arXiv:1310.8060v1 [math.DG] 30 Oct 2013

Riemannian foliations with parallel or harmonic basic forms

Fida EL Chami^∗, Georges Habib^†, Roger Nakad^‡

Abstract

In this paper, we consider a Riemannian foliation whose normal bundle carries a parallel or harmonic basic form. We estimate the norm of the O’Neill tensor in terms of the curvature data of the whole manifold. Some examples are then given.

2010 Mathematics subject classifications: 53C12, 53C20, 53C24, 57R30.

Key words and phrases: Riemannian foliation, parallel and harmonic basic forms, O’Neill tensor.

1 Introduction

In [2], J. F. Grosjean obtained some non-existence results on minimal submanifolds carrying parallel or harmonic forms. Indeed, given a Riemannian manifold (M^m, g) admitting a parallel p-form and let (N^n, h) be a Riemannian manifold satisfying a certain curvature pinching condition depending on m and p, he proved that there is no minimal immersion from M into N. His proof is based on computing the curvature term (which is zero in this case) in the Bochner Weitzenböck formula and using the Gauss formula relating the curvatures of M and N. As a consequence, he deduced various rigidity results when N is the hyperbolic space H^n , the Riemannian product H^r × S^s or the complex hyperbolic space C H^n.

In the same spirit, he proved that for any compact manifold (M^m, g) carrying a harmonic p-form (or a non-zero pth betti number b_p(M)) and isometrically immersed into a Riemannian manifold (N^n, h), there exists at least a point x of M so that (see also [1]) m √ p ( p − 1 p ) |B(x)||H(x)| ≥ k(x) − ( p − 1 p ) ((m − 1)K̄_1 + ρ̄_1)(x), and m ( p − 1 √ p + m − p − 1 √ m − p ) |B(x)||H(x)| ≥ Scal^M (x) − (m − 2)[(m − 1)K̄_1 + ρ̄_1](x),

where |B(x)|, H(x), k(x) and ρ̄_1(x) denote respectively the norm of the second fundamental form B, the mean curvature of the immersion, the smallest eigenvalue of the Ricci curvature of M, the largest eigenvalue of the curvature operator of (N^n, h) and K̄_1(x) is the largest sectional curvature of N. These inequalities come from a lower bound of the curvature term (which is non-positive at the point x) in the Bochner Weitzenböck formula. Thus, if the manifold (M^m, g) is minimally immersed into (N^n, h) and satisfying the pinching condition

min_M (Scal^M ) > (m − 2) ( (m − 1) max_N (K̄_1) + max_N (ρ̄_1) ) , then (M^m, g) is a sphere of homology (see also [7]).

∗Lebanese University, Faculty of Sciences II, Department of Mathematics, P.O. Box 90656 Fanar-Matn, Lebanon, E-mail:

fchami@ul.edu.lb

†Lebanese University, Faculty of Sciences II, Department of Mathematics, P.O. Box 90656 Fanar-Matn, Lebanon, E-mail:

ghabib@ul.edu.lb

‡Notre Dame University-Louaizé, Faculty of Natural and Applied Sciences, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, P.O. Box 72, Zouk Mikael, Lebanon, E-mail: rnakad@ndu.edu.lb

In this paper, we investigate the study of foliated manifolds whose normal bundle carries a particular form. In fact, we consider a Riemannian manifold (M, g) equipped with a Riemannian foliation F, which roughly speaking, is the decomposition of M into submanifolds (called leaves) given by local Riemannian submersions to a base manifold. We assume that the normal bundle of the foliation carries a parallel p-form (resp. harmonic), with respect to the connection defined in Section 2. This corresponds locally to the existence of such a form on the base manifold of the submersions. When shifting the study from immersions to submersions, many objects are replaced by their dual. In particular, the O’Neill tensor [6] plays the role of the second fundamental form and thus, we aim to estimate the norm of the O’Neill tensor in terms of different curvatures data of the manifold M. The main tool is to use the transverse Bochner Weitzenböck formula for foliations [4]. Recall that this tensor completely determines the geometry of the foliation. Indeed, it vanishes if and only if the normal bundle of the foliation is integrable.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some well-known facts on differential forms and review some preliminaries on Riemannian foliations. In Section 3, we treat the case where the normal bundle carries a parallel form. We compute the curvature term in the transverse Bochner Weitzenböck formula and relate it to the curvature of the manifold M using the O’Neill formulas. We then deduce a lower bound estimate for the O’Neill tensor (see Thm. 3.3 for p > 1 and Cor. 3.2 for a rigidity result when p = 1). In the last section, we study the case where there exist a harmonic form. As before, we deduce a new estimate of the O’Neill tensor (see Thm. 4.2).

2 Preliminaries

Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n and ∇^M be the Levi-Civita connection associated with the metric g. In all the paper, we make the following notations for the curvatures, R^M (X, Y ) = ∇^M_{[X,Y ]} − [∇^M_X , ∇^M_Y ] and R^M_{XY ZW} = g(R^M (X, Y )Z, W ) for any X, Y, Z, W ∈ Γ(T M). We will denote respectively by K^M_0 (x) and K^M_1 (x) the smallest and the largest sectional curvature and by ρ^M_0 (x) and ρ^M_1 (x) the smallest and largest eigenvalue of the curvature operator ρ^M (X ∧ Y, Z ∧ W ) = g(R^M (X, Y )Z, W ) at a point x ∈ M. Thus, we have the following inequalities

ρ^M_0 (x) ≤ K^M_0 (x) ≤ K^M_1 (x) ≤ ρ^M_1 (x). (2.1)

Now, let us recall some definitions on forms. The inner product of any two p-forms α and β is defined as ⟨α, β⟩ = 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ≤···≤i_p≤n α(e_{i1} , e_{i2} , · · · , e_{ip} )β(e_{i1} , e_{i2} , · · · , e_{ip} ), where {e_1, · · · , e_n} is an orthonormal frame of T M. The interior product of a p-form α with a vector field X is a (p − 1)-form defined by (X⌟α)(X_1, · · · , X_{p−1}) = α(X, X_1, · · · , X_{p−1}). More generally, the interior product of α with s vector fields X_1, X_2, · · · , X_s is a (p − s)-form which is defined as the following ((X_1 ∧ · · · ∧ X_s)⌟α)(Y_1, · · · , Y_{p−s}) = α(X_s, · · · , X_1, Y_1, · · · , Y_{p−s}). As a consequence from the definition, we get the rule X⌟(ω ∧ θ) = (X⌟ω) ∧ θ + (−1)^pω ∧ (X⌟θ), where p is the degree of ω. If the manifold is orientable, the Hodge operator ∗ defined on a p-form α satisfies the following property:

X⌟(∗α) = (−1)^p ∗ (X^∗ ∧ α). (2.2) Assume now that (M^n, g) is endowed with a Riemannian foliation F of codimension q. That means F is given by an integrable subbundle L of T M of rank n − q such that the metric g satisfies the holonomyinvariance condition on the normal vector bundle Q = T M/L; that is L_X g|_Q = 0 for all X ∈ Γ(L), where L denotes the Lie derivative [9]. We call g a bundle-like metric. This latter condition gives rise to a transverse Levi-Civita connection on Q defined by [10]

∇_X Y = π[X, Y ], if X ∈ Γ(L), π(∇^M_X Y ), if X ∈ Γ(Q), where π : T M → Q is the projection. A fundamental property of the connection ∇ is that it is flat along the leaves, that is X⌟R^∇ = 0 for any X ∈ Γ(L). Thus, we can associate to ∇ all the curvatures data such as the transverse Ricci curvature Ric^∇ and transverse scalar curvature Scal^∇. A basic form α on a Riemannian foliation is a differential form which depends locally on the transverse variables; that is satisfying the rules X⌟α = 0 and X⌟dα = 0 for any X ∈ Γ(L). It is easy to see that the exterior derivative d preserves the set of basic forms and its restriction to this set will be denoted by d_b. We let δ_b the formal adjoint of d_b with respect to the L^2-product. Then we have

d_b = q∑ i=1 e_i ∧ ∇_{ei} , δ_b = − q∑ i=1 e_i⌟∇_{ei} + κ⌟,

where {e_i}_{i=1,··· ,q} is an orthonormal frame of Γ(Q) and κ =^{n−q} ∑ s=1 π(∇^M_{Vs} V_s) is the mean curvature field

of the foliation, which is assumed to be a basic 1-form. Here {V_s}_{s=1,··· ,n−q} is an orthonormal frame of Γ(L). The basic Laplacian is defined as Δ_b = d_bδ_b + δ_bd_b. Recall that when the foliation is transversally orientable, the basic Hodge operator ∗_b is defined on the set of basic p-forms as being ∗_bα = (−1)^{(n−q)(q−p)} ∗ (α ∧ χ_F ), where χ_F is the volume form of the leaves. It is also a basic (q − p)-form which satisfies the same property as (2.2). In [4], the authors define a new twisted exterior derivative d̃_b := d_b −^1_2 κ∧ and prove that the associated twisted Laplacian Δ̃_b := d̃_bδ̃_b + δ̃_bd̃_b commutes with the basic Hodge operator. In particular, this shows that the twisted cohomology group (i.e. the one associated with d̃_b) satisfies the Poincaré duality. Here δ̃_b := δ_b −^1_2 κ⌟ denotes the L^2-adjoint of d̃_b. Moreover, they state the transverse Bochner-Weitzenböck formula for Δ̃_b

Δ̃_bα = ∇^∗∇α + 1 4 |κ|^2α + R(α), where R(α) = −^q ∑ j=1 e_j ∧ (e_i⌟R^∇(e_i, e_j )α). As for ordinary manifolds [2], the scalar product of R(α) by α

gives after the use of the first Bianchi identity that ⟨R(α), α⟩ = ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − 1 2 ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^∇_{ijkl}⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩. (2.3) On the other hand, the geometry of a Riemannian foliation can be interpreted in terms of the so-called the O’Neill tensor [6]. It is a 2-tensor field given for all X, Y ∈ Γ(T M) by

A_X Y = π^⊥(∇^M_{π(X)}π(Y )) + π(∇^M_{π(X)}π^⊥(Y )),

where π^⊥ denotes the projection of T M onto L. By the bundle-like condition, the O’Neill tensor is a skew-symmetric tensor with respect to the vector fields Y, Z ∈ Γ(Q) and it is equal to A_Y Z =^1_2 π^⊥([Y, Z]) and for any V ∈ Γ(L) we have g(A_Y V, Z) = −g(V, A_Y Z). Thus we deduce that the normal bundle is integrable if and only if the O’Neill tensor vanishes. If moreover the bunlde L is totally geodesic, the foliation is isometric to a local product.

We point out that the curvature of M can be related to the one on the normal bundle Q via the O’Neill tensor by the formula [6] R^M_{XY ZW} = R^Q_{XY ZW} − 2g(A_X Y, A_Z W ) + g(A_Y Z, A_X W ) + g(A_Z X, A_Y W ), (2.4) where X, Y, Z, W are vector fields in Γ(Q). One can easily see by (2.4) that the norm of the O’Neill tensor |A|^2 := ∑ 1≤i≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{ei} V_s|^2 can be bounded at any point by

Scal^∇ − q(q − 1)K^M_1 ≤ 3|A|^2 ≤ Scal^∇ − q(q − 1)K^M_0 .

In particular, if the transversal scalar curvature does not belong to the interval [q(q −1)K^M_0 , q(q −1)K^M_1 ], the normal bundle cannot be integrable.

3 Foliations with parallel basic forms

In this section, we discuss the case where the normal bundle of a Riemannian foliation carries a parallel basic form. That is a p-form α satisfying ∇α = 0.

Proposition 3.1 Let (M, g, F) be a Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian foliation F of codimension q. Assume that the normal bundle carries a parallel p-form α. Then we have 0 ≤ − ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + 1 2 ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl}⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

+ n−q∑ s=1 { | q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i⌟α|^2 − 2 q∑ i=1 |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2 } , (3.1)

where {e_i}_{i=1,··· ,q} and {V_s}_{s=1,··· ,n−q} are respectively orthonormal frames of Γ(Q) and Γ(L). Proof. From Equation (2.4), we have the following formulas R^∇_{ijkl} = R^M_{ijkl} + 2g(A_{ei} e_j , A_{ek} e_l) − g(A_{ej} e_k, A_{ei} e_l) − g(A_{ek} e_i, A_{ej} e_l), (3.2) and that,

Ric^∇_{ij} = q∑ l=1 { R^M_{lilj} + 2g(A_{el} e_i, A_{el} e_j ) − g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{el} e_j ) − g(A_{el} e_l, A_{ei} e_j ) } . (3.3)

The existence of a parallel form α implies that ⟨R(α), α⟩ = 0. Thus plugging these last two equations into (2.3), we get that 0 = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + 3g(A_{el} e_i, A_{el} e_j )⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q {− 1 2 R^M_{ijkl} ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ − g(A_{ei} e_j , A_{ek} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ + 1 2 g(A_{ej} e_k, A_{ei} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ + 1 2 g(A_{ek} e_i, A_{ej} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩}. (3.4) The last two summations in the above equality are in fact equal. Indeed, using that the O’Neill tensor is antisymmetric, we find ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ek} e_i, A_{ej} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ = − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ = − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_k ∧ e_l⌟α⟩ = ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩. On the other hand, we have ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_j , A_{ek} e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ = ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q 1≤s≤n−q g(A_{ei} e_j , V_s)g(A_{ek} e_l, V_s)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

= ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q 1≤s≤n−q g(A_{ei} V_s, e_j )g(A_{ek} V_s, e_l)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

= n−q∑ s=1 ⟨( q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i)⌟α, ( q∑ k=1 A_{ek} V_s ∧ e_k)⌟α⟩

= n−q∑ s=1 |( q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i)⌟α|^2. (3.5)

Also we have that ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q g(A_{el} e_i, A_{el} e_j )⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q 1≤s≤n−q g(A_{el} e_i, V_s)g(A_{el} e_j , V_s)⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩

= ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q 1≤s≤n−q g(A_{el} V_s, e_i)g(A_{el} V_s, e_j )⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩

= ∑ 1≤l≤q 1≤s≤n−q ⟨A_{el} V_s⌟α, A_{el} V_s⌟α⟩ = ∑ 1≤l≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{el} V_s⌟α|^2.

(3.6)

In order to estimate the last term in (3.4), we introduce the p-tensor

B^+(α)(X_1, · · · , X_p) = q∑ i=1 (e_i⌟α ∧ A_{ei} )(X_1, · · · , X_p), for any X_1, · · · , X_p ∈ Γ(Q). We now proceed the computation as in [2]. The norm of the tensor B^+(α) is equal to

|B^+(α)|^2 = 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q ⟨(e_i⌟α ∧ A_{ei} )_{i1 ,··· ,ip} , (e_j ⌟α ∧ A_{ej} )_{i1 ,··· ,ip} ⟩

= 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q r,t (−1)^{r+t}g(A_{ei} e_{ir} , A_{ej} e_{it} )α_{ii1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ip} α_{ji1 ,··· ,ît ,··· ,ip}

= 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q r=t g(A_{ei} e_{ir} , A_{ej} e_{ir} )α_{ii1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ip} α_{ji1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ip}

+ 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q r<t (−1)^{r+t}g(A_{ei} e_{ir} , A_{ej} e_{it} )α_{ii1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ip} α_{ji1 ,··· ,ît ,··· ,ip}

+ 1 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q r>t (−1)^{r+t}g(A_{ei} e_{ir} , A_{ej} e_{it} )α_{ii1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ip} α_{ji1 ,··· ,ît ,··· ,ip}

= 1 (p − 1)! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−1},i,j,k≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_k)α_{ii1 ,··· ,ip−1} α_{ji1 ,··· ,ip−1}

− 2 p! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_p,i,j≤q r<t g(A_{ei} e_{ir} , A_{ej} e_{it} )α_{iit i1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ît ,··· ,ip} α_{jir i1 ,··· ,îr ,··· ,ît ,··· ,ip} .

Since we can choose^{p(p−1)}_2 numbers r, t with r < t from the set {1, · · · , p}, the last equality can be reduced to

|B^+(α)|^2 = 1 (p − 1)! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−1} ,i,j,k≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_k)α_{ii1 ,··· ,ip−1} α_{ji1 ,··· ,ip−1}

− 1 (p − 2)! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2},i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_l)α_{ili1 ,··· ,ip−2} α_{jki1 ,··· ,ip−2} = ∑ 1≤i,j,k≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_k)⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_k, A_{ej} e_l)⟨e_l ∧ e_i⌟α, e_k ∧ e_j ⌟α⟩ = ∑ 1≤i,j,k≤q g(A_{ek} e_i, A_{ek} e_j )⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k)⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩. (3.7)

Returning back to the Equation (3.4) and after plugging Equations (3.5), (3.6) and (3.7), we get the following 0 = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − 1 2 ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl} ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

+|B^+(α)|^2 + 2 ∑ 1≤l≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{el} V_s⌟α|^2 − n−q∑ s=1 |( q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i)⌟α|^2.

Finally using the fact that |B^+(α)|^2 ≥ 0, we deduce the desired inequality. □ For p = 1, we find by (3.1) that the lowest sectional curvature K^M_0 should be non-positive. Hence we have Corollary 3.2 Let (M, g, F) be a Riemannian manifold with positive sectional curvature and endowed with a Riemannian foliation F. Then M cannot carry a parallel basic 1-form. In the following, we will treat the case p ≥ 2. For that, we aim to estimate each term in Inequality (3.1). As in [2], we define the basic 2-form θ^{i1 ,··· ,ip−2} =^1_2 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q α_{iji1 ,··· ,ip−2} e_i ∧ e_j . Thus the second term of Inequality (3.1) can be bounded from above by 1 2 ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl} ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ = 2 (p − 2)! ∑ 1≤i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2}≤q ρ^M (θ^{i1 ,··· ,ip−2} , θ^{i1 ,··· ,ip−2} )

≤ 2 (p − 2)!

ρ^M_1 ∑ 1≤i_1,··· ,i_{p−2}≤q |θ^{i1 ,··· ,ip−2} |^2 = p(p − 1)ρ^M_1 |α|^2. (3.8) Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact that |v ∧ w⌟α| ≤ |v||w⌟α| for any vectors v, w, the last term in (3.1) is bounded by | q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i⌟α|^2 ≤ q q∑ i=1 |A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i⌟α|^2 ≤ q q∑ i=1 |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2. (3.9) Now we state our main result:

Theorem 3.3 Let (M, g, F) be a Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian foliation F of codimension q ≥ 4. Assume that the normal bundle carries a parallel p-form α with 2 ≤ p ≤ q − 2. Then we have (q − 2)|A|^2 ≥ K^M_0 q(q − 1) − (p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 .

Proof. Plugging the estimates in (3.8) and (3.9) into Inequality (3.1), we get that 0 ≤ − ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + p(p − 1)ρ^M_1 |α|^2 + (q − 2) ∑ 1≤i≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2.

(3.10) Since α is a parallel p-form, the (q − p)-form ∗_bα is also parallel. Thus replacing α by ∗_bα in (3.10), we find the inequality 0 ≤ − ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟(∗_bα), e_j ⌟(∗_bα)⟩ + (q − p)(q − p − 1)ρ^M_1 |α|^2 + (q − 2) ∑ 1≤i≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{ei} V_s ∧ α|^2.

(3.11)

In the last term of (3.11), we use the equality 2.2 for the basic Hodge operator. Now the sum of Inequalities (3.10) and (3.11) gives the desired inequality after the use of ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} (⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ⟨e_i⌟(∗_bα), e_j ⌟(∗_bα)⟩) = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} (⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ⟨e_i ∧ α, e_j ∧ α⟩) = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} (⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ⟨e_j ⌟(e_i ∧ α), α⟩) = ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} (⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + δ_{ij} |α|^2 − ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩) = ∑ 1≤i,l≤q R^M_{lili}|α|^2, (3.12) which is greater than K^M_0 q(q − 1)|α|^2. □

We point out that the theorem is of interest only if K^M_0 q(q − 1) − (p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 > 0, which means by (2.1) that the manifold M is of positive sectional curvature.

Example: Let us consider the round sphere S^{2m−1} equiped with the standard metric of constant curvature 1. We denote by F the 1-dimensional Riemannian fibers given by the action [3] e^{2iπt}(z_1, · · · , z_m) = (e^{2iπθ1 t}z_1, e^{2iπθ2t}z_2, · · · , e^{2iπθmt}z_m), with 0 < θ_1 ≤ θ_2 ≤ · · · ≤ θ_m ≤ 1. These foliations are Seifert fibrations (i.e. the fibers are compact) if and only if all θ^′_is are rational and the Hopf fibration corresponds to the case where θ_1 = θ_2 = · · · = θ_m = 1. In the following, we will compute the O’Neill tensor of the foliation F and study the optimality of the estimate in Theorem 3.3. Without loss of generality, we can assume that θ_1 = 1. The vector X that generates F is given by X = (iz_1, iθ_2z_2, · · · , iθ_mz_m). For an integer l ∈ {1, · · · , m − 1} and p ∈ {1, · · · , m − 2}, we define the vector fields Y_l and W_p on the tangent space of S^{2m−1} by the following [5] Y_l = (0, · · · , 0, −( m∑ k=l+1 |z_k|^2)z_l, |z_l|^2z_{l+1}, · · · , |z_l|^2z_m), and, W_p = (0, · · · , 0, −( m∑ k=p+1 θ^2_k|z_k|^2)iz_p, θ_pθ_{p+1}|z_p|^2iz_{p+1}, · · · , θ_pθ_m|z_p|^2iz_m). We also denote by W_{m−1} the vector field on T S^{2m−1} by W_{m−1} = (0, · · · , 0, −θ_m|z_m|^2iz_{m−1}, θ_{m−1}|z_{m−1}|^2iz_m). It is easy to see that the set {X, Y_l, W_p, W_{m−1}} is an orthogonal frame of the tangent space of the sphere for any l and p. Recall now that given an orthonormal frame {X/|X|, e_i = Z_i/|Z_i|} of the tangent space of the round sphere for i = 1, · · · , 2m − 2, the norm of O’Neill tensor can be computed as follows

|A|^2 = ∑ i,j |A_{ei} e_j |^2 = 1 4 ∑ i,j |π^⊥([e_i, e_j ])|^2 = 1 2|X|^2 ∑ i<j 1 |Z_i|^2|Z_j |^2 |([Z_i, Z_j ], X)|^2, where π^⊥ : T M → RX is the projection. On the one hand, a straightforward computation of the norms yields to |X|^2 = |z_1|^2 + m∑ k=2 θ^2_k|z_k|^2.

Moreover, for any l and p, we have

|Y_l|^2 = |z_l|^2 (_m ∑ k=l+1 |z_k|^2 ) (_m ∑ k=l |z_k|^2 ) ,

|W_p|^2 = |z_p|^2 (_m ∑ t=p+1 θ^2_t |z_t|^2 ) (_m ∑ s=p θ^2_s |z_s|^2 ) . Also we find that, |W_{m−1}|^2 = (θ^2_m|z_m|^2 + θ^2_{m−1}|z_{m−1}|^2)|z_m|^2|z_{m−1}|^2.

On the other hand, the computation of the Lie brackets yields for any l to

([Y_l, W_l], X) = −2θ_l|z_l|^2 (_m ∑ s=l+1 θ^2_s |z_s|^2 ) (_m ∑ k=l |z_k|^2 ) , and for l > p, ([Y_l, W_p], X) = 2|z_l|^2θ_p|z_p|^2 m∑ k=l+1 (θ^2_l − θ^2_k)|z_k|^2.

Also, we have that

([Y_{m−1}, W_{m−1}], X) = −2|z_{m−1}|^2|z_m|^2θ_{m−1}θ_m(|z_{m−1}|^2 + |z_m|^2).

The other Lie brackets are all equal to zero. Thus the O’Neill tensor is equal to

|A|^2 = 2 |X|^2 { θ^2_{m−1}θ^2_m(|z_{m−1}|^2 + |z_m|^2) θ^2_{m−1}|z_{m−1}|^2 + θ^2_m|z_m|^2) + m−2∑ j=1 θ^2_j ( ∑_m s=j+1 θ 2 s |z_s|^2)( ∑_m k=j |z_k|^2) ( ∑_m s=j θ^2_s |z_s|^2)( ∑_m k=j+1 |zk| 2) + m−2∑ j=1 m−1∑ i=j+1 |z_i|^2|z_j |^2( ∑_m k=i+1(θ 2 i − θ^2_k)|z_k|^2)^2 ( ∑_m t=j+1 θ 2 t |z_t|^2)( ∑_m s=j θ^2_s |z_s|^2)( ∑_m k=i+1 |zk| 2)( ∑_m k=i |z_k|^2) }. We will now prove that the norm is constant if only if all θ^′_is are equal to 1. Indeed, if we evaluate this norm when it corresponds to the cases where |z_m| → 1, |z_i| → 0, i ≠ m and |z_{m−1}| → 1, |z_i| → 0, i ≠ m − 1, we find after identifying that θ_{m−1} = θ_m = θ. The value of the O’Neill tensor corresponding to the case |z_1|^2 = |z_m|^2 →^1_2 , |z_i| → 0, 2 ≤ i ≤ m − 1 gives that θ = 1. The same computation can be done successively to prove that θ^′_is are equal to one for i ≠ m, m − 1 when considering the case |z_l|^2 = |z_m|^2 →^1_2 , |z_i| → 0. Comparing the lower bound of the inequality in Theorem 3.3 with the norm of the O’Neill tensor which is equal to 2(m − 1), we find that the optimality is realized for S^5.

Next, we will get another pinching condition which doesn’t require the positivity of the sectional curvature. We have Theorem 3.4 Under the same condition as in Theorem 3.3, we have

(q − 2)|A|^2 ≥ Scal^M − K^M_1 (n − q)(n + q − 1) − (p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 .

Proof. The proof is a direct consequence from the fact that ∑ 1≤i,l≤q R^M_{lili} ≥ Scal_M − K^M_1 (n − q)(n + q − 1). □ The inequality in Theorem 3.4 is of interest if

K^M_1 (n − q)(n + q − 1) + (p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 ≤ Scal^M

which with the use of Scal^M ≤ K^M_1 n(n − 1) gives that K^M_1 > 0.

4 Foliations with basic harmonic forms

In this section, we study the case of Riemannian foliation carrying a basic harmonic form. That is a p-form α such that Δ_bα = 0.

Proposition 4.1 Let (M, g, F) be a Riemannian manifold carrying a Riemannian foliation. Then, we have 2⟨R(α), α⟩ ≥ − p − 7 3 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + p − 1 3 ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩

− ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl}⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ − n−q∑ s=1 {_q ∑ i=1 |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2 + 2| q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i⌟α|^2 } , (4.1) for any basic p-form α.

Proof. For p = 1, the inequality is clearly satisfied by (2.3). In order to prove the inequality for p ≥ 2, we introduce as in [2] the operator B^−α = 1 (p − 2)! ∑ i,i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} ((e_i ∧ e_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ e_{ip−2} )⌟α ∧ A_{ei} ) ⊗ e^∗_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ e^∗_{ip−2} . The norm of the tensor B^−α is being defined as the sum

|B^−α|^2 = 1 (p − 2)! ∑ k,l,i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} |(B^−α)_{kli1 ···ip−2} |^2. Therefore, we compute (p − 2)! 2 |B^−α|^2 = 1 2 ∑ k,l,i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} |(B^−α)_{kli1 ···ip−2} |^2

= 1 2 ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} i,j,k,l ⟨((e_i ∧ e_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ e_{ip−2} )⌟α ∧ A_{ei} )_{kl}, ((e_j ∧ e_{i1} ∧ · · · ∧ e_{ip−2} )⌟α ∧ A_{ej} )_{kl}⟩

= 1 2 ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} i,j,k,l ⟨α_{ii1 ···ip−2 k}A_{ei} e_l − α_{ii1 ···ip−2 l}A_{ei} e_k, α_{ji1 ···ip−2 k}A_{ej} e_l − α_{ji1 ···ip−2 l}A_{ej} e_k⟩

= ∑ i_1 ,··· ,i_{p−2} i,j,k,l α_{iki1 ···ip−2} α_{jki1 ···ip−2} g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_l) − α_{iki1 ···ip−2} α_{jli1 ···ip−2} g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k)

= (p − 1)! ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_l) −(p − 2)! ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q ⟨e_k ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_j ⌟α⟩g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k). Thus we deduce that 1 2 |B^−α|^2 = (p − 1) ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_l) − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ek} e_j ). Plugging now Equations (3.2) and (3.3) into the above one, we find that 1 2 |B^−α|^2 = p − 1 3 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q { −R^∇_{ijkl} + R^M_{ijkl} + 2g(A_{ei} e_j , A_{ek} e_l) − g(A_{ek} e_i, A_{ej} e_l) } ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩.

Using Equations (2.3) and (3.5), we get 1 2 |B^−α|^2 = p − 1 3 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ +2⟨R(α), α⟩ − 2 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl}⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

+2 n−q∑ s=1 |( q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i)⌟α|^2 − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩g(A_{ei} e_l, A_{ej} e_k). Finally, after the use of Equation (3.7), we find with the help of (3.6) that 1 2 |B^−α|^2 + |B^+α|^2 = p − 7 3 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − p − 1 3 ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ +2⟨R(α), α⟩ + ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl} ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩

+ n−q∑ s=1 {_q ∑ i=1 |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2 + 2|( q∑ i=1 A_{ei} V_s ∧ e_i)⌟α|^2 } . Since the l.h.s. of the equality above is non-negative, we finish the proof of the proposition. □

We investigate now the case where the form α is a basic harmonic form. We have Theorem 4.2 Let (M, g, F) be a compact Riemannian manifold endowed with a Riemannian foliation of codimension q. Assume that the normal bundle carries a basic harmonic p-form, there exists at least a point x ∈ M such that

(2q + 1)|A|^2(x) ≥ − p − 7 3 Scal^∇(x) + ( p − 1 3 )q(q − 1)K^M_0 (x) − 2(p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 (x),

where 2 ≤ p ≤ q − 2.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we use Inequality (3.9) in order to deduce that 2⟨R(α), α⟩ ≥ − p − 7 3 ∑ 1≤i,j≤q Ric^∇_{ij} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ + p − 1 3 ∑ 1≤i,j,l≤q R^M_{lilj} ⟨e_i⌟α, e_j ⌟α⟩ − ∑ 1≤i,j,k,l≤q R^M_{ijkl} ⟨e_j ∧ e_i⌟α, e_l ∧ e_k⌟α⟩ − (2q + 1) ∑ 1≤i≤q 1≤s≤n−q |A_{ei} V_s⌟α|^2

for any basic p-form α. Applying the above inequality for the (q − p)-form ∗_bα and then summing the two equations, we get by using (3.12) and (3.8) 2(⟨R(α), α⟩ + ⟨R(∗_bα), ∗_bα⟩) ≥ − p − 7 3 Scal^∇|α|^2 + p − 1 3 q(q − 1)K^M_0 |α|^2 −2(p(p − 1) + (q − p)(q − p − 1))ρ^M_1 |α|^2 −(2q + 1)|A|^2|α|^2. If the form α is now harmonic, i.e. d_bα = δ_bα = 0, then the twisted derivative is equal to d̃_bα = −^1_2 κ ∧ α and its adjoint is δ̃_bα = −^1_2 κ⌟α. Thus ∫ M ⟨Δ̃_bα, α⟩v_g = ∫ M (|d̃_bα|^2 + |δ̃_bα|^2)v_g = 1 4 ∫ M |κ|^2|α|^2v_g . This implies by the transverse Bochner-Weitzenböck formula, that ∫ M ⟨R(α), α⟩v_g ≤ 0. Since the basic Hodge operator commutes with the twisted Laplacian [4], the same inequality holds for ∗_bα. Thus, we get the required inequality. □

References

[1] El Soufi, A. and Petit, R.: Géométrie des sous-variétés admettant une structure kählérienne ou un second nombre de Betti non nul, Actes de Congrès de Géométrie d’Oran, Décembre 1989, 17 Pages.

[2] Grosjean, J.-F.: Minimal submanifolds with a parallel or a harmonic p-form, J. Geom. Phys. 51 (2004), 211–228.

[3] Gromoll, D. and Grove, K.: The low dimensional metric foliations of Euclidean spheres, J. Diff.

Geom. 28 (1988), 143–156.

[4] Habib, G. and Richardson, K.: Modified differentials and basic cohomology for Riemannian foliations, J. Geom. Anal. 23 (2013), 1314–1342.

[5] Hobum, K. and Tondeur, P.: Riemannian foliations on manifolds with non-negative curvature, Manusc. Math. 74 (1992), 39–45.

[6] O’Neill, B.: The fundamental equations of a submersion, Michigan Math. J.13 (1966), 459–469. [7] Leung, P.F.: Minimal submanifolds in a sphere, Math. Z.183 (1983), 75–86. [8] Ranjan, A.: On a remark of O’Neill, Duke Math. J.53 (1981), 363–373. [9] Reinhart, B.: Foliated manifolds with bundle-like metrics, Ann. Math. 69 (1959), 119–132. [10] Tondeur, P.: Geometry of Foliations, Birkhäuser, Boston, 1997.