows.

Corollary 2.5. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. Then the metric g is λ_1-extremal if and only if the quadratic form Q_α is indefinite on E_1(g) for any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R).

Theorem 2.6. For any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R), the quadratic form Q_α, given by (2.8), can be expressed as Q_α(f) = ∫ M g(fdd^cf, α)dμ.

Proof. First we calculate^d_{dt} | |_{t=0} Vol(M, ~g_t) and^d_{dt} | |_{t=0} ω_t. The volume form ~dμ_t, determined by ~ω_t, can be written as ~dμ_t = 1 n! ~ω^n_t = 1 n! ( ω^n + tnα ∧ ω^{n−1} ) + O(t^2) = [1 + tg(α, ω)]dμ + O(t^2).

Hence one obtains

Vol(M, ~g_t) = ∫ M ~dμ_t = 1 + t ∫ M g(α, ω)dμ + O(t^2) = 1 + O(t^2),

where in the last equality we have used the the assumptions that Vol(M, ~g) = 1 and α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R). Hence this implies^d_{dt} | |_{t=0} Vol(M, g̃_t) = 0. Thus one obtains

(2.9) d dt | | |_{t=0} ω^t = d dt ( Vol(M, ~g_t)^{−1/n})ω̃_t ) = Vol(M, g̃_0)^{−1/n} d dt | | |_{t=0} ~ω^t = α. Next we differentiate ndd^cf ∧ ω^{n−1}_t = −(Δ_{gt} f)ω^n_t , which comes from (2.4). Differentiating the left hand side at t = 0, one obtains n(n − 1)dd^cf ∧ ( d dt | | | t=0 ω_t ) ∧ ω^{n−2} = n(n − 1)dd^cf ∧ α ∧ ω^{n−2}, where (2.9) is used. On the other hand, differentiating the right hand side at t = 0, one obtains − ( d dt | | | |_{t=0} Δ^{gt} f ) ω^n − n(Δ_gf) ( d dt | | | |_{t=0} ω^t ) ∧ ω^{n−1} = − ( d dt | | | t=0 Δ_{gt} f ) ω^n − n(Δ_gf)α ∧ ω^{n−1} = − ( d dt | | |_{t=0} Δ^{gt} f ) ω^n − (Δ_gf)g(α, ω)ω^n, where (2.3) is used for the last equality. Thus one obtains

(2.10) ( d dt | | | t=0 Δ_{gt} f ) ω^n = −n(n − 1)dd^cf ∧ α ∧ ω^{n−2} − g(α, ω)ω^n. It is known[1] that the equation g(ϕ, ψ)ω^n = g(ϕ, ω)g(ψ, ω)ω^n − n(n − 1)ϕ ∧ ψ ∧ ω^{n−2} holds for a pair of real (1, 1)-forms ϕ and ψ. Substituting ϕ = dd^cf and ψ = α into this equation and combining with (2.10) and (2.2), one obtains ( d dt | | | t=0 Δ_{gt} f ) ω^n = g(dd^cf, α)ω^n. Hence one concludes d dt | | | |_{t=0} Δ^{gt} f = g(dd^cf, α) and thus the assertion follows. □

For a compact Kähler manifold (M, J, g, ω), H^{1,1}(M), the vector space of Cvalued harmonic (1, 1)-forms, is known to be finite dimensional. In particular, H^{1,1}(M) is a closed subspace of Ω^{1,1}(M) and hence we can define the C-linear L^2(g)-orthogonal projection H : Ω^{1,1}(M) → H^{1,1}(M). For a real (1, 1)-form η, H(η) is a real harmonic (1, 1)-form. Let H^{1,1}(M; R) be the vector space of real harmonic (1, 1)-forms. Set

H^{1,1}_0 (M; R) := { α ∈ H^{1,1}(M; R) | ∫ M g(α, ω)dμ = 0 }

and C^∞_0 (M; R) := { φ ∈ C^∞(M; R) | ∫ M φdμ = 0 } . By the dd^c-lemma, α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R) can be decomposed as α = H(α) + dd^cφ. This decomposition gives an R-linear bijection between Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R) and H^{1,1}_0 (M; R)× C^∞_0 (M; R).

Apostolov-Jakobson-Kokarev[1] introduced the fourth order differential operator L(f) := δ^cδ(fdd^cf), where δ and δ^c are the L^2-adjoints of d and d^c respectively. They proved that the equation L(f) = λ_k(g)f^2 − 2λ_k(g)|∇f|^2 + |dd^cf|^2 holds for an eigenfunction f ∈ E_k(g).

We have the following theorem:

Theorem 2.7. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold of complex dimension n. The following are equivalent:

(1) For any α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R), the quadratic form Q_α given by (2.8) is indefinite on the eigenspace E_k(g).

(2) There exists a finite subset {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) such that the following equations hold:

(2.11) H (_N ∑ j=1 f_jdd^cf_j ) = −ω N∑ j=1 L(f_j ) = λ_k(g)^2 (_N ∑ j=1 f^2_j ) − 2λ_k(g) (_N ∑ j=1 |∇f_j|^2 ) + N∑ j=1 |dd^cf_j|^2 = 0

The proof of this theorem is inspired by that of Lemma 3.1 in [13].

Proof. We assume the condition (1). Let K be the convex hull of {(H(fdd^cf), L(f)) | f ∈ E_k(g)} in H^{1,1}(M; R) × C^∞(M; R). Since E_k(g) is finite dimensional, K is contained in a finite dimensional subspace of H^{1,1}(M; R) × C^∞(M; R). We consider the product L^2-inner metric on the subspace. We assume that (−ω, 0) /∈ K. Then the hyperplane separation theorem implies that there exists (~α_H , ~φ) ∈ H^{1,1}(M; R) × C^∞(M; R) such that the inequalities

(2.12) ∫ M g(−ω, ~α_H )dμ < 0 and ∫ M g(η, ~α_H )dμ + ∫ M sφdμ > 0 hold for all for all (η, s) ∈ K \ {0}. Consider α_H ∈ H^{1,1}_0 (M; R) and φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M; R) respectively defined by

(2.13) α_H := ~α_H − 1 n (∫ M g(ω, ~α_H )dμ ) ω.

(2.14) φ := ~φ − 1 Vol(M, g) ∫ M ~φdμ. Set α := α_H + dd^cφ = α_H + dd^c ~φ. Then for any f ∈ E_k(g) \ {0}, one has

Q_α(f) = ∫ M g(fdd^cf, α)dμ = ∫ M g(fdd^cf, α_H )dμ + ∫ M g(fdd^cf, dd^c ~φ)dμ = ∫ M g(H(fdd^cf), ~α_H )dμ − 1 n [∫ M g(fdd^cf, ω)dμ ] [∫ M g(ω, ~α_H )dμ ] + ∫ M L(f) ~φdμ = ∫ M g(H(fdd^cf), ~α_H )dμ + ∫ M L(f) ~φdμ + λ_k(g) n [∫ M f^2dμ ] [∫ M g(ω, ~α_H )dμ ]

> 0. This contradicts the condition (1) and hence one concludes that (−ω, 0) ∈ K. This implies that (1) ⇒ (2).

Conversely, we assume that there exists a finite subset {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) satisfying (2.11). Take any α_H ∈ H^{1,1}_0 (M; R) and φ ∈ C^∞_0 (M; R) and consider α ∈ Z^{1,1}_0 (M; R) defined by α := α_H + dd^cφ. Then one has N∑ j=1 Q_α(f_j ) = N∑ j=1 ∫ M g(f_jdd^cf_j , α)dμ

= − ∫ M g (_N ∑ j=1 f_j dd^cf_j, α_H ) dμ + N∑ j=1 ∫ M g(f_jdd^cf_j, dd^cφ)dμ

= ∫ M g(−ω, α_H )dμ + N∑ j=1 ∫ M L(f_j)φdμ = 0.

This implies that Q_α is indefinite on E_k(g). This completes the proof. □

Combining Corollary 2.5 and Theorem 2.7, we conclude the following:

Theorem 2.8. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. Suppose that the Kähler metric g is λ_k-extremal. Then there exists a finite subset {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) satisfying (2.11). For k = 1, the existence of such a finite collection of eigenfunctions is a necessary and sufficient condition for the Kähler metric g to be λ_1-extremal.

We remark the relationship between Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.1 in [1], which we quote as follows:

Theorem 2.9 ([1]). Let (M, J, g) be a compact Kähler manifold. The Kähler metric g is λ_k-extremal for all the deformations of the Kähler metric within its Kähler class. Then there exists a finite subset {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) such that the equation

(2.15) N∑ j=1 L(f_j ) = λ_k(g)^2 (_N ∑ j=1 f^2_j ) − 2λ_k(g) (_N ∑ j=1 |∇f_j|^2 ) + N∑ j=1 |dd^cf_j|^2 = 0

holds. For k = 1, the existence of such a finite collection of eigenfunctions is a necessary and sufficient condition for the Kähler metric g to be λ_1-extremal for all the deformations of the Kähler metric within its Kähler class.

Obviously, the condition (2.11) is stronger than the condition (2.15). This fact is natural since our λ_k-extremality is stronger than that in [1]. Using Theorem 2.9 above, one can show that if the Kähler metric g is extremal for the functional λ_k within its Kähler class, then the eigenvalue λ_k(g) is multiple [1]. Hence we obtain the same conclusion for our λ_k-extremality:

Corollary 2.10. Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. Suppose that g is λ_k-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. Then the eigenvalue λ_k(g) is multiple.

El Soufi-Ilias[11] showed that the metric on a compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous space is λ_1-extremal with respect to all the volume-preserving deformations of the Riemannian metric. Since their λ_1-exremality is stronger than ours, we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.11. Let G/K be a compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous Kähler manifold. Then the metric is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

We remark that one can also prove this proposition directly from Theorem 2.8, using a similar discussion to that in [29, Section 3]. It is known that the metric of a compact isotropy irreducible homogeneous Kähler manifold is Einstein[33].

Apotolov–Jakobson–Kokarev[1] proved that the metric on a compact homogeneous Käher-Einstein manifold of positive scalar curvature is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class.

Before stating the corollaries of Theorem 2.8, we recall basic facts about the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on a product of Riemannian manifolds. Let (M, g) and (M^′, g^′) be Riemannian manifolds. For a function f ∈ C^∞(M; R), we define the function f × 1 on M × M^′ by (f × 1)(x, y) := f(x), (x, y) ∈ M × M^′. For a function h ∈ C^∞(M^′; R), we define the function 1×h on M ×M^′ in a similar manner. Suppose that λ_1(g) ≤ λ_1(g^′). Then the first eigenvalue λ_1(g × g^′) of the product Riemannian manifold (M × M^′, g × g^′) is equal to λ_1(g). E_1(g × g^′), the space of λ_1(g × g^′)-eigenfunctions on M × M^′ is given by

E_1(g × g^′) = { span{f × 1, 1 × h | f ∈ E_1(g), h ∈ E_1(g^′)} (if λ_1(g) = λ_1(g^′)) span{f × 1 | f ∈ E_1(g)} (if λ_1(g) < λ_1(g^′)).

The following corollary follows from Theorem 2.8:

Corollary 2.12. Let (M, J, g, ω) and (M^′, J^′, g^′, ω^′) be compact Kähler manifolds. Assume that λ_1(g) = λ_1(g^′) and that g and g^′ are both λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metrics. Then the product Kähler metric g × g^′ on (M, J) × (M, J) is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

Proof. By hypothesis, there exist finite subsets {f_j} ⊂ E_1(g) and {h_k} ⊂ E_1(g^′) such that ∑ j H_M (f_j dd^cf_j) = −ω, ∑ j L_M (f_j ) = 0 ∑ k H_M ′ (h_kdd^ch_k) = −ω^′, ∑ k L_M ′ (h_k) = 0.

Then one has ∑ j L_{M×M} ′ (f_j × 1) + ∑ k L_{M×M} ′ (1 × h_k) = ∑ j L_M (f_j dd^cf_j ) + ∑ k L_M ′ (h_k)

= 0.

We also have ∑ j H_{M×M} ′ ( (f_j × 1)d_{M×M} ′ d^c_{M×M} ′ (f_j × 1) )

= ∑ j H_{M×M} ′ (f_j d_M d^c_M f_j ⊕ 0) = ∑ j H_M (f_j d_M d^c_M f_j ) ⊕ 0 = −ω ⊕ 0. Similarly, we obtain ∑ k H_{M×M} ′ ( (1 × h_k)d_{M×M} ′ d^c_{M×M} ′ (1 × h_k) ) = 0 ⊕ −ω^′. Hence we obtain ∑ j H ((f_j × 1)dd^c(f_j × 1)) + ∑ k H ((1 × h_k)dd^c(1 × h_k)) = −ω ⊕ −ω^′, where we omit the subscripts M ×M^′. Thus one concludes that {f_j ×1}_j ∪{1×h_k}_k satisfy the equation (2.11). The proof is completed. □

From the above proof, one can immediately obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 2.13. Let (M, J, g, ω) and (M^′, J^′, g^′, ω^′) be compact Kähler manifolds. Assume that λ_1(g) ≠ λ_1(g^′). Then the product Kähler metric g × g^′ on (M, J) × (M^′, J^′) is not λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

The above corollaries also correspond to the Corollary 2.3 in [1], which we quote in the following:

Proposition 2.14 ([1]). Let (M, J, g, ω) and (M^′, J^′, g^′, ω^′) be compact Kähler manifolds. Suppose that g is λ_1-extremal for all the deformations of the Kähler metric in its Kähler class and that the inequality λ_1(g) ≤ λ_1(g^′) holds. Then the product metric g × g^′ is λ_1-extremal for all the deformations of the Kähler metric in its Kähler class on (M, J) × (M^′, J^′).

We can see that λ_1-extremality in Corollary 2.12 is stronger than that in Proposition 2.14. To clarify the difference, let us look at the following example:

Example 2.15. Let (M, J, g, ω), (M^′, J^′, g^′, ω^′) be irreducible Hermitian symmetric spaces of compact type with ρ = c ω and ρ^′ = c^′ω^′ for some c, c^′ > 0, where ρ and ρ^′ are the Ricci forms on M and M^′ respectively. By Example 2.11, g is λ_1- extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric and so is g^′. The result due to Nagano[24] shows that λ_1(g) = 2c and λ_1(g^′) = 2c^′ (see also [30]). By Proposition 2.14, the product Kähler metric g ×g^′ on (M, J)×(M^′, J^′) is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class. However, Corollary 2.12 and 2.13 imply that the metric g × g^′ is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric if and only if c = c^′.

The simplest case of this example is the following:

Example 2.16. Let g_{F S} be the Fubini-Study metric on the complex projective space CP^n. Take any c > 0. Then the product Kähler metric g_{F S} × cg_{F S} on CP^n × CP^n is λ_1-extremal in its Kähler class. However, g_{F S} × cg_{F S} is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric if and only if c = 1.

El Soufi-Ilias[12] showed that if a metric g of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is λ_kextremal for volume-preserving conformal deformations, then there exists a finite subset {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) such that F := (f_1, · · · f_N ) : M → R^N is a harmonic map to a sphere with constant energy density. For a Riemann surface (M, J, g, ω), conformal deformations and deformations within the Kähler class are equivalent, so it is natural to expect the following result due to Apostolov-Jakobson-Kokarev[1]:

Proposition 2.17 ([1]). Let (M, J, g, ω) be a compact Riemann surface without boundary. Let {f_1, · · · , f_N } ⊂ E_k(g) be eigenfunctions associated with λ_k(g). The following two conditions are equivalent:

(1) F := (f_1, · · · f_N ) : M → R^N gives a harmonic map to S^{N−1}(c) with |dF |^2 = cλ_k(g) for some c > 0, where S^{N−1}(c) is the unit sphere of radius c. (2) ∑_N j=1 L(f_j ) = 0.

To prove the result, they used the identity dd^cψ = −(Δ_gψ)ω and showed that the equation ∑ j L(f_j ) = 2λ_k(g) ( λ_k(g) ∑ j f^2_j − ∑ j |∇f_j|^2 ) = λ_k(g)Δ_g ( ∑ j f^2_j )

holds for any finite subset {f_j} ⊂ E_k(g). Since we have H ( ∑ j f_j dd^cf_j ) = λ_k(g)H ( ( ∑ j f^2_j )ω ) , one can see that if {f_j} ⊂ E_k(g) satisfies ∑ j L(f_j ) = 0, then the equation H( ∑ j f_j dd^cf_j ) = −ω holds after an appropriate rescaling of {f_j }. Hence Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9 are equivalent for a Riemann surface. This is also an expected result since deformations within the Kähler class and general Kähler deformations are equivalent for a compact Riemann surface.

3. Complex Tori

In view of Theorem 2.8, the harmonic projector H and information of the space of eigenfunctions are important. However, it is hard to find an explicit formula for the harmonic projector H on a general Kähler manifold. It is also hard to determine the space of eigenfunctions explicitly on a general Riemannian manifold. However, H and the eigenfunctions can be written explicitly for a complex torus. Since it is hard to compute (2.11) for arbitrary collection of eigenfunctions, we compute it for the L^2-orthonormal basis of the space of eigenfunctions. From the calculations, we see that the metric on any flat complex torus is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class. In addition, we deduce a condition for the flat metric to be λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

Let γ_1, · · · , γ_{2n} be vectors in C^n that are linearly independent over R. We denote by Γ the lattice in C^n with basis {γ_1, · · · , γ_{2n}}. Let z_1, · · · , z_n be the standard complex coordinates of C^n and x^1, · · · , x^{2n} the real coordinates defined by z^k = x^{2k−1} + ix^{2k} (k = 1, · · · , n).

The lattice Γ naturally acts on C^n by translation. Then the quotient space T^n_Γ := C^n/Γ becomes a complex manifold in a natural way. T^n_Γ is called a complex torus. The standard metric on C^n is given by ∑_n j=1 dz^j ⊗ dz^j . This defines a Kähler form ~ω := i 2 n∑ j=1 dz^j ∧ dz^j on C^n. The canonical holomorphic projection C^n → C^n/Γ = T^n_Γ induces a Kähler metric g and a Kähler form ω on T^n_Γ . If we express w_1, w_2 ∈ C^n as w_k = (w^1_k, · · · , w^n_k ), w_k = (u^1_k, · · · , u^{2n}_k ), w^j_k = u^{2j−1}_k + iu^{2j}_k (k = 1, 2) in the complex coordinates (z^1, · · · z^n) and the real coordinates (x^1, · · · , x^{2n}) respectively, then the standard inner product of w_1 and w_2 is given by 2n∑ j=1 u^j_1u^j_2 = 1 2 (w_1 · w_2 + w_1 · w_2).

We define the dual lattice of Γ, which is denoted by Γ^∗, by

Γ^∗ = {w ∈ C^n | 1 2 (v · w + v · w) ∈ Z for all v ∈ Γ}

= {w ∈ C^n | exp (πi(v · w + v · w)) = 1 for all v ∈ Γ}. For any w ∈ Γ^∗, we define a function Φ_w : T^n_Γ → C by Φ_w(z) := exp (πi(z · w + z · w)) .

Then Φ_w is actually a well-defined function on the complex torus T^n_Γ . It is known that λ is an eigenvalue of the Laplacian on (T^n_Γ , g) if and only if there exists w ∈ Γ^∗ such that λ = 4π^2|w|^2, where |w|^2 = w · w. We set S(λ) := {w ∈ Γ^∗ | λ = 4π^2|w|^2}.

Then the multiplicity of λ is given by #S(λ). For λ ≠ 0, the number #S(λ) is an even integer and S(λ) can be written as S(λ) = {±w_1, ±w_2, · · · , ±w_{l(λ)}}, where each w_ν (ν = 1, · · · , l(λ)) is an element of Γ^∗ with λ = 4π^2|w_ν |^2. Set

φ_w(z) := √ 2 Vol(T^n_Γ )

Re (Φ_w(z)) = √ 2 Vol(T^n_Γ ) cos ( 2π 2n∑ k=1 x^ku^k ) ,

ψ_w(z) := √ 2 Vol(T^n_Γ )

Im (Φ_w(z)) = √ 2 Vol(T^n_Γ ) sin ( 2π 2n∑ k=1 x^ku^k ) , where we use the real coordinates z = (x^1, · · · , x^{2n}) and w = (u^1, · · · , u^{2n}). One can verify that {φ_{wν} , ψ_{wν} | ν = 1, · · · , l(λ)} is an L^2-orthonormal basis of the real eigenspace E(λ). (For details of the aforementioned spectral property of flat tori, see [28, pp.272-273], for instance.)

Apostolov-Jakobson-Kokarev[1] proved that the metric on a compact homogeneous Kähler-Einstein manifold of positive scalar curvature is λ_1-extremal within its Kähler class. We show that the metric on a flat complex torus is also λ_1- extremal within its Kähler class.

Proposition 3.1. Let (T^n_Γ , g) be a flat complex torus. Then the metric g is λ_1- extremal within its Kähler class.

Proof. In the proof, we use the notations introduced above. By Theorem 2.9, it suffices to show that the L^2-orthonormal basis {φ_{wν} , ψ_{wν} | ν = 1, · · · , l(λ)} of E_1(g) satisfy

(3.1)

l(λ_1(g))∑

ν=1 L(φ_{wν} ) + L(ψ_{wν} ) = 0.

By a straightforward calculation, we have |∇φ_{wν} |^2 = 2 Vol(T^n_Γ ) [ 4π^2 2n∑ j=1 (u^j_ν)^2 ] sin^2 ( 2π 2n∑ k=1 x^ku^k_ν ) = λ_1(g)ψ^2_w.

Similarly, we have |∇ψ_{wν} |^2 = λ_1(g)φ^2_w.

On the other hand, it is easy to obtain

(3.2) dd^cφ_{wν} = −2π^2iφ_{wν} n∑ α,β=1 w^α_ν w^β_ν dz^α ∧ dz^β. Hence we obtain |dd^cφ_{wν} |^2 = 4π^4φ^2_{wν} ∑ α,β,γ,ζ g^{αζ} g^{βγ} w^α_ν w^β_ν w^γ_ν w^ζ_ν = 16π^4φ^2_{wν} ∑ α,β |w^α_ν |^2|w^β_ν |^2

= λ_1(g)^2φ^2_{wν} .

Similarly, we have

(3.3) dd^cψ_{wν} = −2π^2iψ_{wν} n∑ α,β=1 w^α_ν w^β_ν dz^α ∧ dz^β. and |dd^cψ_{wν} |^2 = λ_1(g)^2ψ^2_{wν} .

Thus for each ν, we have

L(φ_{wν} ) + L(ψ_{wν} ) = ( λ_1(g)^2φ_{wν} − 2λ_1(g)^2ψ^2_{wν} + λ_1(g)^2φ^2_{wν} ) + ( λ_1(g)^2ψ_{wν} − 2λ_1(g)^2φ^2_{wν} + λ_1(g)^2ψ^2_{wν} ) = 0.

(3.4)

Thus (3.1) is proved. □

The harmonic projector H : Ω^{1,1}(T^n_Γ ) → H^{1,1}(T^n_Γ ) is given by H(ϕ) = 1 Vol(T^n_Γ ) n∑ α,β=1 (∫ T^n_Γ ϕ_{αβ}dμ ) dz^α ∧ dz^β for a (1, 1)-form ϕ = ∑_n α,β=1 ϕαβdz α ∧ dz^β, where dμ is the volume form of (T^n_Γ , g).

(For details of the Hodge decomposition on a complex torus, see [4, Section 1.4].) Using this fact and Theorem 2.8, we prove the following:

Theorem 3.2. Let (T^n_Γ , g) be a flat n-dimensional complex torus. Let {w_ν }^{l(λk(g))}_{ν=1} be linearly independent vectors in Γ^∗ satisfying λ_k(g) = 4π^2|w_ν |^2. If the flat metric g is λ_k-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric, then there exists {R_ν ≥ 0}^{l(λk(g))}_{ν=1} such that the following equations hold:

(3.5) l(λ_k (g))∑

ν=1 R_ν w^α_ν w^β_ν = 0 for 1 ≤ α ≠ β ≤ n, l(λ_k (g))∑

ν=1 R_ν |w^α_ν |^2 = 1 for 1 ≤ α ≤ n.

For k = 1, the existence of such {R_ν ≥ 0}^{l(λ1(g))}_{ν=1} is also a sufficient condition for the metric g to be λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

Proof. First we prove the fist half of the assertion. By theorem 2.8, we must have

(3.6) H (_N ∑ j=1 f_j dd^cf_j ) = − i 2 n∑ α=1 dz^α ∧ dz^α for some finite collection of eigenfunctions {f_j}^N_{j=1} ⊂ E_k(g). Each eigenfunction f_j is of the form

f_j (z) = l(λ_k(g))∑

ν=1 a_{jν} φ_{wν} + b_{jν} ψ_{wν} (a_{jν}, b_{jν} ∈ R). Using (3.2) and (3.3), we obtain

f_j dd^cf_j = −2π^2i n∑ α,β=1 l(λ_k (g))∑

ν,τ =1 w^α_ν w^β_ν [a_{jν} a_{jτ} φ_{wν} φ_{wτ} + a_{jν}b_{jτ} φ_{wν} ψ_{wτ} + a_{jτ} b_{jν} φ_{wτ} ψ_{wν} + b_{jν} b_{jτ} ψ_{wν} ψ_{wτ} ]dz^α ∧ dz^β. Hence one obtains

H(f_jdd^cf_j ) = −2π^2i Vol(T^n_Γ ) n∑ α,β=1 l(λ_k(g))∑

ν=1 w^α_ν w^β_ν (a^2_{jν} + b^2_{jν} )dz^α ∧ dz^β.

Thus one obtains

(3.7) N∑ j=1 H(f_jdd^cf_j) = −2π^2i Vol(T^n_Γ ) n∑ α,β=1 l(λ_k (g))∑

ν=1 w^α_ν w^β_ν ( N∑ j=1 a^2_{jν} + b^2_{jν} )dz^α ∧ dz^β.

Then the equations (3.6) and (3.7) imply that we must have l(λ_k (g))∑

ν=1 w^α_ν w^β_ν ( N∑ j=1 a^2_{jν} + b^2_{jν} ) = 0 for 1 ≤ α ≠ β ≤ n, l(λ_k (g))∑

ν=1 |w^α_ν |^2( N∑ j=1 a^2_{jν} + b^2_{jν} ) =

Vol(T^n_Γ )

4π^2 for 1 ≤ α ≤ n. Setting R_ν := 4π^2( ∑_N j=1 a^2_{jν} + b^2_{jν} )/Vol(T^n_Γ ), one concludes the first half of the assertion.

Next we prove the second half. We assume the existence of {R_ν ≥ 0}^{l(λ1(g))}_{ν=1} satisfying (3.5). We use Theorem 2.8 to prove the proposition. {φ_{wν} , ψ_{wν} | ν = 1, · · · , l(λ_1(g))} is an L^2-orthonormal basis of E(λ_1(g)). By (3.4), we immediately have L( √ R_ν φ_{wν} ) + L( √ R_ν ψ_{wν} ) = 0 for each ν. Hence we have l(λ_1(g)∑

ν=1 L( √ R_ν φ_{wν} ) + L( √ R_ν ψ_{wν} ) = 0.

Thus it suffices to prove

l(λ_1(g))∑

ν=1 R_ν [H(φ_{wν} dd^cφ_{wν} ) + H(ψ_{wν} dd^cψ_{wν} )] = −aω for some a > 0. Using the equations (3.2) and (3.3), one obtains

l(λ_1(g))∑

ν=1 R_ν [H(φ_{wν} dd^cφ_{wν} ) + H(ψ_{wν} dd^cψ_{wν} )]

= −2π^2i Vol(T^n_Γ )

l(λ_1(g))∑

ν=1 n∑ α,β=1 R_ν (∫ T^n_Γ

(ϕ^2_{wν} + ψ^2_{wν} )dμ ) w^α_ν w^β_ν dz^α ∧ dz^β

= −4π^2i Vol(T^n_Γ )

l(λ_1(g))∑

ν=1 n∑ α,β=1 R_ν w^α_ν w^β_ν dz^α ∧ dz^β. By hypothesis, the proof is completed. □

The implication of this theorem is not clear, so we consider simple cases in what follows. First we consider the case where dimE_k(g) = 2, that is, l(λ_k(g)) = 1. Then we have the following corollary:

Corollary 3.3. Let (T^n_Γ , g) be a flat n-dimensional complex torus. Suppose that dimE_k(g) = 2 holds for some k. Then the metric g is not λ_k-extremal.

Proof. We prove the assertion by contradiction. Assume that the metric g is λ_kextremal. By hypothesis, there exists a pair w, −w ∈ Γ^∗ ⊂ C^n uniquely up to sign such that λ_k(g) = 4π^2|w|^2. First we show that the vector w is of the form w = (0, · · · , ξ, · · · , 0) for some ξ ∈ C. The first equation in (3.5) implies w^αw^β = 0 for any pair of distinct integers (α, β). Since w = (w^1, · · · , w^n) is a nonzero vector, we have w^α ≠ 0 for some α. Let w^j = u^{2j−1} + iu^{2j} for each 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then for any β ≠ α, we have

(3.8) u^{2α−1}u^{2β−1} = −u^{2α}u^{2β} and (3.9) u^{2α}u^{2β−1} = u^{2α−1}u^{2β}.

Assume that u^{2α} ≠ 0 and u^{2β} ≠ 0. Then by (3.9), there exists c ∈ R such that u^{2α−1} = cu^{2α} and u^{2β−1} = cu^{2β}. Substituting these for (3.8), one obtains

c^2u^{2α}u^{2β} = −u^{2α}u^{2β}.

This is a contradiction and so we have u^{2α} = 0 or u^{2β} = 0.

If we have u^{2α} = 0, then we must have u^{2α−1} ≠ 0 since we now assume w^α ≠ 0. Hence by (3.9), we have u^{2β} = 0. Then (3.8) immediately implies u^{2β−1} = 0. Thus we have u^{2β−1} = u^{2β} = 0, that is w^β = 0.

If we have u^{2β} = 0, then (3.9) implies that we have u^{2α} = 0 or u^{2β−1} = 0. We have already considered the case where u^{2α} = 0. Hence we consider the case where u^{2β−1} = 0, but this immediately implies w^β = 0.

Thus we conclude that w is of the form w = (0, · · · , ξ, · · · , 0). However, this contradicts with the second equation in (3.5). The proof is completed. □

Example 3.4. The standard lattice: Γ = Z^{2n}. Consider the standard complex torus C^n/Z^{2n} with the flat metric g. Let {e_j}^n_{j=1} be the standard orthonormal basis of C^n. Set w_{2k−1} := e_k, w_{2k} := ie_k for every 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Then we have S(λ_1(g)) = {±w_ν }^{2n}_{ν=1} and l(λ_1(g)) = 2n. It is clear that (3.5) is equivalent to the condition where R_{2k−1} + R_{2k} = 1 for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n and so the torus C^n/Z^{2n} satisfies the assumption of Proposition 3.2. Hence the metric g is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. This fact is not new since the metric is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving metric deformations. This can be seen from Theorem 1.1 and the classical fact that the standard torus admits an isometric minimal immersion into a unit sphere by first eigenfunctions as follows:

C^n/Z^{2n} → S^{4n−1} (√ n 2π^2 ) , (x^1, . . . , x^{2n}) → ( 1 2π cos(2πx^1), 1 2π sin(2πx^1), . . . , 1 2π cos(2πx^{2n}), 1 2π sin(2πx^{2n}) ) . Example 3.5. The checkerboard lattice. First we consider the (real) 4-dimensional checkerboard lattice D_4, which is defined by

D_4 := {(x^1, . . . , x^4) ∈ Z^4 | x^1 + · · · + x^4 ∈ 2Z}.

D_4 is self-dual, i.e. D_4 ∼= D^∗_4. The dual lattice D^∗_4(∼= D_4) is known to be the lattice in C^2 with the basis (1, 0), (0, 1), (i, 0),

(_{1+i} 2 ,^{1+i}_2 ) . (See [9, pp.117-120], for instance.) Set w_1 := (1, 0), w_2 := (0, 1), w_3 := (i, 0), w_4 := (0, i),

w_5 := ( 1 + i 2 , 1 + i 2 ) , w_6 := ( 1 − i 2 , 1 − i 2 ) , w_7 := ( 1 + i 2 , − 1 + i 2 ) , w_8 := ( 1 − i 2 , − 1 − i 2 ) , w_9 := ( 1 + i 2 , 1 − i 2 ) , w_{10} := ( 1 + i 2 , − 1 − i 2 ) , w_{11} := ( 1 − i 2 , 1 + i 2 ) , w_{12} := ( 1 − i 2 , − 1 + i 2 ) . If we set R_1 = · · · = R_4 = 1/4, R_5 = · · · = R_{12} = 1/8, then it is elementary to check that the equations (3.5) hold for k = 1. Hence by Theorem 3.2, the flat metric g on the 2-dimensional complex torus C^2/D_4 is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. This fact is not new since the metric is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving metric deformations. This follows from the fact that Lü–Wang–Xie[19] recently found a 2-parameter family of isometric minimal immersion by the first eigenfunctions from C^2/D_4 into the unit sphere S^{23} ⊂ R^{24}. (See Example 1.1 in [19].)

In fact, for any m ≥ 3, the checkerboard lattice D_m is defined as a lattice in R^m by D_m := {(x^1, . . . , x^m) ∈ Z^m | x^1 + · · · + x^m ∈ 2Z}.

We show the following:

Proposition 3.6. For any m ≥ 3, the flat torus R^m/D_m admits an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere.

Proof. The property of D_m should be considered separately for the case m = 3, m = 4 and m ≥ 5. For m = 3 and m = 4, the assertion has been proved by Lü–Wang–Xie[19]. (See Example 4.3 in [19] for m = 3 and Example 1.1 in [19] for m = 4.) Hence it suffices to consider the case where m ≥ 5. For m ≥ 5, D^∗_m is a lattice with the basis {e_j}^{m−1}_{j=1} ∪ {^1_2 ∑_m k=1 e_k}, where {e_j}^m_{j=1} is the standard basis in R^m. (See [9, p.120], for instance.) The shortest vectors are exactly the 2m vectors {±e_j }^m_{j=1}. Thus we have λ_1(g) = 4π^2 and E_1(g) is spanned by {cos(2πx^j ), sin(2πx^j )}^m_{j=1}, where {x^j }^m_{j=1} is the standard coordinate in R^m. It is obvious that the map R^m/D_m → S^{2m−1} (√ m 2π ) , (x^1, . . . , x^m) → ( 1 2π cos(2πx^1), 1 2π sin(2πx^1), . . . , 1 2π cos(2πx^m), 1 2π sin(2πx^m) )

is an isometric minimal immersion. □

Only the standard torus (Example 3.4) has been an example of higher dimensional tori that admit an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions, but the flat torus R^m/D_m (m ≥ 3) is a new example.

Next we give a 2-parameter family of 2-dimensional complex tori such that the flat metric on any torus in the family is λ_1-extremal for all the volumepreserving deformations of the Kähler metric, but not λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving metric deformations.

Example 3.7. For a, b ∈ (1, ∞), consider the lattice Γ_{a,b} in C^2 with the lattice basis (1, 0), (i/a, 0), (0, 1), (0, i/b). Let T_{a,b} be the 2-dimensional complex torus determined by Γ_{a,b} with the flat metric g_{a,b}. Then the dual lattice Γ^∗_t is the lattice with the basis (1, 0), (ai, 0), (0, 1), (0, bi). It is clear that S(λ_1(g_{a,b})) = {±(1, 0), ±(0, 1)} and l(λ_1(g_{a,b})) = 2. Hence (3.5) is equivalent to R_1 + R_2 = 1, which is realized by R_1 = R_2 = 1/2 for example. Thus the metric g_{a,b} on T_{a,b} is λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. However, since we have dimE_1(g_{a,b}) = 2l(λ_1(g_{a,b})) = 4, the flat torus T_{a,b} does not admit an isometric minimal immersion into a Euclidean sphere by the first eigenfunctions. Thus the metric g_{a,b} is not λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving metric deformations.

Next we give a 1-parameter family of 2-dimensional complex tori such that the flat metric on the given torus in the family is not λ_1-extremal for all the volumepreserving deformations of the Kähler metric.

Example 3.8. Let 0 < t < π/12. Consider the lattice Γ_t in C^2 with the lattice basis

γ_1 := (1, 0), γ_2 := ( 0, cos t − i sin t cos 2t ) , γ_3 := (i, 0), γ_4 := ( 0, − sin t + i cos t cos 2t ) . Let T_t be the 2-dimensional complex torus determined by Γ_t with the flat metric g_t. Then the dual lattice Γ^∗_t is the lattice with the basis (1, 0), (0, 1), (i cos t, i sin t), (i sin t, i cos t). It is easy to verify that only these 4 vectors are the shortest vectors in Γ^∗_t (up to sign). It is clear that they do not satisfy the first equation in (3.5). Hence the flat metric g_t on T_t is not λ_1-extremal for all the volume-preserving deformations of the Kähler metric. In particular, (T_t, g_t) does not admit an isometric minimal immersion into a sphere by the first eigenfunctions.

References

[1] V. Apostolov, D. Jakobson and G. Kokarev, An extremal eigenvalue problem in Kähler geometry, J. Geom. Physics. 91(2015), 108-116.

[2] C. Arezzo, A. Ghigi and A. Loi, Stable bundles and the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian, J.

Geom. Anal. 17(2007), 375-386.

[3] M. Berger, Sur les premiéres valeurs propres des variétés Riemanniennes, Compositio. Math.

26(1973), 129-149.

[4] C. Birkenhake and H. Lange, Complex Abelian Varieties, 2nd ed., Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 302, Springer Verlag, 2004.

[5] L. Biliotti and A. Ghigi, Satake-Furstenberg compactifications, the moment map and λ_1, Amer. J. Math. 135(2013), no. 1, 237-274.

[6] D. Bleecker, The spectrum of a Riemannian manifold with a unit Killing vector field, Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 275(1983), 409-416.

[7] J. -P. Bourguignon, P. Li and S. T. Yau, Upper bound for the first eigenvalue of algebraic submanifolds, Comment. Math. Helv. 69(1994), 199-207.

[8] B. Colbois and J. Dodziuk, Riemannian metrics with large λ_1, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

122(1994), 905-906.

[9] J. H. Conway and N. J. A. Sloane, Sphere packings, lattices and groups, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 290, Springer Verlag, 1999.

[10] A. El Soufi and S. Ilias, Immersions minimales, première valeur propre du laplacien et volume conforme, Math. Ann. 275(1986), 257-267.

[11] A. El Soufi and S. Ilias, Riemannian manifolds admitting isometric immersions by their first eigenfunctions, Pacific J. Math. 195(2000), 91-99.

[12] A. El Soufi and S. Ilias, Extremal metrics for the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian in a conformal class, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 131(2003), 1611-1618.

[13] A. El Soufi and S. Ilias, Laplacian eigenvalue functionals and metric deformations on compact manifolds, J. Geom. Physics. 58(2008), 89-104.

[14] J. Hersch, Quatre propriétés isopérimétriques de membranes sphériques homogènes, C. R.

Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. A-B 270(1970), A1645-A1648.

[15] M. Karpukhin, Upper bounds for the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on non-orientable surfaces, Int. Math. Res. Notes 20(2016), 6200-6209.

[16] M. Karpukhin, On the Yang-Yau inequality for the first Laplace eigenvalue, Geom. Funct.

Anal. 29(2019), 1864-1885.

[17] M. Karpukhin and D. Vinokurov, The first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on orientable surfaces, Math. Z. 301(2022), 2733-2746.

[18] P. Li and S. T. Yau, A new conformal invariant and its applications to the Willmore conjecture and the first eigenvalue of compact surfaces, Invent. Math. 69(1982), 269-291.

[19] Y. Lü, P. Wang and Z. Xie, Classification of Minimal Immersions of Conformally Flat 3-tori and 4-tori into Spheres by the First Eigenfunctions, arXiv: 2212.02368 [20] S. Montiel and A. Ros, Minimal immersions of surfaces by the first eigenfunctions and conformal area, Invent. Math. 83(1986), 153-166.

[21] H. Muto, The first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on even dimensional spheres, Tôhoku Math.

J. 32(1980), 427-432.

[22] H. Muto and H. Urakawa, On the least positive eigenvalue of the Laplacian for compact homogeneous spaces, Osaka J. Math. 17(1980), 471-484.

[23] N. Nadirashvili, Berger’s isoperimetric problem and minimal immersions of surfaces, Geom.

Funct. Anal. 6(1996), 877-897.

[24] T. Nagano, On the Minimum Eigenvalues of the Laplacians in Riemannian Manifolds, Sci.

Papers College Gen. Ed. Univ. Tokyo 11(1961), 177-182.

[25] S. Nayatani and T. Shoda, Metrics on a closed surface of genus two which maximize the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 357(2019), 84-98.

[26] R. Petrides, Existence and regularity of maximal metrics for the first Laplace eigenvalue on surfaces, Geom. Funct. Anal. 24(2014), no.4, 1336-1376.

[27] A. Ros, On the first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on compact surfaces of genus three, J. Math.

Soc. Japan 74(2022), no.3, 813-828.

[28] T. Sakai, Riemannian Geometry, Translations of Mathematical Monographs 149, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996.

[29] , T. Takahashi, Minimal immersions of Riemannian manifolds, J. Math. Soc. Japan, 18(1966), 380-385.

[30] M. Takeuchi and S. Kobayashi, Minimal imbeddings of R-spaces, J. Differential Geometry 2(1968), 203-215.

[31] S. Tanno, The first eigenvalue of the Laplacian on spheres, Tôhoku Math J. 31(1979), 179- 185.

[32] H. Urakawa, On the least positive eigenvalue of the Laplacian for compact group manifolds, J. Math. Soc. Japan 31(1979), 209-226.

[33] J. A. Wolf, The geometry and structure of isotropy irreducible homogeneous spaces, Acta Math. 120(1968), 59-148.

[34] P. Yang and S. T. Yau, Eigenvalues of the Laplacian of compact Riemann surfaces and minimal submanifolds, Ann. Scoula Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. 7(1980), no.4, 55-63.