arXiv:2204.05790v1 [math.DG] 12 Apr 2022

GENERALIZED WARPED PRODUCTS AND THE κ-NULLITY OF RIEMANNIAN CURVATURE

CLAUDIO GORODSKI AND FELIPPE GUIMARÃES

Dedicated to Renato de Azevedo Tribuzy on the occasion of his 75th anniversary.

Abstract. In this short survey, we show how two (classes of) known examples of inhomogeneous, curvature homogeneous Riemannian manifolds with nontrivial κ-nullity can be seen as deformations of homogeneous metrics along the vertical distribution of an integrable Riemannian submersion. We also pose two open questions.

1. Introduction

This is a survey discussing two known examples of complete Riemannian manifolds with nontrivial κ-nullity from the stance of generalized warped products. There are essentially no original results herein, perhaps only the viewpoint is slightly new.

The idea of nullity was introduced in case κ = 0 by Chern and Kuiper in [CK52], and for general κ by Otsuki [Ôts54], and later reformulated and studied by different authors (see e.g. [Gra66, Mal72] and, for more recent work, [DOV20] and the references therein). Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold, and consider the curvature tensor R of its Levi-Cività connection ∇ with the sign convention R(X, Y )Z = ∇_X ∇_Y Z − ∇_Y ∇_X Z − ∇_{[X,Y ]}Z, for vector fields X, Y , Z ∈ Γ(T M). For κ ∈ R, the κ-nullitty distribution of M is the variable rank distribution N_κ on M defined for each p ∈ M by N_κ|_p = {z ∈ T_pM : R_p(x, y)z = −κ(⟨x, z⟩_py − ⟨y, z⟩_px) for all x, y ∈ T_pM}. The number ν_κ(p) := dim N_κ|_p is called the index of κ-nullity at p. We call the orthogonal complement of N_κ the κ-conullity distribution of M, and its dimension at a point p ∈ M the index of κ-conullity at p, or simply, the κ-conullity at p.

In case κ = 0 we obtain trivial examples of manifolds with positive ν_0 simply by taking a Riemannian product with an Euclidean space, but similar product examples do not occur if κ ≠ 0. It is easily seen that ν_κ(p) is nonzero for at most one value of κ. For general M, ν_κ is nonnecessarily constant if nonzero, but it is a lower semicontinuous function, so there is an open and dense set of M where ν_κ is locally constant, and there is an open subset Ω of M where ν_κ attains its minimum

Date: April 13, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 53C20 (Primary); 53C25, 53C30 (Secondary). The first named author has been partially supported by the grant number 302882/2017-0 from the National Council for Scientific and Technological Development (CNPq, Brazil) and the project number 2016/23746-6 from the São Paulo Research Foundation (Fapesp, Brazil).

The second named author has been supported by the post-doctoral grant 2019/19494-0 from the São Paulo Research Foundation (Fapesp, Brazil).

value. It is known that N_κ is an autoparallel distribution on any open set where ν_κ is locally constant and, in case M is a complete Riemannian manifold, the leaves of N_κ in Ω are complete totally geodesic submanifolds of constant curvature κ [Mal72].

Having nontrivial κ-nullity distribution per se is usually not a very strong restriction for a Riemannian manifold, but, when combined with other conditions (e.g. homogeneity, irreducibility, control of the scalar curvature, finite volume, etc.), it can led to interesting classification/rigidity/non-existence results (see e.g. [GG22]). Further, manifolds of (maximal) 0-conullity 2 are closely related to semi-symmetric spaces. Recall that a semi-symmetric space is a Riemannian manifold whose curvature tensor is, at each point, orthogonally equivalent to the curvature tensor of a symmetric space; the symmetric space may depend on the point. Conversely, Z. I. Szabó [Sza85] showed that every complete irreducible semi-symmetric space is either locally symmetric or of 0-conullity 2. In a related vein, a Riemannian manifold is called curvature homogeneous if the curvature tensors at any two points are orthogonally equivalent. A Riemannian manifold is said to be modelled on a given algebraic curvature tensor T if its curvature tensor is, at each point, orthogonally equivalent to T . A curvature homogeneous semi-symmetric space is exactly a Riemannian manifold whose curvature tensor is modelled on the curvature tensor of a fixed symmetric space (see [BKV96] for more details).

2. A class of generalized warped products and their κ-nullity

In this section we present formulae for the curvature of a class of generalized warped products, with a view toward the description of two known examples of inhomogeneous manifolds with non-trivial κ-nullity. The calculation is straightforward and follows the lines of [GW09, Ch. 2], but it differs from that book in two respects: herein the function φ does not need to be basic (that is, constant along the fibers), and the Riemannian submersion is assumed integrable, that is, its horizontal distribution is integrable.

Let π : (M, ⟨, ⟩) → B be an integrable Riemannian submersion. Denote its Levi- Cività connection and curvature tensor by ∇, R, respectively. For each smooth function φ : M → R, we define a new metric on M by

⟨u, v⟩_φ = ⟨u^h, v^h⟩ + e^{2φ(p)}⟨u^v, v^v⟩

for u, v ∈ T_pM, where the superscripts denote the horizontal and vertical components. Denote the associated Riemannian manifold by M_φ, and its Levi-Cività connection and curvature tensor by ~∇, R̃, respectively. Note that π : M_φ → B is still an integrable Riemannian submersion. Denote by X, Y, . . . horizontal vector fields, and by U, V, . . . vertical ones. The derivation of ~∇ in terms of ∇ is a straightforward calculation using the Koszul formula:

(2.1)

~∇_X Y = ∇_X Y, ( ~∇_V X)^v = (∇_V X)^v + X(φ)V,

( ~∇_V X)^h = [V, X]^h (= 0, if X is basic),

( ~∇_X V )^v = (∇_X V )^v + X(φ)V

( ~∇_X V )^h = 0, ( ~∇_U V )^h = e^{2φ}{(∇_U V )^h − ⟨U, V ⟩(∇φ)^h}, ( ~∇_U V )^v = (∇_U V )^v + U(φ)V + V (φ)U − ⟨U, V ⟩(∇φ)^v ,

where ∇φ denotes the gradient of φ with respect to ⟨, ⟩.

Regarding R̃, we need only the following formulae, whose derivation, which uses (2.1), we skip: R̃(X, Y ) = R(X, Y ) R̃(X, V )Y = R(X, V )Y − X(φ)S_Y V − Y (φ)S_X V (2.2) + {Hess_φ(X, Y ) + X(φ)Y (φ)}V e^{−2φ}R̃^h(X, U)V = R^h(X, U)V + X(φ)σ(U, V ) + ⟨X, σ(U, V )⟩(∇φ)^h − ⟨U, V ⟩ { (∇_X ∇φ)^h + X(φ)(∇φ)^h } R̃^v(U, V )X = R^v (U, V )X − U(φ)S_X V + V (φ)S_X U + Hess_φ(U, X)V − Hess_φ(V, X)U.

Here S denotes the shape operators of the fibers, σ denotes their second fundamental forms, Hess_φ denotes the Hessian of φ, and (Hess_φ)^h is its restriction to the horizontal distribution.

As an easy consequence of (2.2), we deduce the following result.

Theorem 2.1 (Nullity of warping). Let π : (M, ⟨, ⟩) → B be an integrable Riemannian submersion and consider φ : M → R.

(i) If π has umbilic fibers (in particular, 1-dimensional fibers) and ∇φ is vertical, then the horizontal vectors in the κ-nullity of M lie in the κ-nullity of M_φ (here κ is arbitrary).

(ii) If S ≡ 0 (so that π splits, or M is a local product) then the horizontal lifts of vectors in the 0-nullity of B, which in addition lie in ker dφ ∩ ker(Hess_φ)^h, belong to the 0-nullity of M_φ.

3. Inhomogeneous examples of metrics with (−1)-conullity 2

In [TV89] Tricerri and Vanhecke quote a problem posed by Gromov, namely, whether isometry classes of germs of Riemannian metrics modelled on the curvature tensor of a given “irreducible” homogeneous Riemannian manifold depend on a finite number of parameters. Schmidt and Wolfson constructed in [SW15] complete metrics, continuous deformations of a certain left-invariant metric on the unimodular group G = SL(2, R), which have constant (−1)-conullity 2 and constant scalar curvature −2; equivalently, these metrics are curvature homogeneous and are all modelled on the curvature tensor of the left-invariant metric on SL(2, R). Hence they answered in the negative Tricerri and Vanhecke’s question. In this section we discuss those examples in light of Theorem 2.1(i).

Start with left-invariant vector fields respectively associated to the factors of the Iwasawa decomposition G = NAK, namely, Y = ( 0 1 0 0 ) , T = 1 2 ( 1 0 0 −1 ) , X = ( 0 1 −1 0 ) . Then we have the bracket relations (3.1) [X, Y ] = 2T, [T, X] = −X + 2Y, [T, Y ] = Y. Note that Y and T span an involutive distribution. Consider the left-invariant metric obtained by declaring the frame X, Y , T orthonormal. Then one easily computes that

(3.2) ∇_T T = ∇_T X = ∇_T Y = 0, ∇_X T = X − 2Y, ∇_Y T = −Y, ∇_X X = −T, ∇_Y Y = T, ∇_X Y = 2T, ∇_Y X = 0. We deduce that the distribution D spanned by Y and T is autoparallel, its leaves are isometric to real hyperbolic planes RH^2 (−1) of curvature −1, and G has (−1)- nullity distribution of rank 1, spanned by T . We note that the sectional curvature of the plane spanned by X, Y is 1, which implies constancy of the scalar curvature of G, equal to −2.

Consider now the projection π : G → G/K = NA = RH^2 (−1). The vector field X is Killing transversal, that is, its flow is isometric on D (this follows from (3.2)), so its flow lines induce a Riemannian foliation of G and π is the projection onto the space of leaves. In particular, π is a Riemannian submersion, the horizontal distribution being spanned by Y , T and thus integrable, and we can apply Theorem 2.1(i). For every smooth φ : G → R with a vertical gradient, G_φ also has (−1)-nullity distribution of rank 1, spanned by T . It is easily seen that the scalar curvature of G_φ is likewise −2 (this also follows from the last equation in (3.4)). Since ∇φ is vertical, φ is actually a function on the compact group K and hence bounded. This easily implies that every divergent curve in G_φ has infinite length and hence G_φ is complete as a Riemannian manifold. We remark that inhomogeneous Schmidt-Wolfson metrics do not cover a manifold of finite volume [SW14, Thm. 1.1].

How general are these examples? Namely, assume M is a given Riemannian 3-manifold with minimal (−1)-nullity 1 and constant scalar curvature. Around any point of minimal nullity, we can find a local orthonormal frame T , X, Y , where T spans the nullity distribution, satisfying (we refer to [GG22] for this construction, which is not difficult):

(3.3) ∇_T T = ∇_T X = ∇_T Y = 0, ∇_X T = X − 2F Y, ∇_Y T = −Y, ∇_X X = −T + αY, ∇_Y Y = T + βX, ∇_X Y = 2F T − αX, ∇_Y X = −βY. for some locally defined smooth functions α, β. The bracket relations follow: [X, Y ] = 2F T − αX + βY, [T, X] = −X + 2F Y, [T, Y ] = Y. Next, the curvature relations ⟨R(X, Y )X, Y ⟩ = −k, where k is the sectional curvature of the plane spanned by X, Y , and ⟨R(X, Y )X, T ⟩ = ⟨R(T, Y )X, Y ⟩ = ⟨R(X, Y )Y, T ⟩ = 0, yield the equations

(3.4) α = −βF, T (β) = β, Y (F ) = −β(1 + F^2), X(β) − F Y (β) = k − 1. Note that Y and T span an involutive distribution, with integral manifolds isometric to RH^2 (−1). Further, in view of (3.3) these hyperbolic planes are totally geodesic if and only if β = 0 if and only if the foliation by integral curves of X is Riemannian (indeed a polar foliation, see e.g. [Thr22]) if and only if the projection of SL(2, R) onto the space of leaves is a Riemannian submersion; equivalently, Y (F ) = 0. Assume this is the case; we work on the open set U defined by F ≠ 0, where we can take a new frame T̃ = T , X̃ = F^{−1}X, Ỹ = Y . The new frame satisfies [X̃, Ỹ ] = 2T̃ , [T̃ , X̃] = −X̃ + 2Ỹ , [T̃ , Ỹ ] = Ỹ .

Comparing with (3.1), by Lie’s third theorem, the metric defined on U that declares X̃, Ỹ , T̃ orthonormal is locally isometric to a left-invariant metric on SL(2, R). We deduce that the original metric on U is locally isometric to a Schmidt-Wolfson metric on SL(2, R), that is, a deformation as above.

Question 3.1. Are there exist complete solutions to (3.4) with β ≠ 0?

Question 3.2. Are there other examples of polar foliations of dimension one (or with umbilic leaves) on non-symmetric spaces, other than SL(2, R)?

4. Inhomogeneous examples of metrics with 0-conullity 2

In 1968, Nomizu conjectured that every complete irreducible semi-symmetric space of dimension greater than or equal to three is locally symmetric. His conjecture was refuted by Takagi and Sekigawa in 1972, who constructed counterexamples. Here we are concerned with another two of Sekigawa’s counterexamples [Sek75], later generalized by Kowalski, Tricerri and Vanhecke [KTV92] (these were later further generalized, see [BKV96] for the full range of generalizations).

We start with an almost Abelian Lie group (that is, a Lie group with a codimension one ideal) G = S^1 ⋉_ρ V , where the representation ρ : S^1 → SO(V ) is orthogonal. Its Lie algebra is g = R ⋉_{dρ} V . We fix ξ ∈ R and consider dρ(ξ) ∈ so(V ). We also equip G with a left-invariant Riemannian metric that makes ξ unit, and ξ and V orthogonal. Koszul’s formula for the Levi-Cività connection immediately yields:

(4.1) ∇_ξ ξ = ∇_X ξ = ∇_X Y = 0, ∇_ξX = dρ(ξ)X,

for all X, Y ∈ V . It immediately follows that the metric is flat.

Next we are going to deform the metric on G, as in Theorem 2.1(ii). The projection π : G → V is obviously an integrable Riemannian submersion. We need to construct the function φ. Let Z ∈ V be a fixed unit vector, and consider the associated height function h(X) = ⟨X, Z⟩ for X ∈ V . Extend h to a smooth function t : G → R by setting t(g) = h(ρ(e^{−iθ})Y ), for g = (e^{iθ}, Y ) ∈ G. Below we are going to use the following calculation: for any X ∈ V , we have g exp(sX) = (e^{iθ}, Y )(1, sX) = (e^{iθ}, sρ(e^{iθ})X + Y ), so X_g (t) = d ds | | s=0 t(g exp(sX)) = d ds | | s=0 ⟨sX + ρ(e^{−iθ})Y, Z⟩ = ⟨X, Z⟩, and hence (∇t)^h = Z. Finally, define φ = log f, where

f = c_1e^{at} + c_2e^{−at}

for constants c_1, c_2 ≥ 0 and a > 0.

Back to Theorem 2.1(ii): of course π splits, and the 0-nullity of the base V is V itself. We have (∇φ)^h = φ_t(∇t)^h = φ_tZ, so the horizontal part of ker dφ is the left-invariant, horizontal hyperplane distribution Z^⊥. For X ∈ Z^⊥ and Y ∈ V , we have

Hess_φ(Y, X) = Y X(φ) − ∇_Y X(φ) = Y X(φ) (since ∇_Y X = 0) = 0 (since X(φ) = 0),

that is, (ker Hess_φ)^h ⊃ ker dφ. It follows from the theorem that the 0-nullity distribution of G_φ is N_0 = Z^⊥. In particular, G_φ has constant 0-conullity 2.

Consider the unit vector field ξ̃ =^1_f ξ in the metric ⟨, ⟩_φ. From formulae (2.2), we obtain:

(4.2) R̃(X, Y ) = 0, R̃(ξ̃, X)Y = −a^2⟨X, Z⟩⟨Y, Z⟩ξ̃, R̃(ξ̃, X)ξ̃ = a^2⟨X, Z⟩Z, for X, Y ∈ V . From here we see that the sectional curvature K̃(ξ̃, Z) = −a^2, and hence G_φ has constant (negative) scalar curvature −2a^2. It follows that G_φ is curvature homogeneous, semi-symmetric, and modelled on RH^2 (−a^2) × R^{m−1} , where m = dim V .

Next we prove completeness of G_φ. A Riemannian manifold is complete if and only if every divergent curve has infinite length. Let γ be a divergent curve in G_φ. Since S^1 is compact, also π ∘ γ is divergent, so by completeness of the base V we have that the length L(γ) ≥ L(π ∘ γ) = ∞. This proves that G_φ is complete.

Finally, we state a sufficient condition for G_φ to be irreducible as a Riemannian manifold. Let V̂ = R ⊕ V denote the tangent space to G_φ at the basepoint. We are going to prove that if Z is a cyclic vector for the representation dρ, then the identity component of the holonomy group of G_φ at the basepoint is the full rotation group SO(V̂ ); in particular, this holonomy group acts irreducibly on V̂ .

It is convenient to use the standard identification

⋀_2^ V ∼= so(V̂ ) given by u∧v → ⟨u, ·⟩_φv − ⟨v, ·⟩_φu. Then the Lie bracket [v ∧ w, u ∧ v] = u ∧ w, for u, v, w ∈ V̂ . Recall that m = dim V , let T = dρ(ξ̃), and denote by V̂_k the span of ξ̃, Z, . . . , T^kZ, where k = 0, . . . , m − 1.

It is enough to prove that, under the assumption that Z is a cyclic vector, the Lie algebra of the infinitesimal holonomy at the basepoint is so(V̂ ); indeed we will show by induction on k_0 that the Lie subalgebra generated by

{ ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, Z) ∈ so(V̂ ) : k = 0, . . . , k_0}

contains so(V̂_{k0} ), where k_0 = 0, . . . , m − 1. In turn, this result will follow from the following claims, where a decomposable element of

⋀_2^ V is said to have order < k if it only involves ξ̃, Z, . . . , T^{k−1}Z:

Claim 1. ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, Z) = a^2(ξ̃ ∧ T^kZ) + terms of order < k. Claim 2. ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, X) = sum of terms of order < k, where X ∈ Z^⊥. Claim 3. ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(X, Y ) = sum of terms of order < k, where X, Y ∈ V .

We combine (2.1) with (4.1) to write (by the way, a left-invariant X ∈ V is generally not basic with respect to π):

(4.3)

~∇_X Y = 0, ~∇_{ξ̃}ξ̃ = −φ_tZ, ~∇_{ξ̃} X = T X + φ_t⟨X, Z⟩ξ̃, where X, Y ∈ V . Also, from (4.2) we see that R̃(ξ̃, Z) = a^2ξ̃ ∧ Z, R̃(ξ̃, X) = 0, if X ∈ Z^⊥, R̃(X, Y ) = 0, for X, Y ∈ V .

This already gives the initial case k = 0 in claims 1 through 3; their proof now follows from a straightforward induction on k, using (4.3) in

~∇^{k+1}_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, Z) = ~∇_{ξ̃}( ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃)(ξ̃, Z)

= ~∇_{ξ̃}( ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, Z)) − ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃( ~∇_{ξ̃}ξ̃, Z) − ~∇^k_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, ~∇_{ξ̃} Z),

and in similar identities for ~∇^{k+1}_{ξ̃} R̃(ξ̃, X) (where X ∈ Z^⊥) and ~∇^{k+1}_{ξ̃} R̃(X, Y ) (where X, Y ∈ V ).

This completes the proof of irreducibility of G_φ under the assumption that Z is a cyclic vector, and the construction of the examples. We finish with two remarks: first, it is elementary to see that cyclic vectors exist in V if and only if ρ is multiplicity free (that is, it has pairwise different weights as a representation of S^1), and in such a case, the cyclic vectors are exacly those vectors with nonzero components in all irreducible components; and second, in [KTV92] it was further shown that cyclicity of the vector Z is also a necessary condition for the irreducibility of G_φ.

References

[BKV96] E. Boeckx, O. Kowalski, and L. Vanhecke, Riemannian manifolds of conullity two, World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc., River Edge, NJ, 1996.

[CK52] S.-S. Chern and N. H. Kuiper, Some theorems on the isometric imbedding of compact Riemann manifolds in Euclidean space, Ann. of Math. (2) 56 (1952), 422–430. MR 50962 [DOV20] A. J. Di Scala, C. Olmos, and F. Vittone, Homogeneous manifolds with nontrivial nullity, Transform. Groups (2020).

[GG22] C. Gorodski and F. Guimarães, The κ-nullity of Riemannian manifolds and their splitting tensors, E-print arXiv:2204.04551 [math.DG], 2022.

[Gra66] A. Gray, Spaces of constancy of curvature operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 17 (1966), 897–902. MR 198392 [GW09] D. Gromoll and G. Walschap, Metric foliations and curvature, Progress in Mathematics, vol. 268, Birkhäuser, 2009.

[KTV92] O. Kowalski, F. Tricerri, and L. Vanhecke, Curvature homogeneous Riemannian manifolds, J. Math. Pures Appl. (9) 71 (1992), no. 6, 471–501.

[Mal72] R. Maltz, The nullity spaces of curvature-like tensors, J. Differential Geom. 7 (1972), 519–523. MR 322740 [Ôts54] T. Ôtsuki, Isometric imbedding of Riemann manifolds in a Riemann manifold, J. Math.

Soc. Japan 6 (1954), 221–234.

[Sek75] K. Sekigawa, On the Riemannian manifolds of the form B ×_f F , Kōdai Math. Sem.

Rep. 26 (1974/75), 343–347.

[SW14] B. Schmidt and J. Wolfson, Three-manifolds with constant vector curvature, Indiana Univ. Math. J. 63 (2014), no. 6, 1757–1783.

[SW15] , Complete curvature homogeneous metrics on SL_2(R), Pacific J. Math. 273 (2015), no. 2, 499–509.

[Sza85] Z. I. Szabó, Structure theorems on riemannian spaces satisfying r(x, y) · r = 0, ii. global versions, Geom. Dedicata 19 (1985), no. 1, 65–108.

[Thr22] G. Throbergsson, From isoparametric submanifolds to polar foliations, São Paulo J.

Math. Sci. (2022), https://doi.org/10.1007/s40863-022-00291-2.

[TV89] F. Tricerri and L. Vanhecke, Curvature homogeneous Riemannian manifolds, Ann. Sci.

École Norm. Sup. (4) 22 (1989), no. 4, 535–554.

Instituto de Matemática e Estatística, Universidade de São Paulo, Rua do Matão, 1010, São Pulo, SP 05508-090, Brazil.

Email address: gorodski@ime.usp.br

Instituto de Matemática e Estatística, Universidade de São Paulo, Rua do Matão, 1010, São Pulo, SP 05508-090, Brazil.

Email address: felippe@impa.br