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MEAN CURVATURE FLOW OF SINGULAR RIEMANNIAN
FOLIATIONS

MARCOS M. ALEXANDRINO AND MARCO RADESCHI

ABSTRACT. Given a singular Riemannian foliation on a compact Rie-
mannian manifold, we study the mean curvature flow equation with a
regular leaf as initial datum. We prove that if the leaves are compact
and the mean curvature vector field is basic, then any finite time sin-
gularity is a singular leaf, and the singularity is of type I. These results
generalize previous results of Liu and Terng, Pacini and Koike. In par-
ticular our results can be applied to partitions of Riemannian manifolds
into orbits of actions of compact groups of isometries.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given a Riemannian manifold M and an immersion ¢ : Ly — M, a
smooth family of immersions ¢; : Ly — M, t € [0,T) is called a solution
of the mean curvature flow (MCF for short) if ¢, satisfies the evolution
equation

d

%(Pt = H(t),
where H (t) is the mean curvature of L(t) := ¢;(Lg). We say that the MCF
¢ has initial datum Lg. By abuse of notation, we will often identify ¢, with
its image L(t), and we will talk about the MCF flow L(t).

In [9] Liu and Terng studied the mean curvature flow equation in spheres
and Euclidean spaces with an isoparametric submanifold as initial datum
and they proved, among other things, that such an evolution moves through
isoparametric submanifolds up to the (finite time) singularity. Later on,
Koike [7] generalized Liu and Terng’s results to the mean curvature flow
on compact symmetric spaces, with isoparametric submanifolds with flat
sections as initial datum.

Given an isoparametric submanifold L, one can partition the ambient
manifold into the submanifolds “parallel” to L, which are all isoparametric
unless they lie in the focal set of L, in which case they have lower dimen-
sion (and they are called focal submanifolds). Such a partition is a special
example of a singular Riemannian foliation i.e., a foliation where every geo-
desic starting perpendicular to a leaf, stay perpendicular to all the leaves it
meets (cf. [II], page 189]). The results of Terng-Liu and Koike can then be
restated by saying that given an isoparametric submanifold L of a sphere,
Euclidean space or compact symmetric space, the MCF evolution with L as
initial datum moves through the leaves of the foliation induced by L.
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Singular Riemannian foliations induced by an isoparametric submanifold
(also called isoparametric foliations) are characterized by the following two
properties:

i) The mean curvature form is basic (cf. Section [2).
ii) The distribution orthogonal to the regular leaves (i.e., the leaves
with maximal dimension) is integrable.

If a singular Riemannian foliation satisfies the former condition it is called
generalized isoparametric. In this paper, we generalize the results of Terng-
Liu and Koike to the class of generalized isoparametric foliations on compact
Riemannian manifolds.

Despite the name, generalized isoparametric foliations are much more
general than isoparametric ones. For example, the following foliations are
generalized isoparametric:

(1) Any isometric group action of a connected Lie group G on a Rie-
mannian manifold M induces a singular Riemannian foliation (M, F)
given by the orbits of G (homogeneous foliation) which is generalized
isoparametric. By comparison, isoparametric foliations only appear
when the group action is polar.

(2) Any singular Riemannian foliation in spheres or Euclidean space is
generalized isoparametric; cf. [3, Remark 4.2]. This includes a new
class of foliations, neither homogeneous nor polar, constructed using
Clifford algebras; cf. [I4]. By contrast, (irreducible) isoparametric
foliations in spheres either have cohomogeneity one, or arise from a
polar representation ﬂﬂﬂ

(3) Any singular Riemannian foliation 7 on KP", (K = R, C, H) lifts to
a foliation F* on a sphere via the Hopf map S™ — KP"™. Moreover,
since Hopf fibrations have totally geodesic fibers the mean curva-
ture vector field of the leaves is preserved under the fibration, and
in particular F is generalized isoparametric. Among these, the (ir-
reducible) isoparametric foliations in CP™ were recently classified by
Dominguez-Vazquez [I§] (in this case, there are irreducible inhomo-
geneous isoparametric foliations if and only if n + 1 is prime).

Recall that a leaf of a singular Riemannian foliation is called regular if it
has maximal dimension, and singular otherwise.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M, F) be a generalized isoparametric foliation with com-
pact leaves on a compact manifold M. Let Lo € F be a reqular leaf of M
and let L(t) denote the mean curvature flow evolution of Lo with mazimal
interval of existence [0,T). Then the following statements hold:

(a) L(t), t € [0,T) are regular leaves of F.
(b) If T < oo, then L(t) converges to a singular leaf Ly of F and the
singularity is of type I, i.e.,
lim sup || 4¢ |2, (T — 1) < o0,
t—=T—

where ||A¢]|oo 18 the sup norm of the second fundamental form of L(t).

Remark 1.2. The condition that M is compact can be replaced by the more
general assumption that the MCF L(t) with initial datum L(0) = Lo stays



MCF OF SINGULAR RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS 3

at a bounded distance from L. This condition can be verified, for example,
for any closed singular Riemannian foliation in Euclidean space.

The condition of having a finite time singularity holds in several situa-
tions. For example, if Lg is a compact submanifold in Euclidean space, it
follows from [16] Proposition 3.10] that the maximal time of existence 7" of
the mean curvature flow is finite. For any generalized isoparametric folia-
tion, we prove in Proposition that there is a neighbourhood around the
singular leaves in which the MCF has always finite time singularities. If
moreover the manifold is nonnegatively curved and the foliation is isopara-
metric, then we have the following stronger result.

Theorem 1.3. For every isoparametric foliation on a compact nonnega-
tively curved space, the MCF with a reqular leaf as initial datum has always
finite time singularity.

If we restrict ourselves to special cases, we obtain strengthenings of dif-
ferent already known results:

e Theorems [[LT] and together generalize the main results of Terng-
Liu [9] and Koike [7] to the case of isoparametric foliations on com-
pact nonnegatively curved manifolds. Moreover, we also show that
the flow has type I singularities independently of the singular leaf to
which it converges, thus answering in the positive a question posed
in [9, Remark].

e If F is a homogeneous foliation by a Lie group G acting on M, Pacini
proved in [I3] Theorem 2|, among other things, that if a curve of
principal orbits ¢ — G(t) (where ¢t € [0,7T) ) is a solution of a MCF
with finite time singularity, the limit is a singular orbit provided that
such a limit exists. By our main result, such a limit always exists.

Like in the case of orbits of isometric actions in compact manifolds (cf.
[13]), it is possible to prove that for generalized isoparametric foliations the
mean curvature of a singular leaf is tangent to the stratum that contains it;
see [I5] Prop. 2.10] for the case of singular Riemannian foliations in spheres.
Moreover it is possible to check, using for example [I5] Prop. 2.9], that the
mean curvature is again basic in each stratum.

Therefore the restriction of a generalized isoparametric foliation to each
stratum is again a generalized isoparametric foliation, and we immediately
get the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let (M,F) be a generalized isoparametric foliation with
compact leaves on a compact manifold M. Let L be a singular leaf and let
Y. be the stratum containing L. Let L(t) be the MCF flow with initial datum
L and let [0,T) be the mazimal interval of existence of the flow. Then the
following statements hold.

(a) L(t) is a singular leaf in X2 for every t € [0,T).

(b) If T < oo then Ly converges to a singular leaf Ly with dim Ly < dim L,

and the singularity is of type I.

This paper is divided as follows. In Section ] we recall the definition
and properties of singular Riemannian foliation, while in Section [Blwe prove
Theorem [Tl The proofs rely on some, somewhat technical, estimates on
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the shape operator, which are proved in Section @l Section [l is devoted to
the proof of Theorem

2. PRELIMINARIES

Given a compact Riemannian manifold M, a singular foliation F is called
singular Riemannian foliation if every geodesic that starts perpendicular to
a leaf, stays perpendicular to all the leaves it meets; cf. [I1], page 189]. We
denote by dim F the maximal dimension of the leaves of F, and call a leaf
L regular if dim L = dim F and singular otherwise. The union of regular
leaves is open and dense in M, it is called reqular stratum and it is denoted
by M;c4. The union of singular leaves of a fixed dimension is a disjoint union
of (possibly non complete) submanifolds, which we call singular strata of F.

If the leaves of F are closed, the leaf space M /F inherits the structure of
a Hausdorff metric space, where the distance between two points is defined
as the distance between the corresponding leaves. Moreover, the subset
M,eq/F of regular leaves is an orbifold, and the canonical map = : M —
M /F restricts to a (orbifold) Riemannian submersion M,eq — Myeq/F. A
vector field X on M, is called basic if it projects via m, to a well-defined
vector field in M4/ F.

Given a singular Riemannian foliation (M, F), we denote by A the shape
operator of the leaves of F. The mean curvature H of F at a point p is
defined as the mean curvature of the leaf L, through p. Since the regular
part of the foliation is defined via a Riemannian submersion, the mean
curvature H is smooth on M,.,. We will see, however, that the norm of H
blows up as it approaches singular strata.

In the regular part of F the tangent bundle T'M splits as TF @& v.F,
where T'F is the bundle of the tangent spaces of the leaves in F, and vF
is its othogonal complement. Moreover, for every regular point p € M it is
possible to define the O’Neill tensor ON : v, F x v, F — T,F as (x,y) —
ON,y = %prT}—[X, Y| where X, Y are local vector fields extending z, y, and
prrr denotes the orthogonal projection onto 7,F. If ON = 0 then the
orthogonal distribution v.F is integrable, and the foliation is called polar.

A singular Riemannian foliation is called generalized isoparametric if the
mean curvature H on M,., is basic. If moreover it is also polar, then it is
called isoparametric.

2.1. Distinguished tubular neighbourhoods. Let (M, F) be a singular
Riemannian foliation and let ¢ be a point in a (possibly singular) leaf L. We
recall (cf. [IIL Theorem 6.1, Proposition 6.5], [2], [§]) that it is possible to
find a neighbourhood P of ¢ in L, a cylindrical neighbourhood O, = Tub,(P)
of ¢ in M and diffeomorphism ¢ : O — V C T, M onto a neighbourhood V'
of the origin, such that:

(1) The image of F|p, under ¢ is the restriction to V of a singular
Riemannian foliation (T,M, F,).

(2) o(LNOe) =T,LNV.

(3) Under the splitting T,M = T,L x v,L the foliation F, splits as
well as T,L x (v,L,F,; NyyL), i.e., any leaf L' of F is of the form
(L' N wgL) x T,L.



MCF OF SINGULAR RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS 5

(4) For any A € (0,1), the homothetic transformation hy : O — O,
hx(exp,v) = exp, Av corresponds, under ¢, to the rescaling (v, z)
(v, Ax) for any (v,x) € T,L x v L.
We call O, a distinguished tubular neighbourhood of q, and denote it simply
with O if € is understood. The map ¢ is a modification of the normal
exponential map and in particular it sends radial geodesics around L to
radial geodesics around 77 L.

3. PROOF THEOREM [ 1]

In this section we let (M, F) be a generalized isoparametric foliation with
closed leaves on a compact manifold. We also fix a regular leaf Ly and
assume that the MCF evolution L(¢) with initial datum Lo has maximal
interval of existence [0,7"), with 7" finite.

Since the mean curvature of F is basic, it projects via m : M — M /F to
a vector field on the orbifold M,.,/F, and it is immediate to see that L(t)
is the preimage of the point y(t) € M,eq/F, where « is the integral curve
of (the projection of) H. In particular L(¢) is a leaf of F, and since the
dimension of L(t) is constant up to the singular time, we have that L(t) is
regular. We thus proved the following.

Proposition 3.1. For any t € [0,T), L(t) is a reqular leaf of F.

The rest of the section is devoted to proving statement (b) of Theorem
L1l In section M we prove the following result (cf. Corollary [.6]):

Proposition 3.2. Let L, € F be a singular leaf. For € small enough,
there exist constants 6, c such that in the regular part of Tubc(Ly) the shape
operator A of F satisfies:

D D
3.1 —(1+0)— —c<tr(lAv;): < —(1-90)—
( ) ( + )r(m) > T'( V) ( )T(.%')
where D = dim F — dim L, and r(z) = dist(x, Ly). Moreover, if € < € then

one can choose constants &' < § and ¢ < ¢ associated to €, and lim,_,g+ § =
0.

+¢,

We can now prove the following:

Proposition 3.3. Given a singular leaf L, there exists an € = e(Lgy) such
that if L(to) lies in Tube(Ly) for some ty € [0,T') then the following proper-
ties hold:

(a) For any t >ty the distance r(t) = dist(L(t), L,) satisfies
(3.2) CH(t —to) < 1%(to) — r(t) < C3(t — to)
where C1 and Cy are positive constants that depend only on Tube(Lg).
(b) L(t) C Tube(Ly) for allt € (to,T), and T < to + CLf
(¢) If L(t) converges to Lq at time T' then for any t € (to, T,

(33) Cl\/T—tS’I“(t) SCQ\/T—t.

Proof. Start with a tubular neighbourhood Tube, (L) in which the distance
function r = distz,, is smooth away from L,, and such that Proposition B.1]
holds for some ¢ and c. Fixing p € L(tp), consider the curve t — ¢4 (p)
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such that Loy (p) = H(t). Of course ¢y (p) € L(t) for all ¢, and r(t) =
dist(¢¢(p), Lq) equals dist(L(t), Ly) by the equidistance of the leaves. Then
we have

r'(t) = (Vr, ¢i(p)) = (Vr, H(t)) = tr(Avy).
From eq.(3.J),
—(1+ 6)% —c<trAdy, < —(1 - 5)% +c.
Now we choose € < min{eg, (1 —§)£2} and define the constants C1, Ca by
ot &}

=1-0)D —
(1-0D-c,

=(140)D +ce

The above equations imply
3 _ ct

— < t) < —
2r(t) — ) < 2r(t)

or, equivalently, —C% < (r%(t))’ < —C?. Integrating this equation we get
(3.4) Ci(t —to) <1?(to) — r*(t) < C3(t — to)

for t > t( close to to. Since 72(t) is decreasing, L(t) remains in Tub,(L,) for
every t > to and this concludes the proof of (a) and (b).
Statement (c) follows directly from (a). O

Remark 3.4. By Proposition it immediately follows that if L(tg) lies in
a tubular neighborhood defined as above, then T" must be finite. This does
not imply, for a generic M, that T is always finite when the initial datum
is outside such a tube; see [13], Example 3]. Also note that in the proof of
Proposition B3] ¢ has been chosen to be small, more precisely smaller than
(1 =6)D/c. This was necessary to ensure the existence of the constant Cy
(otherwise C? would be negative). The fact that e can not be chosen bigger
(even when it would make sense to talk about tubular neighborhoods) is not
a limitation of the proof, but it seems to have a geometrical meaning. In
fact it is possible to see, e.g. in some examples of isoparametric foliations
in Euclidean space, that if the radius of the tube is too big (although the
tube is still well defined) then statement (b) of Proposition is no longer
true, i.e., the MCF of leaves in a tube of big radius can leave the tube after
a finite time.

In the next proposition we prove that given a leaf Lg, if the MCF L(t)
with L(0) = Lg has finite time singularity then it converges to a singular
leaf L, in the Hausdorff sense, i.e., the projection of L(t) in the quotient
space M /F converges to the projection of L,. More precisely we prove the
first part of statement (b) in Theorem [[T1

Proposition 3.5. Let F be a generalized isoparametric foliation with com-
pact leaves on a complete manifold M and let Ly be a reqular leaf. Suppose
that the MCF L(t) with initial datum L(0) = Lg stays in a bounded set, and
that L(t) has a finite time singularity. Then L(t) converges in the hausdorff
sense to some singular leaf L.
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Proof. Since L(t) is contained in a bounded set and 7T is finite, it follows
from [12] Proposition 9.1.4] that the limit set of L(¢) can not be contained in
the regular stratum and thus it must be contained in some singular stratum.
When F is homogeneous this also follows from [13, Lemma 2,3].

Now consider a singular leaf L, in the limit set, and take a sequence
{t,} € [0,T) converging to T'. For any arbitrarily small radius €, we can find
some t. such that L(t.) € Tub(Ly) and, by Proposition B3], L(t) € T'ubc(Lq)
for every t € (te,T). Due to the arbitrariety of ¢ we conclude that L(t)
converges to L.

O

In what follows, we consider a singular leaf L, which is the limit of the
MCF L(t) with initial datum L. We want to prove that this singularity is
of Type I, this finishing the proof of Theorem [Tl

Fixing a tubular neighbourhood Tub (L), we consider the functions ry;, f :
Tub((L,) — R such that rs(z) is the distance between L, and the singular
strata, and f(x) is the distance between L, and its focal set. By abuse of
notation, we also define rx(t) = ro(L(t)), f(t) = f(L(t)).

In Corollary we prove the following.

Proposition 3.6. There exists a constant C, depending on Tubc(Lg), such
that for any t close enough to the singular time T we have rx(t) > Cr(t),
where r(t) = dist(L(t), Lg).

Together with Proposition [3.3], we have that there is a constant C| = C;C
such that, close enough to the singular time 7', one has

(3.5) rs(t) > CVT —t.

Proposition 3.7. There exists a constant o € (0,1) such that f(p) >
ors(p) for every reqular point p € M.

Proof. The functions ry; and f are constant along the leaves of F, and thus
induce functions on the quotient, which we denote with the same letters. By
Lytchak and Thorbergsson [§], the first focal point of a leaf L,, corresponds
to either a singular leaf, or to a conjugate point in M /F of the projection
of L,. In the first case, f(p) = rx(p) and the proposition is proved.
Suppose now that the projection p* of L, into M/F has a conjugate
point along some geodesic segment « contained in the regular part of M/F.
Clearly rs(v(s)) > rx(p) — s. From Lytchak and Thorbergsson [§, Remark
1.1], the supremum sup(sec,s/7(z*)) of the sectional curvatures at a point

x* in U/F satisfies

K
3.6 ) <
( ) Sllp(SeCM/]:(I' )) = TZ(.%'*)Q’
for some constant K. Together with the previous equations,
K K
3.7 sec 5)) < < .
37 uFOE) <GP = ) - 92

By Rauch’s Comparison Theorem, the first conjugate point along v appears
after the first conjugate point along a geodesic 7 in a model space with

curvature k(y(s)) = m-
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To compute the conjugate point in such a model, it is enough to find the
first positive zero of a solution h to the ODE

_ K
(3.8) Wi(s) = —gp=seis)
h(0) = 0
If we define g(s) = h(rs(p)s) then g satisfies the equation
@9 (70 = el
9(0) = 0

and if oy is the first zero of g in (0, 1), then the first zero of h is ogry(p) and
f(p) = oors(p).

On the other hand, if g does not admit any zeroes in (0, 1), then h does
not admit any zeroes in (0,7x(p)) and therefore the first conjugate point
along v appears after ry(p). In either case, we proved that f(p) > ors(p),
where

| oo if there exists a zero g of g in (0,1)
- { 1 otherwise
Notice that ¢ does not depend on p. O

We can now prove statement (b) of Theorem [[1]

Proposition 3.8. Let F be a generalized isoparametric foliation with com-
pact leaves on M. Let L(t) be a MCF evolution with initial datum Lo € F.
Assume that the MCF L(t) converges to a singular leaf Ly. Then the flow
has type I singularity, i.e.,

(3.10) limsup ||A(t)||% (T — t) < 0o

t—T—

where ||A(t)|loo is the sup norm of the shape operator of L(t).

Proof. Fixing ¢’ € L,, we consider a distinguished tubular neighbourhood
O, around ¢/, with map ¢ : O, — Ty M as described in Section 2l We let
g denote the pullback of the flat metric in Ty M via ¢. We also denote by
A, f, s, etc., the quantities corresponding to A, f,rs, etc., computed using
the flat metric g.

By calculations similar to those behind the proof of equation (£4]), we
can prove that there exist constants C1,Cy (that depend only on O.(¢") and
) such that:

(3.11) [At]loe < C1l[Atlloe + Co.
On the other hand we claim that
(3.12) [AtlloeVT —t < C3

where C3 is a constant that depends only on Oc(¢’). In fact, by Lemma
A1 we have ||A¢|loo = 1/f(t), where again f(t) is the distance between the
submanifold L(t) and its first focal point with respect to the flat metric.
Moreover, from equation ([B.1) we have 7x(t) > Crs(t) > Cv/T —t. Apply-
ing Proposition B7to the flat metric, f(t) > C3y/T — t and equation ([B.12)

follows.

Equations (8.12), (BI1]) and the compactness of L, imply (B.10).
(]
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We have already discussed that if L(¢) is a MCF with initial datum Lo € F
and there is a finite time singularity, then L(¢) converges to a singular leaf
L, in the Hausdorff sense. We now show that the convergence is in fact
pointwise, i.e. for every p € Lg the integral curve t — ¢;(p) of H converges
to a point in the singular leaf L, ast — T~

Proposition 3.9. Let (M, F) be a generalized isoparametric foliation with
compact leaves, and let L(t) = ¢¢(Lo) be the MCF evolution with L(0) = Lo
a reqular leaf of F. Assume that L(t) converges to singular leaf Ly in a finite
time T and let p € L(0). Then p(p) converges to a point of L.

Proof. Let v(t) = ¢¢(p) be the integral curve of H starting at p. By Propo-
sition there exists a reparametrization o : [0,1) — [0,7") such that
B(s) :=7(c(s)) has ||3'(s)|| < oo, consider for example o(s) = T —T(1—s).

In what follows we prove that 3 converges to a point of L.

Fixing some € >, let 7 : Tub.(L,) — L, be the orthogonal projection.
Since [|'(s)|| < oo, mo B : [0,1) — L, is Lipschitz and thus lim,_,; 7(5(s)) =
p' for some p’ € L,. Since L(t) converges to the leaf L,, this concludes the
proof.

O

4. ESTIMATES ON THE SHAPE OPERATOR

The goal of this section is to compute bounds for the shape operator of
a singular Riemannian foliation, starting with foliations in Euclidean space.
We start by recalling the following well known fact.

Lemma 4.1. Given a submanifold L C R"™ and a normal vector x to L,
tangent to the stratum X, let Ai,...\. be the eigenvalues of the shape
operator A, counted with multiplicity. Then the focal points of L along the
geodesic v, (t) = exptx are at distance 1/A1,...1/\.

Let (M, F) be a singular Riemannian foliation, let ¢ € M be a singular
point, of F, and let O, be a distinguished tubular neighbourhood around ¢
(cf. Section 2II). Let g denote the restriction to O, of the metric of M and
let g denote the pullback of the flat metric on T, M under ¢ : O, — T, M.
Let V,V denote the Levi-Civita connections of ¢ and g respectively, and let
w denote the connection difference tensor

w(X,Y)=VyX — VyX.

We let G be the symmetric (1,1)-tensor such that g(z,y) = g(Gzx,y) for
every z,y € ToM|y. The splitting T,M = TyL, X v4L, induces via ¢ a
g-orthogonal splitting O = P x S such that P, = P x {s} for some s € S.
The submanifolds Sy = {¢'} x S, ¢’ € S, are called slices of O.. Clearly, the
slices are flat in the § metric and they contain all the g-orthogonal spaces
of the leaves in O,.

Any geometric quantity related to a flat metric will be denoted with a
bar, e.g., tr, A. Given a leaf L of (R™, F), denote by 7, the distance function
from L in the flat metric.

Remark 4.2. Given two distinguished tubular neighbourhoods O.(q), Oc(¢")

with ¢’ € Lg, the corresponding radial functions 7(p) = dist(Lg,p) with



10 ALEXANDRINO AND M. RADESCHI

respect to the two flat metrics agree on the intersection. Therefore, even
though the flat metric g is only defined locally yet 7 can be uniquely defined
on a neighbourhood of the whole leaf L,, and it makes sense to define

Tub.(Ly) = {p € M | 7(p) < c.

Even more so, there exists a metric gy in Tubc(L,) such that, for any distin-
guished neighbourhood O, gy has the same transverse metric of g (cf. [I]).
In particular, for any leaf L C Tub,(L,) it is possible to define a distance
function 77(p) in Tub,(L,) whose restriction to any distinguished tubular
neighbourhood O.(¢'), ¢’ € Ly, coincides with dist(L,p) in the flat metric.

Lemma 4.3. Let (R",F) be a singular Riemannian foliation, and let L be
a singular leaf. Then for every er, small enough there is a constant C, such
that
@1y -2 o< (E«Z— ) < Do Lor veeTub, (L)

’ 7r(x) L= Vi) = 7r(z) L “r
with D, = dim L, — dim L.

Proof. Let € be small enough that the normal exponential map exp : v<¢L —
Tub,(L) is a diffeomorphism, and let P : Tub.(L) — L denote the metric
projection. For every p € L, S, = expp(upfgL) is the slice of F at p. For €
small enough the distribution Vi (z) = T, L,NT, Sy, p = P(z), has dimension
D, = dim L, — dim L and hence codimension dim L in T, L,. Let Va(x) C
T, L, denote the orthogonal complement of Vj(x). Then the following are
satisfied:
(1) T, L, = Vi(x) @ Va(x) is an orthogonal decomposition for every x €
Tub(L).
(2) V3 is aregular distribution which coincides with T, L for every p € L.
(3) By Lemma [T}, Vi(z) corresponds to the eigenspace of ZV?L with
eigenvalue —%. In particular, V5(x) consists of a sum of eigenspaces
of Aﬁ?L .
It follows that t_erFL = H«ZWL |V1 + t_erFL ‘V2 and, for every x = exp,,v
in Tub.(L),

_ D, o o
(tr vFL‘V1($)>m = _FL(I')’ ‘(trAv;L’VQ(x))x - (trAv)p‘ < 5

where 0 = d(¢) is arbitrarily small. The result follows, by letting Cr, =

SUPy | 1, o<1 (v Ay) + 6. O

Remark 4.4. Suppose that every leaf L of (R™,F) splits isometrically as
V x L', where V is a fixed totally geodesic leaf of F and L+ C V. The
homothetic transformations hy at V act on R* = V x VI by fixing V and
rescaling the V- factor. In particular,

_ 1_
(h)\)* (A§FL> = XAﬁF)\L
where AL = hy(L). In particular, if C, satisfies equation (41l on Tub.(L),

then Cy, = 1Cy, satifies equation @) for AL, in Tuby.(AL). If we de-

fine ¢, = F?f), where 7(z) = dist(z, V'), then ¢f, becomes invariant under
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homothetic transformations (¢, = ¢yz) and equation (@Il becomes

(4.2) - Da _ C—L) < (HZ— Va € Tub,, (L).

) < Dx Cr,
rr(x) T(x VL),

rr(w) ()

Clearly, if (L, e, cp) satisfy equation (42, then (AL, \ep, cp) satisfy equa-
tion ([A2]) as well, for every .

The next lemma holds for generic Riemannian metrics.

Lemma 4.5. Let (M, F) be a singular Riemannian foliation with compact
leaves on a complete Riemannian manifold and let Ly be a singular leaf. Fix
e > 0 small enough. Then for any L in Tubc(Ly), there is a radius ef, and
a constant ki, such that in the reqular part of Tub,, (L) the following holds
Dy, k‘L Dy, kL

— — — < tr(Avr, )e < —(1 =) —— + —.
ro(e) ()~ AT S S5 G
Here the constant 6 only depends on Lg and €, while ki, is homothety invari-
ant (i.e. kr, =kxp).

(4.3) —(149)

Proof. Fix a distinguished tubular neighbourhood O, around some point
in Ly, and let g denote the flat metric. In the following, every overlined
geometrical quantity is computed with respect to §. Using V = V + w
and g(z,y) = g(Gx,y), it is not hard to prove that there are constants d, ¢
depending only on L, and ¢, with lim._,o 0 = 0, such that g and g are J-close
in the C°-topology and

44)  (1-9) ‘ﬁzﬁ‘ — e < [trAvr, | < (14 6) ‘Hzﬁ‘ +e

Since the metric g splits as in Remark 4] we obtain that for every L there
is a homothety invariant ¢, and a small €7, such that equation ([£2]) applies.
Using equation (4], we obtain

(4.5)

Dy, cr, Dy, CrL
—(140)= —(14+0)——=—c < tr(Avr, )o < —(1-0)= +(1—0)—~+c,
(148) e (140) = < tr(Avy, ). < ~(1-H) =25 +(1-0) L

By setting k1, = (1 + §)cr, + ec we obtain the result.
(]

In the particular case of L = L,, we can choose €7, = € and follow the
same steps as above, noticing that in this case ¥y, = r and thus V7 = Vr.
Moreover, in this case we get C, = ¢, = 0, thus from equation [H) we get
the following

Corollary 4.6. Let (M, F) be a singular Riemannian foliation with compact
leaves on a complete Riemannian manifold and let L, be a singular leaf. For
€ > 0 small enough, there exist constants §,c such that in the reqular part of

Tub (L)

—c<tr(Av;)s < —(1— 5)£ +ec.

(4.6) _ 1402 —

r(z)

where D = dim F — dim Ly and r = distr, .
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Remark 4.7. The above corollary implies that there is no Riemannian metric
on M, adapted to a singular Riemannian foliation F with compact leaves,
for which all the leaves of F are minimal submanifolds; see also Miquel and

Wolak [10].

Corollary 4.8. Let M,F,Ly be as in Lemma [{.5 and assume that F is
generalized isoparametric. Let Tube(Lq) be a tubular neighbourhood of L,
with radius € small enough and let M be the union of the singular leaves in
Tub(Ly). Then there exists a foliated neighbourhood U of M\ Ly with the
following two properties:

(1) There exists a constant C' such that for any x € Tub L, \U, dist(xz, M) >
C dist(x, Ly).

(2) for any regular leaf Lo € U, the MCF evolution L(t) with L(0) = Lg
does not converge to L.

Proof. Let £ denote the set of singular leaves in Tub(L,), and define

U = | Tub, (L).
Lel

Here the tubes Tub,(L,), Tubc(L) are defined using the distance functions
7(p) = dist(Ly,p) and Tr(p) = dist(L,p) (see Remark F2)), while e, is
some radius satysfying Lemma [£.5] and rescaling linearly under g-homothetic
transformations. In this way, for any distinguished tubular neighbour-
hood O = P x S around L, the restriction U N O, has the form P x
{conical open set in S}. Clearly there is some constant C’ such that dist(x, M) >
C'Fr(x) for every z in O.. Since the metrics g,g are equivalent, the first
statement follows.

In order to prove the second statement, we choose €5, < %F(L).
Notice that the right hand side of the inequality rescales linearly under
g-homothetic transformations, thus we can still choose ¢; with the same
property. Let L(t) be a MCF evolution with initial datum Ly C U. Then
Ly belongs to Tube, (L) for some singular leaf L C U. If we define 71, (t) =
7r(L(t)), by Lemma 5 we obtain
_, Dy, kr,

T (t) = trAvs, < —(1 5)FL(9U) @)
Since T, < €r, < %F(L), we obtain 7 (¢) < 0 and therefore L(t) never
leaves Tub,, (L). O

5. ISOPARAMETRIC FOLIATIONS IN NONNEGATIVE CURVATURE

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem which we restate here.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, F) be a isoparametric foliation (i.e., polar and gen-
eralized isoparametric) on a compact nonnegatively curved manifold. Then
for every non minimal regular leaf Lo, the MCF L(t) with initial datum Ly
has finite time singularity.

We start by proving a few lemmas.

Lemma 5.2. Let (M,F) be a closed, generalized isoparametric, singular
Riemannian foliation on a compact manifold.
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(1) If vol : M,y — R denotes the volume function x +— vol(L,) then
H = —V(logvol) in M.

(2) Fizing a regular leaf Ly, suppose that the MCF L(t) with L(0) = Lg
does not have a finite time singularity. Then there exists a sequence
of leaves L; converging to a minimal reqular leaf L' in the Hausdorff
sense, such that vol(L;) > vol(L').

Proof. 1) Let w denote the volume form of the regular leaves. By [0, Prop.
4.1.1], given a basic vector field X along a regular leaf L,, we obtain

X(vol)(p) = : Lx(w)

= —/L (X, Hyw
= —(X, H)vol(p)

where the last equality holds because both X and H are basic, and therefore
(X, H) is constant along L,. Dividing the equation by vol(p) we obtain

(X, V(logvol)(p)) = X (log vol)(p) = —(X, H)

hence the result.

2) From Proposition B3] there is a neighbourhood of the singular set U
such that every MCF entering U has a finite time singularity, and therefore
our flow L(t) must lie in M \ U, which is a relatively compact subset of M,
whose distance to the singular set is positive. Via the projection m : M —
M/F, L(t) is projected to an integral curve of the vector field m.H. Since
(M \ U)/F is relatively compact, there exists a sequence of times ¢; going
to infinity, such that 7(L(t;)) converges to some point 7(L') € (M \U)/F.
Since log vol(L(t)) is decreasing, logvol(L(t)) > logvol(L') > ¢ for some
¢ € R. On the other hand, from the previous result one has

%(logvol(L(t))> - H<logvol(L(t))> — _||H|?
and since log vol(L(t)) is bounded from below, then (up to taking a subse-
quence) one has ||[H |, ||> — 0. By the continuity of the mean curvature
in Myeq, H|;y = 0 and therefore L is minimal. On the other hand, L’ is not
a local maximum because it is obtained as a Hausdorff limit of leaves with
bigger volume. O

Proof of Proposition [5l. Suppose that there is a MCF L(t) without a finite
time singularity. By Lemma [5.2] there exists a sequence of leaves L; con-
verging to a minimal regular leaf L', such that vol(L;) > vol(L’). This will
provide a contradiction with the following result, which will then finish the
proof.

Proposition 5.3. Let (M, F) be a polar foliation on a compact nonnega-
tively curved manifold. Then for every reqular minimal leaf L', there ex-
ists a tubular neighbourhood U around L' such that, for every leaf L in U,
vol(L) < vol(L').
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Proof. Fixing a unit-length, basic vector field X along L’ and a point p € L’
let vx(s) denote the geodesic starting at p with initial velocity X (p). We
set

6(X) = sup{s | vol(L, (s) < vol(L")}.
In order to prove the Proposition, it is enough to show that §(X) > ¢ > 0
for some ¢ not depending on X.

Let eg,...e, be an orthonormal frame of T,L', let Ey(s),...Ey(s) €
Ty (s)Lx (s) be the extension of ey, ... e, along vx(s) by (vertical) parallel
transport, which allow us to identify the tangent spaces T’ (5)L,(s) With
T,L'. Moreover, let ws(p) = Ef(s) A--- A E(s) denote the volume forms of
L'yx(s) at 'YX(S)'

The holonomy map fs : L' — L. () defined by fs(q) = exp,sX(q)
is a well defined, smooth diffeomorphism between L’ and L, (s), whose
differential at a point ¢ is given by fs,(e;) = Ji(s), where J; is the unique
holonomy Jacobi field starting at ¢ with J;(0) = e; (cf. [6, Sect. 1.4] for the
definition and properties of holonomy Jacobi fields).

The volume function along yx(s) then reads

VOI(L'yX(s)) :/ Ws = fs*ws :/ js(Q)w
Ly (s) L L

where js(q) = det(Ji(s),... Jn(s)). Since the curvature is nonnegative and
the foliation is polar, by standard comparison theory (cf. [B]), js(q) is
bounded above by a corresponding function j,(¢q) in Euclidean space. In
other words, let S, : [0,b] — Sym?(T,L’) be the tensor satisfying

Sq—l-Sq =0, Sq(O) = _AX(q)
and let j,(g) be the function such that
25050 = Js(a) - 01(Se(5)),  Jola) = 1.
Then js(q) < j4(q). It is easy to compute j,(q):

Jsla) = (=1)" (det Ax()) [T(s = Xi(@) ™)

)

where A1(q), ... An(q) are the eigenvalues of Ay (. Such a function has a

local maximum at 0, where j,(q) = jo(q) = 1. Moreover, this is a maximum
in the interval [/\_;@, /\%(q) , where A~ (g) is the smallest (negative) eigen-
value of Ax(, and A*(g) is the biggest (positive) eigenvalue. In particular,
if A% = max, AT(q), then js(¢) < j,(¢q) <1lforallge L' and s € {0, ﬁ],

and therefore
vol(Ly (s)) = / Js(q@w < / w = vol(L') Vs € [0,1/A%].
L/ !

Therefore, §(X) > 1/A%. By letting ¢ = 1/||Al|oo, We then have §(X) >
1/||Alloc > 0 for every X. O
U
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