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ON NORMAL CONTACT PAIRS
GIANLUCA BANDE AND AMINE HADJAR

ABSTRACT. We consider manifolds endowed with a contact pair str@ctlio such a structure are
naturally associated two almost complex structures. if #re both integrable, we call the structure a
normal contact pair. We generalize the Morimoto’s Theorampmduct of almost contact manifolds
to flat bundles. We construct some examples on Boothby—Whrggifins over contact-symplectic
manifolds. In particular, these results give new methodotestruct complex manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

A contact pair on a manifold is a pair of one-forms anda, of constant and complementary
classes, for whicly; induces a contact form on the leaves of the characteridtatifin of o5, and
vice versa. This notion, considered iin [2, 4], was firstlyaduced in[[12] by the namigicontact
and further studied in [1].

In [5] we considered the notion of contact pair structure onamifold 1/, that is a contact pair
(a1, o) together with a tensor field on M, of type(1, 1), such that? = —Td+a; ® Z, +ay ® Zy
ando(Z,) = ¢(Z2) = 0, whereZ; andZ, are the Reeb vector fields of the pair. This is a special
type of f-structure with complemented frar(gee [10] 21/, 25]).

In this paper, we associate to a contact pair structure thesilcomplex structure$ = ¢ —

p @ 71+ a1 ® ZyandT = ¢ + as ® Z1 — a1 ® Z3. This can be seen as a generalization of
the almost complex structure used in almost contact gegneiefine normality (see [11] and
the references therein). Nevertheless our structure is mainsic in that, for its definition, we do
not need to consider the manifald x R as in the case of the almost contact structures. A natural
problem is the study of the integrability condition for teedmost complex structures and we call
a contact pair structumgormal if the associated almost complex structures are bothralbdg An
interesting feature of this structure is that, under theimggion thatp is decomposable, there are
almost contact structures induced on the leaves (whicharact manifolds) of the characteristic
foliations, and then a natural problem is to relate the nditynaf the whole structure to that of the
induced structures (in the sense of almost contact masifold

One could expect a general result similar to that of Morinj@@j, which says that on a product
of manifolds, each of them endowed with an almost contaotsires, there is a natural almost
complex structure which is integrable if and only if the abhoontact structures are normal.

In our case this is not true in full generality, since thereiateresting counterexamples showing
that the contact pair structute;, as, ¢) on M can be more complicated: eveniif is locally the
product of two contact manifolds, the tensor fiélts not the sum of two tensors on the factors.

Anyway, we can generalize Morimoto’s result in the conteiflat bundles, already used in
[18,[7] to construct new examples of symplectic pairs.
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By performing the Boothby—Wang fibration over a manifold ewdd with a contact-symplectic
pair [3] (which can be thought as a special almost contaatstre), we are able to constrii&!t-
invariant contact pair structures on the total space andhew shat under some hypothesis, the
contact pair structure is normal if and only if the contagtaplectic pair on the base is normal
as almost contact structure. This is an even counterpalhteofdnstructions given by Morimoto
(resp. Hatakeyama) of normal contact structures on Boeayg fibration over a complex (resp.
almost Kahler) manifold.

Furthermore, the flat bundles and the Boothby—Wang fibratioelding normal contact pairs
give new constructions of complex manifolds.

In the sequel we denote by(B) the space of sections of a vector bundte For a given
foliation 7 on a manifoldM, we denote byl F the subbundle of' M whose fibers are given by
the distribution tangent to the leaves. All the differehtibjects considered are supposed to be
smooth.

2. PRELIMINARIES ON CONTACT PAIRS AND CONTACT PAIR STRUCTURES

In this section we firstly give the notions concerning contaairs which are useful for our
purpose, next we recall the definition and the propertiesootact pair structures. A manifold
endowed with a contact pair was calleidontactin [12]. Here we maintain the notations of [2, 4]
and we refer td[2,13,/14,/5] 6] 7] for further informations aesleral examples of such structures.

Definition 1 ([2,[4,[12]). A pair (ay, as) of 1-forms on a(2h + 2k + 2)-dimensional manifold/
is said to be a contact pair of typg, k) if:

) a1 A (doy)" A ap A (day)* is a volume form,

i) (doy)h*t =0 and(day) ! = 0.

Since the formy; (resp.as) has constant class: + 1 (resp.2k + 1), the distributionKer a; N
Ker day (resp. Ker as N Ker dasy) is completely integrable and then it determines the skedal
characteristic foliatioF; (resp.f:) whose leaves are endowed with a contact form induceg,by
(resp.ay).

To a contact paifay, as) of type (h, k) are associated two commuting vector fielfisand 7.,
calledReeb vector fieldsf the pair, which are uniquely determined by the followimmgations:

041(21) = 042(22) =1, 041(22) = 042(21) =0,
izldal = iZldag = 'iZ2d(I1 = iZQdCXQ = 0,

whereiy is the contraction with the vector field. In particular, since the Reeb vector fields
commute, they determine a locally fr&&8-action, called thé&keeb action

The kernel distribution ofla; (resp.das) is also integrable and then it defines a foliation whose
leaves inherit a contact pair of tyge, k) (resp.(h, 0)).

The tangent bundle of a manifold endowed with a contact pair can be split in different ways.
Fori = 1,2, let T F; be the subbundle determined by the characteristic fohadion;, 7'G; the
subbundle ofl’ M whose fibers are given biyer da; N ker a; N ker ap andRZ;, RZ, the line
bundles determined by the Reeb vector fields. Then:

(1) TM =TF, & TF,
(2) TM =TG ®TG, ®RZ; ®RZ,.
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Moreover we havd' F, = TG, ® RZ; andT F, = TG, & RZ;.
In a similar way, we define symplectic pairs and contact-dgetT pairs:

Definition 2 ([7]). A symplectic pair of type(h, k), for h,k # 0, on a2h + 2k-dimensional
manifold M is a pair of closed two-forms;, w, such that:

i) Wi A whis a volume form;
h+1

i) Wi =0andwit = 0.
Definition 3 ([2, [3]). A contact-symplectic pair of typéh, k) on a(2h + 2k + 1)-dimensional
manifold N consists of d-form 5 and a close@-form n such that:

i) B A (dB)" Antis avolume form,

i) (dB)"*! =0andp**t =0,

To a contact-symplectic pair is associated a Reeb vectarlfieluniquely defined by the fol-
lowing equations:

(3) BW) =1, iwdB =iwn=0.
Furthermore, lefF; and.F, be the characteristic foliations gfandj respectively, and" F;, T F,

the corresponding subbundlesiolV. Let RV the line bundle determined by the Reeb vector field
and7TH the bundle whose fibers are givenly 5 Nker n. Then we have the following splittings:

(4) TN =TF,&TF,=RW O TH D TF,,

whereT F;, = RW @ T*H. Moreover the two formig (resp.n) induces a symplectic form dhiH
(resp. T F).

The Boothby—Wang construction. The Boothby-Wang fibration [15], associates regular cdntac
forms to integral symplectic forms. (M, w) is a closed symplectic manifold andrepresents an
integral class if7%(M; R) then there exists a principl-bundler: £ — M with Euler classw]
and a connectioth-form « on it with curvaturew, i.e. we havela = 7*w. Asw is assumed to be
symplectic onl/, it follows thata is a contact form on the total spaée

If wis an arbitrary close@-form representing an integral cohnomology class, we camdial a
connectionl-form « with curvaturew. If w has constant rarikk, thena has constant clags: + 1,
thatisa A (da)* # 0, and(da)*+* = 0.

This yields the following results from [7]:

Theorem 4([[7])). Let M be a closed manifold with a symplectic péir,, w). If [w,] € H?(M;R)
is an integral conomology class, then the total space of ttbecbundler: £ — M, with Euler
class|w, ], carries a naturalS*-invariant contact-symplectic pair.

Theorem 5 ([[7]). Let M be a closed manifold with a contact-symplectic pait 5). If [5] €
H?*(M;R) is an integral cohomology class, then the total space of ttbecbundler: £ — M,
with Euler clasg3], carries a naturalS*-invariant contact pair.

Corollary 6 ([7]). If a closed manifold\/ has a symplectic paifw,,w>) such that botHw;] €
H?(M:;R) are integral, then the fiber product of the two circle bundiéth Euler classes equal to
[wi] and[w,] respectively carries a naturdl'-invariant contact pair.

In particular the Corollar]6 affirms that starting from a fectic pair whose two forms repre-
sent integral classes, then performing a double Boothbge\fiaration, one obtains a contact pair
on the top.
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2.1. Almost contact structures. An almost contact structure on a manifdiflis a triple(«, Z, ¢)
of a one-formu, a vector fieldZ and a field of endomorphisngsof the tangent bundle a¥/, such
that¢? = —Id+a® Z, $(Z) = 0 anda(Z) = 1. In particular, it follows that o ¢ = 0 and that
the rank ofp is dim M — 1.

If a manifold M carries such a structure, one can consider an almost costpleture onl/ x R.
EveryY € I'(T(M x R)) can be written as{ + f- for X tangent tal/ andf € C>(M x R).
Then the almost complex structure is defined as follows:

d d

X —)=0¢X — [Z X)—.

J(X +[2) = 0X — fZ+a(X)

The almost contact structure is said to be normadl i integrable. The integrability condition
for J is equivalent to the following condition:

(5) [6,0](X,Y) + 2da(X,Y)Z =0, VX,Y € [(TM),

where[¢, ¢| is the Nijenhuis tensor af.
If « is a contact form andw, Z, ¢) an almost contact structure, we often refer to it aoatact
form with structure tensap. When the structure is normal we calhibrmal contact fornfior short.

2.2. Contact-symplectic pairs as almost contact structuresA contact-symplectic paifg, n)
on a manifoldN can be viewed as a special almost contact structure (in [Bl&r considered
similar structures) when it is endowed with an endomorphisai T'N, satisfying

(6) P =—Id+BeW,

wherelV is the Reeb vector field df3, ). Such a) always exists because on the kernebdhe
2-form dj + n is symplectic. By a standard polarization process, one lveaya construct such a
1» and an associated metg¢that is a metric satisfying the following conditions:

g(X, YY) = (dB +n)(X,Y)andg(X, W) = B(X), VX,Y € T(TN).

Since the symplectic subbundle determined by the kerngl cdn be split into two symplectic
subbundlesl'H and T'F, as in [4), by polarization on both of them one can always canst

a so calleddecomposablendomorphism) which preserves the tangent spaces of the foliations
(or equivalentlyy)(TH) = TH andy(TF,) = TF,) and an associated metricfor which the
foliations are orthogonal with respect go We do not give the details for that, since we have
proven the analog of this statement for contact pair strastin [5].

Definition 7. An almost contact-symplectic structuvae a manifold)M is a triple(3,n, 1), where
(B,n) is a contact-symplectic pair with Reeb vector filéd and« is an endomorphism ¢f M

satisfying [[6).

2.3. Contact pair structures. This notion has been considered(in [5]. We recall here thaidefi
tion and some basic properties which are useful in the sequel

Definition 8 ([5]). A contact pair structur@n a manifold) is a triple(ay, as, @), where(aq, as)
is a contact pair and a tensor field of typ¢1, 1) such that:

(7) ¢’ =—Id+ o1 @ Z1 + ay @ Zy and ¢(Zy) = ¢(Zy) = 0

whereZ; andZ, are the Reeb vector fields @k, as).
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Moreover we havey; o ¢ = 0,7 = 1,2 and the rank ob is equal tadim M — 2. Recall that on
a manifoldM endowed with a contact pair, there always exists an enddmsmse verifying ().
Moreover,¢ can be chosen to be decomposalile ([5], Proposition 5),shat i

Definition 9 ([5]). The endomorphism is said to belecomposabli ¢(TF;) C TF;, fori = 1, 2.

The condition forg to be decomposable is equivalentt@’G;) = TG;, i = 1, 2.
The following results are concerned with the structuresoad on the leaves of the characteristic
foliations:

Proposition 10([5]). If ¢ is decomposable, thei,, 71, ¢) (resp. (az, Z2, ¢)) induces a contact
form with structure tensor the restriction ofon the leaves af; (resp.f;).

3. ALMOST COMPLEX STRUCTURES

To define a normal almost contact structure on a manifdldone needs to consider an almost
complex structure o/ x R. In the case of a contact pair structure the almost comptagtsire
can be defined in a more natural and intrinsic way on the miahifo

Definition 11. Let («q, as, ¢) be a contact pair structure on a manifdifiand 7;, Z, the Reeb
vector fields of the pair. The almost complex structureldn

(8) J=0—ay® Z1+ o1 Q Lo,

is called thealmost complex structure associated o, as, ¢).
We can also consider a second almost complex structure

9) T=0¢+ay @21 — a1 ® Ly,

which is nothing but the almost complex structure assodistethe contact paifas, aq, ¢) and
commutes with/.

Remarkl2. The almost complex structure induced Byon T'G, & TG, is the same ag, but
opposite to it on the subbundkZ; ®R Z;. Then the orientations induced byandT" are opposite.

In general one can not expect that both structures are afigsince this imposes some topological
obstructions, in particular on a four dimensional closeadifiodd (see[19]).

Recalling that the forma;, a, are invariant by the Reeb vector fields, a straightforwatduza
lation shows that the Nijenhuis tensor of the almost comptaxctureJ associated to the contact
pair structurgay, s, ¢) is given by:

NJ(X, Y) :[Cb, qb] (X, Y) + 2da1(X, Y)Zl + 2da2(X, Y)Zg + Ozl(X)[LZQQS](Y)
(10) — a1(Y)[Lz,0)(X) + aa(Y)[Lz,¢[(X) — aa(X)[Lz ¢](Y)
+ [(Loxar)(Y) = (Loyar)(X)]Z2 + [(Lgy a2)(X) — (Lgxa2)(Y)]Z1

for eachX,Y e I'(T'M), whereL is the Lie derivative alond, [¢, ¢] is the Nijenhuis tensor of
¢

The Nijenhuis tensoiN; of the almost complex structure defined [ih (9), is obtainednfrV;
by interchanging the role of the fornag, a, and their Reeb vector fields. Then, for eachy” €
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['(T'M) we have:
Nr(X,Y) =[¢, o)(X,Y) + 2don (X, Y) Z1 + 2dag(X,Y) Zy — a1 (X)[Lz,¢](Y)
(11) + a1 (Y)[Lz,0](X) = 02(Y)[Lz,¢[(X) + a2(X)[Lz,¢](Y)
— [(Loxa)(Y) = (Loy a1)(X)]Z2 — [(Loy a2)(X) — (Lgxa2)(Y)]Z: .
The vanishing of botlvV; and N+ is equivalent to the vanishing of their sum and their diffexe

Since[Lz,¢](X) is in the kernel ofv; anday, for every X € I'(T'M), the integrability of both/
andT is equivalent to the following system:

[0, 0](X,Y) + 2daq (X, Y) 71 + 2das(X, Y )2y = 0

— a1(X)[Lz,¢](Y) + a1 (Y)[Lz,0)(X) — aa(Y)[Lz,0)(X) + a2(X)[Lz,¢](Y) = 0
[(Loxon)(Y) = (Loyon)(X)]Z2 = 0

[(Loy a2)(X) = (Loxa2)(Y)]Z1 =0,

foreveryX,Y e I'(T'M). Now, puttingY” = Z, in the first equation, one obtairds, ¢ = 0, which

implies the second equation. Applyingto N;(¢X,Y') gives the last equations.
These observations yield the following theorem:

(12)

Theorem 13. The integrability of both/ and T is equivalent to the following equation:

(13) [0, 0l(X,Y) +2don (X, Y)Z1 + 2das(X,Y) 2y =0 VXY e T'(TM).
By using the splitting[{l1), the equatidn {13) is equivalenttte following system:

(14) [0, 0](X,Y) +2don (X, Y)Z, =0VX,)Y e (TF) ,

(15) [0, 0](X,Y) +2das(X,Y)Z, =0VX,Y € (TF) ,

(16) [0,0](X,)Y)=0VX € (TF), VY € IN(TF).

In analogy with the case of the almost contact structuresiveetge following definition:

Definition 14. A contact pair structuré,, as, ¢) on a manifold)/ is said to be aormal contact
pair if the Nijenhuis tensorsV; and N vanish identically.

The equation(13) states exactly the normality of the cdmair structure.

3.1. Decomposable) and induced contact structures. In this case we already remarked that the
contact pair structure induces contact forms with strictensorp, on the leaves of the character-
istic foliations 7, and 7, (Propositioi ID). Applying Theorem11.3, we have:

Corollary 15. Let (a1, as, ¢) be a contact pair with decomposahie The structure is normal if
and only if the induced structures are normal ald) is satisfied.

Proof. When ¢ is decomposable[ (14) and {15) are equivalent to the naymaflithe induced
structures. O

A partial converse of this corollary is the following:

Corollary 16. If ¢ is decomposable and both characteristic foliations arenmairfor the induced
structures, thery is integrable if and only if" is integrable.
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Proof. Let us suppose that is integrable. We want to prove that{14),§15) aind (16) atisfid.
The first two equations are a consequence of the normalitigeointduced structures. Moreover,
this implies

(17) [Lz¢)(X) =0VX e I(TF),
(18) [L2,0](X) =0VX € I(TF).

BecauseV; vanishes, foi = 1,2 we haveN, (X, Z;) = 0 for every X. Combining this with[(1]7)
and [I18), we obtairlz,¢ = 0. This implies that forX, Y tangent to different foliations

0= NJ(Xv Y) = [¢7 ¢](X7 Y)7
which gives[(16). We argue similarly far and this completes the proof. O

An immediate consequence is the Theorem of Morimoto for dycbof contact manifolds (see
[2Q]). If J andT are the almost complex structures defined_in (8) ahd (9) otispéy, then we
have:

Corollary 17 ([20]). Suppose thatM;, oy, ¢1) and(Ms, as, ¢o) are contact manifolds with struc-
ture tensorp; and ¢, respectively. Then the contact pair struct@eg, as, ¢1 © ¢2) on My x M,
is normal if and only if( a1, ¢1) and(as, ¢2) are normal as almost contact structures.

Proof. It is clear that in this case is decomposable. If the almost contact structured/Grand
M, are normal, ther_.(14) and ({15) are verified. Equation (16uteraatically satisfied if and
Y are tangent to different foliations because the manifoldpsoduct and the vector fields can be
supposed to commute. The converse is true by Cordlldry 15. O

We give now an example of a manifold endowed with a normalaxrgair, with decomposable
¢ and where the induced structures are normal, but the mdngohot itself a product of two
contact manifolds:

Example 18. Let M = SL, be the universal covering of the identity component of tloenstry
group of the hyperbolic plan&? endowed with an invariant normal contact fornfsee [16]) and
N = M x M. ltis well known thatN admits cocompact irreducible latticEs(see [13]). This
means thai" does not admit any subgroup of finite index which is a prod@itivo lattices ofM.
The manifold/V can be endowed with the obvious contact pair structure arttidynvariance of
the contact forms by, the contact pair descends to the quotient and is normain Evke local
structure is like a product, globally the foliations can l@yinteresting in the sense that both
could have dense leaves.

Now we want to investigate deeply the conditibp, ¢ = 0, for ¢ = 1, 2, since this condition is
the analog of thd{-contact condition for the almost contact structures. mphoof of Corollary
[18 we saw that, if the induced structures are normal, theitiond.z,¢ = 0 is necessary to the
integrability of both almost complex structures . One canifighis condition together with the
integrability of one of the almost complex structures is kaxahan the integrability of both of
them. We begin with the following proposition:

Proposition 19. Let M be a manifold endowed with a contact pair structisg, as, ¢) together

with a decomposableé and suppose that the almost complex structiigssociated to the pair is
integrable. Letl" be the alImost complex structure associatedds, 1, ¢). Then the following
properties are equivalent:
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(1) T is integrable;
(3) LZ2¢ =0.

Proof. Suppose that both almost complex structures are integrdigle we have already seen in
the proof of Theorermn 13 that this impliés,. ¢ = 0,7 = 1, 2.
Conversely, sincd is integrable, for ever € I'(T'M) we have

0= Ny(X,Zs) = ¢([Lz0)(X)) — [Lz,0)(X),

which implies that Lz,¢|(X) = 0 if and only if [Lz, ¢](X) = 0. It remains to show thdt’ is
also integrable. This can be easily seen by calculatingijes)Nuis tensotV, (X, Y'). One has just
to remark that wherX, Y are tangent to the same foliation, sincés decomposable and,, 7,
are not inker a; N ker a, then the equations obtained are exadily (14) (15). Mdmi the
decomposability ob, if X andY are tangent to different foliations, one obtaing (16). O

Combining Theorern 13 and Propositiod 19 we obtain the falgvtheorem:

Theorem 20. Let (a1, oz, ¢) be a contact pair structure on a manifold with a decomposable
and such that ¢ = 0 (resp. Lz,¢ = 0), then the following conditions are equivalent:
1) Jis integrable;
i) T is integrable;
i) the induced structures are normal afgl ¢|(X,Y) = 0 for all X € I'(TF;) and for all
Y e I'(TF,).

Moreover these equivalent conditions imply,¢ = 0 (resp. Lz, ¢ = 0).

3.2. Non Morimoto case. In general wherp is decomposable, if the induced structures are nor-
mal, the condition.,,¢ = 0 for i = 1, 2 does not imply the normality of the whole structure. The
following examples show that the situation in the generakazan be more complicated. In par-
ticular, they show that there are contact pair structuréls decomposable and normal induced
structures but, unlike the Morimoto construction, the echpair structure is not normal. There
neither.J norT is integrable and_(16) is not satisfied.

Example 21. Consider the simply connected Lie groGpwith structure equations:

dwlzdw6:0 s dCUQZCU5/\CU6

dW3:w1/\W4 y dw4:w1/\w5 y dw5:w1/\w6,

where thev;’s form a basis for the cotangent space-bét the identity.
The pair(ws, w3) is a contact pair of typél, 1) with Reeb vector field§X,, X3), the X;’s being
dual to thew,’s. Now definep to be zero on the Reeb vector fields and

P(Xs) = Xe , ¢(Xe) =—X5 , &(X1) =Xy, ¢(Xy)=—-X;.

Since the kernel of» A dw, is generated by, X3, X4, it is clearly preserved by. The same
holds for the kernel ofu; A dws. Moreoverg is easy verified to be invariant under the flows of
the Reeb vector fields. The induced structures are normahdiihe whole structure because it is
well known that this Lie algebra does not admit any complexcstre.

Since the structure constants of the group are rationale thést latticed™ such thatG/T" is
compact and then we obtain nilmanifolds carrying the sarpe tf structure.
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Example 22. The Lie group having the following structure equations adnmvariant complex
structures (seé [24]):

dwlzdwgzdwgzo y dw4:w1/\w2 y dw5:w1/\w3 y dwﬁzwg/\w4.

The pair(ws, wg) is a contact pair of typél, 1). A straightforward calculation shows that every in-
variant contact pair structure of tye, 1) with invariant and decomposabjehas normal induced
structures but the whole structure is not normal sihce (4 6pt satisfied.

According to the result of Morimoto (Corollafy 117), the mmhils carrying contact pair struc-
tures in the previous examples can not be, even locallyymtsaf manifolds endowed with normal
contact forms.

3.3. Contact pairs of type (h,0). In the particular case of a manifold, endowed with a contact
pair structure(ay, aw, ¢) of type (h,0), the 1-form «a, is closed and the Nijenhuis tensors of the
almost complex structures and7’ associated to the pair simplify further. Moreover the tenso
is automatically decomposable because ¢ = 0 implies thatp(T'F,) C T'F,. Sincel (T F;) is
generated by, and¢(Z,) = 0, we also have (T F;) C TF;.

The following is a variation of the Theordm]20 for contactrpaif type(h, 0):

Theorem 23.Let M be a manifold endowed with a contact pair struct(sig, as, ¢) of type(h, 0),
such thatLz,¢ = 0. Then(ay, as, ¢) is a normal contact pair if and only ifo, ¢) induced on
every leaf ofF; is normal.

Defining normality for a contact manifold\/, «) with structure tensap, is the same as consid-
ering the contact paii, dt) on M x R and asking for its almost complex structure to be integrable
This is exactly the local situation of the previous theorem.

Remark24. A manifold endowed with a normal contact pair of tyge 0) can be viewed as an
even analog of a cosymplectic manifold.

We end this section with the following example:

Example 25. Let us consider the simply connected nilpotent Lie graiip*, having the following
structure equations:

dwlde4:0 s dCUg:wl/\CU4 s dCU3:C<J2/\CU4.

The pair(ws,w;) is a contact pair of typél,0). Since the structure constants of the group are
rational, then there exist cocompact lattices and the sparding nilmanifold are endowed with
a contact pair structure and hence with an almost complextsite. Nevertheless this contact
pair can not be normal since no such nilmanifold admits cemptructures. This can be seen
for example by saying that such a nilmanifold has first Baitniberb, = 2 (see([22]) and if it is
complex with even first Betti number then it must be Kahleb4]. But the only nilmanifolds
which are Kahler must be Tori (s€€ [8]) and this is not theecas

3.4. Remarks on bicontact Hermitian manifolds. Contact pairs appeared firstly in [12], where
they arose in the context of the Hermitian geometry with thmebicontact

More precisely dicontact Hermitiamrmanifold is a Hermitian manifold), J, g) together with
a unit vector fieldU such that/ andV = JU are infinitesimal automorphisms of the Hermitian
structure. Let, andv be the covariant forms df andV respectively. The bicontact manifold
is said to be of bidegre@, 1) if du is of bidegregq1, 1) and in this case@v is of bidegreg(1, 1)
too.



10 GIANLUCA BANDE AND AMINE HADJAR

Actually, a bicontact Hermitian manifold\/, J, g, U) of bidegree(1, 1) can be regarded as a
manifold endowed with a normal contact pair structlrev, ¢), wherep = J+ov@ U —u® V' is
decomposable, together with a metyiwhich is compatible in the sense bf [5]. This easily follows
from Proposition®.7 and2.8 of [12] and by the fact that the bidegrée 1) of du implies the
decomposability of. By using Propositions 19 andl10 and the local model for aamtqtair (see
[2,14]), Theoremi.4 of [12] can be restated in terms of normal contact pairs wétodnposable.
Moreover Theorem.4 of [12] implies the necessary condition of Corollary 15.

4. CONSTRUCTIONS ON FLAT BUNDLES

Flat bundles are fibre bundles with a foliation transversg @mplementary to the fibre and
have been useful to construct symplectic pairsiin [7]. Inghme paper was pointed out that
one can use these bundles to construct contact pairs. Welskedte general construction of flat
bundles and then we specialize to contact pair structures.

Let B and F' be two connected manifolds, and Jetm; (B) — Diff(F") be a representation of
the fundamental group @b in the group of diffeomorphisms af. The suspension of defines a
horizontal foliation (whose holonomy g on the fiber bundler: M/, — B with fiber /" and total
space

M, = (B x F)/m(B),

wherer(B) acts on the universal covering by covering transformations and dnvia p. We
have the following commutative diagram:

BxF - (B x F)/m(B)

o| |

L B
where @ is the projection on the first factop, the covering projectiong the projection of the
bundle andr, the quotient map.

Let us consider contact manifold®, o, Z1, ¢1) and (F, as, Zs, ¢o) With structure tensors,
and ¢, respectively. Instead of taking a representatiom@f3) in Diff (F'), we take a represen-
tation p in Cont(F’, ¢5), the group of contactomorphisms preserving and we construct the flat
bundles by using this representation.

Let (aq, e, 91 @ ¢2) be the contact pair structure 8fx F', J its almost complex structure and
T the almost complex structure 0f, a1, 1 & ¢»). Then, by Morimoto’s result (Corollafy 17,
is integrable if and only if B, a1, Z1, ¢1) and (F, as, Zs, ¢») are normal and this if and only if
is integrable.

The manifoldB x F'is naturally endowed with a contact pair struct(fie, as, qbl @ ¢2) Where
&, andg, are the lift toB of oy and¢, respectively. The almost complex structurassociated to
it, is the lift of J and then it is integrable if and only Jf is integrable.

Since(&l,og,él @ ¢9) is invariant by the action of(B), the total space of the flat bundle
M, = (B x F)/m (B) is endowed with a contact pair structure, denotedday a,, ¢, © ¢,),. The
almost complex structuré descends to the quotient and it defines the almost complsotste./,
of (a1, s, g%l ® ¢2),. ThenJ, is integrable if and only if its lift/ is integrable. Starting witl",
we obtain the almost complex structifgassociated t@a,, &, g%l D ¢2),-

The above discussion yields the following theorem:
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Theorem 26. Let (B, a1, Z1, ¢1) and (F, as, Zs, ¢2) be two connected contact manifolds with
structure tensors;, and ¢, respectively ang any representation aof; (B) in Cont(F, ¢,). Then
the flat bundl€Vl, = (B x F)/m,(B), is naturally endowed with a contact pair structuee, , a, ¢, ®
®2),. This contact pair structure is normal if and only(iB, a1, ¢1) and (F, a, ¢,) are normal.

By choosing normal contact forms dhand F' and a non trivial representatignthis construc-
tion furnishes examples of complex manifolds which arellgdait not globally product of contact
manifolds as in Morimoto’s theorem (see Corollary 17). Heran explicit example:

Example 27.Consider a closed manifold endowed with a normak’-contact structure, for exam-
ple Sasakians, 75, ¢2, g). In this case the one parameter group of diffeomorphismst € R}
generated by the flow of the Reeb vector figldis a non trivial subgroup ofont (F, ¢,) . Pick
any element,, which is not the identity. LeB = Nil3/T" whereNil? is the Heisenberg group of
upper triangular real3 x 3) —matrices

o O =
O =K
SRS

andI the discrete subgroup consisting of all its elements witegar entries. The® is a closed
3-manifold for whichr, (B) = T, sinceNil? is simply connected. The invariant normal contact

structure(w, Z, ®) on Nil® given byw = dz — zdy and® defined by®(2) = — <8% + x%)

descends t® as a normal contact structufe, , 71, ¢,) (seel[16]). Now choose the representation
p:m (B) — Cont (F, ¢,) defined by

1 pr
pl 01 g ] =I(e)",
00 1
for all integersp, ¢ andr. In the same way, we can find other examples by using the Geiges

classification[[16] and [23].

5. CONSTRUCTIONS ONBOOTHBY-WANG FIBRATIONS

In this section we use the Boothby—Wang fibration to consttiénvariant contact pair struc-
tures on the total space of a principal circle bundle over selspace endowed with a contact-
symplectic pair structure.

For a given closed manifol& endowed with a contact-symplectic péit, ), if n has integral
cohomology class, as showed in Sectibn 2, one can constBarithby—\Wang fibration and obtain
as total space a manifold endowed with a contact pait;, as) wherea, = 7*(4) anda; is the
connection form of the bundle and thén, = 7*(n), wherer is the bundle projection. Lef; and
Z, be the Reeb vector fields ¢fi;, o). ThenZ; is tangent to the action and, is the horizontal
lift of the Reeb vector fieldV of (3, ) with respect to the connection form.

The following result is the analog for contact pair struetuof the construction used [n]20, 17]:

Theorem 28.The total spacé/ of a Boothby—Wang fibration over a closed base sgaeadowed
with an almost contact-symplectic structure n, v)), whereln] € H?(B,Z), is naturally endowed
with aS'-invariant contact pair structuréa, a», ¢). Moreover, ify) is decomposable so is
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Proof. With the previous notations, lét;, o) be the contact pair on/, with Reeb vector fields
7\, Z,. For any tangent vectdr of B atq = n(p), we denote by’ the horizontal lift (with
respect to the connection form) of Y atp € M. Let ¢ be the endomorphism @fM defined as
follows

¢pX = (V. X),,
for everyX € T,M, m, being the differential of the projection

The triple(ay, as, ¢) is a contact pair structure avi. To see that, we first remark thatX*) =
(v X)*and(m.X)* = X — a;(X)Z;. Then we have

¢*(X) = o(ym.X)" = (W*'mX)" = (-7 X + B(mX)W)" = =X + o (X) Z1 + az(X) Zo.

Moreover, we haveyZ, = 0, becauser,Z, = 0 and¢Z, = ¢(W*) = (¢yW)* = 0, because
YW = 0 by the definition of almost contact-symplectic structuré.lis decomposable, the
decomposability of» can be easily verified on lifted vector fields. Observe thatp = 0 by
construction. O

Now we want to relate the normality of the contact pair sutebn the total space to that of the
almost contact-symplectic structure on the base. With teeipus notations we have:

Lemma 29. Let B be a closed manifold endowed with an almost contact-syriplsttucture
(B8,n,v) with [n] € H*(B,Z) and M the total space of the corresponding Boothby—Wang fibration
endowed with th&'-invariant contact pair structuréa, as, ¢) of Theoreni 28. Then the almost
complex structure/ associated tda,, as, ¢) is integrable if and only if the following conditions
on the base are satisfied:

(19) =20V X, YY) +2n(X,Y) —dB(X,Y) - dB(X,9Y) =0
(20) [0, P](X,Y) +2dB(X,Y) + (X, Y) + (X, ¢Y) =0
(21) Ly = 0.

Proof. The tensotV; vanishes if and only ifV,;(Z;, X*) = 0 andN,;(X*, Y*) = 0 for every lifted
vector fieldsX™*, Y* (with respect to the connection forem) and for the vertical vector field;. A
straightforward calculation shows that (Z;, X*) = 0 is equivalent to[(21) andV,(X*, Y*) = 0
is equivalent to[(19) and (20). O

As a consequence of the above lemma we have:

Theorem 30. With the same assumptions as in Lenima 29; i$ invariant undery, that is
n(¥X,vY) =n(X,Y), theS'-invariant contact pair structure on the total space of theoBhby—
Wang fibration has integrablé if and only if the almost contact-symplectic structure oa blase
is a normal almost contact structure.

Proof. If n is invariant undei), the conditions[(19)[(20) and (21) reduce to the followipgtem
Lyt =0
(22) —dB(VX.Y) = dB(X,¢Y) =0
[V, ](X,Y) +2dB(X,Y) =0.

The third equation implies the others and it is exactly theditbon for (5, W, ¢) to be a normal
almost contact structure. O
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Theorem 31. With the same assumptions as in Lenima 29, let us supposegithiat/ariant under

+ and thaty is decomposable. Then tBé-invariant contact pair structure on the total space of
the Boothby—Wang fibration is normal if and only if the almmsttact-symplectic structure on the
base is a normal almost contact structure.

Proof. Theoreni 2B implies that is decomposable antl;, ¢ = 0. By Theoreni 2D the normality
of the pair is equivalent to the integrability df which follows from Theorern_30. O

We end this section with some examples:

Example 32. Taking for example a flat bundle where the base space is adclkéeler manifold
with integral Kahler class (that is a projective varietyidathe fiber is a closed normal contact
manifold, yields a contact symplectic pair verifying theasptions of Theoref B1.

Example 33. If the almost contact-symplectic structuie, », ») has decomposable and is en-
dowed with an associated metric as in Subsedtioh 2.2, treeagbumptions of Theorem]31 are
satisfied.

Example 34. Using the double Boothby-Wang fibration over a closed méahif$ endowed with
a symplectic paiws,ws) such thatw;] € H?*(B,Z) and a complex structuré preserving the
tangent spaces of the foliations and compatible, on eaéhwéh the symplectic form induced by
the pair, also gives an example for the Theokein 31.

An interesting example of the former situation, alreadydusd7], is given by the quotient of a
polydiscH? x H? by an irreducible lattice of the identity component of itsrisetry group, where
H? is the hyperbolic plane. In this case the pair is given by thbal&r forms on each factor and the
corresponding cohomology classes are integral. More gpene could consider a product of
copies ofH?2.

Remark35. Again with the Boothby—Wang fibration we obtain new condinre of closed com-
plex manifolds.
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