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THE TOTAL ABSOLUTE CURVATURE OF SUBMANIFOLDS

WITH SINGULARITIES

YUTA YAMAUCHI

Abstract. In this paper, we give a generalization of the Chern-Lashof the-
orem for submanifolds with singularities called frontals in Euclidean space.
We prove that, for an n-dimensional admissible compact frontal in (n + r)-
dimensional Euclidean space Rn+r , its total absolute curvature is greater than
or equal to the sum of the Betti numbers. Furthermore, if the total absolute
curvature is equal to 2, and all singularities are of the first kind, then the image

of the frontal coincides with a closed convex domain of an affine n-dimensional
subspace of Rn+r .

1. Introduction

We fix positive integers n and r. We consider an oriented compact manifold of
dimension n and an immersion f :Mn → Rn+r into (n+ r)-dimensional Euclidean
space Rn+r. Let B be the bundle of unit normal vectors and G be the Lipschitz-
Killing curvature of f . Then,

τ(M, f) =
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

B

|G| dµB

is called the total absolute curvature of f , where vol(Sn+r−1) is the volume of an
(n + r − 1)-dimensional unit sphere and dµB is the volume element of B. The
following holds:

Fact 1.1 ([3, 4]). Let Mn be an oriented compact manifold of dimension n and
f :Mn → Rn+r be an immersion into (n+ r)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+r.

(1) Let bi(M
n) be the i-th Betti number (0 ≤ i ≤ n) of Mn. Then, the total

absolute curvature τ(M, f) of f satisfies the inequality

τ(Mn, f) ≥
n∑

i=0

bi(M
n).

(2) If the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is less than 3, then Mn is homeo-
morphic to a sphere of n-dimensions.

(3) If the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is equal to 2, then the image f(Mn)
belongs to an (n+1)-dimensional affine subspace of Rn+r, and is embedded
as a convex hypersurface. The converse of this is also true.

The Chern-Lashof theorem (Fact 1.1) can be understood as a generalization of
Fenchel’s theorem [5, 6] to compact Euclidean submanifolds of any dimension. So
far, generalizations of the Chern-Lashof theorem for several ambient spaces have
been obtained: for submanifolds in Riemannian manifolds of non-positive curvature
[28, 1]; for submanifolds in spaces of constant curvature [2, 24, 25, 26]; for non-
closed submanifolds in Euclidean space [29]; for knotted surface [21]; for equiaffine
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immersions [16]; for submanifolds in a simply connected symmetric space of non-
positive curvature [17] and compact type space [18]; for spacelike submanifolds
in Lorentz-Minkowski space [14]; for complex submanifolds in complex projective
space [8].

On the other hand, as a generalization of immersed submanifolds, classes of sub-
manifolds with singularities, called wave fronts or frontals, have been investigated
intensively in recent years [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 22, 23, 27]. Kossowski and Scherfner
[15] obtained a Chern-Lashof type theorem for 2-dimensional wave fronts in R3,
which can be seen as an intrinsic generalization of the Chern-Lashof theorem, see
Fact 4.5. However, there are examples of frontals, that are not wave front, with
significant properties of the total absolute curvature (cf. Example 3.6).

Therefore, it is natural to ask whether the Chern-Lashof theorem holds in the
case of frontals instead of wave fronts, and whether it is possible to generalize the
dimensions and codimensions. The relationship between minimality of the total
absolute curvature and convexity also remains unclear.

In this paper, we proved the following Chern-Lashof type theorem for admissible
frontals (for the definitions of admissible frontals and their total absolute curvature,
see Definitions 2.3 and 2.7).

Theorem A. Let Mn be an orientable compact manifold of dimension n and f :
Mn → Rn+r be a co-orientable admissible frontal.

(1) Let bi(M
n) be the i-th Betti number of Mn (0 ≤ i ≤ n). Then, the total

absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) of the frontal f satisfies the inequality

τ(Mn, f) ≥
n∑

i=0

bi(M
n).

(2) If the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is less than 3, then Mn is homeo-
morphic to an n-dimensional sphere.

(3) If the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is equal to 2, then the image f(Mn)
belongs to an (n+ 1)-dimensional affine subspace of Rn+r.

We remark that the assertion (3) in Theorem A does not contain any convexity
property. If we restrict the type of singularities to the first kind (see Definition
2.2), We obtain the following relationship between minimality of the total absolute
curvature and the convexity.

Theorem B. Let Mn be an orientable compact manifold of dimension n and f :
Mn → Rn+r be a co-orientable frontal. Suppose that singular set Σf is not empty
and consists of singular points of the first kind. Then, the total absolute curvature
τ(Mn, f) is equal to 2 if and only if the frontal f satisfies all three of the following
conditions.

(a) The manifold Mn and the singular set Σf are homeomorphic to an n-
dimensional sphere and an (n− 1)-dimensional sphere, respectively,

(b) the image f(Mn) is a closed convex domain of an n-dimensional affine
subspace of Rn+r, and

(c) the image f(Σf ) coincides with the boundary of f(Mn).

Since the frontals satisfying the conditions of Theorem B are not wave fronts,
the generalization of the Chern-Lashof theorem to frontals (Theorem A) is essential
to obtain Theorem B. In addition, it is interesting that the dimension of the affine
subspace containing the frontal with minimum total absolute curvature decreases
to n.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe some basic materials
of frontals and define the admissible frontals, the total absolute curvature for them.
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In Section 3, we prove Theorems A and B. Finally, in Section 4, we apply our results
to the 1- and 2-dimensional cases.

2. Admissible frontals and the total absolute curvature

In this section, we define admissible frontals (Definition 2.3) and define the total
absolute curvature for them (Definition 2.7).

2.1. Frontals and singularities. In this subsection, we review the definition of
frontals in (n+ r)-dimensional Euclidean space Rn+r. The notion of frontals as a
generalized submanifolds is introduced in [13]. For cases of surfaces or hypersurfaces
are well investigated, see [22, 27] for example.

Let Mn be an oriented n-manifold. For a smooth map f :Mn → Rn+r , a point
p ∈ Mn is called a singular point of f if f is not an immersion at p. Otherwise,
p is called a regular point. We let Σf be the singular set of f , and define Mn

reg

by Mn
reg := Mn \ Σf . We denote by G̃r(n, n + r) the Grassmannian of oriented

n-dimensional subspace of Rn+r . A smooth map f :Mn → Rn+r such thatMn
reg is

dense in Mn is called a frontal if there exist an open neighborhood U and a smooth

map Π : U → G̃r(n, n+ r) for each p ∈Mn such that

dfq(X) ∈ Π(q) (q ∈ U, X ∈ TqM
n).

This map Π is called the generalized Gauss map of f . If Π can be defined globally on
Mn, then f is said to be co-orientable. If f is an immersion, then f is co-orientable.
This can be verified by setting Π(q) := dfq(TqM

n) (q ∈Mn). By taking the double
cover of Mn if necessary, we may assume that frontals are co-orientable without
loss of generality. Therefore, in this paper, frontals are assumed to be co-orientable.

For the generalized Gauss map Π, we denote by Π⊥(p) the orthogonal comple-
ment of Π(p). For a local coordinate system (U ;u1, u2, · · · , un) of Mn, we define a
function λ on U by

λ(p) = det(f1(p), f2(p), · · · , fn(p), E1(p), · · · , Er(p)) (p ∈ U)

where fi = ∂f/∂ui and {E1, · · · , Er} is an orthonormal frame of Π⊥. The function
λ is called the signed volume density function. Then, a point p ∈Mn is a singular
point of f if and only if λ(p) is equal to 0. A singular point p is said to be non-
degenerate if the exterior derivative dλ does not vanish at p. Non-degeneracy of
singular points does not depend on the choices of coordinates of the domain and
an orthonormal frame {E1, · · · , Er} of Π⊥.

Lemma 2.1. If a singular point p is non-degenerate, then the rank of dfp is equal
to n− 1.

Proof. Let (U ;u1, u2, · · · , un) be a local coordinate neighborhood of p. For each
X ∈ TpM , we have

dλp(X) =

n∑

i=1

det(f1(p), · · · , (dfi)p(X), · · · , fn(p), E1(p), · · · , Er(p))

+
r∑

j=1

det(f1(p), · · · , fn(p), E1(p), · · · , (dEj)p(X), · · · , Er(p)).

Since p is a singular point, the rank of dfp is less than n. So,

det(f1(p), · · · , fn(p), E1(p), · · · , (dEj)p(X), · · · , Er(p)) = 0

holds for 1 ≤ j ≤ r. If the rank of dfp is less than n− 1, then

det(f1(p), · · · , (dfi)p(X), · · · , fn(p), E1(p), · · · , Er(p)) = 0
3



holds for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus, the derivative dλp(X) vanish. This contradicts the
non-degeneracy of the singular point p. Therefore, the rank of dfp is equal to
n− 1. �

The implicit function theorem yields that if singular points are all non-degenerate,
then the singular set Σf is a regular hypersurface of Mn. By Lemma 2.1, the ker-
nel kerdfp of dfp is a 1-dimensional subspace of TpM

n at a non-degenerate singular
point p. We call kerdfp the null space at p.

Definition 2.2. Suppose that all singular points of the frontal f :Mn → Rn+r are
non-degenerate. For a non-degenerate singular point p, when the null space kerdfp
is not a subspace of TpΣf , the point p is said to be of the first kind. Otherwise, p
is called the second kind.

We denote by Cf (⊂ Σf ) the set of singular points of the second kind.

Definition 2.3. If a frontal f : Mn → Rn+r satisfies the following conditions, f is
called an admissible frontal.

(1) All singular points of f are non-degenerate.
(2) There exists a regular hypersurface H in Σf such that Cf ⊆ H.

We remark that a frontal whose singular set consists of singular points of the first
kind is admissible (cf. Theorem B). Definition 2.3 is inspired by “admissible singular
points of the second kind” in [27], cf. Remark 4.4. By definition, if f :Mn → Rn+r

is an admissible frontal, then the set Σf \ Cf of singular points of the first kind is
dense in the singular set Σf . This property is used in the definition of total absolute
curvature (Definition 2.7) and in Lemma 3.2. In the case of n = 2, the condition
(2) of Definition 2.3 is equivalent to that the set of singular points of the second
kind Cf is discrete subset of Σf (cf. [15], Fact 4.5). Moreover, frontals having at
most Ak-type singular points are admissible:

Example 2.4. Suppose that each singular point of the frontal f : M → Rn+1 is
right-left-equivalent to the Ak+1-type singular point (1 ≤ k ≤ n). Here, the Ak+1-
type singular point is the map germ of the map from Rn to Rn+1 defined by

(t, x2, · · · , xn) 7→


(k + 1)

k∑

j=2

(j − 1) tjxj ,−(k + 2)tk+1 −
k∑

j=2

j tj−1 xj , x2, · · · , xn




at the origin of Rn. For an Ak+1-type singular point p ∈Mn and the neighborhood
U of p, we give the following notations:

λ(0) = λ, λ(1) = ηλ, λ(i) = dλ(i−1)(η) (2 ≤ i ≤ k),

where λ is the singed volume density function of f and η is a non-vanishing vector
field on U such that η(q) ∈ ker dfq for each singular point q ∈ Σf ∩ U . Then,

λ(p) = λ′(p) = · · · = λ(k−1)(p) = 0, λ(k) 6= 0

hold and the Jacobian matrix of the smooth map (λ, λ′, · · · , λ(k−1)) : U → Rk is
of rank k at p ([23, Corollary 2.5]). In this case, all singular points of f are non-
degenerate. We define the map ψ : U → R2 by ψ = (λ, λ′). Since a singular point
p ∈ U is of the second kind if and only if λ(p) = λ′(p) = 0, the set Cf ∩ U is given
by ψ−1((0, 0)). Now, the Jacobian matrix of ψ is of rank 2 at each p ∈ ψ−1((0, 0)).
Hence, (0, 0) ∈ R2 is a regular value of ψ. Therefore, f is an admissible frontal by
setting H = Cf .

For example, in the case of the map f : R3 → R4 of the A3-type singular point

f(t, x, y) = (4t5 + t2x+ 2t3y2, 5t4 + 2tx+ 3t2y, x, y),
4



we obtain Σf = {(t,−3ty − 10t3, y) ∈ R3 | (t, y) ∈ R2} and

Cf = {(t,−3ty − 10t3, y) ∈ Σf | y = −10t2} = {(t, 20t3,−10t2) ∈ Σf | t ∈ R}.
Thus, f is an admissible frontal (see Figure 1).

Figure 1. The singular set Σf (yellow surface) and the set of
singular points of the second kind Cf (blue curve) of the map
germ f : R3 → R4 of the A3-type singular point. Since Cf is a
regular curve in Σf , f is an admissible frontal (cf. Definition 2.7,
Example 2.4).

2.2. The total absolute curvature. In this subsection, we review the notion of
the Lipschitz-Killing curvature and define the total absolute curvature for admissi-
ble frontals (Definition 2.7). We define the unit normal bundle B of f by

B =
⋃

p∈Mn

Bp

(
Bp := {v ∈ Π⊥(p) | ‖v‖ = 1}

)
.

Here, ‖w‖ :=
√
w ·w is the norm of a vector w ∈ Rn+r , and w · v is the canonical

Euclidean inner product of w,v ∈ Rn+r . A smooth section of B is called a unit
normal vector field of f . Let N be a unit normal vector field of f . On the regular
set Mn

reg, the following Weingarten formula holds:

(2.1) DXN = −df(ANX) +D⊥
XN.

Here, X is a smooth vector field onMn, D is the canonical connection of Rn+r, D⊥

is the normal connection, and AN is the shape operator with respect to N . We set
Breg as Breg :=

⋃
p∈Mn

reg
Bp. For each (p, ξ) ∈ Breg, we define the Lipschitz-Killing

curvature G(p, ξ) by

G(p, ξ) = detAξ.

We let (U ;u1, · · · , un) be a coordinates system of Mn. The two n-forms

dV̂ = λdu1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun, dV = |λ| du1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun
on U are called the signed volume element and the (unsigned) volume element of
f , respectively. The signed volume element of f does not depend on the choice of
coordinate systems of Mn and choice of an orthonormal frame which is compatible
with respect to the orientation of Π⊥. The (unsigned) volume element of f also does
not depend on the choice of coordinate systems which is compatible with respect to
the orientation ofMn and choice of an orthonormal frame which is compatible with
respect to the orientation of Π⊥. Let dσ be the volume element of each fiber of B.
The signed volume element and the (unsigned) volume element of B are defined by

dµ̂B = dV̂ ∧ dσ, dµB = dV ∧ dσ,
5



respectively. We denote by Sn+r−1 an (n+r−1)-dimensional unit sphere Sn+r−1 =
{v ∈ Rn+r | ‖v‖ = 1}. We call the smooth map

ν : B → Sn+r−1 ; (p, ξ) 7→ ξ

the canonical Gauss map of f . The following proposition is important for the
definition of the total absolute curvature (Definition 2.7).

Proposition 2.5. Let dµSn+r−1 be the volume element of Sn+r−1. On Breg, the
pullback of dµSn+r−1 by ν is written as

ν∗dµSn+r−1 = (−1)nG(p, ξ) dµ̂B .

Proof. We fix (p, ξ) ∈ Breg. Let (U ;u1, · · · , un) be a local coordinate system of
Mn, (V ; θ1. · · · , θr−1) be a local coordinate system of a unit (r − 1)-dimensional
sphere Sr−1. Then, the following holds

ν∗dµSn+r−1(p, ξ)

= det
(
νu1

, · · · , νun
, νθ1 , · · · , νθr−1

, ν
)
(p, ξ) du1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun ∧ dθ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dθr−1,

where νui
= ∂ν/∂ui (1 ≤ i ≤ n) and νθj = ∂ν/∂θj (1 ≤ j ≤ r − 1). By the

Weingarten formula (2.1), we have

νui
(p, ξ) = −df (Aξ ∂ui

) (p) +D⊥
∂ui
ν (p, ξ),

where ∂ui
= ∂/∂ui. Thus,

det
(
νu1

, · · · , νun
, νθ1 , · · · , νθr−1

, ν
)
(p, ξ)

= (−1)n det
(
df (Aξ ∂u1

) , · · · , df (Aξ ∂un
) , νθ1 , · · · , νθr−1

, ν
)
(p, ξ)

= (−1)n detAξ det
(
f1, · · · , fn, νθ1 , · · · , νθr−1

, ν
)
(p, ξ)

holds. Therefore,

detAξ det
(
f1, · · · , fn, νθ1 , · · · , νθr−1

, ν
)
(p, ξ)du1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun ∧ dθ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dθr−1

= G(p, ξ)λ(p) du1 ∧ · · · ∧ dun ∧ dσ
= G(p, ξ) dµ̂B

implies the desire result. �

By Proposition 2.5, the differential form (−1)nGdµ̂B can be extended to whole
on B smoothly. Hence, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.6. The differential form |G| dµB is a continuous (n+ r− 1)-form on
B.

From now on, we let f : Mn → Rn+r be an admissible frontal and Π be the
generalized Gauss map of f . Then, the singular set Σf is a regular hypersurface of

Mn. We denote by f̄ the restriction of f to Σf . We set Π̄ : Σf → G̃r(n− 1, n+ r)
as Π̄(p) := dfp(TpM

n). We remark that dfp(TpM
n) is (n− 1)-dimensional subspace

of Rn+r by Lemma 2.1. Then, Π̄ is a generalized Gauss map of f̄ . As a result,
f̄ : Σf → Rn+r is a co-orientable frontal. Now, we let B̄, Ā, ν̄ and Ḡ be the
bundle of unit normal vectors, the shape operator, the canonical Gauss map and
the Lipschitz-Killing curvature of f̄ , respectively. By Corollary 2.6, we may define
the total absolute curvature of f as follows:

Definition 2.7. Let Mn be a compact orientable n-dimensional manifold. For a co-
orientable admissible frontal f :Mn → Rn+r , the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f)
is defined by

τ(Mn, f) =
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

B

|G| dµB +
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

B̄

|Ḡ| dµB̄.
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We remark that, by Proposition 2.5, the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is
written as

τ(Mn, f) =
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

(
vol(ν(B)) + vol(ν̄(B̄))

)
,

where vol(ν(B)) (resp. vol(ν̄(B̄))) is the volume of the image ν(B) (resp. ν̄(B̄)) in
Sn+r−1.

If we consider only the total absolute curvature on a regular set of f , it has no
non-trivial lower bound, as in the following Example 2.8.

Example 2.8. For a positive number k > 0, we define fk : Sn → Rn+1 by

fk(x1, · · ·xn, xn+1) = (x1, · · ·xn, kx3n+1) ((x1, · · ·xn, xn+1) ∈ Sn ⊂ Rn+1).

Then, fk is an admissible frontal. The total absolute curvature of the regular set
of fk is satisfies the inequality

1

vol(Sn)

∫

B

|G| dµB =
6vol(Sn−1)

vol(Sn)

∫ π/2

−π/2

k| cos(t)|
(1 + (k sin t)2/4)

n+1

2

dt <
12k vol(Sn−1)

vol(Sn)
.

Therefore, if we take the number k that is less than ε vol(Sn)/(12 vol(Sn−1)) for
each positive number ε > 0, then the total absolute curvature of the regular set of
fk is less than ε.

Figure 2. The image fk(S
2) when n = 2 and k = 2

3 .

3. Proof of Theorems A and B

In this section, we prove Theorems A and B by applying the Morse theory to
height functions. For a frontal f :Mn → Rn+r and w ∈ Sn+r−1, we set a function
hw on Mn as

hw(p) = f(p) ·w (p ∈Mn)

which is called the height function with respect to w. If the derivative (dhw)p
vanish at p ∈ Mn, a point p is called a critical point of hw. A point p is a critical
point of hw if and only if w is perpendicular to (df)p(TpM

n). Furthermore, if the
Hessian Hess(hw) of hw is non-degenerate at a critical point p, the point p is called
the Morse critical point. A regular point p ∈ Mn

reg of f is a Morse critical point if
and only if w is a regular value of the canonical Gauss map ν (see [4]). A similar
argument holds true for a singular point of the first kind as follows.

Lemma 3.1. Let p ∈ Σf \Cf be a singular point of the first kind. Suppose that p is
critical point of the height function hw. Then p is a Morse critical point if and only
if w is a regular value of the canonical Gauss map ν̄ of f̄ and is not perpendicular
to Π(p).

Proof. Since p is a singular point of the first kind, we take a local coordinate
neighborhood (U ;u1, · · · , un) such that

U ∩Σf = (u1, · · · , un−1, 0), p = (0, · · · , 0), fn(u1, · · · , un−1, 0) = 0

7



hold. Then there exists a smooth map v : U → Rn+r such that fn = un v. Then
we have

fin(p) = 0 (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1), fnn(p) = v(p),

where fij = ∂2f/∂ui∂uj (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n). Since p is a singular point of the first kind,
∂/∂ui (1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1) tangent to Σf . Therefore, we obtain

fij(p) ·w = df
(
Āw ∂ui

)
(p) · fj(p) (1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1).

Consequently, we have

det[fij(p) ·w](1≤i,j≤n) = (v(p) ·w) det
[
df
(
Āw ∂ui

)
(p) · fj(p)

]
(1≤i,j≤n−1)

.

As a result, p is a Morse critical point if and only if both v(p)·w and det[df(Āw∂/∂ui)·
fj ](1≤i,j≤n−1) are non-zero.

Since p is a critical point of hw, the unit vectorw is perpendicular to (df)p(TpΣf ).
Hence, v(p) · w is non-zero if and only if w is not perpendicular to Π(p). The
determinant det[df(Āw ∂ui

) · fj](1≤i,j≤n−1) is non-zero if and only if Āw is non-

degenerate, that is, w is a regular value of the canonical Gauss map ν̄ of f̄ . Thus,
we have the desire result. �

As we will see later, the proof of Theorem A does not require any conditions for
a singular point of the second kind to be a Morse critical point.

We set images Y1 and Y2 as

Y1 := ν
(
∪p∈Σf

Bp

)
, Y2 := ν̄

(
∪p∈Cf

B̄p

)
.

We remark that Y1 (resp. Y2) is the set of unit normal vectors of f on Σf (resp.
f̄ on Cf ). The following three lemmas (Lemmas 3.3, 3.2 and 3.4) are used in the
proof of Theorem A.

Lemma 3.2. Both Y1 and Y2 have measure zero in Sn+r−1.

Proof. Since the bundle
⋃

p∈Σf
Bp is locally diffeomorphic to Σf ×Sr−1, the bundle⋃

p∈Σf
Bp is an (n + r − 2)-manifold. Therefore, Y1 has measure zero. Since f is

an admissible frontal, there exists a regular hypersurface H such that Cf ⊆ H.
Thus, it suffices to show that ν̄(

⋃
p∈H B̄p) has measure zero. Since

⋃
p∈H B̄p is

locally diffeomorphic to H × Sr, the bundle
⋃

p∈H B̄p is an (n + r − 2)-manifold.

Thus, ν̄(
⋃

p∈H B̄p) has measure zero in Sn+r−1. Therefore. Y2 has measure zero in

Sn+r−1. �

Lemma 3.3. If a unit vector w does not belong to Y2, then there is no critical
point of the height function hw on Cf .

Proof. We prove the contraposition. If there exists a critical point p ∈ Cf of hw,
then w is perpendicular to Π̄(p) = (df)p(TpM

n). In other words, w is a unit normal
vector of f̄ at p. Thus, w belongs to Y2. �

We define the set Q ⊂ Sn+r−1 by

Q = {w ∈ Sn+r−1 | hw is not a Morse function} ∪ Y2.
Lemma 3.4. The set Q has measure zero in Sn+r−1.

Proof. For w ∈ Sn+r−1, we consider the equivalence condition that the height
function hw is not a Morse function. If w /∈ Y2, Lemma 3.3 yields that there is
no critical point of hw on Cf . Therefore, we only need to consider the equivalence
condition that a regular point or a singular point of the first kind is a Morse critical
point. A regular point p ∈Mn

reg is a Morse critical point if and only if w is a regular
value of the canonical Gauss map ν. By Lemma 3.1, a singular point of the first
kind p ∈ Σf \ Cf is a Morse critical point if and only if w is a regular value of the

8



canonical Gauss map ν̄ and is not perpendicular to Π(p), that is, not a unit normal
vector of f at p. Due to the above, hw is not a Morse function if and only if w is
a critical value ν or ν̄, or belongs to Y1. Hence, we obtain

Q = {w ∈ Sn+r−1 | w is a critical value of ν or ν̄} ∪ Y1 ∪ Y2.
By Sard’s theorem, the first term of the right-hand side has measure zero in Sn+r−1.
By Lemma 3.2, both the second term and the third term have measure zero in
Sn+r−1. �

For a unit vector w ∈ Sn+r−1 \Q, the height function hw is a Morse function.
Hence, there are finite number of critical points of hw onMn. For a subset L ⊆Mn,
we denote by #crit(hw, L) the number of critical points of hw on L. We prove
Theorem A-(1).

Proof of Theorem A-(1). Since Y2 is a subset of Q, Lemma 3.3 yields that

# crit(hw,Σf ) = #crit(hw,Σf \ Cf )

for each w ∈ Sn+r−1 \Q. By the Morse inequality, we have

n∑

q=0

bq(M
n) ≤ #crit(hw,M

n) = #crit(hw,M
n
reg) + #crit(hw,Σf \ Cf )

for each w ∈ Sn+r−1 \Q. By integrating both sides on Sn+r−1 \Q, we obtain
(

n∑

q=0

bq(M
n)

)
vol(Sn+r−1) ≤

∫

Sn+r−1\Q

#crit(hw,M
n
reg) dµSn+r−1

+

∫

Sn+r−1\Q

#crit(hw,Σf \ Cf ) dµSn+r−1 .

Here, we used Lemma 3.4 which implies that
∫
Sn+r−1\Q dµSn+r−1 is equal to the

volume of Sn+r−1. Now, the integral of the number of critical points of the height
function on Sn+r−1 is equal to the integral of the absolute value of the Lipschitz-
Killing curvature on the unit normal bundle (see the proof of Theorem 1 in [3]).
Therefore,
(

n∑

q=0

bq(M
n)

)
vol(Sn+r−1) ≤

∫

B

|G| dµB +

∫

B̄

|Ḡ |dµB̄ = vol(Sn+r−1)τ(Mn, f)

holds, which implies the assertion. �

Now, we prove Theorem A-(2).

Proof of Theorem A-(2). As shown during the proof of Theorem A-(1), the total
absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is written as

τ(Mn, f) =
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

Sn+r−1\Q

#crit(hw,M
n)dµSn+r−1 .

Since Mn is compact, # crit(hw,M
n) is greater than or equal to 2 for each w ∈

Sn+r−1 \Q. Therefore, if {w ∈ Sn+r−1 \Q | #crit(hw,M
n) = 2} has measure zero

in Sn+r−1, then τ(Mn, f) ≥ 3 holds. This is a contradiction. Therefore, it does not
have measure zero in Sn+r−1. In particular, it is not empty. Hence, there exists the
height function hw such that the number of critical points is two. Consequently,
Reeb’s theorem yields that Mn is homeomorphic to an n-dimensional sphere. �

Now, we prove Theorem A-(3).
9



Proof of Theorem A-(3). First, we show that f(Mn) belongs to an (n + r − 1)-
dimensional affine subspace of Rn+r . In order to show this, we assume that f(Mn)
does not belongs to any (n + r − 1)-dimensional affine subspace of Rn+r , leading
to a contradiction. If there exists (p, ξ) ∈ B such that G(p, ξ) 6= 0, it can be proved
in the same way as [3, Theorem 3]. Thus, we suppose that G(p, ξ) = 0 for each
(p, ξ) ∈ B. Then, we obtain

∫

B

|G| dµB = 0,
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

B̄

|Ḡ| dµB̄ = 2.

Hence, there exists (q, η) ∈ B̄ such that Ḡ(q, η) 6= 0. Therefore, by using a similar
argument as [3, Theorem 3] again, we have that f(Σf ) belongs to an (n + r − 1)-
dimensional affine subspace Pn+r−1 of Rn+r. As a result, it suffices to show that
f(Mn

reg) belongs to Pn+r−1.

In order to show this, we assume that f(Mn
reg) does not belong to Pn+r−1,

leading to a contradiction. By a parallel translation if necessary, we may assume
that Pn+r−1 passes through the origin. Then there exists a unit vector a ∈ Sn+r−1

such that Pn+r−1 = {v ∈ Rn+r | v · a = 0}. Since the image f(Mn
reg) is not

contained in Pn+r−1, there exists q0 ∈Mn
reg such that ha(q0) = f(q0) · a is greater

than zero. For b ∈ Sn+r−1 such that a and b are linearly independent, we obtain

hb(q0) = f(q0) · b = f(q0) · (b− a) + f(q0) · a.
Since f(Σf ) ⊂ Pn+r−1, we have f(p) · a = 0 for each p ∈ Σf . Hence,

hb(p) = f(p) · b = f(p) · (b− a) (p ∈ Σf )

holds. Therefore, we have

hb(q0)− hb(p) = f(q0) · a− (f(p)− f(q0)) · (b− a) (p ∈ Σf ).

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds that

f(q0) ·a− (f(p)− f(q0)) · (b−a) > f(q0) ·a−‖f(p)− f(q0)‖× ‖b−a‖ (p ∈ Σf ).

If f(q0) ·a−‖f(p)− f(q0)‖× ‖b−a‖ is greater than zero, we have hb(q0) > hb(p).
Now, we define a function ϕ on Σf by ϕ(p) = ‖f(p)− f(q0)‖. The function ϕ is a
continuous function having no zeros. We denote by m (> 0) the maximum value of
ϕ. We set Z ⊂ Sn+r−1 as

Z =

{
b ∈ Sn+r−1

∣∣∣∣
f(q) · a
m

> ‖b− a‖
}
.

Then, for each b ∈ Z, there exists a maximum point of the height function hb
on Mn

reg. We denote by Qc = Sn+r−1 \ Q the complement of Q. If Z ∩ Qc is
empty, then Q is not a set that has measure zero, which is a contradiction. Hence,
Z ∩Qc is not empty. For given b0 ∈ Z ∩Qc, we let qmax ∈ Mn

reg be a point which
attains the maximum of hb0

. Then the maximum point is a Morse critical point,
that is, b0 is a regular value of ν. In other words, G(qmax, b0) is not zero. This
contradicts the assumption that G(p, ξ) = 0 for each (p, ξ) ∈ B. As a result, the
image f(Mn) belongs to an (n + r − 1)-dimensional affine subspace of Rn+r. By
inductively repeating, we can show that f(Mn) belongs to an (n+ 1)-dimensional
affine subspace. �

The following lemma is used in the proof of Theorem B.

Lemma 3.5. Let Mn be an n-dimensional orientable compact manifold, and let
f : Mn → Rn+r be a co-orientable frontal whose singular points are of the first
kind. If there exists a closed convex domain Ω in an n-dimensional affine subspace
Pn of Rn+r such that f(Mn) ⊂ Ω and f(Σf ) coincides with the boundary of Ω,
then f(Mn) coincides with Ω.

10



Proof. We prove that Ω∩ f(Mn)c is empty. In order to show this, we assume that
Ω ∩ f(Mn)c is not empty, leading to a contradiction. We fix x ∈ Ω ∩ f(Mn)c

arbitrarily. We define a function Φx on Mn as Φx(p) = d(x, f(p)) (p ∈Mn), where
d is the distance function of Pn induced from that of Rn+r . Then, there exists a
minimum point pm ∈ Mn of the function Φx. Since pm is a critical point of Φx,
the minimum point pm is a singular point of f , and y = x− f(pm) is perpendicular
to dfpm

(Tpm
Mn). We note that y 6= 0 holds by our assumption. Since pm is

a singular point of the first kind, we can take the local coordinate neighborhood
(U ;u1, · · · , un) of pm such that

U ∩Σf = (u1, · · · , un−1, 0), pm = (0, · · · , 0), fn(u1, · · · , un−1, 0) = 0.

For a positive number ǫ > 0, we set an open interval I ⊂ U by

I := {(0, · · · , 0, un) ∈ U | un ∈ (−ǫ, ǫ)}.
We denote by φ := Φx|I the restriction of Φx to I. Since pm is non-degenerate,
fnn(pm) 6= 0. Therefore, we have d2φ/du2n(0) 6= 0. Since φ (0) is a minimum,
d2φ/du2n(0) > 0 holds. In other words, we have

(3.1) fnn(pm) · y < 0.

On the other hand, since Ω is convex, Ω exists on one side of the supporting
hyperplane Hpm

= {f(pm) + dfpm
(X) ∈ Pn | X ∈ Tpm

Mn} (cf. Figure 3). We set
a unit vector ξ by ξ := y/‖y‖, and denote by hξ the height function with respect
to ξ. Then the restriction hξ|I has also a minimum at un = 0. Therefore,

fnn(pm) · ξ = fnn(pm) · y

‖y‖ > 0

holds. This contradicts (3.1). Hence, Ω ∩ f(Mn)c is empty. As a result, f(Mn)
coincides with Ω. �

Figure 3. The figure of closed convex domain Ω (Lemma 3.5).

Finally, we prove Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. First, we assume that the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is
equal to 2. By Theorem A,Mn is homeomorphic to an n-sphere. Since the singular
set Σf is not empty and consists of singular points of the first kind, f̄ : Σf → Rn+r

is an immersion. Thus, Fact 1.1-(1) yields that the total absolute curvature of f̄ is
greater than or equal to 2. Therefore, we have

∫

B

|G(p, ξ)| dµB = 0,
1

vol(Sn+r−1)

∫

B̄

|Ḡ(q, η)| dµB̄ = 2

by τ(Mn, f) = 2. Furthermore, Σf is homeomorphic to an (n− 1)-sphere and the
image f(Σf ) is a convex hypersurface embedded in an n-dimensional affine subspace
Pn by Fact 1.1-(2) and (3). Hence we obtain the condition (a).

11



Next, we prove the conditions (b) and (c). By the arguments used in the proof
of Theorem A-(3), the image f(Mn

reg) is contained in Pn. Since f̄ : Σf → Pn is
a convex hypersurface, f(Σf) bounds a closed convex domain Ω. Now we prove
that f(Mn) = Ω. First, we show that f(Mn) ⊂ Ω. In order to show this, we
assume that f(Mn) 6⊂ Ω, leading to a contradiction. We set a distance function
dΩ(p) = d(Ω, f(p)) (p ∈Mn). By our assumption, the maximum m of the function
dΩ is positive. Let pmax ∈ Mn be a point attaining m. If pmax is a singular point
of f , then f(pmax) is a point on the boundary of Ω, and hence dΩ(pmax) = 0,
which contradicts dΩ(pmax) = m > 0. So pmax is a regular point of f . On the
other hand, pmax is a critical point of dΩ. Hence, pmax is a singular point of f ,
which contradicts that pmax is a regular point. Therefore, f(Mn) is a subset of Ω.
Consequently, Lemma 3.5 yields that f(Mn) coincides with Ω.

Finally, we prove the converse. Since f(Σf ) coincides with the boundary of the
closed convex domain and Σf is connected, f̄ is a convex hypersurface embedded
in an n-dimensional affine subspace. Therefore, the total absolute curvature of f̄ is
equal to 2 by Fact 1.1-(3). Since the image f(Mn

reg) is contained in n-dimensional
affine subspace, the Lipschitz-Killing curvature is equal to zero on Mn

reg. Conse-
quently, the total absolute curvature τ(Mn, f) is equal to 2. �

The following example is a frontal whose total absolute curvature is equal to 2
that satisfies the assumptions of Theorem B.

Example 3.6. The map f : Sn → Rn+1 defined by

f(x1, · · · , xn, xn+1) = (x1, · · · , xn, 0) ((x1, · · · , xn+1) ∈ Sn ⊂ Rn+1)

is a frontal whose singular points are of the first kind (cf. [9, Example 3.2]).
So f is admissible. The singular set Σf is an (n − 1)-dimensional unit sphere
{(x1, · · · , xn, xn+1) ∈ Sn | xn+1 = 0}. Since the image f(Sn) is a closed unit n-ball
in the n-dimensional subspace Pn = {(x1, · · · , xn, 0) ∈ Rn+1}, the total absolute
curvature

∫
B
|G| dµB = 0 holds. On the other hand, since the image f(Σf ) is a unit

(n−1)-sphere,
∫
B̄
|Ḡ| dµB̄ = 2vol(Sn−1) holds. Hence, the total absolute curvature

τ(Sn, f) is equal to 2. Moreover, the image f(Sn) is a convex domain in Pn and
the image f(Σf ) coincides with the boundary of f(Sn).

Figure 4. The image f(S2) in R3 (Example 3.6).

4. The cases of 1- and 2-dimensions

In this section, we exhibit the results obtained in the cases of n = 1, 2.

4.1. In the case of n = 1. For a smooth map γ : I → Rr+1 defined on a non-
empty interval I, a point c ∈ I is a singular point of γ if and only if the derivative
γ′(c) does vanish, where the prime ′ means d/dt. A smooth map γ : I → Rr+1

whose regular set is dense in I is a frontal if and only if there exists a smooth map
e : I → Sr such that γ′(t) and e(t) are linear dependent for each t ∈ I. This map
e(t) is said to be a unit tangent vector field along γ. For a singular point c ∈ I of
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a frontal γ : I → Rr+1, if γ′′(c) does not vanish, the singular point c is called a
generalized cusp (cf. [10]). The notion of generalized cusps is introduced as A-type
in [11]. Generalized cusps are characterized by the non-degeneracy condition.

Proposition 4.1. A singular point c ∈ I of a frontal γ : I → Rr+1 is non-
degenerate if and only if c is a generalized cusp.

Proof. Let λ be the signed volume density function of γ. The derivative λ′(c) is
written as

λ′(c) = det(γ′′, E1, · · · , Er)(c),

where {E1, · · · , Er} is an orthonormal frame of the normal bundle of γ. Therefore,
λ′(c) 6= 0 holds if and only if γ′′(c) 6= 0. �

On the regular set of a frontal γ : I → Rr+1, the curvature function is defined
as

(4.1) κ(t) =

√
‖γ′′‖2‖γ′‖2 − (γ′′ · γ′)2

‖γ′‖3 .

Since e(t) = ±γ′(t)/‖γ′(t)‖ holds on the regular set of γ, the curvature function
κ(t) is written as κ(t) = ‖e′(t)‖/‖γ′(t)‖. Thus, κ ds = ‖e′(t)‖ dt holds, where
ds = ‖γ′(t)‖ dt is the arclength measure.

If a frontal γ : R → Rr+1 is a periodic map, γ is called a closed frontal. By
multiplying the parameter by a constant, we may assume that γ is 2π-periodic.
Then, the domain of definition of γ is regarded as S1 = R/2πZ.

A closed frontal γ : S1 → Rr+1 is a co-orientable frontal if and only if the unit
tangent vector field e : R → Rr+1 is a 2π-periodic map, that is,

e(t+ 2π) = e(t) (t ∈ R).

In the case of n = 1, an admissible frontal γ has no singular points of the second
kind. Thus, a frontal γ is an admissible frontal if and only if singular points of
γ are non-degenerate. Then, the singular set Σγ of a closed admissible frontal
γ : S1 → Rr+1 is discrete subset of S1. Hence, we may define the total absolute
curvature for a closed frontal whose singular points are non-degenerate. The total
absolute curvature can be written using the curvature function κ of γ.

Lemma 4.2. For a closed frontal γ : S1 → Rr+1 whose singular points are non-
degenerate, the total absolute curvature is written as

τ(S1, γ) =
1

π

∫

S1

κ ds+#Σγ .

Proof. As shown during the proof of Theorem A-(1), the total absolute curvature
τ(S1, γ) is written as

τ(S1, γ) =
1

vol(Sr)

∫

Sr\Q

#crit(hw, S
1
reg) dµSr+

1

vol(Sr)

∫

Sr\Q

#crit(hw,Σγ) dµSr .

Let B be the unit normal bundle and ν be the canonical Gauss map of γ. Then,

1

vol(Sr)

∫

B

|G| dµB =
1

vol(Sr)

∫

S1

∫

Sr−1

|ν · e′| dσdt = 1

π

∫

S1

κ ds

holds, where dσ is the volume element of Sr−1. Therefore, we obtain

1

vol(Sr)

∫

Sr\Q

#crit(hw, S
1
reg) dµSr =

1

π

∫

S1

κ ds.
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Since all singular points are critical points of the height function hw for each w ∈
Sr \Q, we obtain

1

vol(Sr)

∫

Sr\Q

#crit(hw,Σγ) dµSr = #Σγ .

Thus, we have the desire result. �

By Theorems A, B and Lemma 4.2, we have the following corollary in the case
of n = 1.

Corollary 4.3. For a closed frontal γ : S1 → Rr+1 whose singular points are
non-degenerate,

1

π

∫

S1

κ ds+#Σγ ≥ 2

holds. Moreover, if Σγ is not empty, then the total absolute curvature of γ is equal
to 2 if and only if #Σγ is equal to 2 and the image of γ is a line segment.

If the singular set Σγ is empty, that is, γ is a regular curve, then Corollary 4.3 is
equivalent to Fenchel’s theorem [5, 6]. Furthermore, by Proposition 4.1, the frontal
γ is co-orientable if and only if #Σγ is an even integer. Hence, if the singular set
Σγ is not empty, #Σγ is greater than or equal to 2. In [12], the total absolute
curvature of non-co-orientable closed frontals is investigated.

4.2. In the case of n = 2. In this subsection, to compare with the result of
Kossowski and Scherfner [15], we consider frontals in R3. A smooth map f :M2 →
R3 whose regular set is dense in M2 is a (co-orientable) frontal if and only if there
exists a smooth map N :M2 → S2 such that

dfp(X) ·N(p) = 0 (p ∈M2, X ∈ TpM
2).

Furthermore, a frontal f : M2 → R3 is called a wave front if L := (f,N) : M2 →
R3 × S2 is an immersion. If singular points are non-degenerate, the singular set
Σf is a disjoint union of embedded regular curves in M2. Therefore, a frontal
f : M2 → R3 whose singular points are non-degenerate is an admissible frontal if
and only if the set Cf of singular points of the second kind is a discrete subset of
Σf .

Remark 4.4. In [27], if a singular point p ∈ Cf of the second kind is not an accu-
mulation point of Cf , then p is said to be admissible. Namely, there are no singular
points other than singular points of the first kind near admissible singular points
of the second kind. Our admissible frontal of Definition 2.3 is a generalization of
this definition.

For an admissible frontal f : M2 → R3, the singular set Σf is a disjoint union
of embedded regular curves in M2. We let K be the Gaussian curvature of f
and define the curvature function κ as in (4.1) for f̄ : Σf → R3. Kossowski and
Scherfner proved the following Chern-Lashof type theorem for wave fronts.

Fact 4.5 ([15]). Let M2 be an orientable compact 2-dimensional manifold and
f : M2 → R3 be a co-orientable wave front such that singular points are non-
degenerate and the set of singular points of the second kind is a discrete subset of
the singular set Σf . Then,

∫

M2

|K| dV + 2

∫

Σf

κ ds ≥ 2π(2 + 2g(M2))

holds, where g(M2) is the genus of M2.

By Theorems A and B, we have the following corollary in the case of n = 2 and
r = 1.
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Corollary 4.6. Let M2 be an orientable compact 2-dimensional manifold and f :
M2 → R3 be a co-orientable frontal such that singular points are non-degenerate
and the set of singular points of the second kind is a discrete subset of the singular
set Σf . Then, ∫

M2

|K| dV + 2

∫

Σf

κ ds ≥ 2π(2 + 2g(M2))

holds, where g(M2) is the genus of M2. In particular,

(4.2)

∫

M2

|K| dV + 2

∫

Σf

κ ds ≥ 4π

holds. Moreover, suppose that the singular set Σf is not empty and singular points
are of the first kind. If the equality of (4.2) holds then M2 is homeomorphic to a
2-dimensional sphere, and the image f(M2) is a closed convex domain of an affine
plane of R3.

Corollary 4.6 gives a generalization of Fact 4.5 to frontals. Furthermore, our
generalization to frontals clarifies the relationship between the equality condition
and the convexity.
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