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EQUIVARIANT MORSE THEORY FOR LIE ALGEBRA ACTIONS

ON RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS

YI LIN, ZUOQIN WANG

ABSTRACT. Consider the transverse isometric action of a finite dimen-
sional Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation. This paper studies the
equivariant Morse-Bott theory on the leaf space of the Riemannian folia-
tions in this setting. Among other things, we establish a foliated version
of the Morse-Bott lemma for a g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function, and
a foliated version of the usual handle presentation theorem. In the non-
equivariant case, we apply these results to present a new proof of the
Morse inequalities on Riemannian foliations. In the equivariant case, we
apply these results to study Hamiltonian action of an abelian Lie alge-
bra on a presymplectic manifold whose underlying foliation is also Rie-
mannian, and extend the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity theorem in
equivariant symplectic geometry to this situation. Among other things,
this implies the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity hold for Hamiltonian
torus actions on symplectic orbifolds.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Assume that there is a Hamiltonian action of a compact Lie group on
a symplectic manifold (M,ω) with a moment map µ : M → g∗ taking
value in the dual of the Lie algebra of G, and that 0 ∈ g∗ is a regular
value of µ. Applying the equivariant Morse theory, Kirwan [Kir84] proved
that the map κ : HG(M) → HG(µ

−1(0)) induced by inclusion is a surjec-
tion, and that the pullback homomorphism i∗ : HG(M) → HG(M

G) is an
injection when G is a compact and connected torus. These two results,
known as Kirwan surjectivity and Kirwan injectivity theorem respectively,
play an important role in the development of equivariant symplectic ge-
ometry. More recently, Lin and Sjamaar [LS17] studied Hamiltonian ac-
tions on pre-symplectic manifolds. They discovered that when the action
is clean, components of a moment map are Morse-Bott functions, and ex-
tended the Atiyah-Guillemin-Sternberg convexity theorem to this setting.
Naturally one wonders if the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity theorem
could also be generalized to Hamiltonian actions on pre-symplectic mani-
folds. In [LY19] and [LY23], using symplectic Hodge theoretic techniques,
Lin and Yang had the Kirwan injectivity theorem generalized to the case of
a Hamiltonian torus action on a pre-symplectic manifold that satisfies the
transverse Hard Lefschetz property.

The notion of basic cohomology was first introduced by Reinhart [R59]
as a cohomology theory for the leaf space of a foliation. It turns out to
be a very useful cohomological tool in the study of Riemannian foliations.
Killing foliation is an important class of Riemannian foliations which is
known to possess a type of ”internal” symmetry given by the transverse
action of their structural Lie algebras. In order to develop the localization
techniques for this important type of symmetries, Goertsches and Töben
[GT18] first came up with the notion of equivariant basic cohomology. In
particular, Reeb flow of a K-contact manifold is isometric with respect to
the given contact metric and so the underlying foliation is Killing. For the
action of a torus on a K-contact manifold, Casselmann [Ca17] applied the
machinery of equivariant Morse theory developed in [W69] to study its
equivariant basic cohomology, and proved that the Kirwan surjectivity and
injectivity continue to hold in this framework.

The theory of complete pseudogroups of local isometries was first in-
troduced by A Haefliger in 1980’s as an important approach to the trans-
verse geometry and topology of Riemannian foliations. From this view-
point, López [AL93] studied the Morse theory for the orbit space of com-
plete pseudogroup of local isometries. When the orbit space is compact,
using Witten’s analytic methods López established Morse inequalities for
the invariant cohomology in this setting. Among other things, his result
implies the Morse inequalities for the basic cohomology of Riemannian fo-
liations with compact leaf spaces.
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In this paper, we initiate the study of equivariant Morse theory on a gen-
eral Riemannian foliation. Suppose that there is an isometric transverse
action of a Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F). We first prove
the following existence result.

Proposition 1.1. If the leaf closure spaceM/F is compact, and if the dimension of
M/F is greater than 0, then there exists a g-invariant basic function that is Morse-
Bott on (M,F). Indeed, the space of g-invariant basic Morse-Bott functions is
dense in C∞-topology in the space of g-invariant basic functions on (M,F).

Assume that f : M → R is a g-invariant Morse-Bott basic function on
(M,F). We then prove the following three Morse theoretic results.

Lemma 1.2. (Foliated Morse-Bott Lemma) Let X be a connected, compact and
non-degenerate critical submanifold of f. For any p ∈ X, define N+

pX andN−
pX to

be the positive and negative subspaces of the quadratic form T 2pf : NpX×NpX→

R. Then both N+X := ∪p∈XN
+
pX and N−X = ∪p∈XN

−
pX are sub-bundles of NX

such that

(1.1) NX = N+X⊕N−X.

Moreover, if f(X) = 0, then there exist a (g ⋉ F)-equivariant tubular neigh-
borhood φ : NX → M, a positive constant r > 0, and a (g ⋉ F)-equivariant
diffeomorphism θ from NX(r) to an open neighborhood U of the zero section in
NX, which is fiberwise and origin preserving, such that

(1.2) f((φ ◦ θ)(x, y)) = ||x||2 − ||y||2, ∀ (x, y) ∈ NpX, where p ∈ X.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that a < b are two real numbers in f(M), and that no
critical values of f lie in the open interval (a, b). Then there is a foliation preserv-
ing g-equivariant diffeomorphism from Mb onto Ma.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that 0 is a critical value of f, that ǫ > 0 is so small that 0
is the only critical value of f in (−ǫ, ǫ), and that X1, · · · , Xs are all the connected
components of the critical submanifold of f that lies in f−1(0). Then there is a g-
equivariant foliated diffeomorphism from Mǫ to a (g⋉ F)-invariant submanifold

M̃ ⊂M with boundary that arises from Mǫ by attaching s many basic handles of
type (N+Xi,N

−Xi), 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

These are Proposition 5.3, Lemma 5.6, Theorem 5.8 and Theorem 5.12 in
this article, respectively. There are certain technical subtleties in extend-
ing Morse theory to Riemannian foliations. For instance, let f be a basic
Morse function on M and let Ma := {p ∈ M | f(p) ≤ a}. Note that since
the basic cohomology is defined using a subcomplex of smooth differen-
tial forms, the usual description of the change of continuous homotopy
type of Ma when passing a critical level does not apply to the equivari-
ant basic cohomology directly. Also note that when passing a critical level
the attached basic handle is by definition a manifold with corner itself. To
circumvent the technical issues of working with forms on manifolds with
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corners, we carefully choose a version of the relative equivariant basic co-
homology which allows us to give a clean proof of the desired excision
property (Proposition 6.4).

As a main application of the equivariant Morse theoretic results estab-
lished in this paper, we study the Hamiltonian transverse Lie algebra ac-
tions on pre-symplectic manifolds and prove the following results.

Theorem 1.5. (Kirwan Surjectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action of
an abelian Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F) that is also transversely
symplectic. Suppose that the action of g is Hamiltonian with a moment map µ :

M → g∗ for which 0 ∈ g∗ is a regular value. Then the inclusion map i : Z :=

µ−1(0) −֒→M induces a surjection κ : H∗
g(M,F) → H∗

g(Z,F |Z) in cohomologies.

Theorem 1.6. (Kirwan Injectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action of
an abelian Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F) that is also transversely
symplectic. Let X :=Mh be the fixed-leaf set, i : X →֒M the inclusion map, and

(1.3) i∗ : Hg(M,F) → Hg(X,F |X)

the pullback morphism induced by i. Assume that the action of g is Hamiltonian.
Then the morphism i∗ must be injective.

These are Theorem 8.9 and Theorem 8.10 in this article, respectively. It is
worth mentioning that to prove the Kirwan surjectivity for an abelian Lie
algebra of arbitrary dimension, we follow the idea of an inductive argu-
ment used in [BL10] and reduce the general case to the case when the di-
mension of the Lie algebra is one. These results are new in that they provide
a general framework for the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity theorem to
continue to hold on singular spaces. For instance, it was proved by Holm
and Matsumura [?] that Kirwan injectivity theorem holds for Hamiltonian
torus actions on a symplectic orbifold that can be realized as the global
quotient of a smooth manifold by another torus. Since every effective orb-
ifold can be realized as the leaf space of a Riemannian foliation, as shown
in this paper our general result implies immediately that both Kirwan sur-
jectivity and injectivity hold for Hamiltonian torus actions on a symplectic
orbifold which is not necessarily the global quotient of a smooth manifold
by another torus.

It is well-known that orbifolds are singular spaces locally modeled by
quotients of Cartesian spaces by the smooth action of finite groups. In
order to generalize the Delzant construction in toric geometry to simple
non-rational polytopes, Prato [Pra01] introduced the notion of quasifolds,
which are singular spaces locally modeled by quotients of Cartesian spaces
by the smooth affine action of countable groups. Battaglia and Zaffran later
showed in [BZ15] and [BZ17] that every symplectic toric quasifold is equiv-
ariantly symplectomorphic to the leaf space of a Killing foliation. In a very
recent work Lin and Miyamoyto [LM23] proved that the leaf space of a
Killing foliation always carries the structure of a quasifold. In view of these
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results, our general results will also apply to a large class of Hamilton-
ian torus actions on symplectic quasifolds. Indeed, the Kirwan injectivity
theorem has already been used in [LY23] to derive an explicit combinato-
rial formula for the basic Betti numbers and basic Hodge numbers of toric
quasifolds.

Finally we note that Ortiz and Valencia [OV22] recently began the study
of Morse theory on Lie groupoids, a topic which is certainly closely related
to ours. However, the Lie groupoids are required to be proper in [OV22] for
the standard machinery of Morse theory to continue to work. In contrast,
our work builds on Molino’s structure theory of a Riemannian foliation
and does not require the holonomy groupoid of a Riemannian foliation to
be proper. It will be interesting to see to what extent our results could be
generalized to Riemannian Lie groupoids ( in the sense of [HF18]) that are
not proper.

Our paper is organized as follows. Section 2 reviews basic notions on
foliations, especially Molino’s structure theory of a Riemannian foliation.
Section 3 reviews background materials on transverse Lie algebra actions
on a foliated manifold. Section 4 reviews the equivariant basic cohomology
and the equivariant Thom isomorphism in this setting. Section 5 extends
the equivariant Morse theory to the setting of isometric transverse Lie alge-
bra actions on Riemannian foliations. Section 6 discusses the applications
of the Morse theory to the equivariant basic cohomology on a Riemannian
foliation. Section 7 derives the Morse inequality for the basic cohomology
of a Riemannian foliation. Section 8 generalizes the Kirwan surjectivity and
Kirwan injectivity theorem to Hamiltonian actions of abelian Lie algebras
on pre-symplectic manifolds. Section 9 proves the Kirwan surjectivity and
Kirwan injectivity results for Hamiltonian torus actions on symplectic orb-
ifolds.

2. A REVIEW OF RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS

In this section we review the definition of a Riemannian foliation, as well
as the main ingredients of Molino’s structure theory of Riemannian folia-
tions that will used in this paper. We refer to [Mo88] and [LS18, Sec. 3]
for a more detailed account. We begin with recalling some basic notions in
foliation theory.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a manifold of dimension p + q. An atlas of foliation
coordinate charts is a maximum family of coordinate charts of the form

ϕα :Uα→ϕα(Uα)=Vα×Wα ⊂
open

R
p×Rq, z 7→(x1α(z),· · ·, x

p
α(z), y

1
α(z),· · ·, y

q
α(z))

where Vα ⊂
open

R
p,Wα ⊂

open
R
q, such that on the overlap Uα ∩ Uβ the coordinates

change function ϕβ ◦ϕ
−1
α : ϕα(Uα ∩Uβ) → ϕβ(Uα ∩Uβ) satisfies

(2.1)
∂yiβ

∂x
j
α

= 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ q, ∀ 1 ≤ j ≤ p.
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Let (Uα, ϕα, x
1
α, · · · , x

p
α, y

1
α, · · · , y

q
α) be a foliation coordinate chart on M. Then

a vertical plaque in Uα is a non-empty subset of Uα of the form

y1α = c1, · · · , y
q
α = cq,

where (c1, · · · , cq) is a given point in R
q. We will denote by (M,F), or simply

by F , the foliation defined by an atlas of foliation coordinate charts on M.

Remark 2.2. In this paper we will have to deal with foliated manifolds with
boundaries. WhenM is a bounded manifold of dimension p+q, replacing
R
q by R

q
+ = {(x1, · · · , xk) ∈ R

q | xq ≥ 0} in Definition 2.1 provides us the
definition of an atlas of foliation coordinate charts on a bounded manifold.

Let {(Uα, x
1
α, · · · , x

p
α, y

1
α, · · · , y

q
α)} be an atlas of foliation coordinate charts

on a manifold M. Then on each Uα, span{
∂

∂x1α
, · · · ,

∂

∂x
p
α
} defines an inte-

grable distribution; furthermore, it is easy to check that the definition is
independent of the choice of a local coordinate chart, and so gives rise to
an integrable distribution on M. A leaf of (M,F) is a maximum integrable
submanifold of this integrable distribution.

Let F be a foliation on a smooth manifold M. Throughout this paper
we denote by X(M) the space of vector fields on M and by X(F) ⊂ X(M)

the subspace of vector fields tangent to the leaves of F . We say that a sub-
set X is F-saturated, if whenever a leaf L of F intersects X non-trivially,
we must have that L ⊂ X. We say that a vector field X ∈ X(M) is foli-
ate, if [X, Y] ∈ X(F) for all Y ∈ X(F). We will denote by R(F) the space
of foliate vector fields on (M,F). Clearly we have that X(F) ⊂ R(F).
In this context, a transverse vector field is an equivalent class in the quo-
tient space R(F)/X(F). The space of transverse vector fields, denoted by
X(M,F), forms a Lie algebra with a Lie bracket inherited from the natural
one on R(F). It is straightforward to check that X(M,F) equals the space
of X(F)-fixed sections of the normal bundleNF of the foliation.

The space of basic functions on a foliated manifold (M,F) is defined to
be

{f ∈ C∞(M) |LXf = 0,∀X ∈ X(F)}.

More generally, the space of basic forms on (M,F) is defined to be

Ω(M,F) =
{
α ∈ Ω(M) | ι(X)α = L(X)α = 0, ∀X ∈ X(F)

}
.

Since the exterior differential operator d preserves basic forms, we obtain
a sub-complex {Ω∗(M,F), d} of the usual de Rham complex, called the ba-
sic de Rham complex. The associated cohomology H∗(M,F) is called the
basic cohomology.

Definition 2.3. A transverse Riemannian metric on a foliation (M,F) is a
Riemannian metric g on the normal bundleNF of the foliation, such that L(X)g =

0, ∀X ∈ X(F). We say that F is a Riemannian foliation if there exists a
transverse Riemannian metric on (M,F).



7

Definition 2.4. We say that a Riemannian metric gTM on a foliated manifold
(M,F) is bundle-like, if it has the following property: the function gTM(X, Y) is
basic for all foliate vector fields X and Y that are perpendicular to the leaves of F .

A bundle-like metric gTM gives rise to a transverse metric g by identi-
fying NF with the gTM-orthogonal complement of TF and then restricting
gTM toNF . Conversely, for every transverse metric g there is a bundle-like
metric gTM which induces g, cf. [Mo88, Sec. 3.2]. We say a Riemannian
foliation (M,F) is complete, if it admits a complete bundle-like metric.

Let (M,F) be a Riemannian foliation with a transverse metric g, and
let X be a transverse vector field. Define L(X)g = L(X)g, where X is a
foliate vector field that represents X. It is straightforward to check that this

definition does not depend on the choice of a foliate vector representing X.

A transverse vector field X is said to be transversely Killing if L(X)g = 0.
Suppose that both X and Y are transversely Killing. Then it follows easily

from the Cartan identities that [X, Y] is also transversely Killing. In other
words, the space of transversely Killing vector fields, which we denote by
X(M,F , g), forms a Lie subalgebra of X(M,F).

Let g be a transverse Riemannian metric on a complete Riemannian fo-
liation (M,F), let π : P → M be the transverse orthonormal frame bundle
associated to g, and let K = O(q) be the structure Lie group of P. Then the
foliation F naturally lifts to a transversely parallelizable foliation FP on P
that is invariant under the action of K; moreover, there is a locally trivial
smooth fibration ρ : P →W whose fibers are leaf closures of FP. HereW is
a smooth manifold called the Molino manifold of the Riemannian foliation
(M,F). We say that (M,F) is transversely compact, if its Molino manifold
W is compact.

A transverse Riemannian metric gP on P can be constructed as follows.
Since the foliation is Riemannian, the transverse Levi-Civita connection θLC
defines a basic one form on P that takes values in the Lie algebra k = o(q).
Choose an invariant inner product on k. Let f1, · · · , fr be an oriented or-
thonormal basis in the dual of k, and let αi = θ∗LC(fi), ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then
α1, · · · , αr are FP basic 1-forms such that

(2.2) gP = π
∗g+

r∑

i=1

αi ⊗ αi

is a transverse Riemannian metric on P. Similarly, if gTM is the bundle-like

metric onM that induces g, then gTP := π
∗gTM+

r∑

i=1

αi⊗αi is the bundle-like

metric on P that induces gP. It is clear that the map π : (P, gTP) → (M,gTM)

is a Riemannian submersion.
Let X be a foliate vector field on (M,F). Note that by [Mo88, Lemma 3.4]

X naturally lifts to a foliate vector XP on P with the property that LXP
θLC =

0. If X is also Killing with respect to g, then it follows easily from (2.2) that
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XP preserves the transverse Riemannian metric gP. If X is tangent to the
leaves of F , it is easy to check that XP is tangent to the leaves of the lifted
foliation FP. These considerations give rise to a Lie algebra homomorphism

(2.3) π♯ : X(M,F , g) → X(P,FP , gP).

Now consider the fibering map ρ : P → W. Let u and v be two vector
fields on W. It is clear that there exist two unique vector fields ũ and ṽ on
P which project to u and v respectively by the tangent map of ρ, and which
are perpendicular to the fibers of ρ. Sine ũ and ṽ are by definition pro-
jectable, they must be foliate. Since they are perpendicular to leaf closures
of FP, they must also be perpendicular to the leaves of FP. Thus gTP(ũ, ṽ)
is a FP-basic function, and therefore must also be a FP-basic function. We
see that gTP naturally descends to a Riemannian metric gW onW, such that
ρ : (P, gTP) → (W,gW) is a Riemannian submersion.

In summary, we have the following Molino diagram

(2.4)

(P, gTP)

(M,gTM) (W,gW)

π ρ

Note that the action of the structure Lie group K on P descends to an ac-
tion of K onW that preserves the Riemannian metric gW . It is easy to check
from (2.4) that M/F is homeomorphic to W/K, which is a Whitney strati-

fied space. So it makes perfect sense to define the dimension of M/F. Also
note that a transverse Killing vector XP ∈ X(P,FP , gP) projects by the tan-
gent map of ρ to a Killing vector XW on the Riemannian manifold (W,gW).
Denote by X(W,gW) the Lie algebra of Killing vector fields on the Riemann-
ian manifold (W,gW). Then we have a Lie algebra homomorphism

(2.5) ρ∗ ◦ π
♯ : X(M,F , g) → X(W,gW).

3. TRANSVERSE LIE ALGEBRA ACTIONS

In this section, we review necessary background materials on transverse
action of a Lie algebra on a foliation. In particular, results established in
[LS18] on isometric transverse Lie algebra actions on Riemannian foliations
play an important role in this work.

3.1. Transverse action Lie algebroid.

Definition 3.1. A transverse action of a Lie algebra g on a foliated manifold
(M,F) is a Lie algebra homomorphism

(3.1) a : g → X(M,F).
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Definition 3.2. ([LS18]) Let gM be the trivial bundle with fiber g over M. We
define the transverse action Lie algebroid g⋉F of the transverse g-action to be the
fibered product

g⋉F=gM×NF TM= {(x, ζ, v) ∈M×g×TM | v∈TxM, and ζM,x=vmod TxF},

which is a smooth subbundle of the bundle gM × TM over M. Define the anchor
map t : g⋉F → TM by t(ζ, v) = v. For every smooth map ζ :M→ g and every
x ∈ M we define ζx ∈ NxF to be the value of the transverse vector field a(ζ) ∈
X(M,F) at x. A smooth section of g ⋉ F is a pair (ζ, v) ∈ C∞(M, g) × X(M)

satisfying ζx = vx mod TxF for all x ∈ M.We define the bracket of two sections
(ζ, v) and (η,w) by

(3.2) [(ζ, v), (η,w)](x) = ([ζ(x), η(x)] + L(v)(η)(x) − L(w)(ζ)(x), [v,w](x))

Suppose that there is a transverse Lie action a : g → X(M,F). The orbit
(g ⋉ F)(x) of the transverse action Lie algebroid g ⋉ F is by definition a
leaf through x ∈ M of the singular foliation t(L) induced by the image of
the anchor map t, which we also refer to as the g-orbit of the leaf F(x). A
subsetA ⊂M is said to be (g⋉F)-invariant, if a g-orbit of a leaf L intersects
A non-trivially, then the entire g-orbit must lie inside A. We say a function
onM is (g⋉ F)-invariant, if for any leaf L, its restriction to a g-orbit of L is
a constant. The stabilizer of x for the transverse action Lie algebroid g⋉ F
is defined to be

(3.3) stab(x, g⋉ F) = {ξ ∈ g |a(ξ)(x) = 0}.

Lemma 3.3. ([LS18, Lemma 2.2.7]) Suppose that x and y are in the same leaf of
F . Then a(ξ(x) = 0 if and only if a(ξ)(y) = 0, ∀ ξ ∈ g. As a consequence,

stab(x, g⋉ F) = stab(y, g⋉ F).

Let (M,F) and (M ′,F ′) be two foliated manifold, and let f : M → M ′

be a foliate map. By assumption, ∀Xp ∈ TpF , f∗,p(Xp) ∈ Tf(p)F
′. Thus f

naturally induces a normal derivative (Nf)p : NpF → Nf(p)F
′. Let ζ and

ζ ′ be two transverse vector fields on M and M ′ respectively. We say that ζ
and ζ ′ are f-related, if ζ ′f(p) = (Nf)pζp, ∀p ∈M.

Definition 3.4. Suppose that there are two transverse Lie algebra action a : g →
X(M,F) and a ′ : g → X(M ′,F ′). We say a foliate map f : M → M ′ is
g-equivariant, if ∀ ξ ∈ g, a(ξ) and a ′(ξ) are f-related.

Definition 3.5. Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold equipped a transverse action
Lie algebra g-action. We say the local flow {ϕt} of a foliate vector field is g-
equivariant, if ϕt is g-equivariant for all t.

Assume that there is a transverse Lie algebra action a : g → X(M,F).
For a Lie subalgebra h of g, we define

Mh = {p ∈M |a(ξ)(p) = 0 ∀ ξ ∈ h}

to be the set of fixed leaves under the transverse action of Lie subalgebra
h. Moreover, we will denote by (h) the set of Lie subalgebra of g that is
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conjugate to h. We say that x is of orbit type (h), if stab(x, g ⋉ F) is an
element in (h). We define

M(h) = {x ∈M | x is of orbit type (h)}.

3.2. Transverse isometric Lie algebra action.

Definition 3.6. Let g be a finite dimensional Lie algebra, and g a transverse Rie-
mannian metric on a foliated manifold (M,F). A transverse isometric g-action on
(M,F , g) is a Lie algebra homomorphism

(3.4) a : g → X(M,F , g).

Assume that there is a transverse isometric Lie algebra g-action on a Rie-
mannian foliation (M,F). The following results are proved in [LS18].

Proposition 3.7. ([LS18, Prop. 4.2.]) Let x ∈M and h = stab(x, g⋉ F). Let FT
be the linear foliation of the tangent space T = TxM defined by the linear subspace
F = TxF .

a) The inner product gx on T/F defines a transverse Riemannian metric on
(T,FT ). The Lie algebra h acts transversely on (T,FT ) by linear infinites-
imal isometries.

b) There is an h-equivariant foliate open embedding ψ : T → M with the
properties ψ(0) = x and T0ψ = idT .

Theorem 3.8. ([LS18, Thm. 4.7]) Suppose that h is a Lie subalgebra of g with
normalizer n = ng(h). Then the fixed-leaf setMh is a F-saturated closed subman-
ifold ofM that is invariant under the transverse action of n.

In this paper we will focus on the case that g is abelian. The following
result is an immediate consequence of [LS18, Thm. 4.10], and will play an
important role in Section 8.

Corollary 3.9. Suppose that there is a transverse isometric action of a finite di-

mensional abelian Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F), and that M/F
is compact. Then the set {stab(x, g⋉ F) | x ∈M} is finite.

Let X be a (g⋉F) -invariant embedded submanifold ofM, and let FX =

F |X be the restriction of the foliation to X. Then the normal bundle

NX = TM|X/TX ∼= NF/NFX

is a foliated vector bundle over (X,FX) and is equipped with a natural
transverse g-action with the property that the bundle projection NX → X
is g-equivariant. A (g ⋉ F)-invariant tubular neighborhood of X is a g-
equivariant foliate embedding φ : NX →֒M with the following properties:
the image φ(NX) is a (g ⋉ F)-invariant open subset of M; φ|X = idX; and
Txφ = idNxX for all x ∈ X. (Here we identify X with the zero section of NX
and the normal bundle of X in NXwith NX.)
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Proposition 3.10. [LS18, Prop. 3.3.4] Let (M,F) be a Riemannian foliation
equipped with a transverse isometric Lie algebra g-action. Every (g⋉F)-invariant
closed embedded submanifold X of M has a (g ⋉ F)-invariant tubular neighbor-
hood. For every pair of (g ⋉ F)-invariant tubular neighborhoods φ0, φ1 : NX →
M there exists a g-equivariant foliate isotopy from φ0 to φ1.

4. EQUIVARIANT BASIC COHOMOLOGY AND THOM ISOMORPHISMS

Throughout this section, we assume that there is a transverse Lie algebra
action a : g → X(M,F). For α ∈ Ω(M,F), define

(4.1) ι(ξ)α = ι(ξM)α, L(ξ)α = L(ξM)α,

where ξM is a foliate vector field that represents the transverse vector field
a(ξ). Since α is basic, the contraction and Lie derivative operations de-
fined above do not depend on the choices of representatives of the trans-
verse vector field a(ξ). Goertsches and Töben [GT18, Proposition 3.12]
observed that they obey the usual rules of Cartan’s differential calculus,
namely [L(ξ),L(η)] = L([ξ, η]) etc. To put it another way, a transverse g-
action equips the basic de Rham complex Ω(M,F) with the structure of
a g⋆-algebra in the sense of [GS99, Chapter 2]. Therefore there is a well-
defined Cartan model of the g⋆-algebraΩ(M,F) given by

(4.2) Ωg(M,F) := [Sg∗ ⊗Ω(M,F)]g.

An element of Ωg(M,F) can be naturally identified with an equivariant
polynomial map from g to Ω(M,F), and is called an equivariant basic
differential form. The equivariant basic Cartan complex has a bigrading
given by

Ωi,j
g (M,F) = [Sig∗ ⊗Ωj−i(M,F)]g;

moreover, it is equipped with the vertical differential 1 ⊗ d, which we ab-
breviate to d, and the horizontal differential d ′, which is defined by

(d ′α)(ξ) = −ι(ξ)α(ξ), ∀ ξ ∈ g.

As a single complex,Ωg(M,F) has a grading given by

Ωk
g(M,F) =

⊕

i+j=k

Ωi,j
g (M,F),

and a total differential dg = d + d ′, which is called the equivariant exte-
rior differential. The equivariant basic de Rham cohomology Hg(M,F)

of the transverse g-action on (M,F) is defined to be the total cohomol-
ogy of the Cartan complex {Ωg(M,F), dg}. Similarly, a transverse g-action
also equipsΩc(M,F), the de Rham complex of compactly supported basic
forms, with the structure of a g⋆-algebra. We will denote by Hg,c(M,F) the
cohomology of the corresponding Cartan model (Ωg,c(M,F), dg), and call
it the compactly supported equivariant basic cohomology.
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Lemma 4.1. ([LS21, Lemma 4.4.1]) Let (M,F) and (M ′,F ′) be foliated man-
ifolds equipped with transverse actions of a Lie algebra g. Let f : [0, 1] ×M →
M ′ be a g-equivariant foliate homotopy. Then the pullback morphisms f0 and
f1 : Ω(M ′,F ′) → Ω(M,F) are homotopic as morphisms of g⋆-algebras. In
particular they induce the same morphisms in equivariant basic cohomologies:
f∗0 = f

∗
1 : Hg(M

′,F ′) → Hg(M,F).

The same argument as used in the proof of [LS21, Lemma 4.4.1] gives
rise to the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Let (M,F) and (M ′,F ′) be foliated manifolds equipped with trans-
verse actions of a Lie algebra g. Let f : [0, 1]×M→M ′ be a g-equivariant foliate
homotopy. Suppose that f is a proper map. Then the pullback morphisms f0 and
f1 : Ωc(M

′,F ′) → Ωc(M,F) are homotopic as morphisms of g⋆-algebras. In
particular they induce the same morphisms in compactly supported equivariant
basic cohomologies: f∗0 = f

∗
1 : Hg,c(M

′,F ′) → Hg,c(M,F).

For our purpose it will be convenient to work with the following ver-
sion of the relative basic cohomology. Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold,
and X ⊂ M a F-saturated submanifold. Define the complex Ω(M,X,F)

to be the kernel of the pullback map i∗ : Ω(M,F) → Ωg(X,F). Clearly,
Ω(M,X,F) is invariant under the usual de Rham exterior differential d.
We define the cohomology of the differential complex (Ω(M,X,F), d) to
be the relative basic cohomology for the pair (M,X), and will have it de-
noted by H(M,X,F). Similarly, we define the relative equivariant basic
cohomology as follows.

Definition 4.3. Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold equipped with a transverse Lie
algebra g-action, and X ⊂ M a g-invariant, F-saturated submanifold. Define
the complex Ωg(M,X,F) to be the kernel of the pullback map i∗ : Ωg(M,F) →
Ωg(X,F). Then (Ωg(M,X,F), dg) is a differential complex. We will define its
cohomology Hg(M,X,F) to be the relative equivariant basic cohomology for the
pair (M,X).

Definition 4.4. Let (X,F) be a foliated manifold, and let π : E → X be a vector
bundle of rank k. We say that E is a foliated vector bundle, if there exists an
open cover {Uα} of X, and a family of local trivialization map

φα : Uα × R
k → π−1(Uα),

such that on the overlap Uα ∩ Uβ, the corresponding transition function gαβ :

Uα ∩ Uβ → GL(k) is a basic function with respect to the restricted foliation
F |Uα∩Uβ

. We say E is a Riemannian foliated vector bundle, if on the overlap
Uα∩Uβ, the corresponding transition function gαβ takes value inO(k) ⊂ GL(k).

If π : E → X is a foliated vector bundle over (X,F), then E is naturally
equipped with a lifted foliation FE, whose leaves are transverse to the fibers
of π and are mapped by π to those of F . If E is a Riemannian foliated vector
bundle and if (X,F) carries a transversely Riemannian metric g, then there
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is a natural fiberwise Riemannian metric h on E, such that h + π∗g is a
transversely Riemannian metric on (E,F).

Definition 4.5. Let π : E→ X be a foliated vector bundle over a foliated manifold
(X,F), and let X be equipped with a transverse Lie algebra g-action. We say that E
is a g-equivariant foliated vector bundle, if there is a transverse Lie algebra g-action
on (E,FE) such that the bundle map π is g-equivariant.

Let X be a foliated manifold equipped with a transverse action of a fi-
nite dimensional Lie algebra g, and π : E → X an oriented g-equivariant
foliated vector bundle of rank r over X. We say that A ⊂ E is vertically
compact if the restriction π|A : A → M is a proper map. We say that a ba-
sic equivariant differential form in Ωg(E,FE) is vertically compactly sup-
ported, if its support is a vertically compact subset of E. We will denote by
Ωr

g,cv(E,FE) the space of vertically compactly supported equivariant basic
differential forms on E. An equivariant basic Thom form of E is an r-form
τg ∈ Ωr

g,cv(E,FE) which satisfies π∗τg = 1 and dgτg = 0. An equivariant
basic Thom form does not always exist for a foliated vector bundle E over
X. A counter-example was given in [LS21, Sec. 4.7]. Suppose that (M,F) is
a foliated manifold equipped with transverse action of a Lie algebra g, and
that X is a (g ⋉ F)-invariant submanifold of M. The following result pro-
vides a sufficient condition that guarantees the existence of an equivariant
basic Thom form on the normal bundleNX.

Proposition 4.6. ([LS21, Prop. 5.2.1]) Let (M,F , g) be a Riemannian foliated
manifold equipped with an isometric transverse action of a Lie algebra g. Let X be
a co-orientable (g⋉F)-invariant submanifold ofM. Then the normal bundleNX
possesses an invariant basic metric connection, and so admits an equivariant basic
Thom form.

In the case that NX admits an equivariant basic Thom form, the follow-
ing g-equivariant Thom isomorphism theorem is proved in [LS21].

Theorem 4.7. (Thom isomorphism)( [LS21, Thm. 4.6.1, prop. 4.8.1]) Let
(X,F) be a foliated manifold equipped with a transverse g-action, and let (E,FE, gE)
an oriented g-equivariant Riemannian foliated vector bundle over X. Suppose
there exists an equivariant basic Thom form τg on E. Then the fibre integra-
tion π∗ : Ωg,cv(E,FE)[r] → Ωg(M,F) is a homotopy equivalence. A homotopy
inverse of π∗ is the Thom map ζ∗ : Ωg(M,F) → Ωg,cv(E,FE)[r] defined by
ζ∗(α) = τg ∧ π

∗α.

The following result will play an important role in our proof of foliated
version of the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity results.

Proposition 4.8. ([LS18, Prop. 6.3.1]) Let (M,F , g) be a complete Riemannian
foliation equipped with a transverse isometric action of an abelian Lie algebra g,
and let X be a connected component of the fixed-leaf manifold Mg. Let r be the
codimension of X in M, let E = NX be the normal bundle of X with a fiberwise
metric gE induced by g , and let ζX : X −֒→ N be the inclusion of X as zero section
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into E. Let jx : {x} → X be the inclusion of x ∈ X, and let ax : g → o(Ex, gE,x) be
the g-action on the fibre Ex. Then the following results hold.

1) The bundle E has a g-invariant almost complex structure J. The weights
λ1, λ2, · · · , λl ∈ g∗ of the action ax with respect to Jx are nonzero and
are independent of x ∈ X. We have a weight space decomposition E =

Eλ1⊕Eλ2⊕· · ·⊕Eλl into g-equivariant foliated subbundles. In particular
E is orientable and the rank r = 2l of E is even.

2) Let ηg = ζ∗Xτg ∈ Ωr
g(X,F |X) be an equivariant basic Euler form with

respect to the orientation given by J and let η0 be the component of ηX
in Sg∗ ⊗ Ω0(X,F |X). Then η0 = λ1λ2 · · · λl ∈ Slg∗. Reversing the
co-orientation of X has the effect of changing the sign of ηX and η0.

3) The basic Euler form ηg becomes invertible in the algebra Ωg(X,F |X)

after inverting the weights λ1, λ2, · · · , λl.

It follows from Proposition 4.8 that the equivariant basic Euler class is
not a zero divisor since the weights λ1, · · · , λl are non-zero. To guaran-
tee the equivariant basic Euler class is not a zero divisor, we note that the
condition of X = Mg can be weakened as follows though. Suppose that
h is a one dimensional subalgebra of the abelian Lie algebra g, and that X
is a connected component of the fixed-leaf manifold of the induced trans-
verse Lie algebra action of h. Then it follows from Theorem 3.8 that X is a
(g⋉F)-invariant submanifold ofM. Therefore the normal bundle E = NX
is a foliated vector bundle with an induced transverse g-action. Proposition
4.8 implies that all the weights λ1, · · · , λl are non-zero. These observations
lead to the following criterion which implies the equivariant basic Euler
class is not a zero divisor.

Proposition 4.9. Let (M,F , g) be a complete Riemannian foliation equipped with
a transverse isometric action of an abelian Lie algebra g, let X be a connected com-
ponent of the fixed-leaf manifold of a one dimensional Lie subalgebra of g, and let
E = NX be the normal bundle of X. Then the equivariant basic Euler class [ηX] is
not a zero class in Hg(X,F |X).

5. EQUIVARIANT MORSE THEORY ON RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS

Suppose that f is a basic function on a foliated manifold (M,F), that x0
is a critical point of f, and that L is a leaf passing through x0. We observe

that the leaf closure L ⊂ Crit(f). To see this, let A = {x ∈ L | (df)x = 0},
and equip L with the plaque topology. Clearly, A is a closed subset of L.
∀ z ∈ A, choose a foliation coordinate chart (U,ϕ, x1, · · · , xp, y1, · · · , yk)
around z such that the vertical plaque through z is given by

y1 = y1(z), · · · , yk = yk(z).

Note that on the foliation coordinate neighborhood U, f ◦ ϕ depends only
on the coordinates y1, · · · , yk. Therefore (df)z = 0 implies that df = 0 on
the vertical plaque through z. This shows that A is also an open subset of
L. So we must have A = L ⊂ Crit(f) .
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Definition 5.1. A basic function f on a foliated manifold (M,F) is said to be
a Morse-Bott function at a critical value c, if each connected component of the
critical point set sitting inside the level set f−1(c) is a closed saturated submanifold
of M, and if the hessian of f is non-degenerate in the direction transverse to the
critical submanifolds sitting inside the level set f−1(c). f is said to be a Morse-Bott
function on M, if it is a Morse-Bott function at any of its critical values.

Assume that (M,F) is a transversely compact Riemannian foliation of
co-dimension q, that g is a transverse Riemannian metric on M, and that
there is a transverse isometric g-action on (M,F , g). A basic function f :

M → R is said to be g-invariant, if Lξf = 0, ∀ ξ ∈ g. In this context,
keep the same notations as in Section 2, and consider the Molino diagram
(2.4). Recall that the transverse isometric action of g on M gets lifted to a
transverse isometric g-action on the transverse orthonormal bundle π : P →
M, and projects to a genuine isometric Lie algebra g-action on the Molino
manifold (W,gW). Let G be the 1-connected Lie group whose Lie algebra
is g. It follows from the Palais-Lie theorem that the Lie algebra action of
g on W integrates into an isometric Lie group G-action on W. Clearly, if f
is a g-invariant F-basic function, then π∗f : P → R is a FP-basic function
invariant under the actions of both K and g, and so projects to a function
fW onW that is invariant under the action ofG×K. SinceM is transversely
compact, W is compact and so has a compact isometry group. Thus the
closure H of G × K in the isometry group of (W,gW) must be compact as
well. Clearly, fW is a function on W that is invariant under H. A routine
check shows that the follow result holds.

Lemma 5.2. The correspondence

Ω0(M,F)g →
(

Ω0(W)
)H
, f 7→ fW

is one-to-one. Moreover, f is a g-invariant Morse-Bott function on M if and only
if fW is an H-invariant Morse-Bott function on the Molino manifold W.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.2 and
[W69, Lemma 4.9].

Proposition 5.3. Suppose that the dimension of M/F is greater than zero. Then
there exists a g-invariant basic function that is Morse-Bott on (M,F). Indeed,
the space of g-invariant basic Morse-Bott functions is dense in C∞-topology in the
space of g-invariant basic functions on (M,F).

Remark 5.4. When dim(M/F) = 0, then every connected component of
M is one single leaf closure. Without loss of generality, assume that M is
connected. Then every leaf ofM is dense inM, and every basic function on
Mmust be a constant.

Throughout the rest of this section, assume that g is a transverse Rie-
mannian metric induced by a complete bundle-like metric gTM on (M,F),
and that there is a transverse isometric Lie algebra action g → X(M,F , g).
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We will also adopt the following notations. For a Riemannian vector bun-
dle E, we will denote by E(r) the open disk bundle of radius r that sits
inside E. We say a diffeomorphism θ from E(r) to an open neighborhood
of the zero section X in E is fiberwise, if θ(E(r) ∩ Ep) ⊂ Ep, ∀p ∈ X; we say
that θ is origin preserving, if θ(p) = p, ∀p ∈ X. As a first step, we will
extend the following equivariant Morse-Bott lemma to a foliated setting.

Lemma 5.5. ([W69, Lemma 4.1]) Let π : E → X be a Riemannian H-vector
bundle for some compact Lie group H, let f be anH-invariant Morse-Bott function
on E having X (i.e., the zero section) as a non-degenerate critical submanifold,
∀p ∈ X, and let E+p and E−p be the positive and negative subspaces of the quadratic

form T 2pf : Ep × Ep → R. Suppose that X is connected and compact, and that

f(X) = 0. Then E+ := ∪p∈XE
+
p and E− := ∪p∈XE

−
x are subbundles of E such that

(5.1) E = E+ ⊕ E−,

where the splitting respects the Romanian metric on E; moreover, there exists r >
0, and an H-equivariant diffeomorphism θ from E(r) to an open neighborhood of
the zero section in E which is fiberwise and origin preserving, such that

f(θ(x, y)) = ||x|| − ||y||, ∀ (x, y) ∈ E+p ⊕ E−p , where p ∈ X.

Lemma 5.6. (Foliated Morse-Bott Lemma) Let X be a connected, compact and
non-degenerate critical submanifold of a g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function f.
For any p ∈ X, define N+

pX and N−
pX to be the positive and negative subspaces of

the quadratic form T 2pf : NpX × NpX → R. Then both N+X := ∪p∈XN
+
pX and

N−X = ∪p∈XN
−
pX are sub-bundles of NX such that

(5.2) NX = N+X⊕N−X,

where the splitting respects the Riemannian metric on NX induced by the given
transverse Riemannian metric.

Moreover, if f(X) = 0, then there exist a (g ⋉ F)-equivariant tubular neigh-
borhood φ : NX → M, a positive constant r > 0, and a (g ⋉ F)-equivariant
diffeomorphism θ from NX(r) to an open neighborhood U of the zero section in
NX, which is fiberwise and origin preserving, such that

(5.3) f((φ ◦ θ)(x, y)) = ||x||2 − ||y||2, ∀ (x, y) ∈ NpX, where p ∈ X.

Proof. Keep the same notations as in Section 2, and consider the Molino
diagram (2.4). Let XP = π

−1(X), let XW = ρ(XP), let G×K be given as in the
paragraph preceding Proposition 5.2, and let H be the closure of the image
ofG×K in the isometry group of (W,gW). ThenXP is a K-invariant and (g⋉

F)-invariant compact submanifold of P, and XW is a compact submanifold
of W invariant under the isometric action of G × K. Clearly, fP := π∗f is
a FP-basic function on P that is invariant under the action of g and K, and
projects by ρ to a (G×K)-invariant function fW onW. It is straightforward
to check that fP has XP as a non-degenerate critical submanifold, and fW
has XW as a non-degenerate critical submanifold.



17

Let φW : NXW → W be an H-invariant tubular neighborhood of XW . By
Lemma 5.5, there exist r > 0, and an H-equivariant, fiberwise and origin
preserving diffeomorphism θW from NXW(r) to an open neighborhood U
of the zero section in NXW , such that fW(φW ◦ θW) has the form given as
in (5.1). Pulling back φW : NXW → W through ρ : P → W we obtain
an embedding φP : ρ∗NXW ∼= NXP → P, which is a (g ⋉ FP)-equivariant
and K-invariant tubular neighborhood of XP. Hence its quotient by K gives
rise to a (g ⋉ FP)-equivariant embedding φ : NX → M. It is easy to see
that θW pulls back to a fiberwise and origin preserving diffeomorphism θP
fromNXP(r) onto an open neighborhood of the zero section inNXP, which
is both (g⋉ FP)-equivariant and K-equivariant. As a result, θP descends to
a fiberwise and origin preserving diffeomorphism θ fromNX(r) to an open
neighborhood of the zero section in NX, which is (g ⋉ FP)-equivariant. A
routine check shows that (5.3) holds. q.e.d.

Lemma 5.7. Suppose that a : g → X(M,F , g) is a transverse isometric action,
that (M,F) is endowed with a bundle-like Riemannian metric gTM which is com-
patible with g, and that f is a g-invariant basic function. Then the gradient vector
X = grad(f) with respect to gTM is foliate. Furthermore, the flow generated by X
is g-equivariant.

Proof. Suppose that Y ∈ C∞(TF), that Z is a foliate vector field everywhere
perpendicular to the leaves, and that g is the transverse Riemannian met-
ric associated to gTM. To show that X is foliate, It suffices to show that
g([Y,X], Z) = 0. Since f is a basic function, gTM(X, Y) = df(Y) = 0. This
implies that the gradient vector X is always perpendicular to the leaves.
Now that both X and Z are perpendicular to the leaves, we must have that
gTM(X,Z) = g(X,Z). Also note that gTM(X,Z) = df(Z) must be a basic
function. Therefore

0 = LY (gTM(X,Z)) = LY (g(X,Z))

= (LYg)(X,Z) + g(LYX,Z) + g(X,LYZ)

= g(LYX,Z) + g(X,LYZ) (Here we have used LYg = 0.)

= g(LYX,Z) (Here we have used LYZ ∈ C∞(TF) = ker(g).)

= g([Y,X], Z)

This proves that grad(f) is foliate. To prove that the flow ofX is g-equivariant,
it suffices to show that ∀ v ∈ g, if the transverse Killing vector a(v) is rep-
resented by a foliate vector ζ, then [X, ζ] ∈ X(F). Since by assumption the
basic function f is g-invariant, Lζf = 0. Thus for an arbitrary foliate vector
field Z that is perpendicular to the leaves, we have that

Lζ (df(Z)) = (Lζdf)(Z) + df (LζZ) = df([ζ, Z]) = g(X, [ζ, Z]).
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On the other hand, since df(X) = gTM(X,Z) = g(X,Z), and since ζ pre-
serves g, we have that

Lζ (df(Z)) = Lζ (g(X,Z))

= (Lζg)(X,Z) + g(LζX,Z) + g(X,LζZ)

= g([ζ, X], Z) + g(X, [ζ, Z])

This implies that g([ζ, X], Z) = 0. Since Z is arbitrarily given, [X, ζ] ∈
X(F) = ker(g). q.e.d.

Throughout the rest of this section, we will assume that f is a proper
and g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function on (M,F). For any a ∈ R, let
Ma := {x ∈M | f(x) ≤ a}.

Theorem 5.8. Suppose that a < b are two real numbers in f(M), and that no
critical values of f lie in the open interval (a, b). Then there is a foliation preserv-
ing g-equivariant diffeomorphism from Mb onto Ma.

Proof. Suppose that ǫ > 0 is sufficiently small such that (a−ǫ, b+ǫ) consists
of regular values of f. Then f−1(a−ǫ, b+ǫ) is a (g⋊F)-invariant open subset
ofM. It follows easily from the argument given in the proof of [LS18, Prop.
3.3.6] that there exists a (g ⋊ F)-invariant function λ on M, which equals

1

g(grad(f),grad(f))
on f−1[a, b], and which vanishes outside of a compact

neighborhood of f−1[a, b] that lies in f−1(a+ ǫ, b− ǫ). Define a vector field
X onM as follows

(5.4) Xq = λ(q) · grad(f)q, ∀q ∈M.

Since λ is a g-invariant basic function, X must be a g-equivariant foliate
vector field that generates a one parameter subgroup {ϕt} of g-equivariant
and foliation preserving diffeomorphisms. Define

Ψ :Mb →Ma, p 7→ ϕa−b(p).

It is straightforward to check that Ψ is a g-equivariant and foliation preserv-
ing diffeomorphism fromMb ontoMa.

q.e.d.

Definition 5.9. Let C and N be foliated manifolds equipped with a Riemann-
ian foliation and a transverse isometric Lie algebra g-action, where N is a foliated
manifold with boundary, and let E+ → C and E− → C be Riemannian foliated
g-equivariant vector bundles over C which are equipped with a transverse isomet-
ric Lie algebra g-action. Denote by D+ and D− the disk bundles of E+ and E−

respectively, by D̊− the open disk bundle of E−, and denote by S the sphere bundle
of D−. The bundle

(5.5) D+ ⊕D− = {(v,w) | |v| ≤ 1, ||w|| ≤ 1}

is called a basic handle bundle of type (E+, E−) of index rank(E−). Let Ñ ⊇ N

be a foliated manifold with boundary, and H ⊂ Ñ a closed subset. We write
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Ñ = N ∪D+⊕S H, and say that Ñ arises from N by g-equivariantly attaching a
basic handle of type (E+, E−) if

1) there exists a homeomorphism F : D+ ⊕D− → H;

2) Ñ = N ∪H;
3) F|D+⊕S is a foliation preserving g-equivariant diffeomorphism onto ∂N∩
H;

4) F|
D+⊕D̊− is a foliation preserving g-equivariant diffeomorphism onto Ñ \

N.

Following the methods developed in [Pa63] and [W69], we will prove
a foliated version of the Morse handle body theorem. We will need the
following technical result from [Pa63].

Lemma 5.10. Let λ : R → R be a smooth function that is monotone non-

increasing and satisfies λ(t) = 1 if t ≤ 1
2 , λ(t) > 0 if t < 1, and λ(t) = 0 if t ≥ 1.

For 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, let σ(s) be the unique solution of
λ(σ)

1− σ
=
2

3
(1 − s) in [0, 1].

Then σ is strictly monotone increasing, continuous, C∞ in [0, 1) and σ(0) =
1

2
,

σ(1) = 1. Moreover, if ǫ > 0 and u2 − v2 ≥ −ǫ and u2 − v2 −
3ǫ

2
λ(
u2

ǫ
) ≤ −ǫ,

then u2 ≤ ǫσ(
v2

ǫ+ u2
).

Next we explain the argument used in [Pa63, Sec. 11] can be easily
adapted to prove the following result.

Proposition 5.11. Let X be a connected, compact and non-degenerate critical sub-
manifold of the g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function f, and let φ : NX → M,
NX(r), and θ be given as in Lemma 5.6. Consider the splittingNX = N+X⊕N−X
as given in (5.2). Define a function g on B(r) := φ(NX(r)) as follows.

(5.6) (g ◦φ ◦ θ)(x, y) = (f ◦ φ ◦ θ)(x, y) −
3ǫ

2
λ(

||x||2

ǫ
),

where (x, y) ∈ N+
pX⊕N−

pX, p ∈ X, and λ : R → R is as in Lemma 5.10. Then
for 2ǫ < r,

(5.7) g−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ B(r) = f−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ B(r).

Moreover, Q := {p ∈ B(r) |g(p) ≤ −ǫ} arises from Z := {p ∈ B(r) | f(p) ≤
−ǫ} by g-equivariantly attaching a basic handle of type (N+X,N−X).

Proof. First note that f−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ B(r) ⊂ g−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ B(r) is obviously
true. If (φ ◦ θ)(x, y) ∈ g−1(−∞, ǫ] such that (g ◦ φ ◦ θ)(x, y) 6= (f ◦ φ ◦

θ)(x, y), then λ(
||x||2

ǫ
) > 0. Hence we have that ||x||2 < ǫ. It follows that

(f ◦ φ ◦ θ)(x, y) = ||x||2 − ||y||2 ≤ ||x||2 < ǫ. This proves (5.7).
Now let D+ ⊂ N+X and D− ⊂ N−X be the disk bundles as given in

Definition 5.9, and let H = {x ∈ B(r) | f(x) ≥ −ǫ, and g(x) ≤ ǫ}. Define
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F : D+ ⊕D− → H by

(F◦φ◦θ)(x, y) =
(

(ǫσ(||x||2)||y||2 + ǫ)
1
2x, (ǫσ(||x||2))

1
2y

)

, ∀ (x, y) ∈ D+⊕D−,

and G : H→ D+ ⊕D− by

(φ−1 ◦ θ−1 ◦G)(x, y) =





x

(ǫ + ||y||2)
1
2

,

(

ǫσ(
||x||2

ǫ+ ||y||2
)

)

1
2

y



 , ∀ (x, y) ∈ H.

A routine check shows that F and G and inverse functions to each other,
and that F has all the properties required in Definition 5.9.

q.e.d.

Theorem 5.12. Let f be a proper g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function. Suppose
that 0 is a critical value of f, that ǫ > 0 is so small that 0 is the only critical value
of f in (−ǫ, ǫ), and that X1, · · · , Xs are all the connected components of the critical
submanifold of f that lie in f−1(0). Then there is a g-equivariant foliated diffeo-

morphism from Mǫ to a (g ⋉ F)-invariant submanifold M̃ ⊂ M with boundary
that arises from Mǫ by g-equivariantly attaching s many basic handles of type
(N+Xi,N

−Xi), 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Proof. For each Xi, let φi : NXi → M be a (g ⋉ F)-equivariant tubular
neighborhood as given in Lemma 5.6, and let Bi(r) := φ(NXi(r)) for r = 5ǫ.
Without loss of generality, choose ǫ to be so small that Bi(r) ∩ Bj(r) = ∅,
∀ i 6= j. Define a function g on V = f−1(−2ǫ,∞) as follows. If z ∈ Bi(r)
for some i, define g(z) as in (5.6); if z /∈ ∪si=1Bi(r), then define g(z) = f(z).
We first claim that g is smooth. To see this, it suffices to show that ∀ 1 ≤
i ≤ s, the closure of the set Zi := {z ∈ Bi(r) ∩ f

−1(−2ǫ,∞) | f(z) 6= g(z)}

is contained in B̊i(r), the interior of Bi(r). Write z = (φ ◦ θ)(x, y), where
(x, y) ∈ N+

pXi ⊕ N
−
pXi for some p ∈ Xi. If z ∈ Zi, then by definition we

must have ||x||2 < ǫ. However, f(z) = ||x||2 − ||y||2 > −2ǫ. Hence ||y||2 <

2ǫ + ||x||2 < 3ǫ. It follows that Zi ⊂ Bi(4ǫ) ⊂ B̊i(r). This also proves that
the function g is proper.

Next we claim that g has no critical points in g−1[−
5ǫ

4
,
5ǫ

4
]. To simplify

notations, write ζ = ||x||2, η = ||y||2, and g̃ = g◦φ◦θ. Using these notations,

write g̃(ζ, η) = ζ− η− 3ǫ
2 λ(

ζ
ǫ). So

∂g̃

∂ζ
= 1−

3

2
λ ′(
ζ

ǫ
) > 0,

∂g̃

∂η
= −1 < 0.

It follows that dg̃ could only possibly vanish at a point z that lies in the

zero section X. However, if this is the case, then g(z) = − 3ǫ
2 . It follows that

z /∈ g−1[− 5ǫ
4
, 5ǫ
4
].

Now observe that both g−1[−ǫ, ǫ] and g−1(− 5ǫ
4 ,

5ǫ
4 ) are (g⋉F)-invariant

sets. Thus there exists a compactly supported g-invariant basic function
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ρ which equals 1
g(grad(g),grad(g)) on g−1[−ǫ, ǫ], and which vanishes outside

g−1(− 5ǫ
4
, 5ǫ
4
). Define a vector field X on V as follows.

Xp =

{
ρ · grad(g), ifp ∈ g−1(− 5ǫ

4
, 5ǫ
4
);

0, if p /∈ g−1(− 5ǫ
4 ,

5ǫ
4 ).

Note that since X is supported in a compact subset in V , it naturally extends
to a foliate vector field on M. It is clear that X is a complete foliate vector
field on V ; moreover, its flow {ϕt} is g-equivariant. Since g−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ V =

f−1(−∞, ǫ] ∩ V , ϕ−2ǫ is a g-equivariant foliated diffeomorphism from Mǫ

onto

M−ǫ
⋃

{p ∈ V |p ∈ f−1[−ǫ,∞)∩g−1(−∞,−ǫ]} =M−ǫ
⋃

(∪si=1{p ∈ Bi(r) |g(p) ≤ −ǫ}) .

Theorem 5.12 now follows easily from Proposition 5.11.
q.e.d.

6. APPLICATIONS TO THE EQUIVARIANT BASIC COHOMOLOGY THEORY

Throughout this section, unless otherwise stated, (M,F) is a transversely
compact Riemannian foliation that admits a transverse isometric g-action,
and f : M → R is a proper g-invariant basic Morse-Bott function. To sim-
plify notations, for any saturated submanifold N of M, in the rest of this
paper we will often simply denote by F the foliation F |N on N induced by
restriction.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that a is a regular value of f. Then any basic form α ∈
Ω(Ma,F) can be extended to a basic form on the entire manifold M.

Proof. First we show that α can be extended to a basic form on a saturated
open neighborhood M<a+ǫ := {x ∈ M | f(x) < a + ǫ} for some ǫ > 0.
Since by assumption the boundary of Ma is compact, there exists ǫ > 0,
and finitely many foliation coordinate neighborhood U1, · · · , Uk, such that
M<a+ǫ ⊂Ma ∪ (∪ki=1Ui). Moreover, we may assume that on each Ui there
is a foliation coordinate chart

ϕi : Ui → R
p × R

q, z 7→ (x1(z), · · · , xp(z), y1(z), · · · yq(z)),

such that the restriction ϕi : Ui ∩M
a → R

p × R
q−1 × R≥0 gives rise to a

foliation coordinate chart on Ma. On each Ui ∩M
a, α has an expression of

the form

α =
∑

l1<···<ls

fl1···ls(x1, · · · xp, y1, · · · , yq)dy
l1 · · ·dyls ,

such that each coefficient fl1···ls is a basic function on (Ui ∩M
a,F |Ui∩Ma).

We note that for every 1 ≤ i ≤ q, fl1···ls can be extended to a smooth basic
function on Ui. Indeed, a routine check shows that if we extend each fl1···ls
to a smooth function on R

p ×R
q following the extension formula precisely

given in [S73], then the resulting smooth function is also basic. Thus α ex-
tends to a basic form on the entireUi. Moreover, following the construction
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used in [S73], it is easy to see that the extensions of α on different foliation
coordinate neighborhoods can be chosen in such a way that they agree with
each other on the overlap Ui∩Uj 6= ∅. Therefore α gets extended to a basic
form α̃ onM<a+ǫ.

Now apply [LS18, Prop. 3.3.6] to get a (g⋉F)-invariant function λwhich
equals 1 onMa and which vanishes outsideM<a+ǫ. Define

E(α)(z) =

{
λ(z) · α̃(z), if z ∈M<a+ǫ;

0, if z /∈M<a+ǫ.

Then E(α) is a basic form onM whose restriction toMa is α.
q.e.d.

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that a1 < a2 < a3 are three regular values of the (g⋉ F)-
invariant Morse function f. Then there is a long exact sequence of cohomologies
(6.1)

· · ·→H∗−1
g (Ma2,Ma1,F)→H∗

g(M
a3,Ma2,F)

p∗
−→H∗

g(M
a3,Ma1,F)

i∗
−→H∗

g(M
a2,Ma1,F)→ · · · .

Here p∗ is induced by the natural chain map

p : Ωg(M
a3 ,Ma2 ,F) → Ωg(M

a3 ,Ma1 ,F), α 7→ α,

and i∗ is the pullback map induced by the inclusion i :Ma3 →Ma2 .

Proof. We claim the following sequence is exact.

0→ Ωg(M
a3 ,Ma2 ,F)

p
−→ Ωg(M

a3 ,Ma1 ,F)
i∗
−→ Ωg(M

a2 ,Ma1 ,F) → 0.

The only thing requires a proof is the surjectivity of i∗. It follows from
Lemma 6.1 that for every α ∈ Ωg(M

a2 ,Ma1 ,F) = (Sg∗⊗Ω(Ma3 ,Ma1F))g,
there exists β ∈ Sg∗ ⊗Ω(M,F) such that i∗β = α.

If the transverse action of Lie algebra g lifts to a true Lie algebra action
g → R(F) that is induced by a foliation preserving smooth action of a
compact Lie group G on (M,F), then we have (Sg∗ ⊗Ω(Ma3 ,Ma1F))g =

(Sg∗ ⊗Ω(Ma3 ,Ma1F))G. Averaging β over the Harr measure on G yields
a relative equivariant basic form β1 ∈ (Sg∗ ⊗ Ω(Ma3 ,Ma1F))g such that
i∗β1 = α. In the general case that there is an isometric transverse Lie alge-
bra g-action on a transversely compact Riemannian foliation, the existence
of a similar ”averaging” operator is established in [L24]. Applying it to β
will provide us with the desired relative equivariant basic form β1.

q.e.d.

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that a < b are two regular values of the (g⋉ F)-invariant
Morse-Bott function f such that (a, b) contains no critical values of f. Let i :

Ma −֒→Mb be the inclusion map. Then the following results hold.

1) i∗ : H∗
g(M

b,F) → Hag(M
a,F) is an isomorphism;

2) Hg(M
b,Ma,F) = 0;

3) For any regular value c < a, i∗ : Hg(M
b,Mc,F) → Hg(M

a,Mc,F) is
an isomorphism.



23

Proof. Let X be the vector field as defined in (5.4), let {ϕt} be the one param-
eter subgroup of g-equivariant and foliation preserving diffeomorphisms,
and let φt := ϕ−t(b−a), ∀ 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Then {φt}0≤t≤1 is a family of g-

equivariant and foliation preserving diffeomorphisms, which satisfiesφ1(M
b) =

Ma. Note that {φt}0≤t≤1 provides a g-equivariant and foliated homotopy
between φ0|Mb = idMb and i ◦ φ1|Mb = φ1|M

b. Thus φ∗
1 ◦ i

∗ = idHg(Mb,F).

Since φ∗
1 : H∗

g(M
a,F) → H∗

g(M
b,F) is an isomorphism, i∗ must also be

an isomorphism. This proves the first assertion. The second assertion fol-
lows from the first assertion together with the long exact sequence (6.1). It
remains to show the third assertion. Note that we may assume the vec-
tor field X vanishes on Mc. Then φt(z) = z, ∀ z ∈ Mc. Thus φ∗

0, (i ◦

φ1)
∗ : Ωc(M

b,Mc,F) → Ωc(M
a,Mc,F) are homotopic as morphisms of

g⋆-differential graded algebras. Assertion 3 now follows from Lemma 4.1.
q.e.d.

Proposition 6.4. Let a < b be two regular values of the (g⋉F)-invariant Morse-
Bott function f. Then the chain map

(6.2) Ωg,c(M
b \Ma,F) → Ωg(M

a,Mb,F), α 7→ (α, 0)

induces an isomorphism on cohomologies.

Proof. Choose ǫ > 0 sufficiently small such that [a, a + ǫ] ⊂ [a, b] consists
entirely of regular values of f. We first show that the morphism induced by
(6.2) on cohomologies is injective. To see this, assume that there is a com-
pactly supported closed equivariant differential formα inΩg,c(M

b\Ma,F)

such that (α, 0) = dg(β, 0) for some (β, 0) ∈ Ωg(M
b,Ma,F). Since α is

compactly supported inMb\Ma, without loss of generality we may assume
thatα = 0 on f−1[a, a+ǫ]. In other words, (β|Ma+ǫ , 0) is a closed equivariant
differential form that lies in Ωg(M

a+ǫ,Ma,F). It follows from Lemma 6.3
that there exists an equivariant differential form (γ, 0) ∈ Ωg(M

a+ǫ,Ma,F)

such that (β, 0) = dg(γ, 0). Choose a (g ⋉ F)-invariant function λ which

equals 1 onMa+ǫ
2 and which vanishes outsideMa+ǫ. Then β1 = β− dg(λ ·

γ) ∈ Ωg,c(M
b \Ma,F) and satisfies α = dgβ1.

Next we show that the morphism induced by (6.2) on cohomologies is
surjective. Let (η, 0) ∈ Ωg(M

a,Mb,F) be a closed relative equivariant ba-
sic differential form, and let ǫ and λ be chosen as in the previous paragraph.
It follows from Lemma 6.3 that there exists a relative equivariant basic dif-
ferential form (ζ, 0) ∈ Ωg(M

a+ǫ,Ma,F) such that (η, 0) = dg(ζ, 0) holds on
the pair (Ma+ǫ,Ma). Thus λ · ζ is a relative equivariant basic differential
form in Ωg(M

b,Ma,F), such that η − dg(λ · ζ) ∈ Ωg,c(M
b \Ma,F). This

finishes the proof of surjectivity. q.e.d.

Theorem 6.5. In addition to the assumptions made in Theorem 5.12, assume that
g is abelian, and that there is a one dimensional subalgebra h of g such that Crit(f)
coincides with the fixed-leaf set Mh =

∐s
i=1 Xi. Then we have the following short
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exact sequence of Sg∗-modules.

(6.3) 0→

s
⊕

i=1

H∗−ri
g (Xi,F) → Hg(M

ǫ,F) → Hg(M
−ǫ,F) → 0.

Here ri is the rank of the negative normal bundle E−i over Xi. Moreover, the mor-
phism i∗ : Hg(M

ǫ,F) →
⊕s

i=1Hg(Xi,F) induced by the inclusion i :
∐
Xi →

Mǫ is injective.

Proof. Note that by Lemma 6.3, H∗
g(M

ǫ,M−ǫ,F) = H∗
g(M

−ǫ ∪ (∪si=1{p ∈

Bi(r) |g(p) ≤ ǫ},M
−ǫ,F). However, Proposition 6.4 together with Theorem

5.12 implies that

H∗
g(M

−ǫ ∪ (∪si=1{p ∈ Bi(r) |g(p) ≤ ǫ},M
−ǫ,F) = ⊕si=1H

∗
g,c(D

+
i ⊕ D̊−

i,F).

It follows easily from Lemma 4.2 that H∗
g,c(D

+
i ⊕ D̊−

i,F) ∼= H∗
g,c(D̊

−
i,F).

Let || · || be the fibrewise defined norm on E−i induced by the transverse
Riemannian metric. The fibrewise defined map

fi : D̊−
i → E−i , v 7→ tan(

π||v||

2
)v

is clearly a g-equivariant and foliation preserving diffeomorphism, which
induces an isomorphism from the de Rham complex of vertically com-
pactly supported equivariant basic form on E−i to the de Rham complex of

compactly supported equivariant basic form on D̊−
i . It follows thatH∗

g,c(D̊
−
i,F) ∼=

H∗
g,cv(E

−
i ,F). Thus Theorem 4.7 together with Lemma 6.2 implies that there

is a long exact sequence

(6.4) · · · →

s
⊕

i=1

H∗−ri
g (Xi,F) → H∗

g(M
ǫ,F) → H∗

g(M
−ǫ,F) → · · ·

In the above exact sequence the map H∗−ri
g (Xi,F) → H∗

g(M
ǫ,F) can be

factored out as follows.

H∗−ri
g (Xi,F)

ζ∗−→ H∗
g,c(D̊i

−
,F) ∼= H∗

g,c(M
ǫ \M−ǫ,F) → H∗(Mǫ.F),

Let i : Xi −֒→Mǫ be the inclusion map. Then the compositionH∗−ri
g (Xi,F) →

H∗
g(M

ǫ,F)
i∗

−֒→ H∗
g(Xi,F) is given by

[α] 7→ [ηXi,g]∧ [α],

where ηXi,g is the equivariant basic Euler form of E−i → Xi. It follows from

Proposition 4.9 that [ηXi,g] is not a zero divisor. Therefore bothH∗−ri
g (Xi,F) →

H∗
g(M

ǫ,F) and i∗ : Hg(M
ǫ,F) →

⊕s
i=1Hg(Xi,F) must be injective. This

finishes the proof of Theorem 8.3.
q.e.d.

Theorem 6.6. (Kirwan Surjectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action of
an abelian Lie algebra g on a compact Riemannian foliation (M,F). Suppose that
f : M → R is a basic Morse-Bott function that is invariant under the g-action,
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that there is a one dimensional subalgebra h of g such that Crit(f) coincides with
the fixed-leaf set Mh, and that 0 is a regular value of f. Then the inclusion map
i : Z := f−1(0) −֒→ M induces a surjective map κ : Hg(M,F) → Hg(Z,F |Z) in
cohomologies.

Proof. Let F = f2, and let 0 < c1 < · · · < cm be all the critical values of F.
Clearly, F is a basic Morse-Bott function at all of its critical values except for
0. Choose 0 < ǫ < c1 and apply Theorem 8.3 to critical levels c1, · · · , cm
repeatedly. We see that the inclusion map i : Mǫ −֒→ M induces a sur-
jection H∗

g(M,F) → H∗
g(M

ǫ,F). Finally, note that there is a g-equivariant

and foliation preserving deformation retraction from Mǫ onto F−1(0) = Z.
It follows from Lemma 4.1 that the inclusion map i : Z −֒→ M induces a
surjection κ : H∗

g(M,F) → H∗
g(Z,F) in cohomologies.

q.e.d.

Theorem 6.7. (Kirwan injectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action of
an abelian Lie algebra g on a compact Riemannian foliation (M,F). Suppose that
f : M → R is a basic Morse-Bott function that is invariant under the g-action,
that there is a one dimensional subalgebra h of g such that Crit(f) coincides with
the fixed-leaf set X := Mh. Then the morphism i∗ : Hg(M,F) → Hg(X,F |X)

induced by the inclusion i : X →֒M is injective.

Proof. Let c1 < · · · < cm be all the critical values of f, let a1 < · · · <
am be regular values of f satisfying ci < ak < ck+1, and let the mor-
phism i∗k : Hg(M

ak ,F) → Hg(M
ak ∩ X,F) be induced by the inclusion

ik : Mak ∩ X →֒ Mak . To show Theorem 6.7, it suffices to show that
∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ m, the morphism i∗k : Hg(M

ak ,F) → Hg(M
ak ∩ X,F) is injec-

tive. Applying the second assertion in Theorem 6.5, it is easy to prove the
claim by mathematical induction.

q.e.d.

7. MORSE INEQUALITIES FOR RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS

Throughout this section, assume that (M,F) is a Riemannian foliation of
co-dimension n on a compact manifold M, and that f : M → R is a basic
Morse-Bott function. We note that with the only exceptions of Theorem
6.5 and Theorem 6.6, the foundational results established in Section 5 and
Section 6 apply to the current situation with g = {0}. Indeed, Theorem 6.5
and Theorem 6.6 depend on Proposition 4.9 which fail to hold in the non-
equivariant case in general. However, in view of Theorem A.1, the same
argument as given in the proof of Theorem 6.5, together with Theorem A.1,
leads to the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Suppose that 0 is a critical value of f, that ǫ > 0 is so small that
0 is the only critical value of f in (−ǫ, ǫ), and that X1, · · · , Xs are all the connected
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components of the critical submanifold of f that lies in f−1(0). Then

H∗(Mǫ,M−ǫ,F) ∼=

s
⊕

i=1

H∗−ri(Xi, LXi
,F).

Here ri is the rank of the negative normal bundle of Xi, and LXi
is the orientation

line bundle of the negative normal bundleN−Xi.

To state the Morse inequalities for Riemannian foliations, we first intro-
duce a few notations to set up the stage. For a connected component of
the critical submanifold X of f, we will denote by rX the rank of the nega-
tive normal bundle of X, and LX the orientation line bundle of the negative
normal bundleN−X. Define

(7.1) νj =
∑

X⊂Crit(f)

dim
(

Hj−rX(X, LX,F)
)

,

were X runs over all connected components of critical submanifolds of f.
Let a < b be two regular values of f. ∀ 0 ≤ j ≤ n, we will denote by
bj(M

b,Ma,F) the relative basic Betti number dim
(

Hj(Mb,Ma,F)
)

, and

by bj(M,F) the basic Betti number dim
(

Hj(M,F)
)

. As an immediate con-
sequence of Lemma 6.2 in the case when g is trivial, we see that bj defines
a sub-additive function on the collection of all pairs of (Mb,Ma) described
above. This leads to the following Morse inequalities.

Theorem 7.2. (Morse inequalities) Suppose that F is a Riemannian foliation
on a compact manifold M, and that f is a basic Morse-Bott function. Then the
following results hold.

a) bj(M,F) ≤

n∑

j=0

νj;

b)
n∑

j=0

(−1)jbj(M,F) =

n∑

j=0

(−1)jνj;

c)
k∑

j=0

(−1)jbj(M,F) ≤
k∑

j=0

(−1)jνj, ∀ 0 ≤ k ≤ n.

8. HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS ON PRE-SYMPLECTIC MANIFOLDS

In this section we consider the Hamiltonian transverse Lie algebra ac-
tions on pre-symplectic manifolds. As an application of the results estab-
lished in Section 5 and Section 6, when the underlying foliation is also Rie-
mannian, and when the transverse Lie algebra action is isometric, we prove
the Kirwan surjectivity and injectivity theorem in this setting. Throughout
this section we assume the g is a finite dimensional abelian Lie algebra.

Definition 8.1. Let F be a foliation on a smooth manifold M. We say that F
is a transversely symplectic foliation, if there exists a closed 2-form ω, called
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a transversely symplectic form, such that for each x ∈ M, the kernel of ωx
coincides with TxF .

Definition 8.2. ([LS17]) Suppose that (M,F ,ω) is a transversely symplectic
foliation, and that there is a transverse action of a finite dimensional Lie algebra
a : g → X(M,F). We say that the action of g is Hamiltonian, if there exists a
g-equivariant smooth map µ :M → g∗, called the moment map, that satisfies the
Hamiltonian equation

(8.1) ι(a(ξ))ω = d〈µ, ξ〉, for all ξ ∈ g.

Here 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual pairing between g∗ and g.

Lemma 8.3. Suppose that (M,F) is a transversely symplectic foliation, and that
there is a Hamiltonian transverse Lie algebra action ρ : g → X(M,F) with a
moment map µ :M→ g∗. Then the following statements hold true.

a)
Crit(µξ) = {a(ξ) = 0}.

b)

dµp(TpM) = (stab(p, g⋉ F))⊥ , ∀p ∈M.

Here given a subspace h ⊆ g, h⊥ ⊆ g∗ denotes the annihilator of h.

Proof. a) is an immediate consequence from the Hamiltonian equation (8.1).
We need only to show b). Suppose that ξ ∈ stab(p, g⋉ F). Then by defini-
tion, a(ξ)(p) = 0. So a) implies that p must be a critical point of µξ. Thus
∀X ∈ Tp,

〈dµp(X), ξ〉 = 〈dµξ, X〉p = 0.

This shows that stab(p, g⋉F) ⊆ (dµ(TpM))⊥. Conversely, if ξ ∈ (dµ(TpM))⊥,
then 〈dµξ, X〉p = 〈dµp(X), ξ〉 = 0, ∀X ∈ TpM. It follows that p ∈ Crit(µξ).
Thus a(ξ)(p) = 0, which implies that ξ ∈ stab(p, g⋉ F).

q.e.d.

Theorem 8.4. Suppose that there is a transverse isometric action of a one dimen-
sional Lie algebra g on a transversely symplectic foliation (M,F ,ω)with a given
transverse Riemannian metric g, and that the action is Hamiltonian with a mo-
ment map f :M→ g∗ ∼= R. Then f is a Morse-Bott function of even index whose
critical submanifolds coincides with the fixed-leaf setMg.

Proof. We compute Mg in the chart at a point x ∈Mg given by Proposition
3.7. The tangent space T = TxM is a direct sum T = E ⊕ F, where E is
an inner-product space with a linear isometric g-action and the foliation
of T is the linear foliation FT defined by F. Thus T g = Eg ⊕ F and T =

E1 ⊕ Eg ⊕ F, where Eg is the g-fixed subspace of E, and where E1 is the
orthogonal complement of Eg in E with respect to the inner product.

Let ψ : T → M be the g-equivariant foliate open embedding given
in Proposition 3.7, let ωT = ψ∗ω, and let ω0 be the linear transversely
symplectic structure on T given by ω|TxM. Then ωT and ω0 are two pre-
symplectic forms on T , both of which have FT as their null foliations. Clearly,
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the transverse action of g on T is Hamiltonian with respect to both ω0 and
ωT . We will denote the corresponding Hamiltonian functions by f0 and fT ,

respectively. Let ξ be a basis vector in g, and let ξT be the transverse vec-
tor field induced by the action of ξ. It follows easily from the Hamiltonian
equation (8.1) that p is a critical point of f0 or fT if and only if the transverse

vector ξT (p) = 0. In particular, this implies that the critical point set for
both f0 and fT is W := Eg ⊕ F. To finish the proof of Theorem 8.4, it suf-
fices to show that the Hessian of fT at the origin 0 is non-degenerate in the
transverse direction of Eg, and its index is even.

Now observe that the transverse Riemannian metric gx on T projects to
an inner product ḡ on E, while the transverse action of g on T projects to a
linear action of g on E that preserves the inner product ḡ. Thus there is a
Lie algebra homomorphism ρ : g → so(E). Let G be the simply-connected
immersed subgroup of SO(E) whose Lie algebra is the image of ρ, and let
H be the closure of G in SO(E). Then it is clear that H is a compact and
connected torus, and that ω0|E and ωT |E are two H-invariant symplectic
forms on E that agree with each other at the origin 0. So by the standard
equivariant Darboux theoremω0 andωT differ from each other on an open
neighborhood of 0 in E by an H-equivariant symplectomorphism.

However, the symplectic form ω0|E and the action of g on E are linear,
with Eg being the fixed point set. It follows from the standard result in
equivariant symplectic geometry the Hessian of f0 at x is non-degenerate
in the transverse direction of Eg, and has even index. It follows that the
Hessian of fT has the same properties.

q.e.d.

Throughout the rest of this section we assume that there is a Hamiltonian
transverse action of an abelian Lie algebra g on a transversely symplectic
foliation (M,F ,ω) with a moment map µ : M → g∗, that (M,F) is also a
Riemannian foliation with a given transversely Riemannian metric g, and
that the action of g is isometric with respect to g.

Lemma 8.5. Let x, y ∈ M satisfy stab(x, g ⋉ F) = stab(y, g ⋉ F) = h, where
h is a Lie subalgebra of g. If x and y are in the same connected component of Mh,
then

µ(x) + h⊥ = µ(y) + h⊥.

As a result, if M/F is compact, then the set of vector spaces

(8.2) {span(µ(x)) + (stab(x, g⋉ F))⊥ | x ∈M}

is finite.

Proof. The map µh : M → h∗ defined by composing µ with the projection
πh∗ : g∗ → h∗ is a moment map for the restricted transverse h-action. By

definition µh∗ restricts to a locally constant function onMh, and so µh∗(x) =
µh∗(y). It follows that

µ(x) − µ(y) ∈ ker(πh∗) = h⊥.
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Since M/F is compact, by Corollary 3.9 the set {stab(x, g ⋉ F) | x ∈ M}

is finite. Since Mh has only finitely many components for every such Lie
subalgebra h of g, (8.2) must be a finite set.

q.e.d.

Lemma 8.6. Suppose that M/F is compact, and that 0 ∈ g∗ is a regular value.
Consider the hyperplane Grassmannian Gr1(g) parametrizes the set of codimen-
sion one subspaces h ⊂ g. Then the set

U := {h ∈ Gr1(g) | 0 is a regular value forµh := projh∗ ◦ µ}

is open and dense in Gr1(g).

Proof. In view of Lemma 8.5, the same argument used in the proof of [BL10,
Lemma B.3] applies to the current situation with minimal changes. q.e.d.

Lemma 8.7. Let (M,F ,ω) be a transversely symplectic foliation, let a : g →
X(M,F) be a Hamiltonian transverse action of an abelian Lie algebra g with a
moment map µ :M → g∗, and let h and h1 be Lie subalgebras of g such that g =

h⊕h1. Suppose that F is also a Riemannian foliation equipped with a transversely
Riemannian metric g, that the g-action is isometric with respect to g, and that
0 ∈ g∗ and 0 ∈ h∗ are regular values of Φ and µh = projh∗ ◦ µ respectively. Set

W := µ−1h (0). Then the following results hold.

1) ker (ω|W) gives rise to a transversely symplectic foliation F0 onW;
2) the induced transverse action of h1 on (W,F0,ω|W) is Hamiltonian;
3) the restriction of g toNF0, where NF0 is being identified with a subbun-

dle of NF |W , is a transverse Riemannian metric on (W,F0); moreover,
the transverse action of h1 on W is isometric with respect to g|NF0

.

Proof. We leave the proof as an easy exercise for the reader.
q.e.d.

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma 8.6 and
Lemma 8.7. It allows us to derive the basic Kirwan surjectivity result for the
transverse action of abelian Lie algebra of any dimension using a reduction
by stage argument.

Proposition 8.8. Consider the transverse isometric action of an abelian Lie al-
gebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F) that is also transversely symplectic.
Suppose that the action of g is Hamiltonian with a moment map µ : M → g∗ for
which 0 ∈ g∗ is a regular value. Then we may choose a basis ξ1, · · · , ξn of g such
that the following results hold.

1) 0 ∈ g∗k is a regular value for the map µk = projg∗k
◦ µ, where gk =

span{ξ1, · · · , ξk}, ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

2) ∀ 1 ≤ k ≤ n, the restriction of µξk+1 to the submanifoldMk := µ
−1
k (0) is

a basic Morse-Bott function with critical submanifold equal to the fixed-
leaf set of the transverse action of hk+1 := span{ζk+1} on (Mk,Fk), where
Fk is the transversely symplectic foliation onMk defined by the kernel of
ω|Mk

.
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Theorem 8.9. (Kirwan Surjectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action
of an abelian Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F) that is also trans-
versely symplectic. Suppose that the action of g is Hamiltonian with a moment
map µ : M → g∗ for which 0 ∈ g∗ is a regular value. Then the inclusion map
i : Z := µ−1(0) −֒→M induces a surjection κ : H∗

g(M,F) → H∗
g(µ

−1(0),F |Z) in
cohomologies.

Proof. Let gj = span{ξ1, · · · , ξj}, let hj = span{ξj+1, · · · , ξn}, where n =

dim(g), and let µj = projg∗j
◦µ be given as in Proposition 8.8. We see that the

inclusion map i : µ−1(0) −֒→ M gets factored out as a sequence of inclusion
map

µ−1(0) −֒→ µ−1n−1(0) −֒→ · · · −֒→ µ−11 (0) −֒→M.

Therefore the homomorphism κ : H∗
g(M,F) → H∗

g(µ
−1(0),F) gets factored

out as the composition of a sequence of morphisms

H∗
g(M,F)

i∗
−→ H∗

g(µ
−1
1 (0),F)

i∗
−→ · · ·

i∗
−→ H∗

g(µ
−1(0),F).

To prove Theorem 8.9, it suffices to show by mathematical induction the
following statement: for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n, the composition map

(8.3) κj : i
∗ ◦ · · · ◦ i∗︸ ︷︷ ︸
j−fold

: H∗
g(M,F) → H∗

g(Mj,F)

is surjective, whereMj = µ
−1
j (0).

Clearly, when j = 1, the statement is an immediate consequence of The-
orem 6.6. Assuming that the statement is true for j − 1 < n, we consider
the case for j. By the inductive hypothesis, the map κj−1 : H∗

g(M,F) →
H∗

g(Mj−1,F) is surjective. Let Fj−1 be the pre-symplectic foliation defined

by the kernel ofω|µ−1j−1(0), and let

Ω(Mj−1,F)bas,gj−1
= {α ∈ Ω(Mj−1,F) | ι(ξ)α = L(ξ)α = 0, ∀ ξ ∈ gj−1}.

It is clear from definition that

Ω(Mj−1,F)bas,gj−1
= Ω(Mj−1,Fj−1).

Thus it follows from [GT18, Prop. 3.9] thatH∗
g(Mj−1,F) = H∗

hj−1
(Mj−1,Fj−1).

A similar argument shows that H∗
g(Mj,F) = H∗

hj−1
(Mj,Fj−1). Now apply-

ing Theorem 6.6 to the transverse isometric action of hj−1 on the Riemann-
ian foliation Fj−1 and the basic Morse-Bott function µξj , we see that the
inclusion map i :Mj →֒Mj−1 induces a surjection i∗ : H∗

hj−1
(Mj−1,Fj−1) →

H∗
hj−1

(Mj,Fj−1). This implies the surjectivity of (8.3) immediately. q.e.d.

Theorem 8.10. (Kirwan injectivity) Consider the transverse isometric action of
an abelian Lie algebra g on a Riemannian foliation (M,F) that is also transversely
symplectic. Let X :=Mg be the fixed-leaf set, i : X →֒M the inclusion map, and

(8.4) i∗ : Hg(M,F) → Hg(X,F |X)
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the pullback morphism induced by i. Assume that the action of g is Hamiltonian.
Then the morphism (8.4) must be injective.

Proof. Note that by Corollary 3.9 the set {stab(x, g ⋉ F) | x ∈ M} is a finite
collection of subspaces of g. Thus we can choose a generic element ξ ∈ g

which does not lie in any stab(x, g ⋉ F) with dimension less than dim(g).
Then for the one dimension Lie subalgebra h := span{ξ}, Mh = Mg = X.
Applying Theorem 6.7 to the Morse-Bott function f := Φξ proves Theorem
8.10.

q.e.d.

9. HAMILTONIAN TORUS ACTIONS ON SYMPLECTIC ORBIFOLDS

We first briefly review some basic notions on orbifolds to set up the stage.
We follow the more classical and elementary approach via local charts and
atlas and borrow from the expositions in [MM03], which also serves as a
very good introduction to orbifolds from the viewpoint of Lie groupoids.

let N be a topological space. An orbifold chart of dimension m ≥ 0
on N is a triple (U, Γ,φ), where U is a connected open set in R

m, Γ is a fi-
nite group of Diff(U) and φ : U → N is a continuous and open map that
induces a homeomorphism U/Γ → φ(U). Let (V,H,ψ) be another orb-
ifold chart on N. An embedding σ : (V,H,ψ) → (U, Γ,φ) between orbifold
charts is an embedding σ : V → U such that φ ◦ σ = ψ. Two orbifold
charts (U, Γ,φ) and (V,H,ψ) are said to be compatible with each other, if
∀ x ∈ φ(U) ∩ ψ(V), there exist an orbifold chart (W,G, ρ) with x ∈ ρ(W),
and two embeddings between orbifold charts σ : (W,G, ρ) → (U, Γ,φ) and
σ ′ : (W,G, ρ) → (V,H,ψ). An orbifold atlas of dimension m ≥ 0 of a
topological space N is a collection of pairwise compatible orbifold charts
U = {(Ui, Γi, φi)}i∈I of dimension m ≥ 0 on N, such that N =

⋃

i∈Iφi(Ui).
An orbifold of dimension m is a pair (N,U), where N is a second count-
able Hausdorff topological space and U is a maximal orbifold atlas of N of
dimension m. A differential form α on an orbifold (N,U) is a collection of
differential forms {αi ∈ Ω(Ui) | (Ui, Γi, φi) ∈ U}, which satisfy the following
compatibility condition: if σji : (Uj, Γj, φj) → (Ui, Γi, φi) is an embedding
between two orbifold charts in U, then σ∗jiαi = αj. We will denote by Ω(N)

the space of differential forms on the orbifold N. Clearly, there is a natural
exterior operator d which turns (Ω(N), d) into a differential complex. The
orbifold version of the De Rham theorem asserts the cohomology of the dif-
ferential complex (Ω(N), d) is isomorphic to the singular cohomology ofN
with real coefficients, c.f. [S56, Theorem 1] .

Similarly a vector field on an orbifold (N,U) is a collection of vector fields
{Zi ∈ Γ(TUi) | (Ui, Γi, φi) ∈ U}, such that if σji : (Uj, Γj, φj) → (Ui, Γi, φi) is
an embedding between two orbifold charts in U, then vector fields Zi and
Zj are σji-related. Let Z be a vector on an orbifold N, and Ω(N) the space
of differential forms on N. It is easy to see that the contraction operator
ιZ : Ω∗(N) → Ω∗−1(N), the Lie derivative operator LZ : Ω∗(N) → Ω∗(N),
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and the exterior operatord : Ω∗(N) → Ω∗+1(N) are well defined and satisfy
the usual Cartan identities.

Let U and V be two orbifold atlases on two orbifolds N and Q respec-
tively. A continuous map f : N→ Q is said to be a smooth orbifold map if
for any x ∈ N there are orbifold charts (U, Γ,φ) ∈ U around x and (V,G,ψ)
around f(x), such that f(φ(U)) ⊂ ψ(V) and such that f|φ(U) : φ(U) → ψ(V)

gets lifted to a smooth map f̃ : U → V with ψ ◦ f̃ = f ◦ φ. Let G be a
Lie group. A smooth action a of G on an orbifold N is a continuous group
action of G onN, such that a : G×N→ N is a smooth orbifold map.

Suppose that there is a smooth action of a Lie group G on an orbifold N.
Then every element ξ ∈ g := Lie(G) generates a vector field ξN onN. ∀α ∈
Ω(N), we define ιξα := ιξNα and Lξα := LξNα. These two operations,
together with the exterior operator d, equip Ω(N) with the structure of a
g⋆-algebra in the sense of [GS99, Ch. 2]. We define the G-equivariant De
Rham cohomology ofN, denoted byHG(N,R), to be the cohomology of the
associated Cartan model (ΩG(N) := (Sg⊗Ω(N))g , dg).

Suppose that a torus T with Lie algebra t acts on a compact symplectic
orbifold (N,ω) in a Hamiltonian fashion with a moment mapΦN : N→ t∗.
Choose a T -invariant Riemannian metric on N that is compatible with the
symplectic form ω. This choice equips the tangent bundle TN with the
structure of a Hermitian orbifold vector bundle. Let π : M → N be the
unitary frame bundle of TN. This is an orbifold principal bundle over N

with structure group U(k), where k = 1
2dim(N); moreover, the total space

M is a smooth manifold on which the structure group U(k) acts locally
free, c.f. [MM03, Sec. 2.4]. Thus M is equipped with the structure of a
foliation F whose leaves are orbits of theU(k)-action. By assumption, both
the Riemannian metric and the symplectic form onN are T -invariant. As a
result, the T -action on N preserves the unitary frames, and so gets lifted to
a T -action on M. Set ωM = π∗ω and Φ = π∗ΦN. Then (M,ΩM, T) is a pre-
symplectic Hamiltonian T -manifold with a moment map Φ. It is clear that
the foliation F is both pre-symplectic and Riemannian, and that the leaf
space of F can be naturally identified with the orbifoldN. In particular, the
results established in Section 8 apply to the current situation.

Now suppose that 0 is a regular value ofΦN. Then it is easy to check that
0 is also a regular value ofΦ. Indeed,Φ−1(0) is a saturated closed subman-

ifold of M whose leaf space is precisely Φ−1
N (0). Since (Φ−1(0),F |Φ−1(0)) is

a Riemannian foliation with compact leaves, Φ−1
N (0) must admit the struc-

ture of an orbifold as well. Similarly, let X be the fixed point set of the
T -action on the orbifold N. Then XM := π−1(X) is the set of fixed leaves
of the lifted T -action on M. Choose a generic element ξ ∈ t, such that for
the one dimension Lie subalgebra h := span{ξ}, Mh = Mt = XM. Then it
follows from Theorem 8.4 that XM is a closed saturated submanifold of M.
Since all the leaves of F |XM

are compact, the leaf space must be an orbifold
as well. In other words, X must admit the structure of an orbifold.
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Note that the quotient map π : M → N induces a pullback map π∗ :

Ω(N) → Ω(M,F), which is an isomorphism of t∗-algebras. Similarly, we

have two other isomorphisms of g∗-algebras π∗ : Ω(Φ−1
N (0)) → Ω(Φ−1(0),F |Φ−1(0))

and π∗ : Ω(X) → Ω(XM,F |XM
). So we have three isomorphisms of the

equivariant cohomologies π∗ : HT (N) ∼= Ht(M,F), π∗ : HT (Φ
−1(0)) ∼=

Ht(Φ
−1(0),F |Φ−1(0)), and π∗ : HT (X) ∼= Ht(XM,F |XM

). Moreover, it is easy
to check the following two diagrams commute.

(9.1)

HT (N) HT (Φ
−1(0))

Ht(M,F) Ht(Φ
−1(0),F |Φ−1(0)),

κ

π∗ π∗

κ

HT (N) HT (X)

Ht(M,F) Ht(XM,F |XM
).

i∗

π∗ π∗

i∗

In the above two diagrams, the horizontal maps are induced by the inclu-
sions. In view of (9.1), Theorem 8.9 and Theorem 8.10 lead to the following
results.

Theorem 9.1. Consider the Hamiltonian action of a compact and connected torus
T on a compact symplectic orbifold (N,ω) with a moment map ΦN : N → t∗.
Assume that 0 is a regular value of ΦN. Then the pullback map κ : HT (N) →

HT (Φ
−1
N (0)) induced by the inclusion i : Φ−1(0) →֒ N is surjective.

Theorem 9.2. Consider the Hamiltonian action of a compact and connected torus
T on a compact symplectic orbifold (N,ω). Assume that X is the fixed point set.
Then the pullback map i∗ : HT (N) → HT (X) is injective.

APPENDIX A. THOM ISOMORPHISM FOR NON-ORIENTABLE FOLIATED

VECTOR BUNDLES

Let π : E→M be a non-orientable foliated vector bundle of rank k over a
foliated manifold (M,F), let FE be the lifted foliation on E, and let OE be the
orientation line bundle of E. By definition, OE is a flat vector bundle. Recall
that the twisted De Rham complexes (Ω(M,OE), d) is defined as follows,
c.f. [BT82, Sec. 7]. As a space, Ωr(M,OE) := Γ(∧r(T∗M) ⊗ OE). Choose
a family of trivialization {(Uα, ϕα)} of the orientation line bundle OE such
that the corresponding transition functions are locally constant. On each
Uα, a twisted differential form γ of degree r has an representation γ = β⊗s,
where β is a differential forms on Uα and s is a nowhere vanishing local
section of OE over Uα. The exterior derivative of γ is given by the formula

(A.1) dγ := dβ⊗ s.

It is straightforward to check that dγ does not depend on the choice of
a local trivialization, and thus defines a global element in Ωr+1(M,OE).
Similarly, given a vector field X onM, define

LXγ = (LXτ)⊗ s, ιXγ = ιXτ⊗ s.
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One checks easily the above definition does not depend on the choice of
a local trivialization, and extends the usual Lie derivative LX and interior
product ιX to twisted differential forms. We say that γ ∈ Ω(M,OE) is a
twisted basic differential form, if LXγ = ιXγ = 0, ∀X ∈ Γ(F), and will
denote by Ω(M,OE,F) the space of twisted basic differential forms. It is
clear thatΩ(M,OE,F) is invariant under the exterior derivative defined in
(A.1). We call the cohomology of the differential complex (Ω(M,OE,F), d)
the twisted basic cohomology, and denote it byH(M,OE,F). Moreover, the
same argument as given in the proof [BT82, Prop. 7.5] shows up to isomor-
phisms the twisted basic cohomologies are independent of the choice of lo-
cal trivializations. Observe that π∗E is a vector bundle over E, for which the
pullback bundle π∗OE is the orientation line bundle. Applying the above
construction to E and π∗OE, we get the De Rham complex of twisted basic
differential forms (Ω(E, π∗OE,FE), d).

Since E is non-orientable, the integration along the fiber operator π∗ :

Ω∗
cv(E) → Ω(M) is no longer well defined. However, the usual construc-

tion in the orientable case can be easily modified to define two integration
along the fiber operators in most obvious ways: π∗ : Ωcv(E) → Ω(M,OE),
and π∗ : Ωcv(E,OE) → Ω(M). It is easy to check that both operators satisfy
properties similar to those stated in [LS21, Lemma B.2], and thus induce
two operators π∗ : Ω(E,FE) → Ω(M,OE,F) and π∗ : Ω(E, π∗OE,FE) →
Ω(M,F). In this context, a twisted basic Thom form is a form τ ∈ Ωk

cv(E, π
∗OE,FE)

such that π∗(τ) = 1. It is easy to see that when the orthogonal frame bun-
dle P of E admits a connection that is FP-basic, a slight modification of the
argument given in the proof of [LS21, Prop. 4.8.2] shows E will admit a
twisted basic Thom form.

Now suppose that γ and γ ′ are two twisted basic forms inΩ(E, π∗OE,FE).
We can define γ ∧ γ ′ ∈ Ω(E, π∗(OE ⊗ OE),FE) as follows. Set γ = β ⊗ s
and γ ′ = β ′ ⊗ s, where β and β ′ are differential forms on U and s is a local
section of π∗OE over U. Then on U

γ∧ γ ′ = (β∧ β ′)⊗ (s⊗ s).

It is straightforward to check that the above definition does not depend on
the choice of a local section s, and so γ∧ γ ′ is globally defined. Moreover,
since π∗(OE ⊗OE) is a trivial line bundle over E, Ω(E, π∗(OE ⊗OE),FE) =
Ω(E,FE). Thus γ ∧ γ ′ is a basic differential form on E. In particular, we
see that if τ is a twisted basic Thom form on E, and σ ∈ Ω(M,OE, F), then
τ∧ π∗σ ∈ Ωcv(E,FE).

After these preparations, the arguments used in [LS21] to establish the
Thom isomorphism for an oriented foliated vector bundle can be easily
modified to show the following result. .

Theorem A.1. Let (X,F) be a foliated manifold, and let (E,FE, gE) be a possibly
non-orientable Riemannian foliated vector bundle over X. Suppose that the orthog-
onal frame bundle P of E admits a FP-basic connection. Then there exists a twisted
basic Thom form τ on E. Moreover, the fiber integration π∗ : Ωcv(E,FE)[r] →
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Ω(M,OE,F) is a homotopy equivalence. A homotopy inverse of π∗ is the Thom
map ζ∗ : Ω(M,OE,F) → Ωcv(E,FE)[r] defined by ζ∗(α) = τ∧ π

∗α.
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