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Transverse Ricci solitons on a compact foliated

manifold

Seungsu Hwang Seoung Dal Jung Jungwoo Moon

Abstract

We investigate transverse Ricci solitons, the self-similar solutions of the transverse
Ricci flow, on a compact foliated manifold. In particular, we show the relations between a
taut Riemannian foliation and a transverse Ricci soliton. Moreover, we find some examples

of transverse Ricci solitons.

1 Introduction

A Riemannian metric g on a manifold M is a Ricci soliton if it is a self-similar solution of the

Ricci flow. Equivalently, it is a metric g on M which satisfies the following:
1
Ric+ éLng Ag, (1.1)

where )\ is a constant, Ric is the Ricci curvature, and Lx is the Lie derivative with respect
to a vector field X on M. In particular, a gradient Ricci soliton is a Ricci soliton satisfying
X = V[ for some smooth potential function f in (1.1). In general, a Ricci soliton may not be
a gradient Ricci soliton. We refer to [2]] for an example of Ricci soliton, which is not a gradient
Ricci soliton. Nevertheless, we have the following well-known result on a compact manifold

M without boundary(shortly, a compact manifold M ):
Theorem 1.1. [[/8] Every Ricci soliton on a compact manifold is a gradient Ricci soliton.

The idea of Theorem 1.1 depends on the nondecreasing property of Perelman’s W-functional,
which is known as the following:

W(f,g,0) = /M 0(S + VI + f — nl(dmo) 3efav, (1.2)

where f is a smooth function on a compact M, S is the scalar curvature of the metric g, o is a
time-dependent scale parameter, and n = dim M. To be specific, Theorem 1.1 has been proved

since a gradient Ricci soliton is a critical point of (1.2).

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.14099v1

On the other hand, there has been some research on the transverse analogy of the Ricci flow
on a foliated manifold. Let (M, F, g) be a Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian foliation F
and the normal bundle () of F. Define a bundle-like metric ¢ = g © g¢ associated with F by
Lirgg = 0 for any vector field U tangent to F, where gr is the metric along 7'F and g, is the
metric on (). Then the followings are known: First, Lovri¢ et al.[17] introduced the transverse
Ricci flow on (M, F, g) in 2000:
99 _ _ypie

dt
1.3
dgr _, -

dt
where Ric® is the transverse Ricci curvature of (M, F, g) with respect to go. Later, the analogy
of Deturck’s trick[[7] of (1.3) was proved by Bedulli et al.[3] and the F® functional, the trans-
verse analogy of Perelman’s [F functional, is developed by Lin[16]]. Therefore, the self-similar
solutions of (1.3) should be investigated for further research on the transverse Ricci flow.
Precisely, we show the following fundamental properties of the transverse analogy of Ricci
solitons. Let a vector field X on (M, F, g) be basic. That is, [X, U] is tangent to F for any
vector field U tangent to F. Then we have our first main result by the following:

Theorem 1.2. (cf. Theorem 3.6) Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian
foliation F and let g (t) be a self-similar solution of (1.3) on (M, F). Then g¢(t) satisfies

, 1
Ric® + 5Lng =)\ go (1.4)

for all t, where X is a basic vector field, )\ is a constant, and Ric® is the transverse Ricci
curvature on (M, F). Conversely, a family of transverse metric go(t) satisfying (1.4) is a self-

similar solution of (1.3).

The transverse metric g¢ satisfying (1.4) is called a transverse Ricci soliton. In particular,

if go in Theorem 1.2 satisfies
1
Ric® + SLvrge =\ ge (1.5)

for some basic function f on M, then gg is called a gradient transverse Ricci soliton.

Inspired by Eminenti et al.[9], it is easy to obtain an analogous property of Theorem 1.1
within the context of transverse geometry on (M, F, g), where M is compact and F is taut. i.e.
there is a bundle-like metric ¢ which makes all leaves on F minimal. Therefore, it is natural to
generalize Theorem 1.1 on an arbitrary Riemannian foliation on a compact manifold.

Thus, we should introduce the following functional, which is the transverse analogy of
W functional[18], to show the aforementioned aim with using the same method of proof of
Theorem 1.1:

WQ(fagQaO'):/M[O'(SQ+|Vf+7’B|2)+f—q](4ﬂ'0’)_%€_fdv, (1.6)



where f is a basic function on (M, F, g), S¢ is the scalar curvature of gg, 75 is the basic mean
curvature of the foliation F, and ¢ = dim M — dim F.

By the transverse Hodge-De Rham theorem[23]], it is well-known that 75 is a gradient of
some basic function h on (M, F, g) with compact M if and only if F is taut. Thus, it is clear
that W< is identified with W if a compact manifold M is foliated by a taut Riemannian foliation
F and hence (1.5) becomes a critical point of W?. However, (1.5) is not a critical point of W&
in general.

Instead, the following is calculated as the critical point transverse metric of W?(cf. Theorem
3.19):

, 1
Ric® + §L(Vf+TB)gQ = A 9o (L.7)

Therefore, any transverse metric g¢ satisfying (1.7) is also a transverse Ricci soliton, and such
gq 1s called a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton. In particular, if 75 is not a gradient
vector field of a basic function h on (M, F, g), then we call a twisted gradient transverse Ricci
soliton nontrivial. As mentioned in the above, (1.5) is identified with (1.7) if the given foliation
J on a compact M is taut.

Hence, we have the following analogous result of Theorem 1.1 for the transverse Ricci

solitons on (M, F, g) with compact M:

Theorem 1.3. Let M be a compact manifold of (M, F,g) and let gg be a transverse Ricci

soliton. i.e. gq satisfies:
1
RiCQ + iLng = )\ gQ
for some constant \ and a basic vector field X. Then we obtain the following:

1. (cf. Theorem 4.10) If F is taut, then g, is gradient.

2. (cf. Theorem 4.11) If F is non-taut, then \ should be a negative constant. In other words,

gq is an expanding transverse Ricci soliton.

3. (cf. Corollary 4.13) Any transverse Ricci soliton cannot be a nontrivial twisted gradient

transverse Ricci soliton.

Remark 1.4. The first variation formula of A2, which is defined by

2

X2 = (vol(g)) tinf reqp ) / (S 4 [V f + 5Pl aV. (1.8)
M

does not imply the nondecreasing property on a compact (M, F,g) along (1.3) unless F is
taut[16]](cf. Lemma 3.17). Thus, the authors do not know whether a transverse Ricci soliton
on a compact (M, F, g), which is not gradient, exists or not. Nevertheless, we find an example
satisfying the second statement of Theorem 1.3(cf. Example 5.2).



The content of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we review the fundamental
results of Riemannian foliations. In Section 3, we recall the previous works on the transverse
Ricci flow to define transverse Ricci solitons, and Theorem 1.2 is proven. Moreover, we deal
with the definition and properties of W functional to introduce the (twisted) gradient trans-
verse Ricci soliton. In Section 4, we prove the properties of (twisted) gradient transverse Ricci
solitons on a compact foliated manifold to show Theorem 1.3. In Section 5, we give some
examples of transverse Ricci solitons. In particular, we find an example of transverse Ricci

solitons on a compact manifold with a non-taut Riemannian foliation.

2 Preliminaries

Let M be a (p + gq)-dimensional differential manifold with a foliation F, let T'F be the p-
dimensional subbundle of the tangent bundle 7'M tangent to /. Define the transverse vector
bundle Q) := TM/TF of F. That is, we consider the surjective C*-linear map 7 : TM — Q
satisfying ker m = T'F.

On a Riemannian manifold M, a foliation F is Riemannian if the transverse part g¢g :
Q x Q — R of g satisfies Lygg = 0 for any vector field U € I'(T'F), where Ly is the Lie
derivative with respect to U. In this case, the metric g is bundle-like[19]. We always denote
(M, F,g) by a Riemannian manifold with a Riemannian foliation and the associated bundle-
like metric. In particular, we always say compact (M, F, g) if M is a compact manifold without
boundary.

The transverse Levi-Civita connection on (M, F, g) is defined by[23]

{VEW(E,) _ ﬂ-[E’ﬂ'(El)] if £ € F(T.F) 2.1

Ver(E") = n(Den(E")) if E € T'(Q)
for any vector field £/ on M, where D is the Levi-Civita conenction on M. We also use the
notation V. E’ for the latter case of (2.1) if E is undetermined. Let X,Y, 7,7 € T'(Q) be

transverse vector fields. Then the transverse Riemann curvature tensor R9 on (M, F, g) is

defined by the following:
ROUX,Y)Z =VyVxZ —VxVyZ +Vixy|Z (2.2)

and the transverse Ricci curvature Ric®(respectively, the transverse scalar curvature S?) is
defined by

q
Ric?(X,Y) = go(R%(e;, X)e;,Y) (2.3)
=1



and

q
S9 =Y "Ric%(e; &), (2.4)
i=1

where {e;},—1 _,is alocal transverse moving frame on () with respect to g¢. As the definition

.....

of transverse Riemann curvature and the definition of Riemann curvature tensor are parallel, the

transverse second Bianchi identity is directly obtained by
VxRO(Y,2)7 +VyR9(Z, X)Z' + VR X,Y)Z' = 0. (2.5)

From (2.5), we have
dS® = —2(6rRic?) (2.6)

by taking the transverse trace with respect to g twice, where d7 is the transverse divergence
defined by

q
o == ie,Ve,. (2.7)

i=1
We call F on (M, F, g) is an Einstein foliation if its associated bundle-like metric g satisfies
Ric? = \gg (2.8)

for some real constant \. In particular, if A\ = 0, F is called a transversally Ricci-flat foliation.

On the other hand, the mean curvature of the leaves of F is defined by

q

7= m(Dela), (2.9)

a=1

where {{,}a—1,. , is the local orthonormal basis on 7'F. Also, the mean curvature 1-form
given by go(, -) is denoted by . i.e. 7 = k*. We call F minimal if x vanishes and taut if the
associated bundle-like metric ¢ makes J minimal.

Letr, s € NU {0} and consider an (r, s)-tensor field 7 on (). Then 7' is called a basic tensor
if the Lie derivative Ly T" and the interior product ;7" vanish for any vector field U tangent to
TF. In particular, if 7" is a (0, 0) tensor, then 7T is said to be a basic function. We denote the
set of all basic forms by Q% (F) and all basic symmetric 2-tensors by S%(F). By the definition
of R, S9 € O%(F) and Ric® € S%(F) are directly calculated[23]. However, x & QL(F) in
general.

Neverthless, the L? orthogonal decomposition of 2*(M) is given by
O (M) = Qp(F) & (p(F))"

by Alvarez-Lépez[1]]. Here, the L?-inner product of basic differential r-forms 1 and w is given



by
go(n,w)r2 = / nA*Qw N\ XF, (2.10)
M

where the basic Hodge star operator *( is defined by

xon = (—1) P x (a A xF) (2.11)

and x is the Hodge-star operator of the ambient space M.

Therefore, we have the decomposition k = k- +rp, where kg € QL(F) and k't € QL (F)*.
Likewise, we denote 75 by the basic component of 7.

The behaviors of kg are one of the most important properties in transverse Riemannian

geometry. First, the following fact is well-known:

Proposition 2.1. [l1| 23] Let F be the transversally oriented Riemannian foliation on a compact
(M, F,g). Then, kp is closed. Moreover, kg is an exact 1-form if and only if F is taut,
independent of the choice of gq. Furthermore, F is non-taut if and only if any basic q-form is

exact.

Thus, we may assume xp = 0 if F of a compact (M, F, g) is taut. Moreover, the formal
adjoint of dpg(respectively, V) does not coincide with the transverse divergence operator dr

unless F is taut because of the following theorem:

Theorem 2.2. [23] Let M of (M, F,g) be compact and oriented and F be transversally ori-
ented. Then for a basic 1-form n on M,

/ dorndV + / ir,ndV = 0. (2.12)
M M
Thus we denote the formal adjoint of V. by 0 and 5 is defined by

0p =iy, + 07, (2.13)

which is called the basic divergence of (M, F,g). Accordingly, we abuse the notation dp to
define the basic codifferntial on Q5 (F) of (M, F, g) by

op = (1)) xq (dp — KkpA)*q, (2.14)
since the basic codifferential 5 is the formal adjoint of dp. Therefore the basic Hodge Lapla-

cian on 2;(F) is given by
Ap = dpdp + dpip (2.15)



and the basic rough Laplacian is given by

ViV = — +V,,. (2.16)

q
> Ve Ve,
=1

By the difference between dp and d7, the transverse Weitzenbock formula[[13] on (M, F, g)

also does not coincide with the Weitzenbock formula on a compact non-foliated manifold, un-

less the given foliation F is taut.

Theorem 2.3. (Transverse Weitzenbock formula for basic forms) Let ) be a basic r-form on a
compact (M, F,q) forr =1, ..., q. Then the following equality holds:

ABT/ = v:rvtrn + RiCQ /i Aana (217)
where i
Ric? - (X, ... X,) = > _n(X1, ..., (ix, Ric?), ., X;) (2.18)
j=1

for basic vector fields X1, ..., X, on (M, F,g) and
ATBn: LTBW—VTBW (219)

is a bundle map on Q' (F) extended from the connection V x g for some X € T'Q).
If, moreover, 1 is a basic 1-form and n® is the vector field satisfying gQ(nﬁ, -) =1, then we
have
Ric? -n(X) = Ric® (X, n). (2.20)

Now let 7 be a basic 1-form on a compact (M, F, g). Then
1
(Vi V) () = =5 Aplnl* + [Vl 2.21)

is directly calculated from the definition of the basic rough Laplacian. Hence, Theorem 2.3

induces the following.

Corollary 2.4. [[13|](Transverse Bochner formula for basic 1-forms) Let o be a basic 1-form on
a compact (M, F,g). Then (2.17) in Theorem 2.3 is replaced with

1 :
—5 85[0 = [Venl® + Ric(f ,0f) + A1) = A (). (222)



3 Transverse Ricci solitons

3.1 General facts from transverse Ricci flow

Let (M, F, g(t)) be a 1-parameter family of bundle-like metrics on a Riemannian manifold with
Riemannian foliation satisfying g(t) = g + go(t). The transverse Ricci flow is the transverse

geometric flow on (M, F, g(t)) satisfying the following system[17](cf. (1.3)):

99 _ _opice

dt
3.1
dor _, 3.1)

dt

Let us denote {{,}a=1
condition in (3.1) implies that

» by the local orthonormal basis on 7'F again. Then the second

.....

dKJB
dt
since the Rummler’s formula[21] on (M, F, g) is known as the following:

=0 (3.2)

dxr(&1y .. &p, ) = det(g(&as €p) ) K- (3.3)

Therefore, we always assume that xp satisfies (3.2) for later use.
The following fact is the key idea to prove the existence of the solutions for (3.1):

Proposition 3.1. [3)] Let V be the transverse Levi-Civita connection of the transverse metric
9o of a compact (M, F,q). Then there exists a smooth 1-parameter family of bundle-like met-
ric {g(t) : t € [0,T)} with the corresponding 1-parameter family of transverse Levi-Civita
connection {V' : t € [0,T)}, solving

d .

% = —ZRZCQ - LthQ

dgr _ (34)
dt

99(0) = gq,

q
where X' is a basic vector field on (M, F) given by X' = Z Ve,€i — Ve e; and {e;} is a
i=1
moving frame on () with respect to gg(t).
Remark 3.2. (3.4) is equivalent to (3.1)[3]], parallel to the non-foliated case of Deturck’s work
on Ricci flow and its equivalent geometric flow[7]].

Hence, the existence problem of the transverse Ricci flow on a compact manifold with a

Riemannian foliation is justified.



Proposition 3.3. [3)] The initial value problem of (3.1) on a compact foliated manifold M has

a solution.

Now assume that F and F" are transversally oriented taut foliations on compact Riemannian
manifolds M and M’ with the bundle-like metric g and ¢, respectively. A diffeomorphism
¢: (M, F,g) — (M',F',¢') is called a foliated diffeomorphism if it satisfies do(TF) = TF'
(cf. [12]].). Hence, we define the self-similar solution of a transverse Ricci flow by the following:

Definition 3.4. A self-similar solution ¢(t) of transverse Ricci flow on a compact foliated man-
ifold (M, F) is a bundle-like metric satisfying:

9o(t) = o(t)d; o, (3.5)

where gy is the transverse metric of g(0), {¢;} is a 1-parameter family of foliated diffeomor-
phisms on (M, F) and o(t) is the linear scale parameter depends only on ¢.

3.2 The equation of transverse Ricci solitons

We calculate the first variation formula of (3.5) for later use.

Lemma 3.5. Let go(t) be a 1-parameter family of transverse metric on (M, F,g(t)) and let
{¢+} be a family of foliated diffeomorphisms on (M, F,g(t)) associated with a basic vector
field X. Assume that a 1-parameter family of transverse metric gq(t) satisfies (3.5). Then

d / * *
=2 — o' (1)6i90 + o (1) Lxign, (3.6)

for some scale-parameter o (t).

Proof. The proof is just a direct calculation. (cf.[24] for the Ricci soliton on a non-foliated
manifold.) [

Thus, the following theorem is the precise statement of Theorem 1.2:
Theorem 3.6. Let g (t) be a self-similar solution of (3.1) on a compact (M, F, g(t)). Then

1

Ric®(g0(t)) + 5Lxga(t) = A(t) go(t), 3.7)

1d
where X is a basic vector field on M and \(t) = §£(loga(t)). Conversely, let g¢ be a trans-
verse metric of a compact (M, F, g(t)) satisfying

, 1
Ric®(gq) + QLXgQ =Ago (3.8)



1
for some constant \ and let {¢t|0 <t< ﬁ} be the 1-parameter family of foliated diffeomor-

phism generating X. Then (1 — 2Xt)¢; gq is a self-similar solution of (3.1).

1—2Xt
Proof. The proof is based on the idea for the non-foliated Ricci soliton[10, 24]. Let g, (t) be a
transverse Ricci soliton on (M, F, ¢g(t)) with the initial data g5 (0) = go. Then we already have

—2Ric?(go(t)) = o' ()7 g0 + Lx(t)¢; o- (3.9)

Thus, we have

d
—2Ric? (0 ()87 90) = - (logo (1)) o (t) ¢ g0 + Lxo ()67 g0 (3.10)

from (3.9) by direct calculation. Hence, a self-similar solution of (3.1) satisfies (3.7) as desired.
Conversely, let g be a transverse metric satisfying (3.8) and let o(t) = (1 — 2A¢). Then

i Ric%(gq) + === Lx(0(t)gq) — Adjgq = 0. (3.11)

1
20 (t)

By (foliated) diffeomorphism and scale invariance of Ric? and the assumption on {¢,}, we
have

A

1
where Y (t) = —tX is a time-dependent basic vector field on /. Therefore, o (t)¢; g satisfies
o

Ric?(a(t) ¢} gq) + %LY(t)(U(t)ﬁb:gQ) -

(3.8) for all ¢. In other words, it is a self-similar solution of (3.1) by (3.5). [

Definition 3.7. A transverse metric gg on a compact (M, F,g) is called a transverse Ricci
soliton if it satisfies (3.8).

Therefore, a self-similar solution of (3.1) and a transverse Ricci soliton on a compact
(M, F,g) is identified by Theorem 3.6 and Definition 3.7. In particular, a transverse Ricci
soliton is shrinking(respectively, steady or expanding) if it satisfies A > O(or A = 0, A < 0, re-
spectively). Also, if the basic vector field X of (3.8) satisfies X = V f for some basic function
f, we call gg a gradient transverse Ricci soliton. Here, such f is called the potential function
of (3.13). Note that the equation of a gradient transverse Ricci soliton is also defined by

Ric® + V. df = )\ gg, (3.13)

since LVng = 2Vtrdf

Remark 3.8. The authors do not know whether Proposition 3.3 is proved or disproved on a
complete noncompact foliated manifold. Nevertheless, we define a transverse Ricci soliton gg

on a complete noncompact foliated manifold by a transverse metric g, satisfying (3.8).
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3.3 Transverse Ricci solitons and transverse curvature functionals

In the spirit of [18], a gradient Ricci soliton on a compact non-foliated manifold is regarded
as a critical point of W(respectively, [F) functional. However, a gradient transverse Ricci soli-
ton on a compact (M, F, g) may not be regarded as a critical point of the transverse analogy
WE(respectively, F¥) of W(respectively, IF) since the difference between d5 and 5 makes the
first variation of W% and W (respectively, F® and IF) subtly different(cf. Remark 3.15). There-
fore, we review Lin’s work on F¥[16] to define W< from W and F<.

Definition 3.9. [16] Let f be a basic function on a compact (M, F, g(t)) and let V' be a volume
form with respect to g(t). Then the F? functional is defined as:

F(gq. f) = / (S + |V f+15|))elav. (3.14)
M

In particular, we define

Q _ ; Q
¥ = lnffeg% (f)F

for f satisfying/ e~ fav = 1.
M

If F on the given compact (M, F, g) is taut, then F? is identified with F. Thus, F¥ is not
scale-invariant but foliated diffeomorphism-invariant, parallel to F[16]. Also, the minimizing
basic function f of F¥ on a compact (M, F, g) exists since the existence of A9 is observed in
[16].

Similar to the non-foliated case, we also have the normalized version of \%:

Definition 3.10. [16] A normalized functional A@ of A2 on a compact (M, F, g) is defined as:
2@ = (vol(g))7 A9, (3.15)

where vol(g) is the volume of (M, F, g).

To recall the first variation of F9(respectively, A¢ and A@) on (M, F, g(t)), we review the

following calculations.

Lemma 3.11. [I6] On (M, F, g(t)), the first variation of the transverse scalar curvature S%(t)

is given by:

ds®? dgq L. o dgq dgq
7 9qQ <_%7 Ric ) + 5T5TW + 5TdBtTQ(%), (3.16)

where go on symmetric 2-tensor is the inner product on S%(F) given by

1 q
go(v,w) = - > v(ey e))w(ere;). (3.17)

ij=1

11



Lemma 3.12. [[/6] The following equalities are obtained on a compact (M, F, g(t)):

| 515~ | (g0 (d’ﬁ, Vo (df + RB>) + Y99 f oy VS ) (B1S)
M M

dt dt dt
[ Autre (%) du=— [ tro(*G(Baf + [V 1Pin (3.19)
M M
d d
/ g (Vf,Vd—];) dyi = / Y nos+195P)dn (3.20)
M M
d d d
%|Vf + 7'B|2 == 29@ <Vd—‘];, Vf + TB> — %(Vf + TB, Vf + TB), (321)

where dp = e /dV.

Proof. Since
Vyde™ = (=Vudf + V@ Vf)e ! (3.22)

implies
Aple™) = —(Apf + |V f|Pe, (3.23)

(3.19) and (3.20) are straightforward. We refer to Section 2.4 of [6] for the detailed calculation.

Also, (3.18) and (3.21) are obtained by the same calculation introduced in the same subsection
of [6]. 0]

Remark 3.13. Since we have assumed x5 is a closed 1-form,
VKJB(X, Y) = gQ(VXTB, Y) = gQ(VyTB, X) = VKJB(Y, X) (324)

is obtained. i.e. Vy,.kp is a basic symmetric 2-tensor.
Therefore, we have the first variation of F% applying the previous two lemmas:

Theorem 3.14. [[/6]] On a compact (M, F, g(t)), we have

d :
T F9gq. f) = / 90 (—&, Ric? + V. (df + KB)) dp
Himo M at (3.25)
d(d '

+ [ (2858 = 912+ 52+ puof? = 205 T
d(d 1. d d

where dy = e~/ dV and % = (7&7@% - d_J;) e 1dv.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12, the first variation is straightforward. U

Remark 3.15. Let us denote dyp = e /dV again. If we use F instead of F? on an arbitrary
compact (M, F, g), then (3.25) is not calculated since the following calculation is obtained by

12



(3.18) and (3.21):

/ [5T5ngﬁ + —|Vf|2 + 90 (de Ve (df + HB))} du

dt
df

:/ [djf(Vf+TB,Vf+TB)+2gQ<V Vf) de(Vfo)]

(3.26)

Hence, we have to use F? functional to investigate the corresponding curvature functional of
(3.1).

To explain the content in Section 4.3, we focus on the behavior of A9 functional. Note

1 d d
that/ e dv =1 implies/ < trg ( gQ) — —f> e~7dV = 0. Moreover, we may assume
M M dt dt

(—2Apf — |V f|? + S9 + |75|*> — 205 p) is a constant on A?[16]. Therefore,

/ <1t o <d9Q> df) (—2Apf — |df? 4+ S9 + |75|* — 20pkp)e/dV =0  (3.27)
M dt dt

is obtained from the second term of (3.25). Moreover, we have the following property of A9,
Lemma 3.16. [[16]] On a compact (M, F,g), \° is nondecreasing along (3.1).

Proof. By the definition of A, we have

d\@ d
= / 9o ( Ric® + Vo (df + k), 22 ) e av, (3.28)
dt M dt
where f is a minimizing function of F¥.
d d
Moreover, we may replace % in (3.4) with 51? —2(Ric? + V,.(df + k)) by Remark
3.2, we obtain
dA® .Q 21
— = [ 2|Ric® + V. (df + kp)|°e'dV (3.29)
dt M
. .. ) dA
from (3.25). Hence, the lemma is proved by the positive definiteness of e O

In contrast, the first variation of A€ on an arbitrary compact (M, F,g) may not be nonneg-
ative [[16], because of the behavior of the volume coefficient. Therefore, we review Lin’s work
on the nondecreasing property of A\? functional on a compact Riemannian manifold with a taut

foliation for later use.

Lemma 3.17. [16]] Let F be a taut foliation on a compact (M, F, g) and assume MA@ < 0. Then
@ is nondecreasing along (3.1) on (M, F,qg).

Proof. By direct calculation, we have

NG
qvol(g)

/ (S9 — 6pdf)dV + / |Ric? + V,.(df)|>e~7dV)  (3.30)
M M

13



and

@ 0 I
— S€dV > ——(A¥)~. (3.31)
qvol(g) Ju q
Therefore, L
dA@ I NN 0 ot
W Z 2(V01(g))‘1(—5(>\ ) + |RZC + Vtr(df)| (& dV) (332)
M
is derived. Hence, the result is computed by
d\@ 1
e > 2(vol(g))§ / |Rz’cQ + Vi df — 5(5 - ABf)gQFe*de >0, (3.33)
M
which is the same as in [[18]]. U

Now we introduce W€ functional, modified from F. The definition of W¢ is an analogy
of the W functional|[18]].

Definition 3.18. Let f be a basic function on a compact (M, F,g) and let o(t) be the scale
parameter depends only on ¢. Then the W functional is defined by

Wog, £,0) = [ 052+ VS 4 7al’) + £ —lidmo) defav. (34
M
In particular, we define

pe = infreqq (J-')WQ

for f satisfying / (dro)Se AV = 1.

M

The following is the first variation formula of W< functional:
Theorem 3.19. On a compact (M, F,g), we have

d

d do . 1
o M 7 (3.35)

+ [ 1052 257 = V1P + Inaf? — 200m5) + (7 — g~ 1] L5
M

q d(d 1d d d
where dj = (47?0)_36*de and % = (§$ - d_J; — %d_j) e~ fav.

Proof. Although the computation of the variational formula is parallel to the method in [6]], we
prove the above theorem since we have to calculate the additional twisted terms kg, dgk g, and
Vtmg in WQ
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Therefore, Theorem 3.14 implies the first variation formula of W< by direct calculation.

d do 1 dg q do
— We= [ = (59 2)d / Stro(—2) - L) g
dt|,_, /Mdt( +IVI 4 )dp+ u ey T agar )
Q 2 2 d(dp)
+ [ [0(S® =2Apf — |VfP + ks> — 20prE) + (f — g —1)] ~0 (3.36)
M
dgq . Q
—o | go| =5 Ric® + V. (df +kp) | du
M dt
Also,
1 dgg q do 1 dgg do
“tro(—2)y - L2 =g [ —gp, 02 — = 37
2rey) = o =99 (QUQQ’U a  ar?? (3.37)
is obtained by definition and
/ (S®+ |V f +75*)dp = / (S9 = 6r(df + kp))dp (3.38)
M M

is obtained by integrating both sides of (3.23).
As S — 6p(df + kp) is the transverse trace of Ric? 4+ V,.(df + k), we obtain the first
variation formula (3.35) from (3.36). ]

For later application in Section 4.2, we now focus on the behaviors and the existence of ;.
Contrary to the existence of A?[16]], the existence problem of ;¥ is not straightforward because
the problem is related to the behavior of W< is the following:

_ 1
We = / (S + k20 + AV ul? — 20pkpu® — —ullogu®)dV,  (3.39)
M ag

! . . o .

where u = e~ 2 for a basic function f. However, the minimizer problem of the functional

/ ulogudV is solven[20] and this result gives the existence of minimizing functions of W<,
M

Therefore, we have the existence problem of the minimizing functions for W<,

Theorem 3.20. (The minimizer problem for W%) There is a basic function f which satisfies
W@(g, f,0) = u® on a compact (M, F,g).

Proof. Since the existence problem of the original j is proven[9]], we only need to show that the
minimizing function is basic because other steps of the proof are the same. Let {uy }r—12, . be
a sequence of basic functions on M which satisfies [, u7 = 1 and u; — ug as k — oo. Then
we already have [u} = 1 and ug € C*°(M). Now let V be a leaf-directional vector field on

M. By assumption on {uy}, we have V' (u) = 0 for all £ = 1, 2, .... Therefore, we eventually

get
lim V(ug) = V(up). (3.40)
k—oo

This implies that g, the minimizing function of W<, is a basic function. U
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Also, 19 satisfies the following properties.

Lemma 3.21. 1%(gq,0) is a foliated diffeomorphism-invariant and scale-invariant functional
on (M, F,q).

Proof. Although the proof is similar to the proof of the non-foliated case[18], we show the

lemma because we use foliated diffeomorphisms instead of flows on a non-foliated manifold.
By the foliated diffeomorphism-invariance of S?, it is straightforward that W€ is foliated

diffeomorphism-invariant(cf. F? is foliated diffeomorphism-invariant[[16] implies W< is also a

foliated diffeomorphism-invariant). Moreover,

SQ v _'_ 2 q a g
MQ(ch, co) = / [00(7 + @) + (f — @)|(4mo)"2¢2¢2dV (3.41)
M
is calculated straightforward, since S“(cgq) = is obtained. Therefore,
c
MQ(ch, co) = ,uQ(gQ, o) (3.42)
as desired. |

Lemma 3.22. 1%(gq, o) is a nondecreasing negative functional on a compact (M, F, g) which

converges to 0 as o — 0.

Proof. The idea is the same as [15]. However, the formal proof follows below since the ordinary
diffeomorphism used in [[15]] is replaced with the foliated diffeomorphisms.
Let f be a minimizing function of W<, T" be the maximal time of the short-time existence of

d
the solution gg to (3.1), and let o = T" — ¢ since %a — —1.Itis clear that W® — Qast — T~

by defition. For this reason we have u? — 0 as o — 0%,

q9
Note that if we assume / (4no)"2e/dV = 1, we have
M

WQ:/ 20
t=0 M

d d
by putting % = —2(Ric? + V. (df + r)) and d_z = —1. Also, we use the minimizer prob-
lem, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and the symmetric 2-tensor-trace inequality(cf. Exercise 1.50
in [6])

2

1 g
Ric? + Vi, (df + k) = 390 (dno) "2t av (3.43)

d

dt

1
Al = =(tr(A))” (3.44)
q
. . de 1 .
for a basic symmetric 2-tensor 2590 in (3.43). Then we have
o
1 2 q 20 q
/ 20 |Ric® 4+ V. (df + kp) — =—go| (4mo) 2e1dV > = (F?* — 2)? (3.45)
M 20 q 2
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for some basic minimizing function f. Thus, for ¢ > 0, It is clear that We is nondecreasing as

t increases. Therefore, we only need to verify the sign of W ’0':0 (90, f,o). Hence, we obtain
We| _, (99, f,0) <0, (3.46)

as desired. |

Thus, the critical points of ;1% (respectively, A?) do not coincide with the gradient transverse
Ricci soliton(cf. (1.5) or (3.13)) because of the first variation formula (3.45) of W<(and (3.29)
of F?). Nevertheless, the critical points of % and A9 derived by (3.29) or (3.45) are also trans-
verse Ricci solitons. Hence, the critical points of ;?(or A?) should be introduced as another

particular case of the transverse Ricci soliton for later use:

Definition 3.23. A transverse metric gg on (M, F,g) is a twisted gradient transverse Ricci
soliton if it satisfies
Ric® + V. (df + kB) = A gg (3.47)

for some constant A and the given f is called the twisted potential function.

On a compact (M, F, g), note that (3.13), the gradient transverse Ricci soliton, is identified
with (3.47) if F is taut. Therefore, we should compare (3.13) and (3.47) to determine whether
F is taut or non-taut with assuming the existence of the (twisted) potential function f satisfying

either (3.13) or (3.47), since the minimizing problems are not proved in the non-taut case.

4 Properties of transverse Ricci solitons

4.1 General formulae

Throughout this section, we assume the existence of the (twisted) potential function f, which is
the basic function satisfying the (twisted) gradient transverse Ricci soliton equation (3.13) and
(3.47) on an arbitrary compact (M, F, g) since the only unknown cases in the existence problem
are the expanding twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton case and the gradient transverse Ricci
soliton case on a compact (M, F, g) with non-taut F.

First, parallel to a Ricci soliton on a compact and non-foliated Riemannian manifold, we

have the following identities for a gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g).

Theorem 4.1. Let g be a gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g). Then the

following equations hold:

SQ — §pdf = g, 4.1)
d(S° + |Vf]> —2\f) =0, (4.2)
dS9 = 2igRic?, (4.3)
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ApS® = 2|Ric®|? — 2059 — dS®(V f — 1p). (4.4)

Proof. We refer to [9]] for the calculations of (4.1), (4.2), and (4.3) since the proofs are the same

as the case of non-foliated Ricci solitons. We only need to prove (4.4). By (4.2), we have
ApS® + Ap|Vf|]> = 2\Agf. (4.5)
On the other hand, we also have
1 9 0 > 1 .0 1 :
AV = [Ric? = Mgl = SdSUVf) - Sma(IV f1) “.6)
by (2.22) in Corollary 2.4 and the following formulae:

Vi df |> = |Ric? — Aggl? = |Ric®|* — A\S? — \ordf 4.7

Ric¥(V £,V f) = 3dSUVf) = 5[Apdf(Vf) ~ Lo, df (V)] @8

Therefore, we have
1 1 1
—§AB|Vf|2 = |Ric®|? — A\S9 — \opdf — édsQ(Vf) — 5TB(|Vf|2) (4.9)

since (4.6) and (4.9) are equivalent.
Putting (4.9) in (4.5), we obtain

ApS? — 2|Ric®|? + 20S% + dS®(Vf) — 75(2\f) + 7(|Vf|*) = 0. (4.10)

Thus,
ApS©9 = 2|Ric®|? — 2059 — dSY(V f) + dS®(7p), (4.11)
is implied by (4.2). U

We also introduce the following identities for twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a
compact (M, F, g), parallel to Theorem 4.1.

Theorem 4.2. Let g be a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g).

Then the following equations hold:

SQ — p(df + k) = g\, (4.12)

d(S9 4 |V f + 15|* — 2\f) = 2k, (4.13)
dS9 = 2igyr, Ric?, (4.14)

ApSY = —2\S9 — dS9(V ) + 2| Ric?|?. (4.15)
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Proof. 1. Since
S9 — 6p(df + kp) = tro(Ric? + Vi, (df + k) = qA,

the first equation is easily induced.

2. By (2.6), we have
dS? = 207 (Vi (df + KB)).

Also, we obtain
or(Vi(df + kg)) = Ap(df + kp) — Ly (df + Kp) — (v i) Ric®
from (2.17) in Theorem 2.3. Since
i) Ric? = N + i) — 2|V + 75

by the definition of twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton and

Loy (df + kp) = diz, (df + k) = d(9o(75, V [ + 75))
by Cartan’s magic formula, we obtain

dS% = 2dép(df + kp) — 2X\(df + kg) +d|V f + 75]%

Hence,
dS9 + d|Vf + 15|* — 2\df = 2\kp,

as desired.

3. As
dSQ = 2d5T<df + HJB) — 2ivf+TBRiCQ

by (4.19) and (4.21), the calculation is straightforward.

4. Take 05 on the both sides of (4.13). Then we obtain
ABSQ = —AB|Vf + TB|2 -+ 2)\53/‘63 + QAABf

by direct calculation.

On the other hand, we have

Vi (df + kB)|* = |Ric? — Ago|* = |Ric®|? — AS9 — \or(df + kp)
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and
dSU(V f +78) = Ap(df + #p)(Vf +78) = Lypir(df + #5)(Vf +75),  (4.26)
similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1. Therefore, we have
ApS? = 2|Ric? —\go|*—dS?(V f+78) —1(|V f+75|2)+2\0pkp+2 \Ap f (4.27)
putting (2.22), (4.13), (4.25), and (4.26) in (4.24). Since
%TB(Wf +75|") = TB(Akp — %SQ +Af) = Arsl* — %dst +A7(f), (4.28)

we also obtain

1 1
ApS® = 2(|Ric?|* — 5dSQ(Vf +78) + §dSQ(TB) —\S9). (4.29)
Hence, (4.15) is acquired as desired.
O
Remark 4.3. Since an expanding twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton satisfies
1
kp = —d(S?+ |V f + 75> = 2)f) (4.30)

2\

on a compact (M, F,g), F is a taut foliation and hence the twisted potential function of a

twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton always exists.

4.2 A shrinking transverse Ricci soliton

In this subsection, we focus on the properties of shrinking transverse Ricci solitons on a compact
foliated manifold. The following rigidity holds on a shrinking transverse Ricci soliton, which
is used to prove the main result:

Lemma 4.4. A shrinking transverse Ricci soliton on a compact foliated manifold is a twisted

gradient transverse Ricci soliton.

Proof. Although the proof is similar to the approach of Perelman[18]], we show the theorem
since ¢,’s are foliated diffeomorphisms. Let {gg(?)} be a self-similar solution of (3.1) on a
compact manifold (M, F) with a Riemannian foliation. That is, go(t) = (1 — 2At)¢; go, where

A is a positive constant. Then, the definition of transverse Ricci soliton yields:

1% (gq(ty), o(tr)) = u®(go(ta), o(t2)) (4.31)
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1
for any ¢; and ¢, in the domain {0, ﬁ) , since the following observation holds, similar to the

calculation from [15]].

to — ct 1 -2\t
Leto(t) = — “L _# be a smooth function on [t1, 5], where ¢ = ———2 < 1. By (4.31),
1—c¢ 1—2X\t
we obtain:
Q _Q o(ta) . Qo 430
1<(gq(t2), o(t2)) = p O_(t1>¢ go(t1),o(t2) | = p“(¢"gq(t1), o (t1)) (4.32)

according to the definition of shrinking transverse Ricci soliton and scale-invariant property of
©¥ in Lemma 3.21.
On the other hand, by Lemma 3.22, we obtain:

%“Q > 0. (4.33)

d
Here, if there exists ¢’ € [ty, t5] satisfying pr p@(t') > 0, then (4.31) is absurd. Therefore, we
have: g
—pu@ =0 4.34
" (4.34)

forall t € [ty,t5]. As

2

d 1 q
o 1 (gg,0) = 20/ ’RiCQ + Vo ldf +55) — =—go| (4ma) 2edV =0 (4.35)
tieo M 20
is obtained by (3.43),
1
Ric® + V. (df + kp) = 590 (4.36)
is derived for all ¢ € [ty, 5], as desired. O

For later use, we also prove the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5. Let g¢ be a shrinking transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g). Then, F

Is taut.

Proof. By direct calculation from (4.13) in Theorem 4.2, we have

1
Kp = 5d(s@ + |V f +75]% — 2)\f) (4.37)

if gg is a shrinking twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton. Therefore, F is taut if gg is
a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton. Thus, if the transverse metric gg of a compact

(M, F,g) is a shrinking transverse Ricci soliton, then F is taut by Lemma 4.3. U

21



4.3 A steady transverse Ricci soliton

The properties of steady transverse Ricci soliton are more subtle than the other cases because
the following equation
2kp = d(S9 + |V f + 7152 = 2)f) (4.38)

is inconclusive to determine the taut condition when the given twisted gradient transverse Ricci
soliton is steady. However, the result of this subsection is quite similar to the shrinking trans-
verse Ricci solitons.

At the beginning of this subsection, we investigate the relation between the steady transverse

Ricci soliton and the twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton.

Lemma 4.6. A steady transverse Ricci soliton on a compact foliated manifold is a twisted

gradient transverse Ricci soliton.

Proof. Let go(t) be a steady transverse Ricci soliton on a compact manifold M/ with a Rieman-
nian foliation F. Then we have gq(t) = o(t)¢;gg(0), where {¢¢}icjo,e) is a family of foliated
diffeomorphisms on (M, F) and o(t) = 1. Therefore, we obtain

A(go(t1)) = A%(go(ta)) (4.39)

for any ¢, and ¢, in the interval [0, €) since A\¥ is foliated-diffeomorphism invariant[16]. On the
other hand,

d

~\¢ >0 4.40
e — (4.40)

d
holds by Lemma 3.16. As EAQ > () for some ¢ implies

A(go(t)) < A%(gq(t2), (4.41)
we should obtain:
d
—|  A9gg) = / |Ric? + Vi, (df + kp)|Pe 7dV =0 (4.42)
dt|,_, M
by (3.29). Therefore,
Ric® + Vi, (df + k) =0 (4.43)
holds for all ¢ € [t1,t5] C [0, ¢€), as desired. O
On the other hand, we have
0=d(S% +|Vf+ 15 (4.44)

putting A = 0 in (4.38). Moreover, we have the following result induced from (4.44):
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Lemma 4.7. Let g of a compact (M, F, g) be a steady transverse Ricci soliton. Then
S |Vf+Ts7=0 (4.45)

holds.

Proof. Note that
S |\Vf+mpP=C (4.46)

for some constant C', by (4.44). On the other hand,
SQ—ABf—(SBKJB+gQ(TB,Vf)+ |7'B|2 :O (447)

by taking a transverse trace on a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton equation.
Subtracting (4.46) from (4.47), we obtain:

—Apf —|Vf]?=dptp —9o(Vf 15) = —C. (4.48)

Integrating both sides of (4.48),

—/ (Apf + |V e fdV = —0/ e~ fav (4.49)
M

M

is derived since we acquire

/ SprpefdV = — / 90(Vf,m5)e av. (4.50)
M

M

On the other hand, we have

/ Age ™l = —-C / e 1av, 4.51)
M M

from (4.49), applying (3.23). Therefore, the constant C' = 0 as

/ Ag(e™)dV =0 (4.52)
M

by Theorem 2.2. U
Thus, we have the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 4.8. If gq of a compact (M, F, g) is a steady transverse Ricci soliton, then F is taut.
Moreover, a transverse metric gg of a compact (M, F, g) is a steady transverse Ricci soliton if

and only if it is transversally Ricci-flat.
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Proof. Since the basic laplacian of S of a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton is calculated

as
ApS? = —2059 — dS9V f) + 2| Ric??, (4.53)

we obtain the following:
ApS® = —go(V [, VS9) + 2|Ric?|?. (4.54)

Thus, let = be a point of M such that S?(x) is the minimum value of the transverse scalar

curvature S9. Then,
ApS9(x) = 2 Ric?2(x) > 2(59)2(x) > 0. 4.55)
q

On the other hand, since any basic laplacian of a basic function is identified with the ordinary
laplacian of the function[14], we have the following:

ApSY = AS9, (4.56)
where AS¥ is the ordinary laplacian of S%. Therefore,

S(SQF(@ < ApS9(x) <0 (4.57)

holds as S%(z) is assumed to be the minimum value of S%. In other words,

minge;S9 =0 (4.58)
by (4.55) and (4.57). Thus, we obtain:
59 > 0. (4.59)
In contrast, (4.45) implies that
Se <. (4.60)
Therefore,
S9 =0, (4.61)

is calculated. From (4.45) and (4.61), we have
IVf+7s)>=0. (4.62)

Hence, F is taut by the positive definiteness of (4.62).
Moreover, a steady twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton is always transversally Ricci-

24



flat since
8+Vf=0 (4.63)

implies
Vi (df + k) =0, (4.64)

because of (4.62). As the transverse metric gg of a transversally Ricci-flat foliation F of a
compact (M, F, g) is a steady transverse Ricci soliton, the equivalence holds as desired. U

Note that Theorem 4.8 is one of the key idea to prove Theorem 1.3.

Remark 4.9. Theorem 4.7 also implies that any transversally Ricci-flat foliation on a compact

Riemannian manifold is always taut.

4.4 Transverse Ricci solitons on a taut foliation

Now, we investigate the relation between taut transverse Ricci solitons and the (twisted) gradient
transverse Ricci solitons to prove Theorem 1.3. The following theorem is the first statement of
Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.10. Let F of a compact (M, F,g) be a taut foliation. Then any transverse Ricci

soliton gq is a gradient transverse Ricci soliton.

Proof. First, we know that any shrinking transverse Ricci soliton is a twisted gradient transverse

Ricci soliton by Lemma 4.4. As a shrinking twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton satisfies

1
Kp = ﬁd(SQ + |V f + 782 = 2)\f), (4.65)

any shrinking transverse Ricci soliton is in fact gradient. Also, we showed that any steady
transverse Ricci soliton is transversally Ricci-flat by Theorem 4.8. Since a transversally Ricci-
flat transverse metric is a gradient transverse Ricci soliton with a constant potential function,
the theorem is proved for the steady and shrinking transverse Ricci solitons. Therefore, we
only need to prove the behavior of expanding transverse Ricci soliton. Let g be an expanding
transverse Ricci soliton on (M, F, g). Since F is assumed to be taut, it is clear that the following
inequality holds:

d)\Q 2 - Q 1 2 —f
M
. . d?
Also, A? is constant along (3.1) by Definition 3.10. In other words, we have i 0 for any
t. Hence, gq 1s a gradient transverse Ricci soliton as the equality of (3.33) holds if and only if

go 1s a gradient transverse Ricci soliton. U
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The following result is the second statement of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.11. Let g be a transverse metric of a compact (M, F, g). If F is non-taut, then g

is an expanding transverse Ricci soliton.

Proof. If the given transverse metric is a shrinking transverse Ricci soliton, then F is taut by
Theorem 4.5 since we may assume that any shrinking transverse Ricci soliton is twisted gradient
and

1
KB = 5d(SQ + |V f+ 757 = 2)f) (4.67)

holds in this case. Moreover, if the given transverse metric is a steady transverse Ricci soliton,
then F is again taut since
IVf+m2=0 (4.68)

is induced by Theorem 4.8. Hence, if g¢ is a transverse Ricci soliton, then gg must be expanding

else a contradiction occurs. |

The next theorem is the key idea to prove the last statement of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.12. Any Riemannian foliation on a compact manifold endowed with a twisted gra-

dient transverse Ricci soliton is taut.

Proof. Let g be a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g). If gg is
either a shrinking transverse Ricci soliton or an expanding transverse Ricci soliton, then F is

taut since we have

1
Kp = 5d(SQ + |V f +718]% — 2)f) (4.69)

as A # 0 is assumed. Therefore, let gy be a steady transverse Ricci soliton. Then a steady
transverse Ricci soliton makes the associated Riemannian foliation F taut since we already

have calculated
IVf+78>=0 (4.70)

in Theorem 4.8. U

By Theorem 4.12, there are no non-taut Riemannian foliation F of a compact (M, F, g)
associated with a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton. Therefore, the following corollary
is induced from Theorem 4.12.

Corollary 4.13. There are no twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g)
with the non-exact mean curvature 1-form. That is, no nontrivial twisted gradient transverse

Ricci soliton exists on a compact (M, F, g).

Proof. Suppose not. Then there are no basic functions i on a compact (M, F, g) satisfying

kp = dh. However, if g is either shrinking or steady, then we have

1
Kp = 5d(s@ + |V f + 757 — 2)\f) 4.71)
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for some nonzero constant A. Therefore, we have to assume that g is a steady twisted gradient

transverse Ricci soliton but we always have
IVf+ms*=0 (4.72)

in this case. Thus, a contradiction occurs. O

4.5 An expanding transverse Ricci soliton

Although we proved the main results, it is still unknown when an expanding transverse Ricci
soliton is a (twisted) gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact (M, F, g). Nevertheless,
we have the following rigidity of expanding gradient transverse Ricci solitons.

Theorem 4.14. Let F be a Riemannian foliation with a basic harmonic mean curvature kg on a
compact Riemannian manifold M with a bundle-like metric g. If g¢ is an expanding transverse

Ricci soliton with a potential function f € Q%(F), then F is transversally Einstein.

Proof. The idea of the proof is similar to the argument in [4]]. Note that
Se L |V -2)\f=C (4.73)
is computed for some constant C' by (4.2) in Theorem 4.1. Subtracting (4.73) from
S@ — 6pdf = g, (4.74)

we obtain the following:
—bpdf — [V f|? = g\ — C — 2\ f. (4.75)

Integrating both sides of (4.74) with the weighted volume form e~/dV/,

/ 9o(18, Ve dV = / A (q G Qf) e Fdv. (4.76)
M M A

is calculated by (4.52). Here, note that the left-hand side of (4.76) is supposed to be zero because

we assume that dgxp = 0. Thus, we have

/ <q — % — 2f) e dV =0 4.77)
M

since A < 0.
On the other hand, we may calculate the below equation:

2f <q-— % (4.78)
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since

20 f(20) + C = S%(w0) = gA + Apf > g (4.79)

at a maximum point zy of f on M and A < 0.

Therefore,

C
og/ (q———2f)e—fdvzo (4.80)

M A

holds by (4.78) and
2f = q — ¢ (4.81)
A

is straightforwardly implied. U

Hence, we may assume that an expanding gradient transverse Ricci soliton on a compact

foliated manifold is a transverse metric on a transversally Einstein foliation.

S Examples of transverse Ricci solitons

First, we give a trivial example of a transverse Ricci soliton on a compact product manifold.

Example 5.1. (Transverse Ricci soliton on product manifolds) Let (M, g;) be a Rieman-
nian manifold and (M5, g2) be a Ricci soliton. Let us denote the Riemannian connection of
(M, g1) and (M,, g2) by D' and D? respectively. Consider a Riemannian product manifold
(My x My, g1 + g2) with a foliation F = {M; x {p} : p € Ms}. The Levi-Civita connection
of M, x M satisfies the following equation[/11].

DxY = Dy, Y1 + D3, Ys, (5.1)

where X,Y € I'(TM) suchthat X = X; + Xy andY =Y; + Y, for X3,Y; € I'(T'M;) and
Xo, Yy € I'(TMy), respectively.

We observe two facts from D' and D?. First, the leaves are totally geodesic. This is be-
cause DxY = DLY for X|Y € T'(TM;), we obtain 7(DxY) = 0 for the projection map
7 T(My x My) — TM,. Second, go is Riemannian. Pick X € I'(T'M;). We may assume
that Y, Z € T'(T'M;) by the assumption on the connection. Then Lxgs(Y, Z) = 0 is directly

calculated. Hence, (M X My, g1 + go, F) is a taut transverse Ricci soliton.
Next, we introduce two examples of non-taut transverse Ricci solitons.

Example 5.2. (3-dimensional Carriere torus) We refer to [3] for the precise construction of this

example. Pick a matrix A € SLy(Z) whose trace is strictly greater than 2. Let us denote p, p~!

be eigenvalues of A with the corresponding eigenvectors 9 and e respectively, and consider
Z Y

the quotient 7% x R/[(x, )] of the manifold 72 x R, where the equivalence relation is defined
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by [(x,t)] = {(A'x,t) : x € T? and t € Z}. Here, A* denotes ¢-times matrix multiplication of
A itself, not the transpose of A.
In this setting, let M = T? x R/[(x,t)] := T3 and F be the foliation on M, whose distribu-

tion T'F is spanned by an eigenvector —. Note that 7’3 is a Lie group with the multiplication
x
defined by (x1,11) - (X, t2) = (x1 + A" Xy, 11 +12).
Based on the operation on 73, we obtain a bundle-like metric

g = p*tdz® + p~2dy? + dt?, (5.2)

whose induced transverse metric is defined by the following: go = p~*dy® + dt*. The above
metric tensor defines a Carriere torus (773, F, g) on the foliated manifold (7%, F).

Now let us consider a moving frame on 7%

0 0 0
_ —t ¢

with respect to the given bundle-like metric and the dual coframe {e’};_ 1 3 of the given moving
frame on T%. Applying Slesar’s calculation[22]], we compute the following result of Levi-Civita

connections on the ambient space.

—logpesifi=j5=1
logpe;ifi=1,7=3

Deiej = logp €3 if ¢ :] =2 (53)
—logpeyifi =2,5=3
| O else.
By (5.3),
(logp)?ifi=1,5 =2
g(R(ei, ej)e; e;) = —(logp)?ifi=1,j=3 (5.4)
—(logp)?ifi=2,7=3
is derived.

Accordingly, we acquire

logpesifi=7j=2
Veej =< —logpeyifi=2,j=3 (5.5)

0 else.

since 7([e1, e3]) = 7m([e1, €2]) = 0 implies Ve, = 0 by definition of the transverse Levi-Civita

29



connection. Thus, i, R¥ = 0 and the transverse Riemann curvature (and the transverse Ricci

curvature) of 7% is computed by the following:
R° = go(R(ey, e3)es, e3) = —(logp)? < 0. (5.6)

Ric? = —(logp)*(e) ® €} + e} @ e3). (5.7

Thus, 7% is a compact manifold foliated by a transverse Einstein foliation with negative Ricci
curvature. Hence, the given foliated manifold is a transverse Ricci soliton.

Note that F on 7’3 is not taut. Again using (5.3), we directly have 75 = —logpes, which
does not vanish unless logp = 0 implied by tr(A) = 2.

By Theorem 1.3, (T3, F) is not a twisted gradient transverse Ricci soliton since F is non-
taut.
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