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k-slant distributions

Dan Radu Laţcu

Abstract. Inspired by the concepts of slant distribution and slant sub-
manifold, with their variants of hemi-slant, semi-slant, bi-slant, or al-
most bi-slant, we introduce the more general concepts of k-slant distri-
bution and k-slant submanifold in the settings of an almost Hermitian,
an almost product Riemannian, an almost contact metric, and an al-
most paracontact metric manifold and study some of their properties.
We prove that, for any proper k-slant distribution in the tangent bun-
dle of a Riemannian manifold, there exists another one in its orthog-
onal complement, and we establish basic relations (metric properties,
formulae relating the involved tensor fields, conformal properties) be-
tween them. Furthermore, allowing the slant angles to depend on the
points of the manifold, we generalize these concepts and those of point-
wise slant distribution and pointwise slant submanifold to the concepts
of k-pointwise slant distribution and k-pointwise slant submanifold in
the above-mentioned settings. For any k-pointwise slant distribution,
we prove the existence of a corresponding one in its orthogonal comple-
ment and reveal basic relations between them. We also provide sufficient
conditions for k-pointwise slant distributions to become k-slant distri-
butions and establish other related results. By the end, for the fulfilment
of some specific requirements, we introduce a special class of k-pointwise
slant distributions, that of pointwise k-slant distributions, and the cor-
responding class of submanifolds, pointwise k-slant submanifolds, which
is slightly more general than the class of generic submanifolds in sense
of Ronsse, getting new results.
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1. Introduction

The theory of submanifolds isometrically immersed into smooth manifolds
carrying different geometric structures, such as almost complex, almost prod-
uct, almost contact, almost paracontact, has been continuously developed in
the last half-century and has become of intensive study in the last twenty
years. A fact that motivated such an interest was the introduction over time
of special types of submanifolds. In the sequel, we will point out only some of
the most significant moments of this development as far as they are related
to the present study.

In 1978, Bejancu [3] introduced the notion of CR (or semi-invariant) sub-
manifold for almost Hermitian manifolds, integrating the concepts of totally
real (or anti-invariant) and holomorphic (or invariant) submanifold in a single
one. Later, this notion was extended by Bejan [2] to that of almost semi-
invariant submanifold.

In 1990, Chen [7] introduced for an isometric immersion into an almost
Hermitian manifold the notion of general slant immersion, requiring for the
structural endomorphism to make a constant angle of any value in [0, π2 ] with
the tangent space of the submanifold, thus generalizing the notions of holo-
morphic and totally real submanifold. This immersion and the corresponding
submanifold were simply named slant immersion and slant submanifold, re-
spectively, when they are not holomorphic, i.e., the constant angle between
the structural endomorphism and the tangent space of the submanifold is
different from zero. In this case, the angle was called the slant angle of the
slant immersion. Since then, the study of slant submanifolds with respect to
different structures substantially evolved (e.g., [1, 4, 5, 6, 13, 15, 17, 19, 20]).

In 1990, Chen [6, 7] and Ronsse [18] considered the orthogonal decompo-
sition of the tangent spaces of a submanifold of an almost Hermitian manifold
into the direct sum of the eigenspaces corresponding to the square of the tan-
gential component of the structural tensor field. Imposing some conditions to
ensure the existence of regular distributions in the tangent bundle, the sub-
manifold was called by Ronsse a generic submanifold or, in more restrictive
conditions, a skew CR submanifold. Properties of the above decomposition
have been studied by the two authors. Avoiding supplementary considera-
tions, we will further outline the main ideas they used for defining these
notions.

ConsideringM an immersed submanifold of an almost Hermitian mani-
fold (M,ϕ, g), we have the orthogonal decomposition of the tangent space of
M at a point x ∈M into the tangent space TxM ofM at x and its orthogonal
complement (TxM)⊥ in TxM ,

TxM = TxM ⊕ (TxM)⊥,

and we denote

ϕxXx = fxXx + wxXx

for any tangent vectorXx ∈ TxM , where fxXx ∈ TxM and wxXx ∈ (TxM)⊥.
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Since (M,ϕ, g) is an almost Hermitian manifold, we have

g(fxXx, Yx) + g(Xx, fxYx) = 0

for any Xx, Yx tangent vectors to M at x.
Since f is skew-symmetric, and, hence, f2 is symmetric, all the eigen-

values λi(x) of f2
x with respect to x are real and lie in [−1, 0]. If λi(x) 6= 0,

the corresponding eigenspace Di
x is of even dimension and is invariant un-

der fx. Each tangent space TxM of M at x admits the following orthogonal
decomposition into the eigenspaces Di

x of f2
x :

TxM = D1
x ⊕ . . .⊕Dk(x)

x .

Furthermore, denoting λi(x) = −αi(x)
2, with αi(x) ∈ [0, 1], we get

αi(x) = cos θi(x), where θi(x) is the angle between ϕxXx and TxM for any

nonzero Xx ∈ Di
x, i = 1, k(x).

Denoting by Dα
x the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue

λ(x) = −α(x)2, where α(x) ∈ [0, 1], Ronsse considered in the Kählerian
case the following definition.

Definition 1.1. [18] A submanifold M of a Kähler manifold (M,ϕ, g) is
called a generic submanifold if there exists an integer k and some real func-
tions αi :M → (0, 1), i = 1, k, such that:

1. each −α2
i (x), for i = 1, k, is a distinct eigenvalue of f2

x , and
TxM = D0

x ⊕D1
x ⊕Dα1

x ⊕ . . .⊕Dαk
x for x ∈M ;

2. the dimensions of D0
x, D

1
x, D

αi
x , i = 1, k, are independent of x ∈M .

In addition, if each αi is constant on M , then M is called a skew CR sub-
manifold.

For the sake of generality, D0
x and D1

x are allowed to be the null space
{0}, but Dαi

x is not null for i = 1, k.
If k = 0, then M is called a CR submanifold, and, if k = 0 and D0

x,
D1

x are non-null (i.e., at least 1-dimensional), then M is called a proper CR
submanifold.

Remark 1.2. Due to the existence of at least one function αi :M → (0, 1) in
the definition of a generic submanifold, a CR submanifold is neither a skew
CR nor a generic submanifold.

The notion of slant submanifold was generalized by Etayo [9] to that of
quasi-slant submanifold. He called a submanifold N of the almost Hermitian
manifold (M,ϕ, g) a quasi-slant submanifold if, for any point p ∈ N and
any X ∈ TpN\{0}, the angle θ(p) between ϕpX and the tangent space TpN
depends only on the point p ∈ N and not on the nonzero tangent vector X .
The slant angle became so a slant function. Later, the name of the subman-
ifold changed to that of pointwise slant submanifold [8]. After that, different
variants of pointwise slant submanifolds (semi-slant, hemi-slant, bi-slant) in
different settings have been investigated (e.g., [10, 11, 14, 16]).

In the present paper, we introduce the k-slant and k-pointwise slant
concepts for smooth regular distributions and submanifolds, where k ∈ N∗,



4 Dan Radu Laţcu

which together enclose the above-mentioned notions in more general frame-
works. At the beginning, we define and study the notion of k-slant distribu-
tion in the tangent bundle of a Riemannian manifold (M, g) endowed with a
g-compatible (1, 1)-tensor field. Correspondingly, we introduce the notion of
k-slant submanifold, which includes that of CR and skew CR submanifold.
For a unitary treatment of the almost contact metric and almost paracontact
metric structures, we will make use of an almost (ǫ)-contact metric structure,
where ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, which, for the values−1 or 1 of ǫ, corresponds to one or the
other of the two structures. We will proceed similarly to the unitary treat-
ment of the almost Hermitian and almost product Riemannian structures.
We also describe the concept of skew CR submanifold for each of the set-
tings considered in the paper, showing the relation between this concept and
that of k-slant submanifold. Further, we introduce and study the notion of
k-pointwise slant distribution and, correspondingly, that of k-pointwise slant
submanifold. In addition, we describe the notion of generic submanifold, in
sense of Ronsse [18], in the almost Hermitian, almost product Riemannian,
almost contact metric, and almost paracontact metric setting, showing that
the k-pointwise slant framework is more general than the generic one in each
of the considered settings, illustrating this through examples.

In short, we initiate the study of algebraic and geometric properties of
k-slant and k-pointwise slant distributions in the settings of almost contact
metric, almost paracontact metric, almost Hermitian, and almost product
Riemannian geometry.

The paper is mainly structured in two parts. After a short introduction,
it follows a section of general considerations regarding definitions, properties,
and notations to be used. The main components of the first part of the pa-
per are sections 3 and 4, which treat with k-slant distributions and k-slant
submanifolds in an almost contact metric, an almost paracontact metric, an
almost Hermitian, or an almost product Riemannian manifold. Emphasiz-
ing the slant properties of the distributions and the correspondence between
these, we prove that to any k-slant distribution it corresponds another k-slant
distribution in its orthogonal complement and establish some relations be-
tween their components, such as that regarding the dimensions of the slant
distributions or that regarding the angles. New properties and formulas re-
lated to the structural endomorphism or to certain pairs of vector fields are
obtained. In particular, we identify some conformal properties.

The second part is devoted to the introduction and study of k-pointwise
slant distributions and k-pointwise slant submanifolds. It reveals properties
and results corresponding to those in the first part. In short, its first segment,
section 5, consists of general considerations related to the pointwise slant
framework. This is followed by sections 6 and 7, which deal with the study
of k-pointwise slant distributions in an almost contact metric, an almost
paracontact metric, an almost Hermitian, and an almost product Riemannian
manifold. In section 8, we search for sufficient conditions for a k-pointwise
slant distribution to be a k-slant distribution. On the way, we get a lot of
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results in connection to this. By the end, related to the investigated problem,
a special class of k-pointwise slant distributions, that of pointwise k-slant
distributions, and the corresponding class of submanifolds, that of pointwise
k-slant submanifolds (which is slightly more general than the class of generic
submanifolds), are introduced, and corresponding properties are revealed.

For every different setting, both in the first and in the second part, we
explain how the results got for a type of distributions are transferred to the
same type of submanifolds.

The absence of any supplementary conditions leads to a sufficiently large
generality of the obtained results.

2. General considerations

We will adopt throughout the paper the following definitions and notations.
For any manifold M , we will denote by TM the set of all smooth vector

fields on M . Moreover, all the manifolds and vector fields considered as well
as the Riemannian metric are assumed to be smooth. By regular distribution
we mean a smooth regular distribution, that is, a smooth distribution for
which any local basis has the same dimension.

The localization of a vector field Z, of a distribution D, of a Riemannian
metric g, or of an arbitrary tensor field ψ in a point x will be denoted by Zx,
Dx, gx, and ψx, respectively.

On a Riemannian manifold (M, g), for ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, we consider a
(1, 1)-tensor field ϕ such that

g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM. (2.1)

For any distribution D on M , we denote by D⊥ the orthogonal comple-
ment of D in TM ; hence, we have the orthogonal decomposition

TM = D ⊕D⊥.

For any Z ∈ TM , let fZ and wZ denote the components of ϕZ in D and
in D⊥, respectively, calling f the component of ϕ into D. Also, we denote
by |Z| the real nonnegative function defined on M by x 7→

√
gx(Zx, Zx) and

the norm of the tangent vector Zx by ‖Zx‖. The notation 〈Z〉 will represent
the C∞(M)-module generated by Z. We will call dimension of the regular
distribution D, and we will denote it by dim(D), the dimension of the vector
space Dx, where x is an arbitrary point in M .

For any 1-form or (1, 1)-tensor field ψ on M , we denote by kerψ the
distribution consisting of all smooth vector fields X ∈ TM for which ψX = 0.
For any x ∈ M and any tangent vector v of M in x, by ψv we will actually
mean ψxv. For any immersed submanifold M of M , the points of M will
be identified with the corresponding points of M through the immersion.
For any X,Y ∈ TM , by ψY and g(X,Y ) we mean the ”localization” of
the tensor field ψ on M , ψM = {ψx}x∈M , applied to Y (i.e., {ψx(Yx)}x∈M )
and the family {gx(Xx, Yx)}x∈M , or, equivalently, the functions defined on
M by x 7→ ψx(Yx) and x 7→ gx(Xx, Yx). Also, the same meaning will be
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assigned to ψY and g(X,Y ) if X = {Xx}x∈M and Y = {Yx}x∈M , with
Xx, Yx ∈ TxM for x ∈ M , are smooth families (with respect to x ∈ M) of
tangent vectors of M . For such a Y , in particular for Y ∈ TM , the notation
|Y | will represent the real nonnegative function defined by x 7→

√
gx(Yx, Yx)

for x ∈M . Consequently, the notation |ψY | will inherit the same meaning.
Let D be a distribution on M . We immediately notice:

Lemma 2.1. For any X,Y ∈ D and U, V ∈ D⊥, we have:

g(X, fY ) = ǫg(fX, Y ),

g(X, fU) = ǫg(wX,U),

g(U,wV ) = ǫg(wU, V ).

Lemma 2.2. For any X,Y ∈ D and U, V ∈ D⊥, we have:

g(f2X,Y ) = ǫg(fX, fY ) = g(X, f2Y ),

g(fwX, Y ) = ǫg(wX,wY ) = g(X, fwY ),

g(wfU, V ) = ǫg(fU, fV ) = g(U,wfV ),

g(w2U, V ) = ǫg(wU,wV ) = g(U,w2V ),

g(wfX,U) = ǫg(fX, fU) = g(X, f2U),

g(w2X,U) = ǫg(wX,wU) = g(X, fwU).

Relative to any immersed submanifold M of M , we consider the follow-
ing orthogonal decomposition:

TM = TM ⊕ (TM)⊥.

Using the same notation as above, for any Z ∈ TM , we will denote by fZ
and wZ the components of ϕZ in TM and in (TM)⊥, respectively, if there
is no other distribution D in the context. In this case, we will call f and
w the tangential and the orthogonal component of ϕ with respect to M ,
respectively.

For any distribution D on M , we denote by D⊥ the orthogonal comple-
ment of D in TM ; hence, we have the following orthogonal decomposition:

TM = D ⊕D⊥.

For any Z ∈ TM and, more general, for any smooth family Z = {Zx}x∈M of
tangent vectors of M in x ∈M , respectively (Zx ∈ TxM for x ∈M), we will
denote by fZ and wZ the components of ϕZ in D and in D⊥, respectively,
calling f the component of ϕ into D. Also, for Z ∈ TM , we will denote by
ZM the smooth family {Zx}x∈M and by fZ and wZ the components of ϕZM

in D and in D⊥, respectively.

Remark 2.3. Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 are also true if D is a distribution on M ,
where M is an immersed submanifold of M .

Throughout this section, we will consider M to be M or an immersed
submanifold of M if not specified otherwise.
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Definition 2.4. Let D be a non-null distribution (i.e., D 6= {0}) on M .
(i) We will say that a vector field Z on M or M and the distribution D

make an angle θ ∈ [0, π2 ] and will denote this by (̂Z,D) = θ if there is x ∈M

with Zx 6= 0, and, for any such x, the angle between Zx and the vector space
Dx is equal to θ.

(ii) [7, 15, 5] The distribution D is called a slant distribution if, for any
x ∈ M and v ∈ Dx\{0}, we have ϕxv 6= 0, and the angle between ϕxv and
the vector space Dx is nonzero and does not depend on x or v. Denoting
this angle by θ and calling it slant angle, we will also call the distribution a
θ-slant distribution.

(iii) The distribution D is called invariant if, for any x ∈ M and v ∈ Dx,
we have ϕxv ∈ Dx.

Remark 2.5. If D is a θ-slant distribution, then ϕX and the distribution D
make an angle θ for any vector field X ∈ D\{0}.

Remark 2.6. Obviously, the direct sum D1 ⊕D2 of two orthogonal invariant
distributions, D1, D2, on M is an invariant distribution.

Definition 2.7. We will say that the orthogonality of vector fields on M

(or from TM) is invariant under ϕ if, for any two orthogonal vector fields
X,Y ∈ TM , we have gx(ϕxXx, ϕxYx) = 0 for any x ∈ M , which will be
denoted by ϕX ⊥ ϕY .

For D a distribution on M , we will say that the orthogonality of vector
fields from D is invariant under ϕ if, for any two orthogonal vector fields
X,Y ∈ D, we have ϕX ⊥ ϕY .

Remark 2.8. If ϕ acts isometrically on a distribution D, then the orthogo-
nality of vector fields from D is invariant under ϕ.

Proposition 2.9. Let D1, D2 be two orthogonal slant distributions on M

such that D1, D2 have the same slant angle θ. Denoting, for any Z ∈ TM ,
by fZ the component of ϕZ in D1 ⊕D2, assume that:

i) the orthogonality of vector fields from D1 ⊕D2 is invariant under ϕ;
ii) f(Di) ⊆ Di, i = 1, 2.

Then, the two slant distributions, D1, D2, can be joined into a single slant
distribution with slant angle θ.

Proof. It is enough to check that, for arbitrary x ∈M , v1 ∈ (D1)x\{0}, and
v2 ∈ (D2)x\{0}, the tangent vector ϕx(v1 + v2), which is nonzero, makes the
angle θ with (D1 ⊕D2)x, i.e., ‖fx(v1 + v2)‖2 = cos2 θ‖ϕx(v1 + v2)‖2. First,
we notice that g(fxv1, fxv2) = 0. Hence,

‖fx(v1 + v2)‖2 = ‖fxv1‖2 + ‖fxv2‖2 = cos2 θ‖ϕxv1‖2 + cos2 θ‖ϕxv2‖2

= cos2 θ‖ϕx(v1 + v2)‖2. �

Taking into account Proposition 2.9 and Remark 2.6, we get
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Corollary 2.10. Let L1, L2, . . . , Lm be mutually orthogonal distributions
on M , invariant with respect to f̃ (the component of ϕ into ⊕m

i=1Li) which
are slant (at least one) or invariant distributions (with respect to ϕ) such that
the orthogonality of vector fields from ⊕m

i=1Li is invariant under ϕ. Then, the
direct sum ⊕m

i=1Li can be represented as an orthogonal sum of slant distribu-
tions with distinct slant angles and at most one invariant distribution.

We are now ready to provide the definition of a k-slant distribution.

Definition 2.11. Let k ∈ N∗. We will call the distribution D onM a k-slant
distribution if there exists an orthogonal decomposition of D into regular
distributions,

D = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di non-null for i = 1, k and D0 possible null (i.e., D0 = {0}), and there

exist distinct values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) Di is a θi-slant distribution, i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX,D) = 0 =: θ0 for X ∈ D0 with
ϕX 6= 0, and f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di, i = 1, k.

We will say that D is a multi-slant distribution for k ≥ 2.
If we want to specify the values of the slant angles, we will say that D

is a (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-slant distribution.
We will call D0 the invariant component and ⊕k

i=1Di the proper k-slant
component of D.

The distribution D = ⊕k
i=0Di will be called a proper k-slant distribution

if D0 = {0}.
Remark 2.12. In view of (iii), we notice that (i) is equivalent to

(i’) For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, x ∈ M , and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, we have ϕv 6= 0

and ̂(ϕv,Dx) = θi.

Remark 2.13. In view of Corollary 2.10 and Remark 2.6, any orthogonal sum
D = ⊕k

i=0Di of invariant and slant (at least one) distributions on M which
are invariant with respect to f such that the orthogonality of vector fields
from D is invariant under ϕ can be represented as a k′-slant distribution,
where 1 ≤ k′ ≤ k. If there is no invariant component in D, then D can be
represented as a proper k′-slant distribution.

Proposition 2.14. Let k ∈ N∗ and D be a non-null distribution on M

decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote the

projection operator from TM onto Di for i = 1, k. If ϕ restricted to ⊕k
i=1Di

is an isometry, and f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, and there exist k distinct values
θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di , (2.2)
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then D is a k-slant distribution with slant angles θi corresponding to Di,
i = 1, k.

Proof. f satisfies (2.2); hence, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and Xi ∈ Di, we get

f2Xi = ǫ cos2 θi ·Xi ;

thus, in view of Lemma 2.1, Remark 2.3, and the fact that ϕ|⊕k
i=1

Di
is an

isometry,

|fXi|2 = ǫg(f2Xi, Xi) = cos2 θi · |Xi|2 = cos2 θi · |ϕXi|2,
from which it results that Di is a slant distribution with slant angle θi.
Additionally, D0 is invariant, hence the conclusion. �

Let D be an orthogonal sum of distributions on M , D = ⊕k
i=0Di for

some k ∈ N∗, with D0 invariant (with respect to ϕ) and the Di’s (i = 1, k)
non-null slant distributions with different slant angles. If D is a k-slant dis-
tribution on M , from Definition 2.11 (iii), we get

ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}. (2.3)

Conversely, from (2.3), we have f(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j in {1, . . . , k}.
For X ∈ D0 and Y ∈ Di with i ≥ 1, we have ϕX ⊥ Y , and, in view of
(2.1), we get X ⊥ ϕY . We obtain ϕ(Di) ⊥ D0; hence, f(Di) ⊥ D0. Since
f(Di) ⊆ ⊕k

j=0Dj, we get f(Di) ⊆ Di for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Therefore,
Remark 2.15. Condition (iii) from Definition 2.11 of a k-slant distribution
can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
Remark 2.16. If, additionally, the orthogonality of vector fields from the
proper k-slant distribution⊕k

i=1Di is invariant under ϕ, we get g(ϕX,ϕY ) = 0
for any X and Y vector fields belonging to distinct distributions among
D1, . . . , Dk; hence,

ϕ(D1), . . . , ϕ(Dk) are orthogonal.

Since g(ϕX,ϕY ) = g(fX, fY ) + g(wX,wY ), from Definition 2.11 (iii),
we get

w(Di) ⊥ w(Dj) for i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}. (2.4)

In view of (2.4), we get

Proposition 2.17. If the orthogonality of vector fields from the proper k-slant
distribution ⊕k

i=1Di is invariant under ϕ, we have

w(⊕k
i=1Di) = ⊕k

i=1w(Di).

Remark 2.18. In analogy with the existent terminology for slant submani-
folds, particular types of k-slant distributions will be named as follows.

Let D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a k-slant distribution. For k = 1 and D0 = {0}, D

is a slant distribution; it is an anti-invariant distribution if θ1 = π
2 . For k = 1

and D0 6= {0}, D is a semi-invariant distribution if θ1 = π
2 or a semi-slant

distribution if θ1 <
π
2 . For k = 2 and D0 = {0}, D is a bi-slant distribution;

it is a hemi-slant distribution if one of the slant angles is equal to π
2 .
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Let M be an immersed submanifold of M and k ∈ N∗. Considering the
notion of k-slant distribution, we introduce the notion of k-slant submanifold.

Definition 2.19. We will call M a k-slant submanifold of M if TM is a
k-slant distribution.

We will say that M is a (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-slant submanifold if we want to
specify the values θi of the slant angles, or a multi-slant submanifold if k ≥ 2.

Denoting TM = ⊕k
i=0Di, where D0 is the invariant component, we will

call ⊕k
i=1Di the proper k-slant distribution associated to M .
We will call M a proper k-slant submanifold if TM is a proper k-slant

distribution.
M is called an invariant submanifold if TM is an invariant distribution.

The explicit formulation of the above definition is

Definition 2.20. We will say that M is a k-slant submanifold of M if there
exists an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist distinct

values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) ϕv 6= 0, and ̂(ϕv, (Di)x) = θi for any x ∈ M and v ∈ (Di)x\{0},
i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕv ∈ (D0)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (D0)x;
(iii) fv ∈ (Di)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (Di)x, i = 1, k.

Remark 2.21. As justified above, we have:
(a) Condition (i) of Definition 2.20 can be replaced by

(i’) ϕv 6= 0, and ̂(ϕv, TxM) = θi for any x ∈M and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, i = 1, k;
(b) Condition (iii) of Definition 2.20 can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.

Remark 2.22. We notice that all the results that would be valid for any
k-slant distribution on an arbitrary submanifold of M will, in particular, be
valid for any k-slant submanifold M of M .

Proposition 2.23. Let M be an immersed submanifold of M such that TM
is decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, TM = ⊕k

i=0Di

with D0 invariant (possible null) and Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k. Let pri denote the

projection operator from TM onto Di for i = 1, k. If ϕ restricted to ⊕k
i=1Di

is an isometry, and f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, and there exist k distinct values
θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di,

then M is a k-slant submanifold of M with slant angles θi corresponding to
Di, i = 1, k.
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Remark 2.24. LetM be a k-slant submanifold ofM and TM = ⊕k
i=0Di. The

already known particular cases are the following.

If k = 1 and D0 = {0}, M is a slant submanifold ; it is an anti-invariant
submanifold for θ1 = π

2 . If k = 1 and D0 6= {0}, M is a semi-invariant
submanifold for θ1 = π

2 or a semi-slant submanifold for θ1 <
π
2 . If k = 2, M

is an almost bi-slant submanifold ; if, additionally, D0 = {0}, M is a bi-slant
submanifold, and it is a hemi-slant submanifold if one of the slant angles is
equal to π

2 .

Definition 2.25. Let M be M or an immersed submanifold of M , and let
X = {Xx}x∈M and Y = {Yx}x∈M , with Xx, Yx ∈ TxM for x ∈ M , be two
nonzero smooth families (with respect to x ∈ M) of tangent vectors of M
(in particular, X and Y can be two nonzero vector fields on M). We will say
that X and Y are angular compatible if there is x ∈ M such that Xx and
Yx are both nonzero. Denoting M

X̂,Y
:= {x ∈M |Xx, Yx 6= 0}, we introduce

the angular function of X and Y (in short, the angle between X and Y )

as (̂X,Y ) : M
X̂,Y

→ [0, π] defined by (̂X,Y )(x) := ̂(Xx, Yx) for x ∈ M
X̂,Y

,

where ̂(Xx, Yx) = arccos
gx(Xx, Yx)

‖Xx‖ · ‖Yx‖
.

Correspondingly, we will denote by cos (̂X,Y ) and sin (̂X,Y ) the real

functions defined on M
X̂,Y

by x 7→ cos ̂(Xx, Yx) and x 7→ sin ̂(Xx, Yx), re-

spectively.

3. k-slant distributions and k-slant submanifolds in

almost contact and almost paracontact metric

geometries

On a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we consider a unitary vector field ξ and
its dual 1-form η (defined by η(X) = g(X, ξ) for any X ∈ TM); this satisfies
η(ξ) = 1. For a fixed ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, let ϕ be a (1, 1)-tensor field on (M, g)
ǫ-compatible with g, i.e.,

g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM,

such that

ϕ2 = ǫ(I − η ⊗ ξ).

We immediately get:

g(ϕX,ϕY ) = g(X,Y )− η(X)η(Y ) for any X,Y ∈ TM ; (3.1)

ϕξ = 0, and η(ϕX) = 0 for any X ∈ TM ;

ϕ2X = ǫX, ϕX ∈ 〈ξ〉⊥, and |ϕX | = |X | for any X ∈ 〈ξ〉⊥. (3.2)

Therefore, kerϕ = 〈ξ〉; hence, dim(kerϕ) = 1.
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Remark 3.1. For ǫ = −1 (in which case M has to be odd dimensional),
(ϕ, ξ, η, g) defines an almost contact metric structure and (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) be-
comes an almost contact metric manifold, while for ǫ = 1, (ϕ, ξ, η, g) defines
an almost paracontact metric (Riemannian) structure and (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) be-
comes an almost paracontact metric (Riemannian) manifold.

The notions present in the next definition were actually introduced in
[12] under the names of ǫ-almost contact metric structure and ǫ-almost contact
metric manifold. To avoid a possible misunderstanding, relating to the use
of these names with another meaning in the semi-Riemannian case, we will
rename them as follows.

Definition 3.2. For ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, we will call (ϕ, ξ, η, g) an almost (ǫ)-contact
metric structure and (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) an almost (ǫ)-contact metric manifold.

Remark 3.3. In view of (3.1), we notice that in an almost (ǫ)-contact met-
ric manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), that is, in an almost contact metric manifold or
an almost paracontact metric manifold, ϕ restricted to 〈ξ〉⊥ is an isometry;
hence, it preserves the orthogonality of vector fields from 〈ξ〉⊥.

Throughout this section, we consider that any submanifold M of M we
deal with satisfies ξ ∈ TM .

Let M be an immersed submanifold of M . Since 〈ξ〉 = kerϕ, 〈ξ〉 does
not participate to any slant distribution on M but can be considered as a
part of an invariant component of TM . Thus, any slant distribution on M is
included in 〈ξ〉⊥TM (the orthogonal complement of 〈ξ〉 in TM), and, in view
of (3.2), the definition of a k-slant submanifold will become the following.

Definition 3.4. Let k ∈ N∗. We say that M is a k-slant submanifold of
(M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) if there exists an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular
distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist distinct
values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) ̂(ϕX,Di) = θi for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX, TM) = 0 =: θ0 for X ∈ D0\{0},
and f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k.

Remark 3.5.
(a) In view of (iii), condition (i) can be replaced by

(i’) ̂(ϕX, TM) = θi for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k;
(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
Remark 3.6. We notice that ⊕k

i=1Di is a proper (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-slant distri-
bution and represents the proper k-slant distribution associated to M .

The last definition can be reformulated as follows.
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Definition 3.7. Let k ∈ N∗. We say thatM is a k-slant submanifold ofM if,
in the orthogonal decomposition TM = D ⊕ 〈ξ〉, D is a k-slant distribution.

Remark 3.8. The correspondence k-slant submanifold ↔ k-slant distribution
will take place, in the almost (ǫ)-contact metric setting and with the notations
of the last definition, between the submanifoldM and the distribution D, i.e.,
between the submanifold M and 〈ξ〉⊥TM organized as a k-slant distribution.

Example 1. Let M = R4k+3 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+3), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+3 = ∂

∂x4k+3
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, and let us define
a vector field ξ, a 1-form η, and a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ξ = e4k+3, η = dx4k+3,

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

ϕe4j−1 =
j2 − 1

j2 + 1
e4j + ǫ

2j

j2 + 1
e4j+2,

ϕe4j = ǫ
j2 − 1

j2 + 1
e4j−1 + ǫ

2j

j2 + 1
e4j+1,

ϕe4j+1 =
2j

j2 + 1
e4j − ǫ

j2 − 1

j2 + 1
e4j+2,

ϕe4j+2 =
2j

j2 + 1
e4j−1 −

j2 − 1

j2 + 1
e4j+1,

ϕe4k+3 = 0

for j = 1, k. Let the metric tensor field g be given by g(ei, ej) = δij ,

i, j = 1, 4k + 3. Then, (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) is an almost (ǫ)-contact metric man-
ifold. It’s to be noticed that, for ǫ = −1, it is an almost contact metric
manifold, and, for ǫ = 1, it is an almost paracontact metric manifold.

We define the following submanifold of M :

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+3) ∈ R4k+3 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k}.
Considering D0 = 〈e1, e2〉, Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k, we notice that

M is a k-slant submanifold with TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉. The corresponding

k-slant distribution is ⊕k
i=0Di, where D0 is an invariant distribution, and

Dj , j = 1, k, are slant distributions with corresponding slant angles

θj = arccos

(
j2 − 1

j2 + 1

)
, j = 1, k .

⊕k
i=1Di is the proper k-slant distribution associated to M .

Further, until the end of this section, we will consider M to be M or an
immersed submanifold of M if not specified otherwise.

In the following, we will consider that ǫ = −1, that is, (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) is
an almost contact metric manifold. Let k ∈ N∗ and D = ⊕k

i=0Di be a k-slant
distribution onM with D0 the invariant component such that ξ ⊥ D, and let
G be the orthogonal complement of D⊕〈ξ〉 in TM , i.e., G = (D⊕〈ξ〉)⊥. Let
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θ1, θ2, . . . , θk denote the slant angles of D, and let θ0 = 0. We notice that,
for any Z ∈ TM , the components of ϕZM in D and in D⊥ coincide with
the components of ϕZM in D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 and in G, respectively. From (3.2) and
Definition 2.11 (ii), we get

ϕ(D0) = D0 (3.3)

and, therefore, w(D0) = {0}, and f(D0) = D0 . We have η(X) = g(X, ξ) = 0
for any X ∈ D ⊕G, which implies

ker ηM = D ⊕G,

where ηM is the ”localization” {ηx}x∈M of η onM , and, from η(ϕ(TM)) = {0},
we get

ϕ(D ⊕G) ⊆ D ⊕G.

In view of (3.2), it follows that

ϕ(D ⊕G) = D ⊕G, (3.4)

and we get:

Remark 3.9.

(i) ϕ2(Di) = Di for i = 1, k, and ϕ2(G) = G;

(ii) f(ϕX) = −X, and w(ϕX) = 0 for any X ∈ D;

(iii) f(ϕU) = 0, and w(ϕU) = −U for any U ∈ G.

For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and Xi ∈ Di\{0}, from Definition 2.11 (i), we
have ϕXi 6= 0 and

|fXi| = cos θi · |ϕXi|, (3.5)

which, for Xi, Yi ∈ Di, implies

g(f2Xi, Yi) = cos2 θi · g(ϕ2Xi, Yi). (3.6)

Taking into account that f(Di) ⊆ Di, we notice that, for any Z ∈ TM

and Xi ∈ Di, we have

g(f2Xi, Z) = cos2 θi · g(ϕ2Xi, Z);

so, we get

f2Xi = − cos2 θi ·Xi for any Xi ∈ Di . (3.7)

From (3.2) and Definition 2.11 (ii), we deduce that f2X = −X for
X ∈ D0. Denoting by pri the projection operators onto Di, i = 0, k, we get

Proposition 3.10.

f2X = −
k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D. (3.8)

Corollary 3.11.

f(Di) = Di for any i with θi 6=
π

2
.
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Remark 3.12. Proposition 3.10 and Corollary 3.11 are, in particular, valid
if M is a k-slant submanifold of (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), considering the distribution
D = ⊕k

i=0Di for TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉.

Taking into account Propositions 2.14, 3.10 and Remark 3.3, we get

Theorem 3.13. Let D be a non-null distribution on M such that D ⊥ ξ and
D is decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k

i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote
the projection operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D

(i.e., f = prD ◦ϕ), and θ0 = 0. If f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(a) There exist k distinct values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = −
k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a k-slant distribution with slant angles θi corresponding to Di,

i = 1, k.

Remark 3.14. Theorem 3.13 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for
a submanifold M of an almost contact metric manifold M to be a k-slant
submanifold, consideringD to be the distribution onM given byD = ⊕k

i=0Di

if TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉.

Remark 3.15. We describe below the notion of skew CR submanifold of an
almost contact metric manifold, relating it to the concept of k-slant subman-
ifold.

Let M be an immersed submanifold of an almost contact metric mani-
fold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), and, for any Z ∈ TM , let fZ be the tangential component
of ϕZ (the component of ϕZ in TM).

In view of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and Remark 2.3, f is skew-symmetric; hence,
f2 is symmetric. Denoting by λi(x), i = 1,m(x), the distinct eigenvalues of
f2
x acting on the tangent space TxM for x ∈M , these eigenvalues are all real
and nonpositive. In view of (3.2) and ϕξ = 0, we have |fX | ≤ |ϕX | ≤ |X | for
any X ∈ TM ; hence, all the λi(x)’s are contained in [−1, 0]. For any x ∈M ,

let Di
x denote the eigenspace corresponding to λi(x), i = 1,m(x); then, the

tangent space TxM of M at x has the following orthogonal decomposition
into the eigenspaces of f2

x :

TxM = D
1
x ⊕ . . .⊕D

m(x)
x .

Every eigenspace D
i
x is invariant under fx, and, for λi(x) 6= 0, the corre-

sponding D
i
x is of even dimension.

Now, let us consider that M is a skew CR submanifold of M , i.e.:

1. m(x) does not depend on x ∈M (we will denote m(x) = m);
2. the dimension of Di

x, i = 1,m, is independent of x ∈M ;
3. each λi(·) is constant on M (we will denote λi(x) = λi).
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So, for any tangent space TxM , we have the same number m of distinct
eigenvalues, λ1, . . . , λm, of f2

x , these being independent of x ∈M . Denoting
byDi the distribution corresponding to the family {Di

x : x ∈M} for i = 1,m,
we get for TM the orthogonal decomposition:

TM = D1 ⊕ . . .⊕Dm .

Moreover, every Di is invariant under f , and, for λi 6= 0, the corresponding
distribution Di is of even dimension.

Since fξ = ϕξ = 0, one of the Di’s contains 〈ξ〉 and corresponds to
the zero eigenvalue of f2; let Dm be that distribution. Let us decompose
Dm into 〈ξ〉 and the orthogonal complement of 〈ξ〉 in Dm, denoted by D

′
m,

Dm = 〈ξ〉 ⊕D
′
m. We notice that D′

m, if non-null, is a slant distribution with
slant angle π

2 .
For every i ∈ {1, . . . ,m− 1}, let αi ∈ (0, 1] denote the positive value for

which λi = −α2
i . Then, for any X ∈ Di\{0}, we get

|fX |2 = −λig(X,X) = α2
i |X |2 = α2

i |ϕX |2

and |fX | = αi|X | = αi|ϕX |; hence, αi = cos ζi, where ζi is the value of the
angle between ϕX and TM , the same for any nonzero X ∈ Di.

The distributions Di, i = 1,m− 1, are slant distributions with distinct
slant angles ζi except at most one of them, which is invariant (with respect
to ϕ) and corresponds to αi = 1 if such one exists.

It follows that, since ⊕m−1
i=1 Di ⊕ D

′
m does not reduce to an invariant

distribution with respect to ϕ, M is a k-slant submanifold of M , where k is
one of the values: m, m− 1, m− 2.

We conclude:

Proposition 3.16. Any skew CR submanifold of an almost contact metric
manifold is a k-slant submanifold.

Proposition 3.17. Any k-slant submanifold of an almost contact metric
manifold which is not an anti-invariant or a CR submanifold is a skew CR
submanifold.

3.1. The dual k-slant distribution in almost contact metric

geometry

We continue to investigate, for k ∈ N∗, the properties of the k-slant distribu-
tion D = ⊕k

i=0Di on M , where M is M or an immersed submanifold of the

almost contact metric manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), with D0 the invariant compo-
nent and ξ ⊥ D, underlining the properties of G, the orthogonal complement
of D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 in TM .

For U ∈ G, we have g(fU, ξ) = 0, which implies f(G) ⊥ 〈ξ〉, and, if
X ∈ D0, we have g(fU,X) = 0, which gives f(G) ⊥ D0 . In conclusion,

f(G) ⊆ ⊕k
i=1Di . (3.9)

For U ∈ G, U ⊥ w(⊕k
i=1Di), in view of Lemma 2.1, we have

fU ⊥ ⊕k
i=1Di, and, using (3.9), we get fU = 0. Taking into account (2.4),

we have the following orthogonal decomposition:
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Theorem 3.18.

G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di)⊕H, where f(H) = {0}.

For V ∈ H , X ∈ Di, i = 1, k, we have g(wX,wV ) = g(ϕX,ϕV ) = 0;
hence, wV ⊥ w(Di). It follows that w(H) ⊥ ⊕k

i=1w(Di); thus, w(H) ⊆ H .
In view of f(H) = {0} and (3.2), for any V ∈ H , we have

ϕV = wV ∈ H, hence w2V = wϕV = ϕ2V = −V ∈ H,

which implies w2(H) = H . Taking into account that w(H) ⊆ H , we get

Corollary 3.19.

ϕ(H) = w(H) = H.

From Definition 2.11 (ii)-(iii), (3.1), Lemma 2.2, and (3.8), we obtain

Proposition 3.20. For any X,Y ∈ D, we have:

g(ϕX,ϕY ) =

k∑

i=0

g(priX, priY ),

g(fX, fY ) =
k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · g(priX, priY ),

g(wX,wY ) =
k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · g(priX, priY ).

Hence, −g(fwX, Y ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · g(priX,Y ).

Corollary 3.21.

fwX = −
k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D. (3.10)

In view of (3.9) and (3.10), we get:

Proposition 3.22.

f(w(Di)) = Di for i = 1, k ;

f(G) = ⊕k
i=1Di .

Moreover, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, w|Di
and f |w(Di) are injective; therefore,

w(Di) and Di localized in any point of M are isomorphic; hence, w(Di) is
also regular as Di is, and they both have the same dimension.

Remark 3.23. If θj =
π
2 , then, for any Xj ∈ Dj, we have

fwXj = −Xj (3.11)

and wfwXj = −wXj , which implies wfUj = −Uj for any Uj ∈ w(Dj);
thus, f |w(Dj) : w(Dj) → Dj and w|Dj

: Dj → w(Dj) are anti-inverse to each
other.
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Proposition 3.24. For any X ∈ D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 and U ∈ G, we have:

f2X + fwX = −X + η(X)ξ,

wfX + w2X = 0,

f2U + fwU = 0,

wfU + w2U = −U.

In view of Proposition 3.24 and Theorem 3.18, we get

Corollary 3.25. For any U0, V0 ∈ H, we have:

w2U0 = −U0 ,

g(wU0, wV0) = g(U0, V0),

|wU0| = |U0|.

For Xi ∈ Di, i = 1, k, we have w2Xi = −wfXi ∈ w(Di); hence,
w2(Di) ⊆ w(Di).

If θi 6= π
2 and Yi ∈ Di, there exists Xi ∈ Di with fXi = −Yi; hence,

wYi = w2Xi, so w(Di) ⊆ w2(Di).

If θj = π
2 and Xj ∈ Dj, we have fXj = 0 and ϕwXj = ϕ2Xj = −Xj ;

hence, w2Xj + fwXj = −Xj , so w
2Xj = 0.

We deduce:

Proposition 3.26.

w2(Di) =

{
w(Di) for θi 6= π

2 ,

{0} for θi =
π
2 .

For θj =
π
2 and Uj = wXj ∈ w(Dj), we get wUj = 0 and wfUj = −Uj .

In general, for i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and Ui ∈ w(Di), let Xi ∈ Di with
Ui = wXi. We have w(fUi) = w(fwXi) = − sin2 θi · wXi , hence

w(fUi) = − sin2 θi · Ui (3.12)

and w2Ui = wϕUi − wfUi = ϕ2Ui − wfUi. We get w2Ui = − cos2 θi · Ui .

Proposition 3.27. For any U ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Ui ∈ w(Di), we
have:

wfU = −
k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · Ui , (3.13)

w2U = −
k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · Ui . (3.14)

In view of Proposition 3.27 and Lemma 2.1, we get
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Proposition 3.28. For any U, V ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, V =
∑k

i=1 Vi with

Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, we have:

g(fU, fV ) =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · g(Ui, Vi),

g(wU,wV ) =

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · g(Ui, Vi),

g(ϕU,ϕV ) =

k∑

i=1

g(Ui, Vi).

From (3.8), (3.14), and Lemma 2.2, we obtain

Proposition 3.29. For any X =
∑k

i=0Xi and U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with X0 ∈ D0,

Xi ∈ Di, and Ui ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, we have:

|fX |2 =

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · |Xi|2 and |wU |2 =

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · |Ui|2.

In particular, we get: |fX0| = |X0| for X0 ∈ D0,

|fXi| = cos θi·|Xi| and |wUi| = cos θi·|Ui| for Xi ∈ Di, Ui ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k.

Corollary 3.30. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, Xi ∈ Di, Ui ∈ w(Di), we have:

|wXi| = sin θi · |Xi| and |fUi| = sin θi · |Ui|.
For more general vector fields, we obtain

Proposition 3.31. For X =
∑k

i=1Xi and U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Xi ∈ Di,

Ui ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, we have:

|wX |2 =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · |Xi|2 and |fU |2 =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · |Ui|2.

Taking into account Propositions 3.20, 3.29, Corollary 3.25, and rela-
tionships (3.14), (3.1), and (3.2), we get

Proposition 3.32. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with θi 6= π
2 and any Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0},

Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0}, X0, Y0 ∈ D0\{0}, U0, V0 ∈ H\{0}, X,Y ∈ (D⊕G)\{0}
such that M

X̂i,Yi
,M

X̂0,Y0
,M

Ûi,Vi
,M

Û0,V0
,M̂

X,Y
are nonempty, we have:

(i) cos( ̂fX0, fY0) = cos( ̂ϕX0, ϕY0) = cos(X̂0, Y0);

(ii) cos( ̂fXi, fYi) = cos( ̂ϕXi, ϕYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);
(iii) g(wUi, wVi) = cos2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iv) cos( ̂wU0, wV0) = cos(Û0, V0) = cos( ̂ϕU0, ϕV0);

(v) cos( ̂wUi, wVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi) = cos( ̂ϕUi, ϕVi);

(vi) cos( ̂ϕX,ϕY ) = cos(X̂, Y ).



20 Dan Radu Laţcu

If θi 6= π
2 and Ui ∈ w(Di)\{0}, then, for any x ∈ M with (Ui)x 6= 0,

from Lemma 2.2 and (3.14), we have w(Ui)x 6= 0, ϕ(Ui)x 6= 0, and

cos( ̂(wUi)x, (ϕUi)x) =
g((wUi)x, (ϕUi)x)

‖(wUi)x‖ · ‖(ϕUi)x‖
= cos θi ; thus, (ϕ̂Ui, G) = θi .

For θj =
π
2 and Uj = wXj , Xj ∈ Dj\{0}, in view of (3.11) and Propo-

sition 3.26, we have fUj = −Xj 6= 0 and wUj = 0; thus, (ϕ̂Uj , G) = π
2 . We

can state

Theorem 3.33. The distribution G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di) ⊕ H is a k-slant distri-

bution with H the invariant component and ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the proper k-slant

component, the slant distribution w(Di) having the same slant angle as Di

for i = 1, k.

Definition 3.34. We will call ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the dual k-slant distribution of

⊕k
i=1Di.

Remark 3.35. In the same way we defined the dual of the proper k-slant
component ⊕k

i=1Di of the distribution D by means of w, we can construct
the dual of the proper k-slant component ⊕k

i=1w(Di) of the distribution G

by means of f , f(⊕k
i=1w(Di)) = ⊕k

i=1fw(Di).

Corollary 3.36. The dual of the proper k-slant distribution ⊕k
i=1w(Di),

which is ⊕k
i=1f(w(Di)), is precisely the k-slant distribution ⊕k

i=1Di .

In view of Proposition 3.22 and Corollary 3.11, denoting w(Di) by Gi,
we obtain:

Proposition 3.37.

w(f(Gi)) = Gi for i = 1, k ;

f2(Gi) =

{
Di if θi 6= π

2 ,

{0} if θi =
π
2 .

In view of (3.10), we immediately get

Lemma 3.38. For X,Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di, U, V ∈ ⊕k

i=1w(Di), x ∈M , we have:
(i) Xx 6= 0 if and only if (wX)x 6= 0;
(ii) Ux 6= 0 if and only if (fU)x 6= 0;
(iii) M

X̂,Y
=M

ŵX,wY
and M

Û,V
=M

f̂U,fV
.

The relation between an angle of two vector fields of a slant distribution
and the angle of the corresponding vector fields in the dual distribution will
be established in the next proposition.

Taking into account (3.10), (3.12), Corollary 3.30, and Lemmas 2.2,
3.38, we deduce:

Proposition 3.39. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0}, and
Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0} with M

X̂i,Yi
and M

Ûi,Vi
nonempty, we have:

(i) g(wXi, wYi) = sin2 θi · g(Xi, Yi);
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(ii) g(fUi, fVi) = sin2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂wXi, wYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);

(iv) cos( ̂fUi, fVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi).

In view of Propositions 3.32 and 3.39, we notice that

Theorem 3.40. f and w restricted to Di or w(Di), i = 1, k (excepting f |Dj

and w|w(Dj) with θj = π
2 , in which case f |Dj

and w|w(Dj) are vanishing),
f |D0

, w|H , and ϕ|D⊕G are conformal maps (all of them preserve the angles).

From the orthogonal decompositions of D and G and from the above
considerations, for any pair of angular compatible vector fields in a k-slant
distribution, we find a corresponding pair which forms the same angle in the
dual k-slant distribution.

Theorem 3.41. For X,Y ∈ (⊕k
i=1Di)\{0} and U, V ∈ (⊕k

i=1w(Di))\{0}
with M

X̂,Y
and M

Û,V
nonempty, denoting X =

∑k
i=1Xi, Y =

∑k
i=1 Yi,

U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, and V =
∑k

i=1 Vi, where Xi, Yi ∈ Di and Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di),

i = 1, k, we have:

(i) g(wX,wY ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · g(Xi, Yi);

(ii) g(fU, fV ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂wX,wY ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1 sin θi ·Xi,
∑k

i=1 sin θi · Yi);
(iv) cos(f̂U, fV ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1 sin θi · Ui,

∑k
i=1 sin θi · Vi).

Corollary 3.42. For X,Y ∈ (⊕k
i=1Di)\{0} and U, V ∈ (⊕k

i=1w(Di))\{0}
with M

X̂,Y
and M

Û,V
nonempty, denoting X =

∑k
i=1Xi, Y =

∑k
i=1 Yi,

U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, and V =
∑k

i=1 Vi, where Xi, Yi ∈ Di and Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di),

i = 1, k, we have:

(i) g(X,Y ) =
∑k

i=1
1

sin2 θi
g(wXi, wYi);

(ii) g(U, V ) =
∑k

i=1
1

sin2 θi
g(fUi, fVi);

(iii) cos(X̂, Y ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1
1

sin θi
· wXi,

∑k
i=1

1
sin θi

· wYi);
(iv) cos(Û, V ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1

1
sin θi

· fUi,
∑k

i=1
1

sin θi
· fVi).

Corollary 3.43. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k},Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0}, Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0}
with M

X̂i,Yi
and M

Ûi,Vi
nonempty, we have:

(i) g(fwXi, fwYi) = sin4 θi · g(Xi, Yi);
(ii) g(wfUi, wfVi) = sin4 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂fwXi, fwYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);

(iv) cos( ̂wfUi, wfVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi).

Corollary 3.44. For X,Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di\{0} and U, V ∈ ⊕k

i=1w(Di)\{0} with

M
X̂,Y

and M
Û,V

nonempty, denoting X =
∑k

i=1Xi, Y =
∑k

i=1 Yi,

U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, and V =
∑k

i=1 Vi, where Xi, Yi ∈ Di and Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di),

i = 1, k, we have:

(i) g(fwX, fwY ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
4 θi · g(Xi, Yi);
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(ii) g(wfU,wfV ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
4 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂fwX, fwY ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi ·Xi,

∑k
i=1 sin

2 θi · Yi);
(iv) cos( ̂wfU,wfV ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1 sin

2 θi · Ui,
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · Vi).

Remark 3.45. All the results got are, in particular, valid in a k-slant sub-
manifold framework, that is, for M a k-slant submanifold of (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g),
considering, for TM = ⊕k

i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉, the distribution D = ⊕k
i=0Di.

3.2. The dual k-slant distribution in almost paracontact metric

geometry

Let (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) be an almost paracontact metric manifold, k ∈ N∗, and
M be M or an immersed submanifold of M . Let D = ⊕k

i=0Di be a k-slant
distribution on M with D0 the invariant component such that ξ ⊥ D, and
let G be the orthogonal complement of D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 in TM .

Remark 3.46. All the results obtained in the almost contact metric case
remain valid, with similar justifications, in the almost paracontact metric
case (that is, for an almost (1)-contact metric manifold) with corresponding
sign modifications where necessary. More precisely, relationships (3.3)-(3.6),
Lemma 3.38, Propositions 3.20, 3.22, 3.26, 3.28-3.32, 3.37, 3.39, 3.31, The-
orems 3.18, 3.33, 3.40, 3.41, Definition 3.34, Remark 3.35, and Corollaries
3.11, 3.19, 3.36, 3.30, 3.42–3.44 remain further valid as they were stated.

Changes will appear in the following statements: Theorem 3.13, Proposi-
tions 3.10, 3.24, 3.27, Corollaries 3.21, 3.25, and Remark 3.23, which become:

Proposition 3.47.

f2X =

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.

Corollary 3.48.

fwX =
k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.

Remark 3.49. For θj = π
2 and Xj ∈ Dj , we have fwXj = Xj and hence

wfUj = Uj for any Uj ∈ w(Dj), so f |w(Dj) : w(Dj) → Dj and
w|Dj

: Dj → w(Dj) are inverse to each other in the case ǫ = 1.

Proposition 3.50. For any X ∈ D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 and U ∈ G, we have:

f2X + fwX = X − η(X)ξ,

wfX + w2X = 0,

f2U + fwU = 0,

wfU + w2U = U.
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Corollary 3.51. For any U0, V0 ∈ H, we have:

w2U0 = U0 ,

g(wU0, wV0) = g(U0, V0),

|wU0| = |U0|.

Proposition 3.52. For any U ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Ui ∈ w(Di), we
have:

wfU =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · Ui ,

w2U =

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · Ui .

Remark 3.53. All the results related to k-slant distributions on an arbitrary
submanifold of the almost paracontact metric manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) can
be transferred to any k-slant submanifold M of M by taking D = ⊕k

i=0Di if
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di⊕〈ξ〉. Thus, the obtained results are also valid when considered
in a k-slant submanifold framework.

Taking into account Propositions 2.14, 3.47 and Remark 3.3, we obtain

Theorem 3.54. Let D be a non-null distribution on M such that D ⊥ ξ and
D is decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k

i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote

the projection operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D,
and θ0 = 0. If f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following assertions are
equivalent:

(a) There exist k distinct values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X =

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a k-slant distribution with slant angles θi corresponding to Di,

i = 1, k.

Remark 3.55. Theorem 3.54 provides a necessary and sufficient condition
for a submanifold M of an almost paracontact metric manifold M to be a
k-slant submanifold, D being the distribution on M given by D = ⊕k

i=0Di if
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉.

Example 2. In Example 1, in the setting given by an almost (ǫ)-contact metric
manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), we consider the distributions Gj := 〈e4j+1, e4j+2〉,
j = 1, k, in (TM)⊥. Then, ⊕k

j=1Gj is the dual k-slant distribution of ⊕k
j=1Dj .

We have f(Gj) = Dj for j = 1, k, so ⊕k
j=1Dj is the dual k-slant distribution

of ⊕k
j=1Gj .
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Remark 3.56. We describe below the notion of skew CR submanifold of an
almost paracontact metric manifold, relating it to the concept of k-slant sub-
manifold.

Let M be an immersed submanifold of an almost paracontact metric
manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), and let fZ be the tangential component of ϕZ for
any Z ∈ TM .

In view of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and Remark 2.3, f is symmetric, so f2 is
symmetric. Denoting, for any x ∈ M , by λi(x), i = 1,m(x), the distinct
eigenvalues of f2

x acting on the tangent space TxM , these eigenvalues are all
real and nonnegative. In view of (3.2) and ϕξ = 0, we have |fX | ≤ |ϕX | ≤ |X |
for any X ∈ TM ; hence, all the λi(x)’s are contained in [0, 1]. For any x ∈M ,

let Di
x denote the eigenspace of f2

x corresponding to λi(x), i = 1,m(x); the
tangent space TxM of M at x has the following orthogonal decomposition:

TxM = D
1
x ⊕ . . .⊕D

m(x)
x .

We notice that every eigenspace D
i
x is invariant under fx.

Now, let us consider that M is a skew CR submanifold of M , that is:

1. m(x) does not depend on x ∈M (we will denote m(x) = m);
2. the dimension of Di

x, i = 1,m, is independent of x ∈M ;
3. each λi(·) is constant on M (we will denote λi(x) = λi).

Thus, for any x ∈M , there is the same numberm of distinct eigenvalues
of f2

x , these, denoted by λ1, . . . , λm, being independent of x. Denoting by Di

the distribution corresponding to the family {Di
x : x ∈ M} for i = 1,m, we

deduce that TM accepts the orthogonal decomposition:

TM = D1 ⊕ . . .⊕Dm .

Moreover, the distribution Di is invariant under f for every i.

Since fξ = ϕξ = 0, one of the Di’s contains 〈ξ〉; let Dm be that distri-
bution, so λm = 0. Let D′

m denote the orthogonal complement of 〈ξ〉 in Dm.
Then, we have Dm = 〈ξ〉 ⊕D

′
m. We notice that, if D′

m is non-null, then it is
a slant distribution with slant angle π

2 .

For any i ∈ {1, . . . ,m−1} and X ∈ Di\{0}, denoting αi =
√
λi ∈ (0, 1],

we have

|fX |2 = λig(X,X) = α2
i |X |2 = α2

i |ϕX |2

and |fX | = αi|X | = αi|ϕX |; hence, αi = cos ζi , where ζi is the angle between
ϕX and TM , the same for any nonzero X ∈ Di.

The distributions Di, i = 1,m− 1, are slant distributions with distinct
slant angles ζi except that distribution which corresponds to αi = 1 and is
invariant (with respect to ϕ) if such one exists.

Hence, since ⊕m−1
i=1 Di⊕D

′
m does not reduce to an invariant distribution

under ϕ, M is a k-slant submanifold of M , where k is one of the values:
m− 2, m− 1, m.

We conclude:
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Proposition 3.57. Any skew CR submanifold of an almost paracontact met-
ric manifold is a k-slant submanifold.

Proposition 3.58. Any k-slant submanifold of an almost paracontact metric
manifold which is not an anti-invariant or a CR submanifold is a skew CR
submanifold.

4. k-slant distributions in almost Hermitian and almost

product Riemannian settings

In the sequel, we will provide a unitary approach for the almost Hermitian
and almost product Riemannian settings.

LetM be a smooth manifold, g a Riemannian metric onM , ǫ ∈ {−1, 1},
and ϕ a (1, 1)-tensor field on M satisfying

ϕ2 = ǫI and g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM. (4.1)

We immediately get

g(ϕX,ϕY ) = g(X,Y ) for any X,Y ∈ TM. (4.2)

Remark 4.1. (M,ϕ, g) is an almost Hermitian manifold for ǫ = −1, and it is
an almost product Riemannian manifold for ǫ = 1.

Remark 4.2. In view of (4.2), we notice that ϕ is an isometry; hence, the
orthogonality of vector fields is invariant under ϕ.

ForM an immersed submanifold ofM and k ∈ N∗, we have the following
equivalent formulation of the definition of a k-slant submanifold.

Definition 4.3. We say thatM is a k-slant submanifold ofM if there exists
an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0}, i = 1, k, and D0 possible null, and there exist distinct values
θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) ̂(ϕX,Di) = θi for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., f(D0) ⊆ D0, and ̂(ϕX, TM) = 0 =: θ0
for X ∈ D0\{0});

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di, i = 1, k.

Remark 4.4. In view of (iii) and Remark 2.15, we have:
(a) Condition (i) is equivalent to

(i’) ̂(ϕX, TM) = θi for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k;
(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
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In the sequel, until the end of the section, we will consider M to be M
or an immersed submanifold of M if not specified otherwise.

Let k ∈ N∗, D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a k-slant distribution on M with D0 the

invariant component, and G be the orthogonal complement of D in TM . Let
θ0 = 0 and θi denote the slant angle of Di for i = 1, k. For any Z ∈ TM , as
established, we denote by fZ and wZ the components of ϕZM in D and in
G, respectively. Also, let pri denote the projection operator onto Di, i = 0, k.

From (4.1) and Definition 2.11 (ii), we obtain:

Remark 4.5.

ϕ(D0) = D0, w(D0) = {0}, f(D0) = D0;

ϕ2(Di) = Di for i = 1, k , ϕ2(G) = G;

f(ϕX) = ǫX, w(ϕX) = 0 for any X ∈ D;

f(ϕV ) = 0, w(ϕV ) = ǫV for any V ∈ G.

For Xi ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k, in view of Definition 2.11 (i), we have
|fXi| = cos θi · |ϕXi|, from which g(f2Xi, Yi) = cos2 θi · g(ϕ2Xi, Yi) for
Xi, Yi ∈ Di. Since f(Di) ⊆ Di, we get g(f2Xi, Y ) = cos2 θi · g(ϕ2Xi, Y )
for any Y ∈ TM , so f2Xi = ǫ cos2 θi ·Xi for Xi ∈ Di. Since f

2X = ǫX for
X ∈ D0, we get

Proposition 4.6.

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.

Corollary 4.7.

f(Di) = Di for any i with θi 6=
π

2
.

Taking into account Propositions 2.14, 4.6 and Remark 4.2, we obtain

Theorem 4.8. Let D be a non-null distribution on M decomposable into
an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k

i=0Di with Di 6= {0}
for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote the projection

operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D, and θ0 = 0. If
f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following assertions are equivalent:

(a) There exist k distinct values θi ∈ (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a k-slant distribution with slant angles θi corresponding to Di,
i = 1, k.

Remark 4.9. Theorem 4.8 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for
a submanifold M of M to be a k-slant submanifold, considering D = TM if
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di.
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Let us now return to the k-slant distribution D = ⊕k
i=0Di on M with

its orthogonal complement G in TM . For U ∈ G and X ∈ D0, we have
g(fU,X) = 0, which implies f(G) ⊥ D0, so

f(G) ⊆ ⊕k
i=1Di . (4.3)

For U ∈ G with U ⊥ w(⊕k
i=1Di), in view of Lemma 2.1, we have

fU ⊥ ⊕k
i=1Di, and, using (4.3), we get fU = 0. Taking into account (2.4),

we have the following orthogonal decomposition:

Theorem 4.10.

G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di)⊕H, where f(H) = {0}. (4.4)

From the decomposition (4.4), we get ϕV = wV ∈ H and w2V = ǫV ∈ H

for V ∈ H ; therefore, w2(H) = H , and, consequently,

Corollary 4.11.

ϕ(H) = w(H) = H.

Remark 4.12. For θj = π
2 and Xj ∈ Dj , we have fwXj = ǫXj and, thus,

wfVj = ǫVj for any Vj ∈ w(Dj), so f |w(Dj) : w(Dj) → Dj and
w|Dj

: Dj → w(Dj) are inverse to each other for ǫ = 1 but anti-inverse
for ǫ = −1.

Proposition 4.13. For any X,Y ∈ D, we have:

g(ϕX,ϕY ) =
k∑

i=0

g(priX, priY ),

g(fX, fY ) =
k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · g(priX, priY ),

g(wX,wY ) =
k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · g(priX, priY ).

Using similar proofs as in the almost contact metric case, we get the
following results.

Proposition 4.14.

f(w(Di)) = Di for i = 1, k ;

f(G) = ⊕k
i=1Di .

Moreover, w|Di
and f |w(Di) are injective, for i = 1, k; therefore, w(Di)

and Di localized in any point of M are isomorphic; hence, both are regular
and have the same dimension.
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Proposition 4.15. For any X ∈ D and U ∈ G, we have:

f2X + fwX = ǫX,

wfX + w2X = 0,

f2U + fwU = 0,

wfU + w2U = ǫU.

Corollary 4.16.

fwX = ǫ

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.

In view of Theorem 4.10 and Proposition 4.15, we deduce:

Corollary 4.17. For any U0, V0 ∈ H, we have:

w2U0 = ǫU0 ,

g(wU0, wV0) = g(U0, V0),

|wU0| = |U0|.

Proposition 4.18.

w2(Di) =

{
w(Di) for θi 6= π

2 ,

{0} for θi =
π
2 .

Proposition 4.19. For any U ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Ui ∈ w(Di), we
have:

wfU = ǫ

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · Ui ,

w2U = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · Ui .

Proposition 4.20. For any U, V ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, V =
∑k

i=1 Vi with

Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, we have:

g(fU, fV ) =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · g(Ui, Vi),

g(wU,wV ) =

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · g(Ui, Vi),

g(ϕU,ϕV ) =

k∑

i=1

g(Ui, Vi).
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Proposition 4.21. For any X =
∑k

i=0Xi and U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with X0 ∈ D0,

Xi ∈ Di, and Ui ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, we have:

|fX |2 =
k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · |Xi|2 and |wU |2 =

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · |Ui|2.

In particular, we obtain: |fX0| = |X0| for X0 ∈ D0;

|fXi| = cos θi · |Xi|, |wUi| = cos θi · |Ui| for Xi ∈ Di, Ui ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k.

Corollary 4.22. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, Xi ∈ Di, and Ui ∈ w(Di), we have:

|wXi| = sin θi · |Xi| and |fUi| = sin θi · |Ui|.

For more general vector fields, we get

Proposition 4.23. For X =
∑k

i=1Xi, U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Xi ∈ Di, Ui ∈ w(Di),

i = 1, k, we have:

|wX |2 =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · |Xi|2 and |fU |2 =

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · |Ui|2.

Proposition 4.24. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} with θi 6= π
2 and for Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0},

Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0}, X0, Y0 ∈ D0\{0}, U0, V0 ∈ H\{0}, X,Y ∈ (D⊕G)\{0},
if M

X̂0,Y0
, M

X̂i,Yi
, M

Û0,V0
, M

Ûi,Vi
, M̂

X,Y
are nonempty, we have:

(i) cos( ̂fX0, fY0) = cos( ̂ϕX0, ϕY0) = cos(X̂0, Y0);

(ii) cos( ̂fXi, fYi) = cos( ̂ϕXi, ϕYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);
(iii) g(wUi, wVi) = cos2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iv) cos( ̂wU0, wV0) = cos(Û0, V0) = cos( ̂ϕU0, ϕV0);

(v) cos( ̂wUi, wVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi) = cos( ̂ϕUi, ϕVi);

(vi) cos( ̂ϕX,ϕY ) = cos(X̂, Y ).

Theorem 4.25. The distribution G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di) ⊕ H is a k-slant distri-

bution with H the invariant component and ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the proper k-slant

component, every slant distribution w(Di) having the same slant angle as

Di, i = 1, k.

Definition 4.26. We will call ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the dual k-slant distribution of

⊕k
i=1Di.

Remark 4.27. In the same way we constructed the dual of the proper k-slant
distribution ⊕k

i=1Di by means of w, we can construct the dual of the proper
k-slant component ⊕k

i=1w(Di) of the distribution G by means of f . This will
be f(⊕k

i=1w(Di)) = ⊕k
i=1fw(Di).

Corollary 4.28. The dual of the proper k-slant distribution ⊕k
i=1w(Di),

which is ⊕k
i=1f(w(Di)), is precisely the k-slant distribution ⊕k

i=1Di.

In view of Proposition 4.14 and Corollary 4.7, denoting w(Di) by Gi,
we obtain:
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Proposition 4.29.

w(f(Gi)) = Gi for i = 1, k ;

f2(Gi) =

{
Di if θi 6= π

2 ,

{0} if θi =
π
2 .

In view of Corollary 4.16, we immediately get

Lemma 4.30. Let X,Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di, U, V ∈ ⊕k

i=1w(Di), and x ∈M . Then:
(i) Xx 6= 0 if and only if (wX)x 6= 0;
(ii) Ux 6= 0 if and only if (fU)x 6= 0;
(iii) M

X̂,Y
=M

ŵX,wY
, and M

Û,V
=M

f̂U,fV
.

The angle between two angular compatible nonzero vector fields of a
slant distribution remains invariant when passing to the corresponding pair of
vector fields in the dual distribution, as specified in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.31. For i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0},
Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0} with M

X̂i,Yi
and M

Ûi,Vi
nonempty, we have:

(i) g(wXi, wYi) = sin2 θi · g(Xi, Yi);
(ii) g(fUi, fVi) = sin2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂wXi, wYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);

(iv) cos( ̂fUi, fVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi).

Theorem 4.32. f and w restricted to Di or to w(Di), i = 1, k (excepting
f |Dj

and w|w(Dj) with θj =
π
2 , in which case f |Dj

and w|w(Dj) are vanishing),
f |D0

, w|H , and ϕ|D⊕G are conformal maps.

Taking into account the orthogonal decompositions of D and G and the
properties stated above, for any two angular compatible vector fields of a
k-slant distribution, there is in the dual k-slant distribution a pair of angular
compatible vector fields which form the same angle.

Theorem 4.33. Let Xi, Yi ∈ Di, Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, and X =
∑k

i=1Xi,

Y =
∑k

i=1 Yi, U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, V =
∑k

i=1 Vi. If X, Y, U, V are nonzero with
M

X̂,Y
and M

Û,V
nonempty, then we have:

(i) g(wX,wY ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · g(Xi, Yi);

(ii) g(fU, fV ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂wX,wY ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1 sin θi ·Xi,
∑k

i=1 sin θi · Yi);
(iv) cos(f̂U, fV ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1 sin θi · Ui,

∑k
i=1 sin θi · Vi).

Corollary 4.34. Let Xi, Yi ∈ Di, Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, andX =
∑k

i=1Xi,

Y =
∑k

i=1 Yi, U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, V =
∑k

i=1 Vi. If X, Y, U, V are nonzero, and
M

X̂,Y
, M

Û,V
are nonempty, we have:

(i) g(X,Y ) =
∑k

i=1
1

sin2 θi
g(wXi, wYi);

(ii) g(U, V ) =
∑k

i=1
1

sin2 θi
g(fUi, fVi);
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(iii) cos(X̂, Y ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1
1

sin θi
· wXi,

∑k
i=1

1
sin θi

· wYi);
(iv) cos(Û, V ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1

1
sin θi

· fUi,
∑k

i=1
1

sin θi
· fVi).

Corollary 4.35. For i ∈ {1, . . . , k},Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0}, and Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0},
if M

X̂i,Yi
and M

Ûi,Vi
are nonempty, we have:

(i) g(fwXi, fwYi) = sin4 θi · g(Xi, Yi);
(ii) g(wfUi, wfVi) = sin4 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂fwXi, fwYi) = cos(X̂i, Yi);

(iv) cos( ̂wfUi, wfVi) = cos(Ûi, Vi).

Corollary 4.36. Let Xi, Yi ∈ Di, Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di), i = 1, k, andX =
∑k

i=1Xi,

Y =
∑k

i=1 Yi, U =
∑k

i=1 Ui, V =
∑k

i=1 Vi with X, Y, U, V nonzero and
M

X̂,Y
, M

Û,V
nonempty. Then, we have:

(i) g(fwX, fwY ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
4 θi · g(Xi, Yi);

(ii) g(wfU,wfV ) =
∑k

i=1 sin
4 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iii) cos( ̂fwX, fwY ) = cos∢(
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi ·Xi,

∑k
i=1 sin

2 θi · Yi);
(iv) cos( ̂wfU,wfV ) = cos∢(

∑k
i=1 sin

2 θi · Ui,
∑k

i=1 sin
2 θi · Vi).

Remark 4.37. All the results from this section are also valid for a k-slant
submanifold M of (M,ϕ, g) by taking D = TM .

Remark 4.38. We describe below the notion of skew CR submanifold of an
almost Hermitian or almost product Riemannian manifold, relating it to the
concept of k-slant submanifold.

Let M be a skew CR submanifold of (M,ϕ, g) with ϕ and g satisfying
(4.1), where ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}. Let fZ be the tangential component of ϕZ for any
Z ∈ TM .

In view of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and Remark 2.3, f is skew-symmetric for
ǫ = −1 and symmetric for ǫ = 1, so f2 is symmetric. We will denote by λi(x),

i = 1,m(x), the distinct eigenvalues of f2
x acting on the tangent space TxM

for x ∈M . Since ϕ verifies (4.1) and f is the composition of a projection and
an isometry, these eigenvalues are all contained in [−1, 0] for ǫ = −1 and in
[0, 1] for ǫ = 1. Denoting, for any x ∈ M , by D

i
x the eigenspace of f2

x corre-

sponding to λi(x), i = 1,m(x), sinceM is a skew CR submanifold ofM ,m(x)
is independent of x, and we will denote it with m, and the same is true for
λi(x), i = 1,m (we will denote these values with λ1, λ2, . . . , λm), and for the
dimension of Di

x, i = 1,m. Denoting by Di the distribution corresponding
to the family {Di

x : x ∈ M} for i = 1,m, we get for TM the orthogonal
decomposition

TM = D1 ⊕ . . .⊕Dm .

We notice that each distribution Di is invariant under f . Moreover, for
ǫ = −1, if λi 6= 0, the corresponding distribution Di is of even dimension.
For every i = 1,m, denoting by αi ∈ [0, 1] the nonnegative value for which
λi = ǫα2

i , we get, for X ∈ Di\{0},
|fX |2 = ǫλig(X,X) = α2

i |X |2 = α2
i |ϕX |2
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and |fX | = αi|X | = αi|ϕX |; hence, αi = cos ζi, where ζi is the angle between
ϕX and TM , the same for any nonzero X ∈ Di .

It follows that the Di’s, i = 1,m, are the slant components of the
distribution, with different corresponding slant angles ζi, excepting the one
of them that corresponds to αi = 1 and is invariant with respect to ϕ if it
exists. Thus, M is a k-slant submanifold of M , where k is m or m− 1.

We conclude:

Proposition 4.39. Any skew CR submanifold of an almost Hermitian or
almost product Riemannian manifold is a k-slant submanifold.

Proposition 4.40. Any k-slant submanifold of an almost Hermitian or al-
most product Riemannian manifold which is not an anti-invariant or a CR
submanifold is a skew CR submanifold.

We shall now provide an example of k-slant submanifold and k-slant
distribution in an almost Hermitian and in an almost product Riemannian
manifold.

Example 3. Let M = R4k+2 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+2), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+2 = ∂

∂x4k+2
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. For ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, let us define a
(1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

ϕe4j−1 =
j − 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j +
j + 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j+2,

ϕe4j = ǫ
j − 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j−1 −
j + 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j+1,

ϕe4j+1 = −ǫ j + 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j + ǫ
j − 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j+2,

ϕe4j+2 = ǫ
j + 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j−1 +
j − 1√
2(j2 + 1)

e4j+1

for j ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Then, with the Riemannian metric g given by g(ei, ej) = δij
for i, j = 1, 4k + 2, (M,ϕ, g) is an almost Hermitian manifold for ǫ = −1 and
an almost product Riemannian manifold for ǫ = 1.

We define the submanifold M of M by

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+2) ∈ R4k+2 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k},
and consider the distributions:

D0 = 〈e1, e2〉, Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k .

Then, M is a k-slant submanifold of M for which the corresponding
k-slant distribution is TM = ⊕k

i=0Di, with D0 the invariant component and
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Dj , j = 1, k, slant distributions having the slant angles

θj = arccos

(
j − 1√
2(j2 + 1)

)
, j = 1, k .

⊕k
i=1Di is the proper k-slant distribution associated to M .

We consider the distributions Li := 〈e4i+1, e4i+2〉 in (TM)⊥, i = 1, k ,
and notice that ⊕k

i=1Li is the dual k-slant distribution of ⊕k
i=1Di. We have

Di = f(Li), i = 1, k; hence, the dual k-slant distribution of ⊕k
i=1Li is ⊕k

i=1Di.

5. k-pointwise slant distributions.

General considerations

Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, and let ϕ be a (1, 1)-tensor field on the Riemannian manifold
(M, g) such that

g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM.

Throughout this section, we will consider M to be M or an immersed
submanifold of M if not specified otherwise.

Definition 5.1. (originating from [9] and [8]) A non-null distribution D on
M is called a pointwise slant distribution on M (or in TM) if there exists a
continuous function θ :M → (0, π2 ] such that, for any x ∈M and v ∈ Dx\{0},
we have ϕv 6= 0, and the angle between ϕv and the vector spaceDx is equal to
θ(x) (and, consequently, does not depend on v but only on x). The function
θ is called the slant function of D, and we will also call the distribution a
θ-pointwise slant distribution.

Remark 5.2. The continuity of the slant function is implicit in view of the
smoothness of the distribution (see also [12]).

Remark 5.3. If D is a θ-pointwise slant distribution on M , then, for any
vector field X ∈ D\{0} and x ∈ M for which Xx 6= 0, the angle between
ϕXx and the vector space Dx is θ(x).

The results of this section are valid in any of the settings considered
throughout the paper: almost contact metric, almost paracontact metric, al-
most Hermitian or almost product Riemannian setting.

With a similar argument as in the proof of Proposition 2.9, we obtain

Proposition 5.4. Let D1, D2 be two orthogonal pointwise slant distributions
on M having the same slant function θ. Denoting, for any Z ∈ TM , by fZ
the component of ϕZ in D1 ⊕D2, assume that:

i) the orthogonality of vector fields from D1 ⊕D2 is invariant under ϕ;
ii) f(Di) ⊆ Di, i = 1, 2.

Then, the two pointwise slant distributions, D1, D2, can be joined into a
single pointwise slant distribution with slant function θ.



34 Dan Radu Laţcu

Corollary 5.5. Let L1, L2,. . . , Lm be mutually orthogonal distributions on
M which are invariant or pointwise slant distributions (at least one) and

are invariant with respect to f̃ (the component of ϕ in ⊕m
i=1Li) such that

the orthogonality of vector fields from ⊕m
i=1Li is invariant under ϕ. Then,

the direct sum ⊕m
i=1Li can be represented as an orthogonal sum of pointwise

slant distributions with distinct slant functions and at most one invariant
distribution.

For any distribution D on M and any Z ∈ TM , let fZ and wZ be the
components of ϕZM in D and in D⊥, respectively.

Related to the slant function θ of a general pointwise slant distribution
(i.e., the slant function can take any value from 0 to π

2 ) on a Riemannian
manifold, for ϕ a symmetric or skew-symmetric structural endomorphism on
the manifold which acts isometrically on that distribution, we established in
[12] the following results, which will prove useful later.

Theorem 5.6. [12] Let D be a distribution on M which is a general pointwise
θ-slant distribution relative to TM such that ϕ|D is an isometry.

Then, for any x ∈ M , (f2|D)x has only one eigenvalue λ(x), and Dx

is entirely composed of eigenvectors of λ(x). The eigenvalue function λ is in

C∞(M), and λ(x) = ǫ(cos θ(x))2, respectively cos θ(x) =
√
ǫλ(x), for any

x ∈M . In particular:

(a) f2X = λX for any vector field X ∈ D;
(b) the slant function θ is continuous, and cos2 θ ∈ C∞(M);
(c) cos θ ∈ C∞(M) if θ(x) 6= π

2 for any x ∈M ;
(d) θ ∈ C∞(M) if θ(x) ∈ (0, π2 ) for any x ∈M .

Corollary 5.7. [12] Let D be a distribution onM which is a slant distribution
relative to TM with slant angle θ such that ϕ|D is an isometry. Then, for any
x ∈ M , (f2|D)x has only one eigenvalue λ = ǫ cos2 θ, which is independent

of x. In particular, cos θ =
√
ǫλ, and f2X = λX for any X ∈ D.

We will now introduce the k-pointwise slant distribution for k ∈ N∗.

Definition 5.8. Let k ∈ N∗ and D be a non-null distribution on M . We will
call D a k-pointwise slant distribution if there exists an orthogonal decom-
position of D into regular distributions,

D = ⊕k
i=0Di

with the Di’s non-null distributions for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and
there exist k distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such
that:

(i) Di is a θi-pointwise slant distribution for i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX,D) = 0 =: θ0 for X ∈ D0 with
ϕX 6= 0, and f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k.

We will say that D is a multi-pointwise slant distribution if k ≥ 2.
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We will call D a (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-pointwise slant distribution if we want
to specify the slant functions.

D0 represents the invariant component and ⊕k
i=1Di the proper k-point-

wise slant component of D.
We will call the distribution D = ⊕k

i=0Di a proper k-pointwise slant
distribution if D0 = {0}.
Remark 5.9. In view of (iii), we notice that (i) is equivalent to

(i’) ϕv 6= 0, and ̂(ϕv,Dx) = θi(x) for any x ∈ M and v ∈ (Di)x\{0},
i = 1, k.

Remark 5.10. The continuity of the slant functions is implicit in view of the
smoothness of the distributions.

With a similar argument as for Proposition 2.14, we get

Proposition 5.11. Let k ∈ N∗ and D be a non-null distribution on M

decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote
the projection operator onto Di for i = 1, k. If ϕ restricted to ⊕k

i=1Di is an

isometry, and f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, and there exist k distinct continuous
functions θi :M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di,

then D is a k-pointwise slant distribution with slant functions θi correspond-
ing to Di, i = 1, k.

Let k ∈ N∗ and D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a k-pointwise slant distribution on M

with D0 the invariant component. With similar arguments as for Remarks
2.15, 2.16, we immediately obtain

Remark 5.12. Condition (iii) from Definition 5.8 of a k-pointwise slant dis-
tribution can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
Remark 5.13. If the orthogonality of vector fields from the proper k-pointwise
slant distribution ⊕k

i=1Di is invariant under ϕ, then:

ϕ(D1), . . . , ϕ(Dk) are orthogonal;

w(Di) ⊥ w(Dj) for i 6= j;

w(⊕k
i=1Di) = ⊕k

i=1w(Di).

Let M be an immersed submanifold of M .

Definition 5.14. We will call M a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M if
TM is a k-pointwise slant distribution.

We will call M a multi-pointwise slant submanifold if k ≥ 2, or a
(θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-pointwise slant submanifold if we want to specify the slant
functions θi.



36 Dan Radu Laţcu

If TM = ⊕k
i=0Di, where D0 denotes the invariant component, we will

call ⊕k
i=1Di the proper k-pointwise slant distribution associated to M .

We will callM a proper k-pointwise slant submanifold if TM is a proper
k-pointwise slant distribution.

An equivalent formulation of the above definition is

Definition 5.15. We say that M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M if
there exists an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di =: D

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist k distinct

continuous functions θi :M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:
(i) For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, x ∈ M , and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, we have ϕv 6= 0

and ̂(ϕv, (Di)x) = θi(x);
(ii) ϕv ∈ (D0)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (D0)x;
(iii) fv ∈ (Di)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (Di)x, i = 1, k.

Remark 5.16. In view of (iii), we notice that (i) can be replaced by
(i’) For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, x ∈ M , and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, we have ϕv 6= 0

and ̂(ϕv, TxM) = θi(x).

Remark 5.17. In view of Remark 5.12, condition (iii) from above can be
replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.

Remark 5.18. In particular, if M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M
and D is a distribution on M such that TM = D ⊕ D′

0, where D
′
0 is an

invariant (possible null) regular distribution, then D is a k-pointwise slant
distribution.

Rewriting Proposition 5.11 for submanifolds, we obtain

Proposition 5.19. Let k ∈ N∗ and M be an immersed submanifold of M
such that TM is decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions,
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di with D0 invariant (possible null) and Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k.

Let pri denote the projection operator from TM onto Di for i = 1, k. If ϕ
restricted to ⊕k

i=1Di is an isometry, and f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, and there

exist k distinct continuous functions θi :M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di ,

then M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M with slant functions θi cor-
responding to Di, i = 1, k.

Let us consider again M to be M or an immersed submanifold of M .

Revisiting Theorem 5.6, for k-pointwise slant distributions, we get
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Theorem 5.20. Let D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a distribution on M such that D is a

k-pointwise slant distribution relative to TM with D0 the invariant (possible

null) component and slant functions θi corresponding to Di, i = 1, k, and
with the property that ϕ restricted to ⊕k

i=1Di is an isometry.

Then, for i = 1, k and x ∈M , (f2|Di
)x has only one eigenvalue, λi(x),

and (Di)x is entirely composed of eigenvectors of λi(x); the eigenvalue func-

tion λi is in C∞(M), and λi(x) = ǫ(cos θi(x))
2, so cos θi(x) =

√
ǫλi(x). In

particular, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} :

(a) f2Xi = λiXi for any vector field Xi ∈ Di;
(b) the slant function θi is continuous, and cos2 θi ∈ C∞(M);
(c) θi ∈ C∞(M) if θi(x) ∈ (0, π2 ) for any x ∈M .

Corollary 5.21. Let D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a distribution on M which is a k-slant

distribution relative to TM with D0 the invariant (possible null) component
and with slant angles θi corresponding to Di, i = 1, k, such that ϕ|⊕k

i=1
Di

is

an isometry. Then, for i = 1, k and x ∈M , (f2|Di
)x has only one eigenvalue,

λi = ǫ cos2 θi, this being independent of x. In particular, cos θi =
√
ǫλi , and

f2Xi = λiXi for any Xi ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

6. k-pointwise slant distributions in almost contact

metric and almost paracontact metric settings

For a fixed ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, let (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) be an almost (ǫ)-contact metric
manifold. In view of (3.1), we notice that ϕ restricted to 〈ξ〉⊥ is an isometry
and hence preserves on 〈ξ〉⊥ the orthogonality of vector fields.

Throughout this section, we consider that any submanifold M of M we
deal with satisfies ξ ∈ TM .

In the sequel, until the end of the section, we will consider M to be M
or an immersed submanifold of M if not specified otherwise.

Let k ∈ N∗ and D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a k-pointwise slant distribution on M

with D0 the invariant component such that ξ ⊥ D, and let G = (D⊕〈ξ〉)⊥ be
the orthogonal complement of D⊕〈ξ〉 in TM . Let θ0 = 0 and let θ1, θ2, . . . , θk
denote the slant functions of D. For any Z ∈ TM , the components fZ and
wZ of ϕZM in D and in D⊥ coincide with the components of ϕZM in D⊕〈ξ〉
and in G, respectively. We will denote by pri the projection operator onto Di

for i = 0, k.

Remark 6.1. With the same arguments as in section 3, we obtain:

(i) ϕ(D0) = D0, w(D0) = {0}, f(D0) = D0;

(ii) ker ηM = D ⊕G, ϕ(D ⊕G) = D ⊕G;

(iii) ϕ2(Di) = Di for i = 1, k, ϕ2(G) = G;

(iv) f(ϕX) = ǫX, w(ϕX) = 0 for any X ∈ D;

(v) f(ϕU) = 0, w(ϕU) = ǫU for any U ∈ G.
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For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and Xi ∈ Di\{0}, from Definition 5.8 (i), we
have ϕXi 6= 0 and

‖(fXi)x‖ = cos θi(x) · ‖(ϕXi)x‖ for any x ∈M ;

hence, we get:

Proposition 6.2.

(i) |fXi| = cos θi · |ϕXi| for any Xi ∈ Di \ {0}, i = 1, k;

(ii) f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.

Corollary 6.3.

f((Di)x) = (Di)x if i and x satisfy θi(x) 6=
π

2
.

Taking into account Remark 3.3 and Propositions 5.11, 6.2, we obtain

Theorem 6.4. Let D be a non-null distribution onM such that D ⊥ ξ and D

is decomposable into an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote

the projection operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D

(i.e., f = prD ◦ϕ), and θ0 = 0. If f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(a) There exist k distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k,
such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a k-pointwise slant distribution with slant functions θi correspond-
ing to Di, i = 1, k.

Remark 6.5. Theorem 6.4 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for
a submanifold M of M to be a k-pointwise slant submanifold, considering
D = ⊕k

i=0Di if TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉.

Remark 6.6. A great part of the results obtained for k-slant distributions in
the almost (ǫ)-contact metric case are also valid for k-pointwise slant distri-
butions, with similar justifications, for another part of them being necessary
some minor modifications. More precisely, Lemma 3.38, Propositions 3.20,
3.22, 3.28, 3.29, 3.39, 3.31, Theorems 3.18, 3.41, and Corollaries 3.19, 3.30,
3.42–3.44 remain further valid for k-pointwise slant distributions as they were
stated.

The other statements become, after adequate modifications, as follows.

Corollary 6.7.

fwX = ǫ

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D.
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Remark 6.8. If j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and x ∈ M such that θj(x) = π
2 , then, for

any Xj ∈ Dj, we have fw(Xj)x = ǫ(Xj)x and wfw(Xj)x = ǫw(Xj)x,
which implies wf(Uj)x = ǫ(Uj)x for any Uj ∈ w(Dj). We conclude that
fx|w((Dj)x) : w((Dj)x) → (Dj)x and wx|(Dj)x : (Dj)x → w((Dj)x) are anti-
inverse to each other for ǫ = −1 but inverse for ǫ = 1.

Proposition 6.9. For any X ∈ D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 and U ∈ G, we get:

f2X + fwX = ǫ(X − η(X)ξ),

wfX + w2X = 0,

f2U + fwU = 0,

wfU + w2U = ǫU.

Corollary 6.10. For any U0, V0 ∈ H, we have:

w2U0 = ǫU0 ,

g(wU0, wV0) = g(U0, V0),

|wU0| = |U0|.
Proposition 6.11.

w2((Di)x) =

{
w((Di)x) for θi(x) 6= π

2 ,

{0} for θi(x) =
π
2 .

Proposition 6.12. For any U ∈ w(D), U =
∑k

i=1 Ui with Ui ∈ w(Di), we
have:

wfU = ǫ

k∑

i=1

sin2 θi · Ui ,

w2U = ǫ

k∑

i=1

cos2 θi · Ui .

Proposition 6.13. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and x ∈ M with θi(x) 6= π
2 , and

any Xi, Yi ∈ Di\{0}, Ui, Vi ∈ w(Di)\{0}, X0, Y0 ∈ D0\{0}, U0, V0 ∈ H\{0},
X,Y ∈ (D⊕G)\{0} such that M

X̂i,Yi
, M

X̂0,Y0
, M

Ûi,Vi
, M

Û0,V0
, M̂

X,Y
are

nonempty, we have:

(i) cos( ̂fX0, fY0) = cos( ̂ϕX0, ϕY0) = cos(X̂0, Y0);

(ii) cos( ̂f(Xi)x, f(Yi)x) = cos( ̂ϕ(Xi)x, ϕ(Yi)x) = cos( ̂(Xi)x, (Yi)x);
(iii) g(wUi, wVi) = cos2 θi · g(Ui, Vi);

(iv) cos( ̂wU0, wV0) = cos(Û0, V0) = cos( ̂ϕU0, ϕV0);

(v) cos( ̂w(Ui)x, w(Vi)x) = cos( ̂(Ui)x, (Vi)x) = cos( ̂ϕ(Ui)x, ϕ(Vi)x);

(vi) cos( ̂ϕX,ϕY ) = cos(X̂, Y ).

Theorem 6.14. The distribution G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di) ⊕ H is a k-pointwise

slant distribution with H the invariant component and ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the proper

k-pointwise slant component, the pointwise slant distribution w(Di) having
the same slant function θi as Di for i = 1, k.
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Definition 6.15. We will call ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the dual k-pointwise slant distri-

bution of ⊕k
i=1Di.

Remark 6.16. In the same way we defined the dual of the proper k-pointwise
slant component ⊕k

i=1Di of the distribution D by means of w, we can con-
struct the dual of the proper k-pointwise slant component ⊕k

i=1w(Di) of the
distribution G by means of f . This will be f(⊕k

i=1w(Di)) = ⊕k
i=1fw(Di).

Corollary 6.17. The dual of the proper k-pointwise slant distribution
⊕k

i=1w(Di), which is ⊕k
i=1f(w(Di)), is precisely the k-pointwise slant dis-

tribution ⊕k
i=1Di.

Denoting w(Di) by Gi for i = 1, k, we obtain:

Proposition 6.18.

w(f(Gi)) = Gi for i = 1, k ;

f2((Gi)x) =

{
(Di)x if θi(x) 6= π

2 ,

{0} if θi(x) =
π
2 .

Theorem 6.19. fx and wx restricted to (Di)x or w((Di)x) for i = 1, k
and x ∈M (excepting fx|(Dj)x and wx|w((Dj)x) with θj(x) =

π
2 , in which case

fx|(Dj)x and wx|w((Dj)x) are vanishing), f |D0
, w|H , and ϕ|D⊕G are conformal

maps.

Let M be an immersed submanifold of M such that ξ ∈ TM and let
k ∈ N∗. Since 〈ξ〉 can be considered as a part of an invariant component of
TM , the straightforward definition of a k-pointwise slant submanifold in this
setting will be as follows.

Definition 6.20. We say that M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of the
almost (ǫ)-contact metric manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) if there exists an orthogonal
decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉 =: D ⊕ 〈ξ〉

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist k distinct
continuous functions θi :M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) ̂(ϕXx, (Di)x) = θi(x) for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k, and x ∈ M with
Xx 6= 0;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX, TM) = 0 for X ∈ D0\{0}, and
f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k.

In this case, ⊕k
i=1Di will be the proper k-pointwise slant distribution

associated to M .

Remark 6.21. In view of (iii) and Remark 5.12, we have:
(a) Condition (i) can be replaced by

(i’) ̂(ϕXx, TxM) = θi(x) for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k, and x ∈ M with
Xx 6= 0;
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(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by
(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.

The above definition can be reformulated as follows.

Definition 6.22. We say that M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M
if, in the orthogonal decomposition TM = D ⊕ 〈ξ〉, D is a k-pointwise slant
distribution.

Remark 6.23. All the results of this section can be transferred to any k-point-
wise slant submanifoldM of (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), considering, for TM = ⊕k

i=0Di⊕〈ξ〉,
the k-pointwise slant distribution D = ⊕k

i=0Di. Thus, all the results remain
valid in the k-pointwise slant submanifold framework.

Remark 6.24. We describe below, in sense of Ronsse [18], the notion of generic
submanifold of an almost (ǫ)-contact metric manifold, relating it to the con-
cept of k-pointwise slant submanifold.

Let M be an immersed submanifold of an almost (ǫ)-contact metric
manifold (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g), and, for Z ∈ TM , let fZ be the tangential component
of ϕZ.

In view of Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and Remark 2.3, f is skew-symmetric for
ǫ = −1 and symmetric for ǫ = 1, so f2 is symmetric. Denoting by λi(x),

i = 1,m(x), the distinct eigenvalues of f2
x acting on the tangent space TxM

for x ∈M , these eigenvalues are all real. In view of (3.2) and ϕξ = 0, we have

|fX | ≤ |ϕX | ≤ |X | for anyX ∈ TM , so |λi(x)| ≤ 1 for all x ∈M, i = 1,m(x).
Denoting, for any x ∈ M , by D

i
x the eigenspace corresponding to λi(x),

i = 1,m(x), each tangent space TxM of M at x ∈ M admits the following
orthogonal decomposition into the eigenspaces of f2

x :

TxM = D
1
x ⊕ . . .⊕D

m(x)
x .

Moreover, each eigenspace D
i
x is invariant under fx.

Now, let us consider that M is a generic submanifold of M in sense of
Ronsse, that is:

1. m(x) does not depend on x ∈M (we will denote m(x) = m);
2. the dimension of Di

x, i = 1,m, is independent of x ∈M ;
3. if one of the λi(x) is 0 or 1, say λi0(x0), then λi0(x) has the same value

for all x ∈M .

In this situation, for any tangent space TxM (x ∈ M), there is the
same number m of distinct eigenvalues of f2

x , denoted by λ1(x), . . . , λm(x).
In view of the smoothness of the vector fields, the functions λ1, . . . , λm
are continuous on M . Denoting by Di the distribution corresponding to the
family {Di

x : x ∈M} for i = 1,m, we notice that TM admits the orthogonal
decomposition

TM = D1 ⊕ . . .⊕Dm .

We notice that each distribution Di is invariant under f .
Since fξ = ϕξ = 0, one of the Di’s contains 〈ξ〉 and corresponds to the

zero eigenvalue of f2; let Dm be that distribution. Let us decompose Dm into
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〈ξ〉 and its orthogonal in Dm, denoted by D
′
m, Dm = 〈ξ〉 ⊕ D

′
m. We notice

that D′
m, if non-null, is a slant distribution with slant angle π

2 .
For any x ∈ M and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m − 1}, let αi(x) ∈ (0, 1] denote the

positive value for which λi(x) = ǫα2
i (x). Then, for any X ∈ Di\{0} and

x ∈M such that Xx 6= 0, we get

‖fxXx‖2 = ǫλi(x)gx(Xx, Xx) = α2
i (x)‖Xx‖2 = α2

i (x)‖ϕxXx‖2

and ‖fxXx‖ = αi(x)‖Xx‖ = αi(x)‖ϕxXx‖; hence, αi(x) = cos ζi(x), where
ζi(x) is the angle between ϕXx and TxM .

The distributionsDi, i = 1,m− 1, are pointwise slant distributions with
distinct slant functions ζi except at most one of them, which is invariant with
respect to ϕ and corresponds to αi = 1 if such one exists.

It follows that, since ⊕m−1
i=1 Di ⊕ D

′
m does not reduce to an invariant

distribution with respect to ϕ, M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M ,
where k is one of the values: m, m− 1, m− 2.

We deduce:

Proposition 6.25. Any generic submanifold of an almost contact metric or
almost paracontact metric manifold is a k-pointwise slant submanifold.

We will show through an example that a k-pointwise slant submanifold
is not necessarily a generic one.

Example 4. Let M = R4k+3 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+3), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+3 = ∂

∂x4k+3
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, γ ≥ 0, δ > 0,

and Eγ,δ(j, x) =
√
‖x‖4 + 2γ‖x‖2 + j2δ2 + γ2 for any j ∈ N∗ and x ∈M .

Let us define a vector field ξ, a 1-form η, and a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ξ = e4k+3, η = dx4k+3,

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

(ϕe4j−1)x =
‖x‖2 + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j)x + ǫ

jδ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x + ǫ

jδ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

(ϕe4j+1)x =
jδ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j)x − ǫ

‖x‖2 + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j+2)x =
jδ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x − ‖x‖2 + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

ϕe4k+3 = 0

for j = 1, k and x ∈ M . Let the Riemannian metric g be given by
g(ei, ej) = δij , i, j = 1, 4k + 3. Then, (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g) is an almost (ǫ)-contact
metric manifold. It’s to be noticed that, for ǫ = −1, it is an almost contact
metric manifold, and, for ǫ = 1, it is an almost paracontact metric manifold.
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We define the following submanifold of M :

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+3) ∈ R4k+3 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k}.
Considering D0 = 〈e1, e2〉 and Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k, we notice

that, for γ > 0, M is a nontrivial generic submanifold and a k-pointwise
slant submanifold of M , with TM = ⊕k

i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉, while, for γ = 0, it
is a k-pointwise slant submanifold but not a generic one. The corresponding
k-pointwise slant distribution is⊕k

i=0Di, whereD0 is the invariant component

and the Dj ’s, j = 1, k, are pointwise slant distributions with corresponding
slant functions

θj(x) = arccos

( ‖x‖2 + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)

)
, x ∈M for j = 1, k .

Thus, ⊕k
i=1Di is the proper k-pointwise slant distribution associated to M .

Let us consider the distributions Gj := 〈e4j+1, e4j+2〉, j = 1, k, in
(TM)⊥. Then, ⊕k

j=1Gj is the dual k-pointwise slant distribution of ⊕k
j=1Dj .

We have f(Gj) = Dj for j = 1, k, and ⊕k
j=1Dj is the dual k-pointwise slant

distribution of ⊕k
j=1Gj .

7. k-pointwise slant distributions in almost Hermitian

and almost product Riemannian settings

Throughout this section, we will provide, as for k-slant distributions in the al-
most Hermitian and almost product Riemannian settings, a unitary approach
for k-pointwise slant distributions in these settings.

Let M be a smooth manifold equipped with a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ and
a Riemannian metric g satisfying, for a fixed ǫ ∈ {−1, 1},

ϕ2 = ǫI and g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM.

In the sequel, letM beM or an immersed submanifold of (M,ϕ, g). Let
k ∈ N∗, D = ⊕k

i=0Di be a k-pointwise slant distribution on M with D0 the

invariant component, and G be the orthogonal complement of D in TM . Let
θ0 = 0 and θi denote the slant function of Di for i = 1, k.

Remark 7.1. We notice that, with only a few exceptions (Remarks 6.1 (ii),
6.5, Theorem 6.4, and Proposition 6.9), all the other results obtained for
k-pointwise slant distributions in the almost contact metric and almost para-
contact metric settings (Definition, Propositions, Theorems, Corollaries, Re-
marks from 6.1 to 6.19, together with Lemma 3.38, Propositions 3.20, 3.22,
3.28, 3.29, 3.39, 3.31, Theorems 3.18, 3.41, and Corollaries 3.19, 3.30, 3.42–
3.44) remain also valid in the almost Hermitian and almost product Rie-
mannian settings, with similar proofs, taking into account that in the present
settings D ⊕G = TM .

Instead of Remarks 6.1 (ii), 6.5, Theorem 6.4, and Proposition 6.9, we
have:
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Remark 7.2.
ϕ(D ⊕G) = D ⊕G.

Proposition 7.3. For any X ∈ D and U ∈ G, we have:

f2X + fwX = ǫX,

wfX + w2X = 0,

f2U + fwU = 0,

wfU + w2U = ǫU.

Taking into account Remark 4.2 and Propositions 5.11, 6.2, we obtain

Theorem 7.4. Let D be a non-null distribution on M decomposable into
an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k

i=0Di with Di 6= {0}
for i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Let pri denote the projection
operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D, and θ0 = 0. If
f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following assertions are equivalent:

(a) There exist k distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k,
such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a k-pointwise slant distribution with slant functions θi correspond-
ing to Di, i = 1, k.

Remark 7.5. Theorem 7.4 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for
a submanifold M of M to be a k-pointwise slant submanifold, considering
D = TM if TM = ⊕k

i=0Di.

LetM be an immersed submanifold ofM . We have the following equiv-
alent formulation of the definition of a k-pointwise slant submanifold.

Definition 7.6. We say that M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M if
there exists an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di =: D

with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist k distinct

continuous functions θi :M → (0, π2 ], i = 1, k, such that:

(i) ̂(ϕXx, (Di)x) = θi(x) for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k, and x ∈ M with
Xx 6= 0;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX, TM) = 0 for X ∈ D0\{0}, and
f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k.

Remark 7.7. In view of (iii) and Remark 5.12, we have:
(a) Condition (i) can be replaced by

(i’) ̂(ϕXx, TxM) = θi(x) for any X ∈ Di\{0}, i = 1, k, and x ∈ M with
Xx 6= 0;
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(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by
(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.

Remark 7.8. All the results from this section related to distributions can
be transferred to an arbitrary k-pointwise slant submanifold M of (M,ϕ, g)
by taking the k-pointwise slant distribution D = TM . Thus, these results
remain also valid in the k-pointwise slant submanifold framework.

Remark 7.9. We describe below, by a unitary approach, the notion of generic
submanifold, in sense of Ronsse [18], of an almost Hermitian or almost product
Riemannian manifold, relating it to the concept of k-pointwise slant subman-
ifold.

LetM be an immersed submanifold of (M,ϕ, g) with ϕ and g satisfying
(4.1), where ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, and let fZ be the tangential component of ϕZ for
any Z ∈ TM .

Since f2 is symmetric (see Lemmas 2.1, 2.2 and Remark 2.3) and f is the

composition of a projection and an isometry, denoting by λi(x), i = 1,m(x),
the distinct eigenvalues of f2

x acting on the tangent space TxM for x ∈ M ,
these eigenvalues are all contained in [−1, 0] for ǫ = −1 and in [0, 1] for ǫ = 1.

Let D
i
x denote the eigenspace of f2

x corresponding to λi(x), i = 1,m(x),
x ∈M .

Now, we will consider that M is a generic submanifold of M in sense
of Ronsse, that is, m(x) is independent of x (and it will be denoted by m),
and the dimension of Di

x is also independent of x for i = 1,m. Moreover,
if one of the λi(x) is 0 or 1, say λi0(x0), then λi0 (x) has the same value
for all x ∈ M . Taking into account the smoothness of the vector fields, the
functions λ1, . . . , λm are continuous on M . Denoting by Di the distribution
corresponding to the family {Di

x : x ∈ M} for i = 1,m, we obtain for TM
the orthogonal decomposition

TM = D1 ⊕ . . .⊕Dm .

We notice that each distribution Di is invariant under f . Moreover, for
ǫ = −1, if λi(x) 6= 0 for an i ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and a point x ∈M , then λi(x) 6= 0
for that i and all x ∈ M , and the corresponding distribution Di is of even
dimension. For any x ∈ M and i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, let αi(x) ∈ [0, 1] denote
the nonnegative value for which λi(x) = ǫα2

i (x). Then, for X ∈ Di\{0} and
x ∈M such that Xx 6= 0, we get

‖fxXx‖2 = ǫλi(x)gx(Xx, Xx) = α2
i (x)‖Xx‖2 = α2

i (x)‖ϕxXx‖2

and, hence, ‖fxXx‖ = αi(x)‖Xx‖ = αi(x)‖ϕxXx‖, so αi(x) = cos ζi(x),
where ζi(x) is the angle between ϕxXx and TxM , which is the same for any
nonzero X ∈ Di with Xx 6= 0.

We conclude that the Di’s, i = 1,m, are pointwise slant distributions
with different corresponding slant functions ζi excepting the one of them that
would correspond to αi = 1 and would be invariant with respect to ϕ (if it
exists). Thus, M is a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M , where k is m or
m− 1.
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We deduce:

Proposition 7.10. Any generic submanifold of an almost Hermitian or al-
most product Riemannian manifold is a k-pointwise slant submanifold.

We will show through an example that a k-pointwise slant submanifold
is not necessarily a generic one.

Example 5. Let M = R4k+2 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+2), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+2 = ∂

∂x4k+2
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, γ ≥ 1, and

Eγ(j, x) =
√
2‖x‖4 + 2(γ + j − 1)‖x‖2 + (γ2 − 2γ + j2 + 1) for any j ∈ N∗

and x ∈M . Let us define a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

(ϕe4j−1)x =
‖x‖2 + γ − 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j)x +

‖x‖2 + j

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + γ − 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x − ‖x‖2 + j

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

(ϕe4j+1)x = −ǫ‖x‖
2 + j

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j)x + ǫ

‖x‖2 + γ − 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j+2)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + j

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x +

‖x‖2 + γ − 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x

for j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and x ∈ M . Then, with the Riemannian metric g given
by g(ei, ej) = δij , i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 4k + 2}, (M,ϕ, g) is an almost Hermitian
manifold for ǫ = −1 and an almost product Riemannian manifold for ǫ = 1.

We define the submanifold M of M by

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+2) ∈ R4k+2 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k}.
We will consider the distributions:

D0 = 〈e1, e2〉, Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k .

Then, M is a generic submanifold and a k-pointwise slant submanifold
of M for γ > 1, and it is a k-pointwise slant submanifold but not a generic
submanifold of M for γ = 1. The corresponding k-pointwise slant distribu-
tion is TM = ⊕k

i=0Di, with D0 the invariant component and Dj , j = 1, k,
pointwise slant distributions having the slant functions

θj(x) = arccos

(‖x‖2 + γ − 1

Eγ(j, x)

)
, x ∈M, j = 1, k .

⊕k
i=1Di is the proper k-pointwise slant distribution associated to M .

We consider the distributions Li := 〈e4i+1, e4i+2〉 in (TM)⊥, i = 1, k,
and notice that ⊕k

i=1Li is the dual k-pointwise slant distribution of ⊕k
i=1Di.

We have Di = f(Li), i = 1, k; hence, the dual k-pointwise slant distribution
of ⊕k

i=1Li is ⊕k
i=1Di.
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8. k-slant distributions via k-pointwise slant

distributions

Motto: Repetitio est mater studiorum.

In the sequel, our aim is to find sufficient conditions for k-pointwise
slant distributions to be k-slant distributions, in various settings. In view
of Theorem 5.20, we notice that, for any pointwise slant component of a
k-pointwise slant distributionD, there is the same direct relation between the
associated slant function and the corresponding eigenvalue function of f2|D.
Related to this self-adjoint operator, Chen presents in [6] (Lemma 3.1), in
the almost Hermitian setting, a result linking the property of the eigenvalues
of f2|D to be constant to the condition for the tensor field to be parallel.
Investigating that type of correspondence and using the above considerations,
we will achieve our goal and also obtain some related results. In particular,
we will obtain sufficient conditions for a k-pointwise slant submanifold to
be a k-slant submanifold. Moreover, our study will lead to the introduction
of a special subclass of distributions, the pointwise k-slant distributions, for
which we will present corresponding results. Our statements will be valid in
the almost Hermitian, the almost product Riemannian, the almost contact
metric, and the almost paracontact metric setting.

LetM be a smooth manifold equipped with a Riemannian metric g and
a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ satisfying (2.1) for a fixed ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, i.e.,

g(ϕX, Y ) = ǫg(X,ϕY ) for any X,Y ∈ TM,

and
ϕ2 = ǫI or ϕ2 = ǫ(I − η ⊗ ξ), (8.1)

where ξ is a fixed unitary vector field on the Riemannian manifold (M, g)
and η denotes the dual 1-form of ξ. In this way, our approach will be unitary
for all of the above mentioned settings.

We will consider that any submanifold M of M we deal with satisfies
the condition ξ ∈ TM if the second formula in (8.1) is valid.

Throughout this section, M will be M or an immersed submanifold of
M if not specified otherwise. Let k ∈ N∗ and D = ⊕k

i=0Di be a k-pointwise
slant distribution on M , where D0 is the invariant component, with D ⊥ ξ

if we consider the setting given by the second formula in (8.1). Let θi denote
the slant function of Di for i = 1, k, and let θ0 = 0.

For any Z ∈ TM , we have denoted by fZ the component of ϕZM in
D. We notice that f2|D is symmetric with respect to g, and the Di’s are

regular distributions for i = 1, k. In view of Theorem 5.20, for each x ∈ M

and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, (Di)x is a linear space composed entirely of eigenvectors
of the only eigenvalue λi(x) of (f

2|Di
)x, and λi(x) is different from 1 or (−1).

Let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection on M .

Proposition 8.1. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
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2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X,Y ∈ Di0 ;
ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ Di0 .

Proof. 1)⇒2): In view of Theorem 5.20, we have f2Y = λi0Y for any Y ∈ Di0 .
Let X,Y ∈ Di0 . From (∇Xf

2)Y = 0, we get ∇X(f2Y ) = f2(∇XY ); hence,

X(λi0) · Y + λi0 · ∇XY = f2(∇XY ).

For Yi0 a unitary vector field in Di0 , ∇XYi0 and f2(∇XYi0) are orthogonal
to Yi0 ; hence, taking Y = Yi0 above, X(λi0 ) = 0.
It follows that f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
2)⇒1): Let X,Y ∈ Di0 . Because f

2Y = λi0 · Y and f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY ,
we have

(∇Xf
2)Y = ∇X(λi0 · Y )− λi0 · (∇XY ) = X(λi0) · Y = 0. �

Remark 8.2. The condition f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for X,Y ∈ Di0 doesn’t
mean that ∇XY ∈ Di0 , even if localized in a point x ∈M , because the linear
space (Di0)x is not, in general, the entire eigenspace in Dx of the eigenvalue
λi0(x). For this, it would be necessary that λi0 (x) 6= λi(x) for all i 6= i0. We
will solve this problem, of the eigenspace, a little later.

Corollary 8.3. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k. Then, the
following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

Remark 8.4. The equivalence in the above Corollary is, in particular, valid for
D completely integrable with respect to ∇ (i.e., ∇XY ∈ D for anyX,Y ∈ D)
or for all of the Di’s (i = 1, k) completely integrable with respect to ∇.

With the same type of justifications, we get the following results.

Proposition 8.5. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ TM and
Y ∈ Di0 . Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 ;

ii) the restriction of Di0 to any connected component of M is a slant dis-
tribution (λi0 is constant on any connected component of M). In particular,
if M is a connected manifold, Di0 is a slant distribution.

Theorem 8.6. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di. Then,

the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) the restriction of D to any connected component of M is a k′-slant

distribution, where k′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} depends on the values of the λi’s on the
considered connected component (λi is constant on any connected component
of M , i = 1, k).
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Theorem 8.7. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di. If M is

a connected manifold, then the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) D is a k-slant distribution (λ1, λ2, . . . , λk are constant and different on

M).

Proposition 8.8. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ D and
Y ∈ Di0 . Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di0 ;

ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ D.

Corollary 8.9. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di. Then, the

following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ D, i = 1, k.

Theorem 8.10. Let D be completely integrable with respect to ∇. If M ′ is
a connected submanifold of M such that TM ′ = D, then the following two
assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) There is k′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that M ′ is a k′-slant submanifold of M .

Proof. Applying Corollary 8.9 to the present setting, condition 2) ii),
X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ TM ′, i = 1, k, is equivalent to the fact that the
functions λi are constant (but not necessarily different) on M ′ for i = 1, k,
and these constants represent the eigenvalues different from 1 or (−1) of
(f2|D)x for x ∈M ′. Finally, we apply Theorem 5.20 and Proposition 2.9. �

Let M be a k-pointwise slant submanifold of M , ∇ be the Levi-Civita
connection induced by ∇ on M , and D be given by D := ⊕k

i=0Di for
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di in the setting given by the first formula in (8.1) or for
TM = ⊕k

i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉 in the case of the second formula in (8.1), where D0

denotes the invariant component of D. Observe that the Di’s, i = 1, k, are
regular distributions on M whose localizations in each point x ∈ M are lin-
ear spaces consisting of eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues λi(x),
i = 1, k, different from 1 or (−1) of (f2|D)x, respectively.

Remark 8.11. Taking into account that f(Di) ⊆ Di for all i = 1, k, we notice
that f2|TM is symmetric relative to g. It implies that, even if the condition
”∇XY ∈ D for any X,Y ∈ D” would not be satisfied (in the almost (ǫ)-con-
tact metric setting, when TM = D⊕〈ξ〉), the proof of Proposition 8.1 remains
fully valid if, in it, ∇ is everywhere replaced with ∇. Thus, relative to ∇, we
get the following results.
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Proposition 8.12. For i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the following two assertions are
equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X,Y ∈ Di0 ;

ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ Di0 .

Corollary 8.13. The following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k.
2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;

ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

Proposition 8.14. For i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the following two assertions are
equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi0 · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 ;

ii) the restriction of Di0 to any connected component of M is a slant
distribution (λi0 is constant on any connected component of M).

Theorem 8.15. The following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) any open connected component of M is a k′-slant submanifold of M ,

where k′ ∈ {1, . . . , k} depends on the values of the λi’s on the considered
connected component (λi is constant on any connected component of M for
i = 1, k).

Theorem 8.16. If M is a connected submanifold of M , then the following
two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) f2(∇XY ) = λi · ∇XY for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) M is a k-slant submanifold of M (λ1, λ2, . . . , λk are constant and dif-

ferent on M).

Let us consider again M to be M or an immersed submanifold of M .
To solve the problem of the eigenspace, mentioned in Remark 8.2, we

will impose to the considered k-pointwise slant distribution D the least re-
strictive requirement, which is a necessary condition for (Di)x to be the
entire eigenspace in Dx corresponding to the eigenvalue λi(x) for i = 1, k
and x ∈ M , namely: λi(x) 6= λj(x) for any i 6= j and x ∈M . It means that,
additionally to the orthogonal decomposition of D into regular distributions,
for any point x, we will have an orthogonal decomposition of Dx into k slant
subspaces with different slant angles and eventually an invariant subspace.
To achieve this, we need a stronger concept than that of k-pointwise slant
distribution. It naturally leads us to the following definition.

Definition 8.17. A non-null distribution D on M will be called a pointwise
k-slant distribution if there exists an orthogonal decomposition of D into
regular distributions,

D = ⊕k
i=0Di
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with Di 6= {0} for i = 1, k and D0 possible null, and there exist k point-
wise distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ] (i.e., continuous and

θi(x) 6= θj(x) for any i 6= j and any point x ∈M), i = 1, k, such that:

(i) Di is a pointwise θi-slant distribution for i = 1, k;

(ii) ϕX ∈ D0 for any X ∈ D0 (i.e., ̂(ϕX,D) = 0 =: θ0 for X ∈ D0 with
ϕX 6= 0, and f(D0) ⊆ D0);

(iii) f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k.

We will also call D a pointwise (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-slant distribution.
D0 represents the invariant component and ⊕k

i=1Di the proper pointwise
k-slant component of D.

We will call the distribution D = ⊕k
i=0Di a proper pointwise k-slant

distribution if D0 = {0}.
Remark 8.18.
(a) Condition (i) is equivalent to

(i’) ϕv 6= 0, and ̂(ϕv,Dx) = θi(x) for any x ∈ M and v ∈ (Di)x\{0},
i = 1, k.
(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
Remark 8.19. For particular values of k and of the slant functions, we get
the following types of pointwise k-slant distributions.

For k = 1 and D0 = {0}, D is a pointwise slant distribution. For k = 1,
D0 6= {0}, and θ1 different from the constant function π

2 , D is a pointwise
semi-slant distribution. For k = 2 and D0 = {0},D is a pointwise bi-slant dis-
tribution; it is a pointwise hemi-slant distribution if one of the slant functions
is constant on M , equal to π

2 .

Corresponding to the latter concept of distribution, we have the concept
of pointwise k-slant submanifold.

Definition 8.20. For M an immersed submanifold of M and k ∈ N∗, we
will callM a pointwise k-slant submanifold ofM if TM is a pointwise k-slant
distribution, ⊕k

i=0Di (where D0 denotes the invariant component), relative

to TM .
⊕k

i=1Di will be called the proper pointwise k-slant distribution associated
to M .

We will call M a pointwise (θ1, θ2, . . . , θk)-slant submanifold if we want
to specify the slant functions θi.

A pointwise k-slant submanifold M will be called proper if TM is a
proper pointwise k-slant distribution.

As examples of pointwise k-slant submanifolds, and, implicit, of point-
wise k-slant distributions, we have:

Example 6. Replacing everywhere in Example 4 the term ”generic” with
”pointwise k-slant”, we obtain a pointwise k-slant submanifold which is also
a k-pointwise slant submanifold for γ > 0, but we obtain a k-pointwise slant
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submanifold which is not pointwise k-slant for γ = 0 in the almost contact
metric and almost paracontact metric settings.

Example 7. Replacing everywhere in Example 5 the term ”generic” with
”pointwise k-slant”, we obtain a pointwise k-slant submanifold which is also
a k-pointwise slant submanifold for γ > 1, but we obtain a k-pointwise slant
submanifold which is not pointwise k-slant for γ = 1 in the almost Hermitian
and almost product Riemannian settings.

Proposition 8.21. Any pointwise k-slant distribution is a k-pointwise slant
distribution, but the converse is not true, in any of the considered settings.

Proof. The first statement follows directly from the definition. The last state-
ment is illustrated in Example 6 for γ = 0, in the almost contact metric and
almost paracontact metric settings, and in Example 7 for γ = 1, in the almost
Hermitian and almost product Riemannian settings. Thus, the statement that
a k-pointwise slant distribution is not always a pointwise k-slant distribution
is proven. �

Remark 8.22. All the results valid for k-pointwise slant distributions are also
valid for pointwise k-slant distributions. Taking into account that a point-
wise k-slant distribution is a k-pointwise slant distribution for which the slant
functions of the pointwise slant components are pointwise distinct, we con-
clude that, in such situations, the statements relating to k-pointwise slant
distributions can be rewritten and are valid for pointwise k-slant distribu-
tions. In particular, the image of a proper pointwise k-slant distribution in
its orthogonal complement through w is a proper pointwise k-slant distribu-
tion.

Theorem 8.23. If D = ⊕k
i=0Di is a pointwise k-slant distribution on M ,

with D0 the invariant component, ξ ⊥ D (if ξ exists), and G is the orthogonal
complement in TM of D or of D ⊕ 〈ξ〉 (if ξ exists), then

G = ⊕k
i=1w(Di)⊕H, where f(H) = {0}.

The distribution G is a pointwise k-slant distribution with H the invariant
component and ⊕k

i=1w(Di) the proper pointwise k-slant component, the point-
wise slant distribution w(Di) having the same slant function θi as Di for

i = 1, k.

Definition 8.24. We will call ⊕k
i=1w(Di) the dual pointwise k-slant distri-

bution of ⊕k
i=1Di.

Remark 8.25. In the same way we defined the dual of the proper pointwise
k-slant component ⊕k

i=1Di of the distribution D by means of w, we can
construct the dual of the proper pointwise k-slant component ⊕k

i=1w(Di) of
the distribution G by means of f . This will be f(⊕k

i=1w(Di)) = ⊕k
i=1fw(Di).

Corollary 8.26. The dual of the proper pointwise k-slant distribution
⊕k

i=1w(Di), which is ⊕k
i=1f(w(Di)), is precisely the pointwise k-slant dis-

tribution ⊕k
i=1Di.
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Revisiting Remarks 6.24 and 7.9, we conclude:

Proposition 8.27. In any of the considered settings (almost Hermitian,
almost product Riemannian, almost contact metric, or almost paracontact
metric), any generic submanifold of a Riemannian manifold is a pointwise
k-slant submanifold.

Moreover,

Proposition 8.28. Any pointwise k-slant submanifold which is not an anti-
invariant or a CR submanifold and whose non-constant slant functions don’t
take the value π

2 is a generic submanifold in any of the considered settings.

We will show through the following examples that a pointwise k-slant
submanifold is not necessarily a generic one, in any of the mentioned settings.

Example 8. Let M = R4k+3 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+3), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+3 = ∂

∂x4k+3
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, γ ≥ 0, δ > 0,

and Eγ,δ(j, x) =
√
‖x‖4 + 2[(j − 1)δ + γ]‖x‖2 + δ2 + [(j − 1)δ + γ]2 for any

j ∈ N∗ and x ∈M .
Let us define a vector field ξ, a 1-form η, and a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ξ = e4k+3, η = dx4k+3,

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

(ϕe4j−1)x =
‖x‖2 + (j − 1)δ + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j)x + ǫ

δ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + (j − 1)δ + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x + ǫ

δ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

(ϕe4j+1)x =
δ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j)x − ǫ

‖x‖2 + (j − 1)δ + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j+2)x =
δ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x − ‖x‖2 + (j − 1)δ + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

ϕe4k+3 = 0

for j = 1, k and x ∈ M . Let the Riemannian metric g be given by
g(ei, ej) = δij , i, j = 1, 4k + 3. We notice that, for ǫ = −1, (M,ϕ, ξ, η, g)
is an almost contact metric manifold, and, for ǫ = 1, it is an almost paracon-
tact metric manifold.

We define the following submanifold of M :

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+3) ∈ R4k+3 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k}.
We will consider D0 = 〈e1, e2〉 and Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k. We

notice that, for γ > 0, M is a generic and a pointwise k-slant submanifold
of M , with TM = ⊕k

i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉, while, for γ = 0, it is a pointwise k-slant
submanifold ofM but not a generic one. The corresponding pointwise k-slant
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distribution is ⊕k
i=0Di, where D0 is the invariant component and the Dj ’s,

j = 1, k, are pointwise slant distributions with corresponding slant functions

θj(x) = arccos

(‖x‖2 + (j − 1)δ + γ

Eγ,δ(j, x)

)
, x ∈M, j = 1, k .

⊕k
i=1Di is the proper k-pointwise slant distribution associated to M .

Let us consider the distributions Gj := 〈e4j+1, e4j+2〉, j = 1, k, in
(TM)⊥. Then, ⊕k

j=1Gj is the dual pointwise k-slant distribution of ⊕k
j=1Dj .

We have f(Gj) = Dj for j = 1, k, and ⊕k
j=1Dj is the dual pointwise k-slant

distribution of ⊕k
j=1Gj .

Example 9. Let M = R4k+2 be the Euclidean space for some k ≥ 2, with the
canonical coordinates (x1, . . . , x4k+2), and let {e1 = ∂

∂x1
, . . . , e4k+2 = ∂

∂x4k+2
}

be the natural basis in the tangent bundle. Let ǫ ∈ {−1, 1}, γ ≥ 1, and denote

Eγ(j, x) =
√
2‖x‖4 + 2(j + γ − 1)‖x‖2 + (j2 + γ2 + 2jγ − 4(j + γ) + 5) for

any j ∈ N∗ and x ∈M . Let us define a (1, 1)-tensor field ϕ by:

ϕe1 = e2, ϕe2 = ǫe1,

(ϕe4j−1)x =
‖x‖2 + j + γ − 2

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j)x +

‖x‖2 + 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + j + γ − 2

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x − ‖x‖2 + 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x,

(ϕe4j+1)x = −ǫ‖x‖
2 + 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j)x + ǫ

‖x‖2 + j + γ − 2

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+2)x,

(ϕe4j+2)x = ǫ
‖x‖2 + 1

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j−1)x +

‖x‖2 + j + γ − 2

Eγ(j, x)
(e4j+1)x

for j ∈ {1, . . . , k} and x ∈ M . Then, with the Riemannian metric g given
by g(ei, ej) = δij , i, j ∈ {1, . . . , 4k + 2}, (M,ϕ, g) is an almost Hermitian
manifold for ǫ = −1 and an almost product Riemannian manifold for ǫ = 1.

We define the submanifold M of M by

M := {(x1, . . . , x4k+2) ∈ R4k+2 | x4j+1 = x4j+2 = 0, j = 1, k}.
We will consider the distributions:

D0 = 〈e1, e2〉, Dj = 〈e4j−1, e4j〉, j = 1, k .

Then, M is a generic and a pointwise k-slant submanifold of M for
γ > 1, and it is a pointwise k-slant but not a generic submanifold of M for
γ = 1. The corresponding pointwise k-slant distribution is TM = ⊕k

i=0Di,

with D0 the invariant component and the Dj ’s, j = 1, k, the pointwise slant
components, having the slant functions

θj(x) = arccos

(‖x‖2 + j + γ − 2

Eγ(j, x)

)
, x ∈M, j = 1, k .

⊕k
i=1Di is the proper pointwise k-slant distribution associated to M .
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We consider the distributions Li := 〈e4i+1, e4i+2〉 in (TM)⊥, i = 1, k,
and notice that ⊕k

i=1Li is the dual pointwise k-slant distribution of ⊕k
i=1Di.

We have Di = f(Li), i = 1, k; hence, the dual pointwise k-slant distribution
of ⊕k

i=1Li is ⊕k
i=1Di.

Remark 8.29. Any generic submanifold is a pointwise k-slant submanifold,
but the converse is not true, in any of the considered settings: almost Her-
mitian, almost product Riemannian, almost contact metric, or almost para-
contact metric setting.

Proposition 8.30. The pointwise k-slant concept is more general than the
generic concept, in any of the considered settings.

Corresponding to Theorem 6.4, from the almost contact metric and al-
most paracontact metric settings, and to Theorem 7.4, from the almost Her-
mitian and almost product Riemannian settings, which relate to k-pointwise
slant distributions, for the characterization of the pointwise k-slant distribu-
tions in any of these settings, we have the following result.

Theorem 8.31. Let D be a non-null distribution on M decomposable into
an orthogonal sum of regular distributions, D = ⊕k

i=0Di with Di 6= {0} for

i = 1, k and D0 invariant (possible null). Additionally, in the almost (ǫ)-con-
tact metric setting, we consider that D ⊥ ξ. Let pri denote the projection
operator onto Di for i = 0, k, f the component of ϕ into D, and θ0 = 0. If
f(Di) ⊆ Di for i = 1, k, then the following assertions are equivalent:

(a) There exist k pointwise distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ],

i = 1, k, such that

f2X = ǫ

k∑

i=0

cos2 θi · priX for any X ∈ D;

(b) D is a pointwise k-slant distribution with slant functions θi correspond-
ing to Di, i = 1, k.

Let D = ⊕k
i=0Di be a pointwise k-slant distribution on M , where, ad-

ditionally, D ⊥ ξ if we consider the setting given by the second formula in
(8.1). Let us consider the already established notations for θi, λi (i = 1, k),
f , and w, and let ∇ be the Levi-Civita connection on M .

Taking into account that, for any x ∈ M and i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the linear
space (Di)x is the entire eigenspace in Dx of the eigenvalue λi(x) (different
from 1 or (−1)), we obtain new variants for some of the mentioned results.

Proposition 8.32. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) Di0 is completely integrable with respect to ∇;

ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ Di0 .

Corollary 8.33. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k. Then, the
following two assertions are equivalent:
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1) (∇Xf
2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

2) i) Di is completely integrable with respect to ∇ for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k};
ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

Remark 8.34. The equivalence in the above Corollary is, in particular, valid
for D completely integrable with respect to ∇.

Proposition 8.35. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ TM

and Y ∈ Di0 . Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) ∇ restricts to Di0 (i.e., ∇XY ∈ Di0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0);

ii) the restriction of Di0 to any connected component of M is a slant
distribution.

Theorem 8.36. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di. Then,

the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) ∇ restricts to Di for i = 1, k;
ii) the restriction of D to any connected component of M is a k-slant

distribution. In particular, if M is connected, D is a k-slant distribution.

Proposition 8.37. Let i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k} and ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ D and
Y ∈ Di0 . Then, the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) ∇XY ∈ Di0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di0 ;

ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ D.

Corollary 8.38. Let ∇XY ∈ D for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di. Then,

the following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) ∇XY ∈ Di for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;

ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ D, i = 1, k.

Theorem 8.39. Let D be completely integrable with respect to ∇. If M ′ is
a connected submanifold of M such that TM ′ = D, then the following two
assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) ∇XY ∈ Di for any X ∈ D and Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k;
ii) M ′ is a k-slant submanifold of M .

Let M be an immersed submanifold of M , and let f be the tangential
component of ϕ. An equivalent formulation of the definition of a pointwise
k-slant submanifold is the following one.

Definition 8.40. We say that M is a pointwise k-slant submanifold of M if
there exists an orthogonal decomposition of TM into regular distributions,

TM = ⊕k
i=0Di

with Di 6= {0}, i = 1, k, and D0 possible null, and there exist k pointwise
distinct continuous functions θi : M → (0, π2 ] (θi(x) 6= θj(x) for any i 6= j
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and any point x ∈M), i = 1, k, such that:
(i) For any x ∈ M , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, we have ϕv 6= 0

and ̂(ϕv, (Di)x) = θi(x);
(ii) ϕv ∈ (D0)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (D0)x;
(iii) fv ∈ (Di)x for any x ∈M and v ∈ (Di)x, i = 1, k.

Remark 8.41.
(a) Condition (i) can be replaced by

(i’) For any x ∈ M , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and v ∈ (Di)x\{0}, we have ϕv 6= 0

and ̂(ϕv, TxM) = θi(x).
(b) Condition (iii) can be replaced by

(iii’) ϕ(Di) ⊥ Dj for any i 6= j from {1, . . . , k}.
Remark 8.42. As particular cases of pointwise k-slant submanifolds, we men-
tion the following situations.

If k = 1 and D0 = {0}, M is a pointwise slant submanifold. If k = 1,
D0 6= {0}, and θ1 is different from the constant function π

2 , M is a pointwise
semi-slant submanifold. If k = 2 and D0 = {0},M is a pointwise bi-slant sub-
manifold ; it is a pointwise hemi-slant submanifold if one of the slant functions
is constant on M , equal to π

2 .

Remark 8.43. Any pointwise k-slant submanifold is a k-pointwise slant sub-
manifold, but the converse is not true, in any of the considered settings (as
it was shown for distributions in the proof of Proposition 8.21).

Accordingly, all the results obtained for k-pointwise slant submanifolds
are also valid for pointwise k-slant submanifolds.

Remark 8.44. Theorem 8.31 provides a necessary and sufficient condition for
a submanifold M of M to be a pointwise k-slant submanifold, considering
D = ⊕k

i=0Di for TM = ⊕k
i=0Di in the almost Hermitian or almost prod-

uct Riemannian setting, respectively for TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉 in the almost

contact metric or almost paracontact metric setting.

Let M be a pointwise k-slant submanifold of M , ∇ be the Levi-Civita
connection induced by ∇ on M , and D := ⊕k

i=0Di for TM = ⊕k
i=0Di in the

setting given by the first formula in (8.1) or for TM = ⊕k
i=0Di ⊕ 〈ξ〉 in the

case of the second formula in (8.1). For each point x ∈ M , the linear spaces
(Di)x (i = 1, k) are the entire eigenspaces in Dx of the eigenvalues λi(x)
(i = 1, k) different from 1 or (−1) of (f2|D)x, respectively.

Relative to ∇, we have the following results.

Proposition 8.45. For i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the following two assertions are
equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) Di0 is completely integrable with respect to ∇;

ii) X(λi0) = 0 for any X ∈ Di0 .

Corollary 8.46. The following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X,Y ∈ Di, i = 1, k.
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2) i) Di is completely integrable with respect to ∇ for i = 1, k;
ii) X(λi) = 0 for any X ∈ Di, i = 1, k.

Proposition 8.47. For i0 ∈ {1, . . . , k}, the following two assertions are
equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0 .
2) i) ∇ restricts to Di0 (i.e., ∇XY ∈ Di0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ Di0);

ii) the restriction of Di0 to any connected component of M is a slant
distribution.

Theorem 8.48. The following two assertions are equivalent:
1) (∇Xf

2)Y = 0 for any X ∈ TM and Y ∈ ⊕k
i=1Di.

2) i) ∇ restricts to Di for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k};
ii) any open connected component of M is a k-slant submanifold of M

(λ1, λ2, . . . , λk are constant and different on any connected component of M).

Remark 8.49. We notice that, in view of conditions (2.1) and (8.1), all the
results of this section are valid in any of the settings considered in the paper:
almost Hermitian, almost product Riemannian, almost contact metric, or
almost paracontact metric setting.

Final remarks

The present paper introduces some general frameworks, that of k-(pointwise)
slant distribution and correspondingly that of k-(pointwise) slant submani-
fold, which cover the variants of slant and pointwise slant submanifolds stud-
ied in the literature by now. In these new frameworks, we establish not only
properties corresponding to some of those known for the particular variants
of (pointwise) slant submanifolds but also new types of results.

It has to be mentioned that the skew CR and generic submanifolds in
sense of Ronsse are k-slant and k-pointwise slant submanifolds, respectively
(see Propositions 3.16, 3.57, 4.39, 6.25, 7.10), but the k-pointwise slant con-
cept is more general than the generic one, as follows from Examples 4 and
5. Actually, the generic submanifolds are pointwise k-slant submanifolds (see
Proposition 8.27), the pointwise k-slant concept being more general than
the generic one, as follows from Examples 8 and 9. Moreover, the pointwise
k-slant submanifolds are particular cases of k-pointwise slant submanifolds,
as it was shown in Proposition 8.21 and Examples 6 and 7.

The work reveals the possibility of a new and general treatment of the
problems regarding the slant and pointwise slant phenomenon in different
contexts. Moreover, it seems that our approach, which starts directly from
the k-(pointwise) slant concepts, can be at least as fruitful as the classical
one.
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