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THE MINIMAL LIE GROUPOID AND INFINITY ALGEBROID
OF THE SINGULAR OCTONIONIC HOPF FOLIATION

HADI NAHARI AND THOMAS STROBL

ABSTRACT. The famous singular leaf decomposition Loy of R'® =~ 02 induced by the
Hopf construction for octonions O has no known Lie group action generating it. In
this article we construct a Gs-equivariant Lie groupoid G = Q2 whose orbits coincide
with Log. Its Lie algebroid E = Lie(G) is of the form 0O* — 02 with polynomial
structure functions. Its sheaf of sections induces a singular foliation Fop := p(I'(E)) on
02, which we call the singular octonionic Hopf foliation (SOHF). Fopy is shown to be
maximal among all singular foliations F generating Lopg—in the polynomial, the real
analytic, as well as in the smooth setting.

We extend E to a Lie 3-algebroid, which is a minimal length representative of the uni-
versal Lie oo—algebroid of the SOHF. This permits to prove that E is the minimal rank
Lie algebroid and that G the lowest dimensional Lie groupoid which generate the SOHF'.

The leaf decomposition Lo is one of the few known examples of a singular Riemannian
foliation in the sense of Molino which cannot be generated by local isometries (local non-
homogeneity). We improve this result by showing that any smooth singular foliation F
inducing Loy cannot be even Hausdorff Morita equivalent to a singular foliation Fj; on
a Riemannian manifold (M, g) generated by local isometries. Furthermore, we show that
there is no real analytic singular foliation F generating Loy which turns (RS, g4, F)
into a module singular Riemannian foliation as defined in [NS24].
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1. INTRODUCTION

Hopf fibrations are celebrated geometric objects which can be constructed for every
normed division algebra. Hopf fibrations associated to the complex numbers and quater-
nions are well-known examples in differential geometry and mathematical physics [H31,
U03]. Due to the non-associative nature of octonions and the consequent challenges in
calculations, the octonionic Hopf fibration on S* < ©? =~ R!® has been less studied in
the literature. However, it possesses remarkable properties, highlighting the importance
of non-associativity in its geometry [OPPV13, [BC21]. To construct the octonionic Hopf
fibration, one has to start with the singular octonionic Hopf leaf decomposition Log.
Recall that the octonionic lines in Q2 ~ R¢ [GWZ86, [(OPPV13| are defined as

L = {(z,m-z) € 0*: ze€0}.
for every m € O, called the slope of the line, together with the octonionic line given by
lo :={(0,2) e ©*: z€Q}.

Definition 1.1. The singular Hopf leaf decomposition Loy of Q? is defined as the family
of the leaves

Ly, :=1ly,nS(r) VmeQ,
Loy =1 nS(r),
together with the origin in Q*. Here, S(r) is the sphere of radius r > 0 in Q2.

In particular, the leaves L,,; and L ; correspond to the fibers of the octonionic Hopf
fibration. In contrast to the complex and quaternionic Hopf fibrations, the octonionic
Hopf fibration is non-homogeneous, meaning there is no isometric Lie group action on the
standard S that generates these fibers [GWZ86], [L93]. As a result, the leaf decomposition
Lo, which forms a singular Riemannian foliation with respect to the standard metric on
R in the sense of Molino [M98], is locally non-homogeneous near the origin [MR19].

The notion of module singular Riemannian foliations was introduced and developed in
[INS24] by adapting Molino’s classical definition of singular Riemannian foliations [M98§] to
the modern framework of singular foliations, defined as locally finitely generated involutive
submodules of compactly supported vector fields [ASQ9]: for a singular foliation F <
X.(M) on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we have

Definition 1.2. The triple (M, g, F) is a module singular Riemannian foliation if, for
every vector field X € F, we have

(1) LxgeQ(M)©g(F).

Here, g,: TM — T*M is the musical isomorphism of vector bundles, given by v — g(v, -)
for every vector v e T'M.

It was shown that the leaf decomposition of every module singular Riemannian foliation
defines a singular Riemannian foliation in the sense of Molino. Moreover, for regular
foliations, both definitions are equivalent. However, the following question had remained
open:
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Question: Let F be a singular foliation on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) such that its
leaf decomposition defines a singular Riemannian foliation in the sense of Molino [M9§].
[s it possible to construct a module singular Riemannian foliation (M, g, F') that has the
same leaf decomposition as F7

We claim here that Loy partially provides a counterexample to this question:

Theorem A. Let F be any singular foliation on the real analytic Riemannian manifold
(0?,ds?) with Loy as its leaf decomposition. Then, the triple (0% ds? F) induces a
singular Riemannian foliation in the sense of Molino, but it is not a module singular
Riemannian foliation.

In addition, in this paper, we refine the classical result on the non-homogeneity of Loy
as follows:

Theorem B. Let Fy be any singular foliation on O? having Loy as its leaf decomposition.
Then (02, Fy) is not Hausdor{f Morita equivalent to any singular foliation F on some
Riemannian manifold (M, g), whose leaf decompoistion is locally given by orbits of some
1sometric Lie group action.

A key step in proving Theorems [Al and [Bl is the following central lemma, which charac-
terizes the vector fields tangent to the leaves of Lopu: A vector field (g) € X(0?) with
u,v e C*(0? 0) is tangent to the leaves of Loy, if and only if, for all (x,y) € 0% =~ RS

(2) uy+zv=0,
(3) (w,uy = (y,v)=0.

This lemma, in particular, implies that there are no linear vector fields tangent to Loy,
offering an alternative proof of the classical non-homogeneity result.

The local non-homogeneity of Loy implies the non-existence of an isometric Lie group
action around the origin in (R9, g,;) that induces Log. Moreover, more generally, there is
no known (unconstrained) Lie group action around the origin that generates these leaves.
In this paper we construct a Lie groupoid G = Q2 which has Loy as its orbits—to the
best of our knowledge, such a Lie groupoid has not been known as of now.

Its construction is based on considering the rescaling function A: Q% x Q* — R defined
by the formula

4)  MF.G zy) = \/1 +2 ({2, F) +{y,G) + (-7, F-G)) + [|* | F|* + y|* | G|?,
for all (F,G) and (x,y) € Q2. Then:
Definition 1.3. The arrow manifold of G = Q? is
G := 0? x @2\{(F,G,x,y) e0’x0*: \F,G,x,y) = O}.
Let g = (F,G,z,y) € G. Thens(g) = (x,y) and
1

t(g) = 9 (@ + 2" F+ (@9) G, y+ |yl G+ (y7) F) .
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The product of composable arrows is defined by:
(F'. Gz, ) (F,G,x,y) = (F+ Xg)-F',G + \g)-G,x,y).
The unit map is u: Q* - G, (z,y) — (0,0,2,y) and for the inverse one has
(F,G,z,y)™" = (=F/Xg),—G/Xg). t(9)) -

We then prove

Theorem C. G is a Gs-equivariant Lie groupoid, whose orbits are the leaves in Lopy.

Differentiating this Lie groupoid to a Lie algebroid, we obtain the trivial vector bundle
Ey = ©? over 0? and the anchor map p: Ey — TO? =~ 0 given by

_ (e + (z-7)-v = (o, u) + Sy, )z

(5) P (ﬁ) - (Iylzv + (yT)u— (o, u) + <y’“>>y) '

Here, V stands for a trivial vector bundle over the base manifold, which has the vector
/

space V as its fibers. The Lie bracket evaluated on constant sections (%) , (Z,) e I'(Ey)

is defined by

) 1(4) ()1 = €+ oo () - o+ o (3)

This Lie algebroid realizes Loy as leaf decomposition induced by a singular foliation
Fon-. This singular foliation turns out to be maximal among all singular foliations with
the same leaf decomposition. More precisely, utilizing Equations ([2) and (B)), together
with computations done by means of Macaulay2, we prove the following result: The
singular octonionic Hopf foliation Fpy is generated by all vector fields tangent to the
leaves of Loy.

Finally, we complete the study of Foy by extending the Lie algebroid (FEy,|-,],p) to
a universal Lie 3-algebroid. The wuniversal Lie oo-algebroid of a singular foliations is
introduced in [LGLS20]. Lie co-algebroids, first appeared in [S05] (see also [VI10]) as
higher analoguous of Lie algebroids, can be defined as a positively graded vector bundle
E = @, £ over a manifold M, together with a family of graded skew-symmetric and
multilinear maps l: A* ['(E) — ['(E) of degree 2 — k, called k-brackets and an anchor
p: Eg — TM. The barckets and the anchor are required to satisfy some compatibility
conditions. In [LGLS20], it is proven that for a foliated manifold (M,F), upon the
existence of a geomtric resolution, one can associate a Lie oo-algebroid to the singular
foliation, called a universal Lie co-algebroid of F. This association turns out to be unique
up to homotopy, and leads to invariants of singular foliations. However, this association
is not constructive, and different singular foliations may need different techniques to
compute the universal Lie co-algebroid. For example, for linear foliations obtained by the
actions of some subgroups of the general linear group, the construction of the associated
universal Lie co-algebroids is explained in [S23].

To construct a universal Lie 3-algebroid of Fpg, in the first step, we use an exact sequence
found via Macaulay2. This leads to finding a geometric resolution for the singular foliation
on Q2. There, we have E, := 92, E {1 =RAOO®R, F5:=R,and F; =0 for z < 3.
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The anchor map p: Ey — TQ? =~ 92 and the 2-bracket restricted to sections of degree
zero, coincide with the anchor and the Lie bracket of the Lie algebroid (FEy, [+, -], p). The

i
1-bracket on sections <a> e'(E_;) and t e '(E_5) is given by
v

d(l) Z - (,ux+a-y>

U uy+a-x
—[y[*t
d@ ) .= | (z-7)t
—[z[*t

The 2-bracket on further sections is defined as

U H _2<y>au> + 2<ya U>:u
[(8) (o= (o @a) + @org - utem) - vum) ).
v —2{z,a-v) + 2{x,uyv

[(4) 1= 200+ G,

v

/

p\ [n
(7) [lal,|d|]:=4a,dy—2u/" —2uv.
v

V/

All other brackets are set to be zero.

In Proposition [6.10 we prove that these data define a Lie 3-algebroid, which is in addition
minimal at the origin, i.e. all the 1-brackets vanish at the origin. Using the results of
[ILGLS20], we prove:

Theorem D. The Lie algebroid (Ey, [+, -], p) and similarly the Lie groupoid G = Q? have
the minimal dimension among Lie algebroids and Lie groupoids over Q% which induce the
singular foliation Fop.

The structure of this paper is as follows:

In Section [2 we provide a self-contained background on the normed division algebras
and their properties. In particular, for the case of octonions, we mention many identities
which turn out to be useful in calculations, in the absence of associativity. We conclude
the section by introducing the singular Hopf leaf decomposition associated to each of the
four normed division algebras R, C, H, and Q.

In Section[3, we provide and explain the construction of the Lie groupoid which induces
the singular octonionic Hopf leaf decomposition as its orbits. We then differentiate it to
a Lie algebroid of rank 16, realizing Loy as the leaf decomposition of a singular foliation.

Section [4] is devoted to the study of Fppy, its non-homogeneity and maximality.

In Section [4, we study Fop as a singular Riemannian foliation in the sense of Molino
[M98] and in our sense. We explain how this example distinguishes the two definitions in
the real analytic setting.
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In Section [0 finally, after recalling the Universal Lie oco-algebroid of singular foliations,
we construct the Universal Lie 3-algebroid of (02, Fog), and prove the minimality of the
rank for the Lie algebroid (Fy, [+, ], p), and correspondingly for the Lie groupoid G = Q2.

The computations done via Eisenbaud’s Macaulay2 are explained in Appendiz [Al
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2. NORMED DIVISION ALGEBRAS AND HOPF FIBRATIONS
2.1. Basic properties of normed division algebras.

Definition 2.1. A normed division algebra is a (finite-dimensional) FEuclidean vector
space (D, {-,-)) equipped with the structure of a unital R-algebra satisfying

(8) la-b] = Jal-[o]

for all a,b e D, where the norm is the one induced by the inner product.

Since (8) implies a-b = 0 can be satisfied only if a = 0 or b = 0, this is a division algebra,
as suggested by the name. The existence of a unit element 1 implies the embedding
t: R — D, a— al. The orthogonal projections of an element a € I to im(¢) and im(z)*
permit us to define the real part and the imaginary part of a, respectively: Re(a) = {a, 1)1
and Im(a) = a —Re(a) and to generalize complex conjugation by means of the involution:

(9) a := Re(a) — Im(a).

Theorem 2.2 ([H98]). Every normed division algebra is isomorphic to one of the following
four: The real numbers R, the complex numbers C, the quaternions H, the octonions Q.

They can be obtained successively by the Cayley-Dickson construction starting from the
real numbers, doubling the dimension in each step. In the process one looses in the first
step that all elements are real, in the second step commutativity, and in the last step
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associativity. Continuing Cayley-Dickson further then violates Equation (). While non-
associative, the octonions are still an alternative algebra, i.e. the associator [a,b,c] =
a-(b-c) — (a-b)-c is skew-symmetric for all a, b, c € @. This implies in particular

(10) a-(b-a) = (a-b)-a,
which, for this reason, we will simply write as a-b-a henceforth.

In addition, the real components of the arguments of the associator do not contribute.
Thus one has, for example, [a, b, c|] = —[b,@, c|, which, when written out, gives

(11) a-(b-c) +b-(@c) = (ab)-c+ (b-a)c.
This equation yields several ones that we will use in the main text below and which we

will derive from it now.

As a direct consequence of the Cayley-Dickson construction, we have a-b = b-a for all
a,be O as well as

(12) a-a=aa= HaHz,

where the embedding ¢ is understood on the right-hand side. Replacing a by a + b in
Equation (I2)) then recovers the standard inner product by the formula.

(13) {a,by = (a-b+ b-a) = Re(a-b).
This in particular implies that Equation (II]) can be rewritten as
(14) a-(b-c) + b-(@-c) = 2{a,by-c.

Equation (I2) implies that every a # 0 has an inverse a~' = @/|a|*. If we replace b and

¢ in Equation (I4) by @ and b, respectively, we obtain a-(a-b) = |a|?-b, which, for a # 0,
implies

(15) a-(a™t-b) =0,

(16) (b-a™t)-a=b,

where the second equation follows from the first one by conjugation.

Polarization of Equation (§]) leads to

(17) {a-b,a-c) = |a||*b,c) = (b-a,c-a),

1 1

which yields the frequently used equations (for a # 0, replace ¢ by a™' - ¢ and by ¢-a™*,

respectively):

(18) {a-b,cy ={b,a-c)y,
(19) (b-a,cy =<{b,c-ay.

Replacing ¢ by a in Equation (I4]), we obtain the conjugation formula

(20) a-b-a = 2{a,bya — |a|?.
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Finally, these equations imply the well-known Moufang identities: for every a, b, c € Q we
have

(21) (a-b)-(cra) = a-(b-c)-a,
(22) a-(b-(a-c)) = (a-b-a)-c,
(23) (a-b)-¢)-b=a-(b-cb).

Let us illustrate this for Equation (21I)): Using Equations (I4) and (I6), we have
(a-b)-(c-a) = 2{a-b,¢)-a —¢-((b-a)-a)
= %a, (b-c)y-a— [a]*(b-c)
—a-(b-c)a,

where we used Equation (I4]) once more to obtain the last equality.

2.2. Hopf fibrations. The Hopf fibration can be constructed for each of the four normed
division algebras R, C,H, and 0. As explained in this subsection, there is a significant
difference between the first three and the octonions, due to the lack of associativity for
the latter.

We start by describing the construction for the case of associative normed divisions
algebras. Here A stands for R,C or H. Associativity implies that the set of units
U= {ueA: |[u|?>=1}in A forms a Lie group. As multiplication by elements of norm
one preserves the norm of every element in A, we can consider the right Lie group action
of U on the unit sphere S A2, defined by

(24) (a,b)-u:= (a-u,b-u)

for every (a,b) € A? and v € U. This action is free. It is proper as well since both U and
S are compact manifolds. Consequently, the right Lie group action S x U — S defines
a principal U-bundle. Table [I] below provides an overview of the three corresponding
bundles.

A | Structure group | Total space | Base manifold

R 727, ~ SY St St

C U(l) = St S3 S?

H| SU(2)x~S3 ST S4
TABLE 1.

Remark 2.3. If we replace the right action in the construction of Hopf fibrations by a
left action, we obtain the same fibrations for the cases of A = R, C. However, due to
non-commutativity, the case of A = H will have a different fibration. Although we again
obtain a fibration of ST into 3-spheres, these fibers are not identically the same as the
fibers in the construction by the right action described above. To confirm this, note that
in our description for any point (a’,b') on the fiber passing through (a,b) € ST < H?, we
have V' -a’ = b-a@, which is not true in the other description.
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Due to the lack of associativity, the set of unit octonions S” = @ does not form a Lie
group. Consequently, right multiplication by unit octonions is not a Lie group action and
may fail to construct the octonionic Hopf fibration. To see the disadvantages of such a
construction, it is useful to introduce the following more explicit description of octonions:

Definition 2.4. The algebra O of octonions is generated by an orthonormal basis eg = 1
and {ei}i?:l, where eq is chosen to be the unit and the multiplication among the remaining
basis elements can be defined by

(25) €€ = —5”1 + €ijkCk, Z,j = 1, ,7

Here 6, is the Kronecker delta, and €, is a completely anti-symmetric tensor with value
1 when ijk € {123,145,176,246, 257,347,365} and O for all other triples.

In particular, Definition 2.4] identifies the underlying vector space of @ with R®, where
the identification is given by a = Z::O a'e; — (ap,ay, ...,ar). When this identification is
understood, by abuse of notation, we write a = (ag, a1, ...,a7) = (ai)::O.

Now for every (z,y) € S® = Q2 consider the 7-sphere defined as

S(7x7y) = {(xu,yu) cueQ , HUH — 1} — SlS - @2.

If right multiplication by octonions of norm 1 induces an honest fibration, for every point
(2/,y)) € ng,y)’ we should have ng,y,) = 5(71,71/). Equivalently, for every (z,y) € S* < Q2
and every two unit octonions u; and us, there should exist a unique unit octonion uz such

that

(26) (:L’-ul)-u2 =X -Uus,

(27) (y-up)-us =19y -us.

But it is not difficult to find an example violating this necessary condition: If we choose
(z,y) = (e1/V2,e2/V2), uy = es and uy = ey, in Equation (26) we find the unique
solution ug = —ey, but the unique solution for Equation (27)) turns out to be uz = e;.

Consequently, right multiplication by unit octonions does not fibrate S'® into 7-spheres.
In particular, it does not induce the octonionic Hopf fibration.

2.3. Singular Hopf leaf decomposition. Since the usual construction fails for the
octonionic Hopf fibration, we describe the construction of Hopf fibrations using D-lines,
which can also be used in the case of octonions.

Definition 2.5. Let D be a normed division algebra. For every m € D, the D-line in D?
with slope m is defined as

(28) L = {(z,m-z) eD*: zeD}.
One also defines D-line with slope c0:
ly :={(0,z) eD*: zeD}.

Definition 2.6. Let D be a normed division algebra. The singular Hopf leaf decomposi-
tion of D? is defined as
Loy :=1lnnS(r) YmeD,

)

(29) Loy =1y nS(r),
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together with the origin in D*. Here, S(r) := {(z,y) € D*: |z|* + |y|? = 72} is the sphere
of radius r > 0 in D2,

The Hopf fibration associated to any of the normed division algebras D = R, C, H, and O
can be defined as the partition of the unit sphere S(1) < D? into the leaves L,, , for all
m € D, and the leaf L ;.

Remark 2.7. It can be easily verified that the definition of Hopf fibrations using A-lines
conincides with the fibrations described in Table[d. Note that in the case of quaternions,
if one prefers to work with left action, the definition of H-lines should be modified as

(30) L i={(z,2-m) e H* : z e H}

for the two fibrations to coincide.

3. THE LIE GROUPOID AND ITS INDUCED LIE ALGEBROID

3.1. The Lie groupoid. In this section, we describe the constrution of a Lie groupoid
G = 0? which has Lop as its orbits. A prominent role in its construction will be played
by the following function:

Definition 3.1. The (octonionic) rescaling function A\: Q% x Q% — R s defined by the
following formula:

B1) ARG zy) = \/1 +2 (@, F) + <y, G+ (@7, F-G)) + || |F|* + [y|* 1G]

We refer to F' = (F')|_,G = (G%)]_, as arrow coordinates and to & = (¢/)]_,.y = (y')I_,
as object coordinates.

The following lemma ensures that the radicand in Definition B.1] is non-negative. Conse-
quently, the rescaling function X is defined throughout Q% x Q2.

Lemma 3.2. For all (F,G,x,y) € 0* x Q% one has
[2]* [1 + 2 (Co, F) + y, G + {5, F-G)) + |z | FIP + [ly[* |G
= |z +|2[* F + (z-5) - G|?
Proof. We first expand the right-hand side of the identity:
lo + [2* F + (29) GI* = (o + [2]* F + (2-7)- G,z + |2* F + (2-9)-G) =
= llz]* + 2z ]* (&, F) + (2, (2-9)-G) + {(aF)-G, F)) + 2" |F|* + = |y [* |G]*.

The result then follows by noting that {(z-7)-G, F)) = (z-7, F-G) due to Equation (IJ)
and that (z, (z-7)-G) = (y, G) as a consequence of Equations (I§) and (16]). W

Theorem 3.3. The following data define a Go-equivariant Lie groupoid G = Q?, whose
orbits coincide with the singular octonionic Hopf leaf decomposition Loy .
e The manifold of arrows G is an open subset of Q% x Q? given by
G:= 0% x0Q*C

where
C={(F,G,z,y) e 0? x 0*: A(F,G,z,y) = 0}.
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e For every arrow g = (F,G,x,y) € G, the source map s: G — Q% and the target
map t: G — Q? are given by:
s(g) = (z,y),
1 _ _
t(g) = o) (z+ 2| F + (z-9)-G, y+ [y|*G + (y7)-F) .
e The multiplication map m: G = {(¢',9) € G x G: s(¢') = t(g)} — G, is defined

as follows: The product m(g’,g) = ¢'-g of composable arrows ¢' = (F',G’,z, ,y')
and g = (F,G,z,y) is given by

g-9:=(F+Ag)-F,G+ Xg) G, z,y).

o The unit map u: O — G is gien by associating the arrow 1¢, . := (0,0, z,y) to
every object (z,y) € Q%

e The inverse i: G — G applied to an arrow g = (F,G,x,y) gives g~
means of

b =i(g) by

97" = (=F/Xg),—G/X(g),t(9)) -

We first establish some identities for the structure maps of G in the following lemmas,
which will be used in the proof of the theorem.

Lemma 3.4. For every arrow g € G, both s(g) and t(g) belong to the same octonionic
line.

Proof. If :)3 = 0, both s(g) and t(g) belong to the octonionic line l,,. If = is non-zero, put
m=y-x" Then evidently s(g) = (z,y) € l,,. To show that also t( ) belongs to [,,, we
first show that (|z|*F, (y-Z)-F) and ((z-y)- G ly|?G) belong to the octonionic line I,,,:

_ - _ 2F) |F)” -
F)-F)- 2 = ((y- F(qu — —y-x !
(t-2)-P)-(lF) ™ = () F) oo = (o) s = 00
and
e G-(y-7) < " -1
(Iy1°G)-((z-7)-G) " = (Jyl*G)- = W) =y
(7 € i
As [, is a vector space, we obtain that also t(g) € [,,. |

Corollary 3.5. For every arrow g = (F,G,x,y) € G with t(g) = (2',y’), we have

yxT =y 7.

Lemma 3.6. For composable arrows (¢',g) € G® the map X is multiplicative, i.e. it
satisfies Mg g) = A(g") -A(g).
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Proof. Using Lemma and Corollary 3.5 we have
, o+ |2 |PF + (o) G
o= EEEET D
_ A g)-2" + z]PA(g) F" + (z-7)-AMg)- G|
|z
@+ 2PF + (2-9)-G) + 2] Mg) - F' + (z-9)-Mg)-&|

]
_ e (F+ Mg)-F) + (29)- (G + Mg)- &)
]
= MF + Mg) F',G + \g)-G,z,y) = Mg'9)

Lemma 3.7. The multiplication map m: G® — G is associative.

Proof. Consider the arrows ¢”, ¢/, g € G, such that s(¢”) = t(¢”) and s(¢’) = t(g). Using
Lemma [3.6] we have

9" (g-9) = 9" (F+Xg)-F',G+ \g)-G',z,y)

=(F+Xg) F'+AJ¢.9) F"' G+ Xg)- G+ X¢'9)-G" x,y)
= (F+ Ag) '+ Mg)-Ag)-F",G + ANg)-G" + Ag) A\g)-G", z,y)
(F ( ) F// G/+)\( /) G//’ x/’y/).g
=(9"9) g

|
Lemma 3.8. For composable arrows (g', g) € G, we have t(g'- g) = t(g') and s(¢'-g) =

s(g)-

Proof. Let ¢ = (F',¢',2',y) and g = (F, G, x,y) with (', y") = t(F, G, z,y). Lemma 3.0l
together with Corollary 3.5 and ||'| = |z| and |y/| = |y| imply that

t(g"-g) = t(F + Ag)-F',G + \g)-G,z,y)

R (@ + |=|* (F + Mg) - F') + (2-7)-(G + M) G) , y + |y G + (y7) - F)

Ag')-Ag)
1 i / / / / — / ’
= g (@' + |2 F + (2"y) Gy + |y P G+ (y7) - F) = t(g).
The second identity is obvious from the definition. [ |

Lemma 3.9. For every arrow g € G, one has g~'-g = 14,). In addition, toi=s.

Proof. For every arrow g = (F,G,z,y) g *-g = (0,0,z,y) = 14, is evident by the
definition. Lemma [B.8 implies, moreover, that t 0i(g) = t(g™'-g) = t(1(zy)) = s(9) [

Corollary 3.10. For every arrow g = (F,G,x,y), the composition g-g~* is defined and
equal to 1yg).

Proof. The composability of two arrows is a direct consequence of Lemma For
g-g7 " =(0,0,t(g)) = Ly use that A\(g™") = /\(g by Lemma 3.6l [



MINIMAL LIE GROUPOID AND o—ALGEBROID OF THE SOHF 13

Proof of Theorem 3.3l It is clear that G is a smooth manifold and the maps s, t,1 and
u are smooth. In addition, Lemmas [3.7 3.8 and B9 imply that the structure maps satisfy
the compatibility conditions in the definition of a groupoid.

The source map is obviously a surjective submersion. The target map is a surjection as
well, cf. Lemma 3.9 In order to prove that the target map t is also a submersion, it is
sufficient to show that for every arrow g € G, there is a local section passing through it.
Let g = (Fy, Go,7o,%0) € G and consider its inverse arrow g~ = (F, G, x1,y1). There
exists an open neighborhood U < Q? with (F,G,z,y) € G for all (x,y) € U. We now
define a smooth map o: U — G by means of o(z,y) := i(F, G, z,y). We have o(x1,y1) = ¢
and

(32) too(z,y) =toi(F,G,x,y) =s(F,G,z,y) = (z,y),

where we used Lemma to obtain the last equality. This implies that ¢ is a local
section passing through g, and consequently, t is a submersion. As a result, G® is a
smooth manifold and the multiplication map m is smooth. This completes the proof that
G = 0? is a Lie groupoid.

It remains to prove that the orbits of G = O? coincide with the leaves in Log. According
to Lemma one has [[t(g)| = |s(g)|| for all ¢ € G. Together with Lemma [B.4] this
implies that the orbits of G are included in the leaves of Lpy. In addition, for every
(x,m-x) € Ly, ,, we consider the arrow

which satisfies s(gpm.r) = (]|, meH) and

t(gmsr) = sy (2] + 2] (2 = 1), me 2] + m- 2] -(z - 1))

_
)‘(gm,r)

The last equality holds since

(z,m-z) = (x,m-x).

|z — 1]
A(gumr) = |1+ 2Ja], = Ci N Mt
\/ |z H ]
=vV1+2,2—1)+ |z — 1)
= V[1+ (@ =1 = z].
Similarly for (0,y) € Ly ,: The source of g = (0, HyH 5 HyH is (0, |y|) while its target is (0, y).

Consequently, all points in a leaf of Loy can be JOlned to a single point of the same leaf
by an arrow in G = Q2.

To prove the Ga-equivariance of the Lie groupoid, note that G, is the automorphism group
of the octonion algebra O [C14], meaning that every element A € G, acts on O such that:

Alx-y) = A(z) - Ay), Va,yeO.

This directly implies that A also preserves the multiplicative identity 1, the conjugation
operation, and the standard inner product on Q. The group G, acts component-wise on
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0? and O? x Q2. By construction, the rescaling map \ is Go-invariant. Consequently, all
the structure maps of the Lie groupoid G are Gy-equivariant. [ |

The same construction can be applied for any of the normed division algebras I, i.e. also
for A € {R,C,H}. In the latter cases it then yields a Lie groupoid G4 = A? for which the
orbits give precisely the leaves of the singular Hopf foliation associated to the respective
associative division algebra A. The dimension of G, equals to 4 dim(A), i.e. 4, 8, and 16,
respectively. This is significantly bigger than the ones found for the corresponding action
Lie groupoids A? x Uy = A% where Uy = {u € A : ||u| = 1} denotes the group of unitary
elements found in the first colomn of Table [I} these Lie groupoids have dimensions 2,
5, and 11, respectively. This is in contrast to G = Gg whose dimension 32 turns out to
be minimal (see Theorem below). The relation of the Lie groupoids G, with the
corresponding action groupoids is clarified in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.11. Let A2 x Uy = A? be the action groupoid for the diagonal right action

of unitary elements Uy on A?. Then the smooth map ¢: Gy — A% x Uy given by
1+7-F+y-G

nN+z-F+y-G|)’

o(F,G,2,y) = ((x,y),

defines a Lie groupoid morphism covering the identity on A%. =

Proof. First we observe that the rescaling function X: A% x A? — R, defined by Equation
(10, simplifies drastically in the case when the division algebra is associative: For every
g = (F,G,z,y) € Gy, we have

e+ aPF 42y Gl e (1+TF +7G)

Ag) =|14+7-F+73-G|.
|z |z
Similarly, for the target map one now finds:
1 _ _
) = %) (@ + |2*F + 279G,y + [¢*|G + y-7-F)
1 1+2-F+79y-G

(x-(1+Z-F+73-G),y(1+7-F+75-G)) = (x,y)

) l+z-F+7G|’
which is evidently equal to the target of ¢(g) in the action groupoid.

To prove that ¢ is a morphism of Lie groupoids, it remains to show that it also preserves
the multiplication: Let ¢ = (F',G',2/,y’) and g = (F,G,x,y) be arrows such that
(',y) = t(g). On the one hand, we have
1+a F' +y-G& 1+7-F+95-G
od)ole) = (). ) (w0 )
Ag') Ag)

<( ) 1+zF+75G)-(1+a-F + ?-G’))

= ‘(L” y Y
Ag)-Alg')

and, on the other hand,

ol29) = ((z.0).

1+Z-(F+Mg)-F)+7-(G + A(g)-G’))
Ag'-g) ’



MINIMAL LIE GROUPOID AND o—ALGEBROID OF THE SOHF 15

Using Lemma [3.0] to establish ¢(¢"-g) = ©(¢’)-¢(g) it suffices to show that
1+ F+75G)(1+2-F +y-G)=1+7T(F+Xg)F)+7(G+ Xg)-G)
or, equivalently, that
1+72-F+5G) (2 F +y-G)=\Nyg) (@ F +75-G).

But as (1+7 - F+73-G)' = (1+7-F+7-G)/\g)?% the latter equation becomes
equivalent to

@F 40 = (

which holds true since
(' y) = (x (1 + 7 F + y-G) J (1 + T F + y-G))
’ A9) ’ Ag) '

3.2. The induced Lie algebroid. In this subsection, we differentiate the Lie groupoid
G = 07 introduced in the previous subsection so as to obtain a corresponding Lie alge-
broid. We follow the conventions of [CE11].

1472 F+7y-G\ ,_
A9) )'( '

Proposition 3.12. The Lie algebroid associated to the Lie groupoid G = Q? is given by
e The trivial vector bundle Ey = Q* over Q2.

e The anchor map p: Ey — TO?* =~ Q*:

e 2u + (-g) v = (Gz,u) + (y, vp

(33) o (v) - (rym + () u— o + <y,v>§"§) ’

for every <g> € Ey based at (z,y) € Q%

/
e The Lie bracket evaluated on constant sections (g) , <g,) e'(Ey):

e 1) (W)= o) () - G ) (1)

Proof. The vector bundle Ej can be identified with ker ds|,2) = Gly@©2). As s: G — 0?
is projection to the second component of G = Q% x 02, Ej is the trivial, rank 16 vector
bundle O? = 0? x 0?. Assuming that the trivialization is given by the constant global

frame % and % for i =0,1,...,7, we may identify every vector field
7
(35) (u, 0p) + (v,0) = Y. (u' 5% +v'5%) € T'(Ey)
i=0

with <g> e I'(0?), where u and v can be thought of as O-valued functions on Q.

To evaluate the anchor map p : Ey — TQ? =~ 07, it suffices to compute p (%Z) and
p (QZ ): Let us represent the vector % as the velocity vector of the smooth curve

Lez,y)
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g(1) : 7 — (1-€;,0,2,9) € S~ (x,y), for which we have g(0) = 1(,,) and §(0) =

On this curve, the rescaling function is given by
Mo(r)) = /1 +27¢x, ;) + 72|

which implies that

L)

For every ¢ = 0,...,7 we can compute p (62) as

= ZL’i .
7=0

(36)

() =t = 47 _tlatr)

= a7l lxgm) (yﬂi@%';?;)}

=~ (5)+ ()
(o)

p (QZ ) can be computed in a similar way. Equation ([33) then follows from the C*(0?)-

linearity of p.

Given the anchor map, it is sufficient to specify the Lie algebroid bracket [-,-]: I'(Ey) A
['(Ey) — I'(Ep) on constant sections: We first compute the Lie bracket of the right-
and

invariant vector fields induced by % o) . onG. Let g = (F,G,x,y) € G be
an arrow with t(g) = (2/,9). Consider the curve g(7): 7 — (7e;,0,2,y’) which satisfies

9(0) = 1(96’,y’) and g(O) = afm’

92
oG

u(

Liat gt

The right-invariant vector field (%)R € X(G) induced by %

(o) is given by
d

e o) = 2| [olr)g) =

3FT (9)25

(F + T>\(g>'ei7 vahy)

7=0
= M9) 7%

7=0

9
and similarly

R
agi (g> = >‘(g> agi .

To calculate commutators of the above vector fields, we need to compute for example

( (55)" A)(hw)),

a calculation we performed already in Equation (36). This implies in particular

j_o B

i

.00 j 0
=T 3F7 T

2 2 :
Loy Loy e

Lz,y)

o R o R i o R
57 >3 | = ' 557

OF7
Lez,y)
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In a similar fashion, one obtains

o R o R _ i 0 i
lom e 1|, =%a|, Ve
(=,y) (z,y) (z,y)
[ £ LR] i R
oGt a7 | G |, Yo,
(z,y) (z,y) (z,y)
Equation (34]) now follows by R-linearity of the bracket. |

4. THE SINGULAR FOLIATION AND NON-HOMOGENEITY

The Lie algebroid introduced in the previous section realizes Loy as the leaf decompo-
sition of a singular foliation on @? =~ R'6. In the following subsection we provide some
background on singular foliations (for more details see [LGLR22]). We will do so using the
original definition of singular foliations as introduced in [AS09]. It provides the setting
in which we will prove our result on the non-homogeneity of the singular octonionic Hopf
foliation, see Theorem [1.24] below.

In Section [l we will need a generalization [LGLS20] of this notion of a singular foliation
to the real-analytic and polynomial setting, provided in Definition blow. The two
definitions are equivalent in the smooth setting [GZ19].

4.1. Basic definitions and properties of singular foliations. Below, X.(M) stands
for the C*(M)-module of compactly supported vector fields on a smooth manifold M.

Definition 4.1. A C*(M)-submodule F < X.(M) is said to be locally finitely generated
if, for every point q € M, there exists an open neighborhood U < M containing q such that
the submodule ;" (F) := {X|y: X € F,supp(X) = U} of X.(U) is finitely generated.
This means that there ezist finitely many (not necessarily compactly supported) vector
fields X1, ..., Xy < X(U) such that

(37) Lal(F) = <X1, e >XN>CgO(U) .

Definition 4.2. A singular foliation (SF' for short) on M is a locally finitely generated
F < X.(M) closed with respect to the Lie bracket. The pair (M, F) is a foliated manifold.

For every foliated manifold (M, F) the leaf L, passing through ¢ € M is given by the set
of points which can be joined to ¢ by the flows of finitely many vector fields in F.

Theorem 4.3 ([H62]). Let (M, F) be a foliated manifold. Then for every point q € M,
the subset L, is an injectively immersed submanifold of M.

The space of leaves of (M,F), i.e. the quotient space obtained form the equivalence
relation of belonging to the same leaf, is denoted by M /F.
An SF contains more information than the leaf decomposition:

Example 4.4. Consider M = R and fiz some k € N. Then the vector fields vanishing at
least to order k at the origin form a singular foliation Fi. While the leaf decomposition
is the same for all k, one has Fri1 S Fp.
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An important class of SF's arises from Lie algebroids: Let £ — M be a Lie algebroid with
anchor map p, then

(38) Fp = {pla) : a e T(E)} e
defines an SF on M. This applies also to the Lie algebroid constructed in the previous
section.

Definition 4.5. The C*(Q?)-module Fon generated by elements of p(I'(Ey)) for the Lie
algebroid given in Proposition [3.12 defines a singular foliation on Q?, referred to as the
singular octonionic Hopf foliation.

Definition 4.6. Let (M, F) be a foliated manifold. For every point ¢ € M, the fiber of
F at q is defined as:

F, = F/I,-F
where I, := {f € C*(M) : f(q) = 0} is the vanishing ideal of q in C*(M).
Proposition 4.7. [JAS09]/ The dimension of the vector space F, is equal to the minimal
number of locally generating vector fields for F in a small enough neighborhood of ¢ € M.

For every point ¢ € M, the evaluation map F — F, at ¢, vanishes upon restriction to
I,-F and consequently induces the linear map ev,: F, — F,, [X] — X|,. The map ev,
induces the following short exact sequence:

evq

(39) 0 — ker(ev,) — F, — F, —» 0.

The Lie bracket of vector fields restricted to F descends to a Lie bracket on the finite-
dimensional vector space ker(ev,) = F.

Definition 4.8. The vector space quT := ker(ev,) together with the induced Lie bracket,
defines the isotropy Lie algebra of F at q.

Example 4.9. Let n,k € N, M = R", and let F; be the singular foliation generated by
vector fields that vanish at least of order k at the origin. Then dim(g)*) = (RZEI) and,
for all ¢ # 0, dim(g7*) = 0.
Definition 4.10 (JAS09, [GZ19]). Let f: N — M be a smooth map and let F be an SF
on M. Then f is said to be transverse to F, if for every q € M one has

df(TyN) + Fyigy = Ty M -
Example 4.11. If S ¢ M is transverse to the leaves of a foliated manifold (M, F), then
the inclusion map ts: S — M 1is transverse to F.

Example 4.12. A submersion m: N — M is transverse to every SF on M.

Proposition 4.13 ([AS09]). Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold and let f: N — M be a
smooth map transverse to F. Then the C*(N)-module f~1F generated by vector fields
on N projectable to F is a singular foliation on N.

Here, a vector field V' € X(N) is called projectable to F, if there exists a vector field X € F
such that for every point ¢ € N we have:

def(Vlg) = Xls(a) -
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Definition 4.14 ([GZ19]). Two foliated manifolds (M, Fy) and (M, F2) are Hausdorft
Morita equivalent if there exists a smooth manifold N and surjective submersions with
connected fibers m;: N — M;, i = 1,2, such that:

77_;1}'1 :ngfg.
In this case we write (M, F1) ~yp (Ma, F2).

Example 4.15. Let (M, F1) and (Msy, Fy) be isomorphic foliated manifolds, i.e. there ex-
ists a diffeomorphism ®: My — My satisfying ®.(Fy) = Fo. Then we have (My, F1) ~uE
(Msy, F3) by choosing N = My, m; = 1dy, and my = ® in Definition [{.1].

Theorem 4.16 (|GZ19]). Let (My,F1) and (Ms, F3) be Hausdorff Morita equivalent fo-
liated manifolds. Then:
(i) There is a canonical homeomorphism between the leaf spaces My/Fy and My/F;.

(ii) Let g1 € My and gz € My be points in corresponding leaves. Choose transversal slices
Sq at g1 and Sy, at qo. Then the foliated manifolds (S, Lgl Fi) and (S,,, L§q12.7-"2) as well

as the isotropy Lie algebras gql and ng are both zsomorphzc

4.2. Non-homogeneity. We start by characterizing vector fields tangent to the leaves
in Fog as solutions of a system of functional equations. Throughout this section, every
vector field

7
{u, 6m> + (v, 2 ay = Z u'ox' + v'oy")

is identified with (g) e I'(0?), where u and v can be thought of as O-valued functions

on Q2.

Lemma 4.17. A vector field (g) € X(0?) is tangent to the leaves of Lo, if and only if

(40) uy+zv=0,
(41) (z,uy ={y,v) = 0.
for all (z,y) € 0% ~ RI°.

Proof. Assume that <g> is tangent to all the leaves in Logy. For x = 0, the vector field

g) being tangent to the octonionic line I, gives u = 0, implying Equation ([#0). As the
vector field is also tangent to the spheres S(r) for every r > 0 and {(x, u) = 0, one obtains
Equation ().

For (z,y) = (xo, yo) with 2y # 0, consider the integral curve v: R — Q2 of the vector field

3) satisfying 7(0) = (zo,y0). Writing y(t) = (2(2),y(t)), one has (2(0),y(0)) = (2o, %0),
z(t) = u(z(t),y(t)), and y(t) = v(x(t),y(t)). The curve v is contained in the octonionic
line I, with m = yo-2;"'. This implies that m = y(¢)-2(¢t)~* for all t. Consequently,
y(t) = m-z(t), and differentiation with respect to t gives v(x(t),y(t)) = m-u(z(t),y(t)).
Evaluation at ¢ = 0 yields
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(42) (yz Hu=0v.

Taking the inner product of both sides with y and using the identities (I8) and (I6), we
have

(43) vy =y, (o) w) = (@) yuy = Ealo,u)

Since, in addition, {(z,u) + (y,v) = (1 + |‘—)<x uy = 0 by ( ) being tangent to the
spheres S'3(r), Equation () follows.

Multiplying both sides of Eq. [@2) by z~! from the right and using the third Moufang
identity(23]), we obtain

-1 -1

y-(r 7t ur) = v

Multiplying both sides by ||z|* and using Equation (20) imply that

lz|*v-2 =y (TwT) = y (27, 0T — 2*7) = —||*y7,

which gives v-T = —y-u or, by conjugation, to Eq. (40).

Conversely, assume that (g) satisfies Equations (40) and (@I]). These equation together

with Equation (20) and the third Moufang identity (23] imply Equation ([@2), by following
the above calculation from back to front. Now, consider some integral curve (t) =
(x(t),y(t)). Since @(t) = u(z(t),y(t)) and y(t) = v(z(t),y(t)), Equation ([@I]) implies that
|2(t)|? and |y(t)|? are constant in t. As a first consequence, if  passes through the origin
it must be a constant curve, and if it intersects Ly, it stays in Ly ,. If 2(¢) # 0 for
some tg, then one has z(t) # 0 for all ¢. Differentiation with respect to t of the equation

(y(t)-z(t)1)-z(t) = y(t) gives

(1) 0= (t)-al))-6(0) 300 + | 000 -20) = | G020 -at0)

where we used Equation ([@2)) in the last equality. Since x(t) # 0, this implies that
y(t)-z(t)~! equals to a constant m € @ and in particular v(t) = (x(t), m-z(t)) lies in the
octonionic line [, for all ¢. In addition, Equation (4I]) ensures that it lies in some leaf of
Lor. We have shown that, if the integral curve v intersects a leaf in Loy, it stays in that

leaf. As a result, the vector field <g> is tangent to the leaves of Log. [ |

Proposition 4.18. The singular octonionic Hopf foliation Fog is generated by all vector
fields tangent to the leaves of Log.

Proof. Using the exact sequence described in Appendix[Alfor the case of C* (M )-modules,
kernel of the map J: T'(0?) - I'(R@® O @ R) given by

N
)=
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is generated by the image of the anchor p: I'(Ey) — X(0?) = I'(0?). Lemma EI7 implies
the result. ]

This characterization of the vector fields tangent to the leaves in Loy, together with the
non-associativity of octonions, gives rise to the following important lemma:

Lemma 4.19. Let (g) e X(0?) be a vector field with u,v € C*(Q? Q) linear in coordi-

nates x* and y*. If (%) is tangent to Low, thenu = v = 0.

Proof. We prove the statement by contradiction. Assume that X is a non-zero linear
vector field on ©? =~ RS tangent to the the leaves of Loy. Equation Q) then implies
that w is forced to be independent of y and v be independent of x. Consequently, there are
R-linear maps A, B: O — O such that u(z,y) = Az and v(z,y) = By. Now, Equation
(@0) and (41) can be rewritten as

(45) (Az)-y+z-(By) = 0,
(46) (Az,zy = 0.

Choosing y = 1 in Equation (43]) gives

Az = —z-(B1),
which together with Equation (48] imply that B1 is an imaginary element of Q. Putting
x = 1 in the last equation we obtain A1 = B1. Similarly, with = 1 in Equation ({5,

we obtain By = —y-(Al). Denoting —(Al) = —(B1) € Im(0) by ¢, we have shown

Ar=z-¢c, By=y-c.
This turns Equation (@3] into

(z-c)-§ = z-(cp),
which must hold true for all z and y. But this is possible if and only if ¢ € Re(Q). Since

we already showed that c¢ is purely imaginary, this implies that ¢ = 0, and consequently
that u = v = 0, which is in contradiction with our assumption. |

Definition 4.20. Let F be a singular foliation on a Riemannian manifold.

e F is called homogeneous if there exists a Lie group of isometries G < Isom(M, g),
such that the leaves of F are generated as the orbits of the action.

e F is called locally homogeneous if for every point q € M, there exists an open
subset U such that L(jl]-" is homogeneous on (U, gy ).

Otherwise, F is called (locally) non-homogeneous.

Since the fundamental vector fields of isometries of (R", gs;) which leave the origin fixed
are always linear, we have the following immediate corollary of Lemma [£.19:

Corollary 4.21. The singular foliation For on ©? = RS equipped with the standard
Riemannian metric, is both non-homogeneous and locally non-homogeneous at the origin.
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Remark 4.22. Corollary [{.21] can be used also as an alternative proof of the classical
result that the octonionic Hopf fibration of S is non-homogeneous, which was shown in
[L93] by ezamining all isometric Lie group actions on RS, and (implicitly) [GWZ86] by
different methods.

Remark 4.23. The local non-homogeneity of the singular leaf decomposition Loy around
the origin has been discussed in [MR19].

Finally, we improve the previous classical results, and show that local non-homogeneity
does not hold even up to Hausdorff Morita equivalence.

Theorem 4.24. Let Fy be any singular foliation on Q* having Log as its leaf decom-
position. Then (Q?, Fy) is not Hausdorff Morita equivalent to any locally homogeneous
singular foliation F on some Riemannian manifold (M, g).

Proof. Assume that (02, Fy) ~yr (M, F) for some locally homogeneous singular foliation
F on a Riemannian manifold (M, g). Using the first part of Theorem [£.T6], the origin in
0?, as the zero-dimensional leaf of Fy, corresponds to a leaf Lf c M of F for some
q € M. Denote the orthogonal complement of Tquf in T,M by v, := (TqLéT )+, We define
the slice S, © M at q Lf as the image of the exponential map exp,: v; — M, where v
stands for the vectors of length smaller than some ¢ > 0, chosen small enough such that
v, lies inside the domain of definition of exp,.

The singular foliation qul]-" (see Example LTIl and Proposition T3] is generated by vector
fields in F tangent to the slice S,. The second part of Theorem .16 then implies that the
foliated manifold (.S,, qul]-" ) is isomorphic to a neighborhood of the origin in the foliated
manifold (02, Fy). In particular, (S, qul]-" ) has a single leaf of dimension 0 and all the
other leaves are diffeomorphic to 7-spheres.

On the other hand, by assumption there exists an open subset U < M containing g,
such that qulf is induced by a Lie group G < Isom(U, gy), acting on U by isometries.
Assuming that e is chosen small enough to have S, = exp,(v;) < U, we claim that the
stabilizer H, of G' at ¢ acts orthogonally on S, and determines a singular foliation F'.

More precisely, since H, acts on S, by isometries and for every h € H, < G, we have
h"equ(U) = equ(quh(U)) )
we can define the left Lie group action H, x v; — v by the mapping (h,v) — dyLy(v).
Note that H, acts linearly and since
9(dgLn(v), dgLn(v)) = Lig(v,v) = g(v,v),

it preserves the norm. Consequently, it defines an orthogonal left Lie group action on
0?2. But according to [L93], an orthogonal Lie group action on (R'®, g.;) cannot induce 7-
dimensional leaves. This contradicts what we found above. [

5. Log AND SINGULAR RIEMANNIAN FOLIATIONS

Throughout this section, M is a smooth, polynomial or real analytic manifold and U ¢ M
an open subset. O: U — O(U) stands for the sheaf of smooth, polynomial or real analytic
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functions. We denote by X(U) the O(U)-module of vector fields on U and the sheaf of
vector fields by X : U — X(U).

5.1. Singular Riemannian foliations.

Definition 5.1. A subsheaf F: U — F(U) of O-modules on M is called locally finitely
generated, if for every point g € M, there exists a neighborhood U containing q and finitely
many sections Xy, ..., Xy € F(U), such that for every open subset V. U we have

FV)={Xilv, .., Xnlvyow

Definition 5.2. A singular foliations—SF for short— on an O-manifold M is a subsheaf
F < X of the sheaf of vector fields, which is locally finitely generated and involutive, i.e.
the O(U)-module of vector fields F(U) is closed under the Lie bracket of vector fields.
The pair (M, F) is referred to as a foliated manifold.

Theorem stays valid and implies the partition of the foliated manifold (M, F) into
leaves. Moreover, all definitions and properties mentioned in Section 1] can be similarly
defined and verified for Definition of SFs.

Remark 5.3. The two definitions coincide in the smooth setting. More precisely, if
O is the sheaf of smooth functions on the smooth manifolds M, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between locally finitely generated subsheaves of the sheaf of vector fields
and the C*(M)-submodules of the compactly supported vector fields [GZ19].

There are two approaches to define singular Riemannian foliations—SRF for short—on
Riemannian manifolds. The first approach due to Molino [M98] defines a compatibility
condition between the leaf decomposition induced by F and the Riemannian structure.
This approach is summerized in the following definition.

Definition 5.4. [NS24] Let F be a singular foliation in the Riemannian manifold (M, g).
The triple (M, g, F) defines a geometric SRF, if every geodesic starting perpendicular to
a leaf, stays perpendicular to all the leaves it meets.

As it is clear in this approach, it only concerns the leaf decomposition of F, and not its
additional algebraic properties. To capture these additional data, the following alternative
definition is proposed in [NS524].

Definition 5.5. [NS24] Let F be a singular foliation in the Riemannian manifold (M, g).
The triple (M, g, F) defines a module SRF, if for every open subset U < M and X € F(U)

we have

(47) Lxge (M) O g(FU)).

Here, ©® stands for the symmetric inner product of 1-forms and g, : TM — T*M s the
musical isomorphism given by (q,v) — g4(v,-) for all (q,v) € TM.

In particular, for an open subset U with finitely many generators Xi,..., Xy € F(U),
Equation (7)) is satisfied if and only if there exist 1-forms w? € Q}(U) such that

(48) Lx,9=uw)Og(Xs,").
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Remark 5.6. Definitions and [23 are introduced in [NS24] for the definition of SFs
as C*(M)-submodules of compactly supported vector fields, but it is observed that it can
be directly generalized to the definition of SFs as subsheaves.

In [NS24], Propositon 3.4 verifies that both definitions agree on regular foliations, and
Proposition 3.2 states that every module SRF is also a geometric SRF. However, the
converse does not hold true in general.

Example 5.7. Consider the SF F < X generated by a single vector field V := (2 +
y*)(xdy — y0d,) on M = R? equipped with the standard metric ds*. The leaves are circles
centered at the origin, which defines a geometric SRF, but it does not satisfy Equation
(AR). More precisely, a simple calculation implies that

o |zdr +ydy 9
EvdS =4 lm] ® (dS )b(v)7
on R?\(0,0). Evidently, the 1-form % fails to have a smooth extension at the origin.

Despite the fact that the SF introduced in Example [5.7] does not define a module SRF on
R2, it is possible to find a module SRF with the same leaf decomposition. In fact, the SF
Fo generated by the vector field Vi = x0, — y0, is a Killing vector field for the standard
metric ds?, and Equation (47) is obviously satisfied.

5.2. Fou, a counter-example. Question: Let (M, g, F) be a geometric singular Rie-
mannian foliation. Is it possible to find a module singular Riemannian foliation (M, g, '),
having the same leaf decomposition as (M, g, F)?

Here, we claim that for O being the sheaf of real analytic functions on a real analytic
manifold, the singular octonionic Hopf foliation provides a counter-example.

Consider Q? as a real analytic manifold, equipped with the standard Riemannian metric
gst- The restriction of Fog to S < 02 induces the octonionic Hopf fibration, which is
known to be a regular Riemannian foliation. M98’s homothetic transformation lemma
[MO8] then implies that (Q? gy, For) itself defines a geometric singular Riemannian
foliation.

Theorem 5.8. Let F be any singular foliation on the real analytic Riemannian manifold
(02, gs), having Lon as its leaf decomposition. Then the geometric singular Riemannian
foliation (Q?, gs, F) is not a module singular Riemannian foliation.

Proof. Let (02, gy, F) be a module singular Riemannian foliation on the real analytic
manifold Q?, with Loy as its leaf decomposition, and consider the vector field X € F. The
Taylor expansion around the origin gives homogeneous polynomials Py (z,y) and Qk(z,y)
of degree k, such that

0 0
X(ZL', y) = <Pk(x> y)> _> + <Qk(x> y)> _> :

ox oy
Denote the homogeneous part of degree k in X by Xj. Since X is tangent to the leaves
in Loy, we have X (0,0) = 0 which translates into
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PO(Oa O) = QO(x>y) =0.
In addition, Equation (40) implies that

Z Pk(l’,y)g-i- ka(x7y> =0

k=1

and in particular

(P ), £+ Quln) ) = 0.

Similarly, we can show that the linear vector field X; satisfies Equation (41]), and Lemma
417 implies that it is tangent to the leaves of Loy. But according to Lemma [£.19] there
is no there is no non-zero linear vector field tangent to the leaves in Lop, showing that
X = X; = 0. Consequently we have X = >, X;

As a direct consequence of the result above, every element in the space Q'(Q?)® (g )y (F)
vanishes at least quadratically at the origin.

In the other hand, we have

o0
Engt = Z Engst .

k=2

For k = 2, the homogeneous part Lx,gs is a symmetric 2-tensor of degree 1 in x and
y. This term cannot be an element of Q'(0Q?) ® (g4),(F), and X, is not a Killing vector
field, consequently we obtain X, = 0.

Recursively, we can prove that X, = 0 for all k£, which implies X = 0. This completes the
proof. |

6. UNIVERSAL LIE c0-ALGEBROID OF Fpop

In [LGLS20], it is proven that for every singular foliation which admits a geometric res-
olution, one can associate a Lie o0-algebroid inducing it. (The necessary notions will be
recalled in Section [6.1]). This association turns out to be unique up to homotopy and
leads to invariants of the singular foliation. In Section [6.2] we construct a Lie 3-algebroid
that represents the universal Lie co-algebroid of Fppg. This Lie 3-algebroid will be used
then in to prove that G = Q? has the minimal dimension among all Lie groupoids having
Lop as their orbits.

6.1. Lie co-algebroids of singular foliations. In what follows, M is a smooth or real
analytic manifold, or an affine variety over K = R or C, whose sheaf of functions is
denoted by O. For every vector bundle F' — M, the space of sections I'(F) is viewed as
a sheaf of O-modules.

Definition 6.1. A (split) Lie co-algebroid (E, (Ix)k=1,p) consists of a positively-graded
vector bundle E = @,., E_; over a manifold M, equipped with:
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(1) A family of graded skew-symmetric and multilinear maps l,: A* T(E) — T'(E) of
degree 2 — k, called k-brackets, for all integers k > 1,
(2) A wvector bundle morphism p: Eq — T M, called the anchor.
These must satisfy the following conditions:
For k # 2, the k-brackets I, are O-linear,
o The 2-bracket ly is O-linear, except when at least one of the entries is of degree
zero: for sections x € I'(Ey), y € I'(E), and f € O, the 2-bracket satisfies

l2($a fy) = fl2($ay> + (p(l’) ’ f) Y;

e [or every x € I'(E_1), one has p(li(z)) = 0;
e The k-brackets satisfy the higher Jacobi identities: for every positive integer n and

sections x1, ..., x, € I'(F),
D=0 N ()it (Li(To1)s - - Toli))s Toi+1)s - - - Ta(m) = 0,
=1 oeUn(i,n—1i)

where Un(i,n—1) stands for the set of (i, n—1)-unshuffles, and (o) is the signature
of the permutation o given by

To(1) A oo A Tom) = €(0)T1 A ..o A Ty
A Lie n-algebroid is a Lie co-algebroid with E_; = 0 for i = n.
The O-linearity of [, with k # 2 implies that for these & we have [;,: A* E — E. (We do
not distinguish between the vector bundle morphisms and the induced map on sections).

Example 6.2. A Lie o-algebroid (E, (lx)ks1,p) with Iy = 0 for all k = 3 is called a
dg-Lie algebroid. Denoting the 1-bracket by d and the 2-bracket by |-, ], the higher Jacobi
identities become:

(49) dod =0,
(50) d[z,y] = [dz,y] + (—1)![z, dy],
(51) (=), [y, 211 + (=D y, [z, 2]] + (1) W]z, [z, 4] = 0,

for all homogeneous sections x,y, and z. Here, |x| denotes the degree of the homogeneous
section x.

In a Lie oo-algebroid, writing d® := [;|g_,, the higher Jacobi identities implies that the
sequence

d®) am

(2)
v B, Y7y B, y By —2 s TM

is a chain complex, called the linear part of the Lie oco-algebroid.

‘—>E_3

Definition 6.3. Let F be a singular foliation on M. A geometric resolution of F is a
chain complex

4

(2)
5 B, N ey y By —2 5 TM

with p(I'(Ey)) = F, such that for every open subset U < M the chain complex

(3) (2) (1)
—— Ty(Bs) 5 Ty(E_y) 4 Ty(E_,) += I'y(E,) —2—= F(U) — 0
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is an exact sequence of O(U)-modules. The geometric resolution (E,d, p) is said to be
minimal at ¢ € M, if dt(f): E_ilg = E—1y, vanishes for all i > 1.

Lemma 6.4 ([LGLS20]). Let F be a singular foliation on an O-manifold M.

For O being the sheaf of smooth functions on M, geometric resolutions F are in one-
to-one correspondence with resolutions of the O-module F by locally finitely generated
projectvice O-modules.

For O being the sheaf of polynomial or real analytic functions on M, geometric resolu-
tions are in one-to-one correspondence with resolutions of F by finitely generated free
O-modules.

The flatness theorems of Malgrange [T68] imply the following proposition on the transition
between different choices of O on R™ in the study of geometric resolutions.

Proposition 6.5 ([LGLR22]). Let F be a singular foliation on the affine variety R™. A
geometric resolution of F' for O being the sheaf of polynomial functions, is also a geometric
resolution for O being the sheaf of smooth functions.

Definition 6.6. Let F be a singular foliation on M. A universal Lie oo-algebroid of F
is a Lie oo-algebroid (E, (lx)k>1,p), such that its linear part is a geometric resolution of
F.If E_; =0 fori>=n, it is called a universal Lie n-algebroid.

As it is clear from Definition 6.6 for a singular foliation to be induced by a universal
Lie oo-algebroid, it is required to admit a geometric resolution. There are examples
of singular foliations which do not admit a geometric resolution, see Example 3.38 in
[LGLS20]. However, if O is the sheaf of polynomial or real analytic functions, Hilbert’s
syzygy theorem ensures the existence of a geometric resolution in a neighborhood of every
point.

Theorem 6.7 ([LGLS20]). Let F be a singular foliation on M, admitting a geometric
resolution (E,d, p). There exist a universal Lie co-algebroid, having (E,d, p) as its linear
part.

Such a universal Lie co-algebroid is unique up to some precise notion of homotopies; for
details on this and about why it is universal, see [LGLS20].

Let us recall that for a foliated manifold (M, F) the minimal number of locally generating
vector fields for F around ¢ € M is equal to the dimension of the fiber F,.

Proposition 6.8 ([LGLS20]). Let (E, (lx)g=1,p) be a universal Lie oo-algebroid of a
singular foliation F on M. If the linear part (E,li,p) is minimal at q € M, then
rank(Ey) = dim(F,) =: r. In particular, the rank of every Lie algebroid inducing F
in a neighborhood of q is at least r.

6.2. The universal Lie 3-algebroid of of Fpy. We start the construction of the Lie
3-algbroid by choosing a geometric resolution for Fop. Let us first view Fpopy as a sheaf
of O-modules over the affine variety 0% =~ R!, where O is the sheaf of polynomials
functions. This is possible since Fop is generated by polynomial vector fields. In this
setting, according to Lemma [6.4] it suffices to find a free resolution of the module Fpg.
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This can be done using Eisenbaud’s Macaulay2, as explained in Appendix [Al The result
is as follows:

The graded vector bundle of the geometric resolution is given by the trivial vector bundles
Ey, E_; and E_5 over Q% where

Ey = 07, E{ =RO®OO®R, E_,:=R.

The vector bundle morphisms p, d" and d® in the sequence

(52) 0 v B, g g 0 > 0?
u K
are given by the following evaluations on the constant sections (v) e I'(Ey), [a] e
v

['(E_1) and t e T'(E_y):
_ (zlPu+ (@g)-v0 = ({2, w) + {y,v)x

p@) - (!y|2v+ (y-7)-u - (<$,U>+<y,v>)y) ’

(53) a0 ] (e
’ vy+a-x)’
14
—[yl*t
dAt) = | (z- )t
— [z

Lemma 6.9. The triple (E = @?_,E_;,d, p) is a geometric resolution of Fom on the
smooth manifold Q% = R'. Moreover, this geometric resolution is minimal at the origin.

Proof. Since (E=®7_,F_;,d, p) is a geometric resolution of Foy as a sheaf of modules
over the ring of polynomials, Proposition implies that it is also a geometric resolution
for For when O is the sheaf of smooth functions on R™. Clearly, both d¥) and d® vanish
at the origin, showing that the geometric resolution is minimal at this point. ]

We construct a degree 2-bracket [-,-]: I'(E) A T'(E) — I'(E) of degree 0 as follows:

1(4) ()1 @+ oo (1) = €+ et (1)

U H _2<y76'u> + 2<y,v>,u
[(), a|)i= (- @a)+ (av)7— ule o) — v(w) | |

—2(x,a-v) + 2{x, uyv

i
(54) [lal,|d|]:=4a,dy—2u/" 24V,
v v

and extend it to all sections of F using Leibniz rule. We define [, = 0 for all k£ > 3.
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Proposition 6.10. The triple (E, (Ix)g>1,p) defines a Lie 3-algebroid. It is a universal
Lie 3-algebroid of For, whose linear part is a geometric resolution minimal at the origin.

Proof. Since I, = 0 for £ > 3, we have to show that (E, (Ix)r>1,p) is a dg-Lie algebroid.
Note that as (E,d, p) is a geometric resolution, we have pod = 0 and dod = 0. It suffices

to verify Equations (B0) and (5Il) in Example (6.2]).

0
Step 1. Verifying Equation (50): For constant sections (%) e I'(Ep) and (g) €
['(E_4), we have

U H _2<y7 au> + 2<ya U>:u
a((4) (o] = (o) + (@05 - ntaw) = vlus)
v —2{x,a-v) + 2{x,uyv

_ (—2<y,6-U>fC + 2y, vypx + (x-(T-a))-y + |y|*a-v — plz-v)-y - V!yIQU>
2w, a-v)y + 2x, wvy + (y-(U-a) - + |z)*au —v(y-a)- — plz]*

_ <—(x-?)-(6-U) +[ly|*a-v + pz-g)-v - VIyIQU>
—(y-2)-(a-v) + [2[*@-u + v(y-T)-u — pla|?v )

where we used Equation (I4]) to obtain the second equality, and

() (o p=a)- (i)

_ </~L(|€U|2u + (#9)-v = (o, w + (g, v)z) + a-(Jy[*v + (y-2) v — ((z, w) + (y, v>)y))

-~ \wlylPe + (y-.f)-u — (& w+y,w)y) + @ (JzPu + (2-7) v = (2, w) + {y, v)x)

Gt o) (T8 < (G )+ ot @) (4)

vy t+a-x
After cancellations and using Equations (I8) and (I9) in the last term, it becomes equal
to
a-((y-7)-u) + |ylPa-v + p(z-g)-v - vjy[*u ) - <U>
= _ Z _ " — Xa,x- ,
(e B ) e
which together with Equation (I4]) gives

For global constant sections <g> e I'(Ey) and t € T'(F_3) one has

. gl
AP((4) ) = 2o + G D)AV0) = 2o + () | (o

||t
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On the other hand, since by Lemma B4l and Corollary B.5 the functions |z|?, |y|? and =7
are constant along orbits of G = Q2% we have

N[l (o
p() @t | = (o],
0

—[l|*t

which gives

[(Z) ,d®y] = [(Z) , (xiy)z ]

=2y, (y-T)-uyt — 2|y|*(y, vyt
= | =@ (x-y)t + (z-7)-v)- Tt + ly|*z-0t + |z|*u-Ft
=2z, (z-7)- vt = 2|z >z, upt

Using Equation (I8)), the first and the third components become 2({z, u) + (y, v))(—|y|*t)
and 2((z,u) + {y,v))(—|z[?t), respectively. After Moufang identities (22) and (23)), and
using Equation (I4)), the second component equals 2({x, uy+{y, v))((x7)t). These together
give

w [P
Finally, for constant sections (a) : (a/ ) e I'(E_1) one has
v v

/ —2|yl*(2a, d’) — ' — p'v)
2(z-y)(2a, ) — /' — p'v)
’ —2|z[*(2a, a") — p/ — p'v)

o
S
—~
~

N ex

NS
| S—
S~—
|
o
B
—~
N
PSS
B
Q\
N
|
=
t\
|
t\
<
S~—
I
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On the other hand, one has
w\ [ I %
L EpE) ()
m\ [ I % . % I W
= [aW (a) (Z/)] + (z) - (Zj)} = (5;1;;’) ; (Z’)] + { (Z) - (z/)}

—2y,d-(px + a-y)) + 2y, vy + a-ayu’
(uT +7-a)-a) + (d-(vy + @x)F— p/(z- (Vg + T-a)) — V' ((px + a-y)-7)

-2z, d - (vy +a-x)y + 2z, px + a-yyv/
) )
+{ — |a

( - ~2yP(aa — p'v) + Aa, 2 Pu’ — Ka', z-Pop

~

(ulz]? + vlyl®)a = (W] + v |y)*)a + z-((7-@)-a') + (o -(@-x)) -7 — (x-7)(u/ + M/V))
=2 z|*((a, ) — p) + 2a, z- g — 2,z
)-(2)
+ { — |a
—2[yl*(2a,a’) — ' — p'v)
= | z-((-a)-d' + (y-d')-a) + (a-(a/-2) + o' (@) -7 — (x-9) (/' + p'v) |,
—-2|z|*((a, ) — p/' — p'v)

!/

p p
where {(a) — <a’)} stands for the terms obtained by switching of the sections.
v /

v
Equation (I4]) then implies

~

w\ [n w\ (n 7
d(2)([ aq, a ]) = [d(l) al, a ] - [ a 7d(1)
1% 14 1% 1%

NS
[ S—

The other cases are obvious for degree reasons.

Step 2. Verifying Equation (5I)): Similar to approach of the first step, we proceed
by verifying Equation (E1I) for some particular choices of constant global sections. For all
the other choices, the Jacobiator vanishes for degree reasons.

Since restriction to Ej coincides with the Lie algebroid of G = Q?, for three sections of
degree 0, the Jacobi identity is already satisfied.

For constant sections <u> ( ) e I'(Ep) and <a> e I'(E_,), we claim that
v

s 1) 0(0) (e =11y, g]]—[[(z),(jjﬁ)J,

I 0
all=10
v 0

R @ x
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We proceed by showing that each component of the result vanishes. Note that

(2)1()- ( )]] 1) (x-<w-a>+2§g-’3ﬂ>+ R u<u'-y>)J,

Y —2x,a-v") + 2{z,u" v

R @ r

and

1(). (v (M)] [+ ) (1) = oy (1), (“)]

2y wu’y + 2(y, v )p
= (&, w) +{y,v)) | z-(W-a) + (a-v) 7 = p(z-v) — v(u'-7)

| — 2z, a0y + 2, uSw
()= )

The first component of the left-hand side of Equation (B5) then decomposes into
= —2|y[*v + (y-7)-u — (o, w) + Ly, vy @uy + 2y [*v + (y-T) u — (Co,w) + Ly, )y, v

= Ay, (@) 7 +y-(v-a) — p(v'7) — v(y-u))w + 2y, v)(=2y, au’) + 2{y,v")p)
— (&, w) + y, ) (=2y, a-u") + 2y, v)p)

(-

Straightforward cancellations then turn it into
= —2{|y[* + (y-7)-w. @) + 2(yT) u,vOu

~ Ny, (@u)-Z+y- (@) — p(v"T) —vy-u))w
+ &z, w)((y, au) — (y, v')Hp)

u u’
(@)=
which vanishes after the following consequences of Equations (I4)), (I8)) and (I9):

{(y-7)u,v") = {~=(y-u)-x+ 2z, wy,v) = —(y, (V- 2)-u) + 2z, u)y,v’),
, (@) @) uy ={(y-u)zau)=_{-(y7)u+2r,wy,au),
y, (y- (@) -uy = (Jy[*',@-u),

{y, (y-u)-u'y = y*Cu,u’) = Qy, (y-u')-w).

The third component vanishes in a similar way. Finally, the second component equals to
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= (|2*u + (@7)v = (2w + (g, w)a)-(u"a) + (@) (Jy[*T + T (2-7) — (2, w) + {y,v))7)
= (2P + (27) v = (2, u) + g, v))2) V) — v ("7 + 7 (27) — (o, w) + @, v)7))
+a (@ (z(ua) + (av') = plzv) —v(W'7))) + ((z-(Wa) + (a-v)F — plz-v) — v(d'-7)
— (=20, @u’) + 2y, Vo) (2-0) — (=X, av") + 2z, uHv)- (u-7)

— (& w + ) (2 (ua) + (a-0)F = p(z-v) — v(u'-7))

() = (1)

which can be rewritten as

= p(~[z[Puv" = ((z-7)-0) V" = (z-@-2) -V — ((x-0)0) F — 2y, )20 + 2{z, wpa-v' + 2{y, v)z-v')
+v(=lylu' v =@ (z-y) =z (@ (7)) — v (F-v-y) — Az, v)u-y + 2z, v’y + 20y, vyu'y)
+(|zPu + z-a2)-(u'-a) + (a-0)-(y[*T + F-0-g) + ((2-7) v)-(W-a) + (a-v")-(@ (7))

+ 2@ ((a-0)9) + (z-(W-a))v)- G+ 2y, au))x-v+ 2z, a-vHu-7

—2((@,w) + (Y, v)a- (u-a) = 2((z, wy + {y,v)) (V) F

u u’
(2= ()
Here, the coefficient of p vanishes as a result of the following identities, concluded from
Equation (I4):

))-v)Y

((z-g)-v)-v" = 2y, v)z-v" = Ay, )20 + ((2-7)v) 7.
The coefficient of v vanishes in a similar way. Using the identities ||z|*u+ zuz = 2{z, u)x

and |ly|*v + 7-v-7 = 2{y,v)y, the remaining terms simplify into

= ((z-9)-v)-(v-a) + (a-v)-(@(z-7))
+ 2@ ((a-v) 7)) + (- (v-a))v) G+ 2y, au))z-v+ 2z, a-vYu-7
— 2y, vyz-(u'-a) — 2z, u)(a-v')-y

() = (1)

Again, iterative use of Equation (I4]) gives

((z-g)v)-(u'-a) = 20y, vy (uv"-a) = Ay, @u)z-v + 20, a-v)a-g — ((z- () v) 7,
(a-v")-(@-(z-7)) = 2z, u)(a-v)J — 2z, a-vHu-y + 2u, a-v )y — x- (U-((a-v) 7)),

which implies that the second component vanishes as well, and Equation (B3]) is verified.
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For global constant sections <g> : (2}@) e '(Ey) and t € T'(E_3), we have

() () =) 0(s) en-u () (1)
0) 2oty s o = e+ o () - 1) < ()

=
2({lz)u + (2-7) v = Ko, w) + gy w)z, ) + JyPo + (y7) u — (o, w) + Sy, )y, V)t
4

+ 4z, ) + Cy, ) ({2, u') + {y, D) = 2(Cay w) + (y, 0) (o, u') + (y, )t
()= ()

which vanishes due to the following consequences of Equation (I8)):

(&-g)-v,u’) = (y-T)-u',0),
((z-g)-v',u) = {(y-T) -u,v).

N
Finally, for the constant sections <g> e I'(Ep) and (a) : (a’ ) e I'(E_1) we have

-0 0 000

) H
u _2<y7au> + 2<y,v>,u/
1) - ( ) <x-<u-a/> + (@) G~ (2T - u’(u-w)]

v —2x,d" vy + 2{x,up/

()6

= 2((z, w) + {y, ) (W' = Ca, a)) = 2u(—=(w, d"-v) + (z, upr/)
(=, awy + (y,vpp') + Aa, x-(@-d') + (o' 0) F— ' (2:0) =/ (u-7))

(-6

which simplifies into

ISHNS
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= =2z, w) + (g, v))Ka,d’) + 2y, v)(w/ = p'v) + Ka,z-(@-a') + (a"-v)-7)
+ 2(ulz, d' vy + vy, d vy — Pz, avy — V' {y,au))

fu fu
+{la|—|d|}.
v v

By anti-symmetry, the second and the fourth terms of the expression cancel with the
/

u Il
corresponding terms in {<a> — (a/ ) }. The remaining terms can be written as

= 2a,z-(u-d') +u-(z-a") — 2{x,uya"y + 2a, (a'-y)v+ (a'v)y—2y,vya"y =0

which vanishes as a result of Equation (I4]).
|

Remark 6.11. In the study of octonionic particles [C92], a Q-manifold had been intro-
duced which encodes the data of the Lie 3-algebroid found independently here.

Theorem 6.12. The Lie algebroid (Fy, [, ], p) and correspondingly the Lie groupoid G =
O? have the minimal dimension among Lie algebroids and Lie groupoids over O, with
For as their orbits.

Proof. Since the universal Lie 3-algebroid of Fpp introduced in Proposition is mini-
mal at the origin, and rank(FEy) = 16, Proposition [6.8/implies that every such Lie algebroid
is of dimension at least 16. As a consequence, since O? is a 16-dimensional manifold, every
Lie groupoid inducing Fopy has a manifold of arrows with dimension at least 32. |
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APPENDIX A. COMPUTATIONS WITH MACAULAY2

In this appendix, we use Eisenbud’s Macaulay2 to construct a short exact sequence of O-
modules, where O stands for the sheaf of smooth, polynomial, or real analytic functions
on 0? = R'®. This exact sequence will be used in Section M to prove the maximality of
Fom, and in Section to construct a universal Lie 3-algebroid for Fog. This can be
done as follows: In Macaulay2Web, first specify the ring of polynomial functions on R
by entering the following code in the first line:

R = QQ[x_0, x_1, x_2, x_3, x_4, x.5, x_6, x_7,
y-0, y_1, y_2, y_3, y_ 4, y.5, y_6, y_7]

Then, considering the characterizing equations of Lemma [4.17 for vector fields tangent to
the leaves in Log, we construct the morphism of O-modules J: I'(0?) - '(R® 0 @ R)

given by
(x,u)
U h _
J (v) =uy+z0
(Y, v)

whose kernel gives the desired O-module of vector fields tangent to Logy. In Macaulay?2
one can use the following code to specify this morphism as a matrix, which is a result of
considering the octonion multiplication as a product on RS:

F = image matrix {{ x_0, =x_1, x_2, x.3, x4, x5, x_6, x_7,
o, o, o, o0, 0O, O, O, 0 13,
{y0, y1, y2, y3, y4, y5, y6, y_7,
x 0, x_1, x_2, x_.3, x_4, x_5, x_6, =x_7T},
{-y_1, y_.0, -y_.3, y.2, -y_5, y_4, y_7, -y_6,
x_1, -x_0, x_.3, -x_2, x_5, -x_4, -x_7, x_6},
{-y_2, y.3, y.0, -y_1, -y_6, -y_7, y_4, vy_5,
x_2, -x_3, -x_0, =x_1, =x_6, =x_7, -x_4, -x_b},
{_Y—S’ _Y—2: y—l’ y_O, _y—7’ y—6’ _Y—B: Y_4,
x_3, x_2, —x_1, -x_0, x_7, -x_6, x_5, -x_4%},
{-y_4, y5, y6, y.7, yO, -y_1, -y.2, -y_3,
x_4, -x_5, -x_6, -x_7, -x_0, =x_1, x_2, =x_3},
{-y_5, -y_4, y_.7, -y_6, y_1, y_0, y_.3, -y_2,
x_5, x_4, -x_7, x_6, -x_1, -x_0, -x_3, x_2},
{-y_6, -y_7, -y_4, y_.5, y.2, -y_3, y_0, vy_1,
x_6, x_7, x_4, -x_5, -x_2, x_3, -x_0, -x_1},
{-y_7, y_6, -y_5, -y_4, y_.3, y.2, -y_1, y_0,
x_7, -x_6, x_5, x_4, -x_3, -x_2, x_1, -x_0%},
{0, o, o, o, o, o0, 0, O,
y_0, y_1, vy.2, y.3, y_4, y_5, y_6, y_7}}

This map can be completed to an exact sequence, using the code
resolution minimalPresentation F

Finally, to view the matrices associated with the differential, use the codes


https://www.unimelb-macaulay2.cloud.edu.au/
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03.dd_1

03.dd_2
and
03.dd_2

This exact sequence can be translated back to the framework of octonions as follows

(56) 0 — T(E_y) % T(E.,) 4“5 T(E) —2— T(0*) —— I(ROOGR)
where
E(] —@2 E,1 —R@@@R E,Q :R
and for sections Cj ( )and t € ['(E_):
(u (M!zw y)-v— ((z,u) + (y, 0)x )
v lylPv + (y-7)-u = (o, u) + Ky v)y
i
(57) AW | q (’”“" o y)
) vy+a-x)’
ol
dAt) = | (z-7)t
o

Finally, using Malgrange’s flatness theorem, this remains exact as a sequence of modules
over real analytic or smooth functions.
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