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A bstract

In m any aspects the m ost com plicated foliated m anifolds are those
w ith nonvanishing G odbillonVey class. W e argue that they probably
do not appear in physics and that is due to gauge symm etry which
prevents the oliation from becom ing \too w ild"; that m eans that the
foliation does not develop resilient leaves which, at least n codin -1,
by Dum Iny’s theoram are responsible for the appearence of nontrivial
GV —class.
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1 Introduction and M otivation

N oncom m utative spaces arose in physics som e years ago In studying the In—
tegralQuantum HallE ect (QHE in short), prim arily through the work of
Jean Bellissard (see B]). By a noncom m utative space we a m ean a space
whose algebra of coordinate functions (or is analogue) is noncom m utative.
The key rolke was played by the now fam ous noncom m utative 2-torus T 2.
E ssentially the sam e ideas were carried over to the M -T heory context In
the classic article due to C onnesD ouglasSchwarz (CD S in short) [1]. From
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the CD S articke we leamt that M -T heory adm its additional com pacti ca-—
tions onto noncom m utative tori which are higher dim ensional versions of
the noncom m utative 2-torus. O ne can study the noncom m utative tori ei-
ther algebraically using their corresponding noncom m utative algebras of
coordinate functions or geom etrically using foliations on the tori. H owever
these noncom m utative tori in certain aspects which w ill hopefilly becom e
clearer below , are am ong the \less noncom m utative spaces" available. W e
would lke to see if other \m ore noncom m utative" spacesm ay play any rolke
In physics. T he question we shall try to address here then is the ollow Ing:

How much noncom m utativity can we have in physics?

In the present article we shallargue that the m ost noncom m utative spaces
which are oliations w ith nonvanishing GV class, probably do not appear in
physics due to gauge sym m etry; but spaces w ith \m edium noncom m utativ-
iy" m ay very well appear and have signi cant consequences.

2 Foliations

Herewe recall som e basic facts about foliated m anifolds: et M bean m -din
an ooth closed oriented m anifold. A codim g foliation F on M is given by
a codin g integrabk subbundle F of the tangent bundle TM ofM . \Inte-
grablk" m eans that the tangential vector elds to the foliation, nam ely the
an ooth sections of the vectorbundle F overM , form a Lie sulbalgebra ofthe
Lie algebra of am ooth sectionsof TM . An equivalent localde nition is given
by a nonsingular decom posabl gform ! on M satisfying the integrability
condition

1Adl =0

W hat this does In e ect is that it gives a decom position of M Into a
dispint union of codim g (and hence of din ension (m g)) Inmersed and
connected subm anifolds of M called laves. E xam pls are C artesian prod—
ucts and the total space of bre bundls (the bres are the leaves). Two
In portant di erences between Pliations and bre bundls are:

1. the topology of each lafm ay vary (some laves m ay be com pact but
som e othersm ay not; the fundam ental groups also vary) whereasin a bre
bundl all bres\look the sam e" as the typical bre.



2. the relative geom etry of neighbouring laves is far m ore com plicated be—
cause they m ay \spiral" over each other w ithout intersecting.

It isknown that Pliated m anifolds m ore precisely the space of leaves of
a foliated m anifold) provide an excellent list of exam ples of noncom m uta—
tive spaces (see B]). Connes has given a recipe how to construct an algebra
for every foliation. A noncom m utative space is a space whose algebra of
coordinate fiinctions is noncom m utative. Thus the corresponding algerba
of a foliation can be thought of as the space of coordinate functions on is
topologically illbehaved space of kaves. W e say that Pliations provide an
excellent list of exam ples of noncom m utative spaces because although not
every nonoom m utative algebra can be realised as the corresponding algebra
to a foliation, it is known that all three types of factors can occure as corre-
sponding algebras to foliations: T ype I occure at Recb foliations, T ype IT at
K ronecker foliations and T ype IIT at foliationsw ith nonvanishing G odbillon—
Vey class. So it is fair to say that foliations constitute the \back bone" of
noncom m utative spaces. It isunderstood that the source of the noncom m u-—
tativity at the algebra level is the holonom y of the foliation. T his encodes
all the nform ation about the foliation: it contains inform ation about the
topology of the kaves (prim arily their fuindam ental groups) but i also con—
tains nform ation about their relative geom etry. It is perhaps illum hating
to com pare w ith the holonom y of a connection around a loop on a vector
bundle: as it iswell known this depends on the hom otopy class of the loop,
thuswe see the fundam ental group playing a role; but it also dependson the
connection, i how we paralkl transport vectors along neighbouring bres,
s0 it depends on the relative geom etry ofthe Dbres.

T hem ost noncom m utative spaces arise from foliationsw ith non-vanishing
GV —class. W e want to argue here that at least these m ost extram e cases
probably do not appear in physics. T he reason, as wasm oreorless suspected
In [L0], is that gauge symm etry \tam es" the foliation and prevents it from
becom ing \very wid". Let us em phasise here that we are taking about foli-
ationsw ith nonvanishing G V class and not about T ype ITT factors in general.

Now we shallbrie y de ne the GodbillonVey GV for short) class: our
codin g foliation isgiven by a gform ! satisfying the integrability condition.
By Frobenius’ theoram the integrability condition is equivalent to



for another 1-form a. Then the GV <lass is the real 2g+ 1) de Rham
cohom ology class a ™ (da)?. T he geom etric interpretation of a is the ollow —
ing: since F is a codin g Integrable subbundle of the tangent bundle TM
ofM , then itsnomalbundlke Q = TM =F isofdin g and hence is g-th
exterior power 9Q isa linebundlk. Then a isa (Bott) connection on  9Q
w ith curvature da.

For foliations one also has the im portant notion of topological entropy
(eg see [7] or [13]) which roughly is another m easure ofhow wild (or \how
noncom m utative") the quotient space of kaves is. Roughly speaking topo—
logical entropy contains Inform ation only about the relative geom etry of the
Jeaves and not about their topology. So it encodes som e of the nform ation
contained in the holonom y groupoid. A Corollary to a deep theorem due to
G erard D um iny relates topological entropy w ith the G odbillon-Vey class for
codin -1 foliations: if the GV —class is nonzero then the topological entropy
is also nonzero or equivalently if the topological entropy vanishes, then so
does the GV —class. However if the GV <lass vanishes, then the topological
entropy m ay orm ay not vanish, one does not know . That m eans that som e-
how the topological entropy ofa foliation is a m ore delicate notion than the
GV —<lass.

W e said that the m ost noncom m utative spaces arise from foliations w ith
nonvanishing GV —class. At the other extrem e of the spectrum we have the
Jless nonocom m utative spaces: brebundles. F bre bundles have corresoond-
Ing algebras which are strongly M orita equivalent to com m utative algebras
and their topological entropy vanishes, as does their GV class. N everthe—
lss Dbre bundlks have non trivial holonomy, for exam pl for a principal
G bundl where G is a Lie group, the holonom y groupoid is the Lie group
G itself.

T he next m ore noncom m utative spaces are foliations de ned by closed
form s. (T he integrability condition is trivially satis ed by closed form s). A s
was exhbited n [10], bre bundlesw ith com pact base m anifold constitute
particular exam ples of oliations de ned by closed form s. Foliations de ned
by closed form shave always vanishing G V —class but their topological entropy
vanishes only In codin -1 case. M oreover in codin -1, foliations w ith trivial
holonom y are hom oeom orphic to foliations de ned by closed form sbut we
cannot deduce that a foliation de ned by a closed form hastrivialholonomy.



T he next m ore noncom m utative spaces to foliations de ned by closed
form s are the taut oliations. W e shallde ne them in the codin -1 case: A
codin -1 foliation F on an m -din m anifold M is called (topologically) taut
ifthere exists an S' intersecting transversely all kaves. A codin -1 foliation
is called (geom etrically) taut if there exists a m etric for which all leaves are
m inin alsubm anifolds (le have m ean curvature zero). It is in fact a theorem
to prove that these two de nitions are equivalent. These de nitions can be
generalised for foliations of codin greater than 1.

For taut foliations we have Rum ler’s criterion: foreach taut (m 1)-dim
foliation there existsan m 1)-form which isF —<clbsed and transverseto F .
T he second condition m eans that the form is nonsihgular when restricited
on every leaf. The condition that the form isF —closed weakens the condition
of it being closed: In general or a pdinm foliation F , a p-fom is called
F <losed ifd = 0 whenever at last p vectors are tangent to F .

M oreover from the H ilsum -Skandalistheorem (see [11]) we leam that the
corresponding algebra of foliations w ith a com plete transversal (@ com plete
transversal is a transversal intersecting all leaves) sin pli es drastically (for
taut Hliations the com plete transversal is just S'): it is M orita equival-
lent to the algebra of the restricition of the holonom y groupoid to only the
transversal itself.

Now the noncom m utative spaces (noncom m utative torus T ?) appearing
In physics literature both In the Integral Quantum HallE ect as well as
In the CD S articlke are foliations de ned by closed form s, In fact constant
form s. T heir corresponding algebras are T ype II since they are essentially
algebras associated to K ronecker foliations on the torusde ned by constant
di erential form s. In the DHE we have a codim -1 liation on a 2-torus
de ned by a constant 1-om  (the \slope" ofthe K ronecker ow) which is
essentially determ ined by the uniform m agnetic eld. M oreover the noncom —
m utative 2-torus T2 is in fact hom otopic to the com m utative one T?, thus
having cyclic (co)hom ology and K -T heory isom orphic to the de Rham co—
hom ology and K -T heory respectively ofthe ordinary (com m utative) 2-torus
and hence from the point of view of noncom m utative topology it isa rather
trivial exam ple. The only di erence between the K -T heories of T? and T2
is the order of the Abelian groups.

Sin ilar things hold for the CD S article: there one has the D=11 sugra



real 3—~form potential C which is also assum ed to be constant (and hence
again closed) and that gives rise to higher dim ensional K ronecker foliations
on the com pacti ed tori.

Now the topological entropy of the K ronecker foliation is zero, so the
foliations appearing in physics literature up to now are them ost trivialnon—
com m utative spaces. And since they are de ned by constant form s (which
are therefore closed), they also have vanishing GV —class. The K ronocker
foliation has only nontrivial holonom y for irational slope.

Tt was the notion of topological entropy of foliations and its possible re—
lation w ith physical entropy which served as our m otivation for [10]: it is
known that string theory gives in som e cases an explanation of the m icro—
scopic origin of the black hole entropy. The com pacti ed dim ensions play
an in portant role in this argum ent due to H orow iz, Strom Inger and Vafa
back n 1996 (see R]). From the CD S article we had som e in portant new
Input, that M -theory adm is additional com pacti cations to (foliated) non-—
com m utative tori. So it is interesting to see what w illhappen ifwe assum e
that the com pacti ed din ensions form not sin ply a noncom m utative torus
but a noncom m utative torus w ith nonvanishing topolgical entropy. That
m ight Inply some m odi cation to the Beckenstein-H aw king area entropy
form ula for black holes (that’s by the string theory origin ofblack hole en—
tropy) . To guarantee that the foliation hasnonvanishing topological entropy,
by D um Iny’s theoram , one m ay assum e that the foliation has nonvanishing
GV —class (this is a su cient but not necessary condition as we explained
above). A st answer to this question based on P]which still needs further
In provem ent was given in [L0].

3 Foliations w ith nonvanishing G V —class vs gauge
sym m etry
T he starting point is to try to see if foliations w ith nonvanishing GV —class

can occure asD = 11 sugra solutions follow ing the D = 11 sugra interpretation
In theCD S article.

Let us recall the bosonic part ofthe D = 11 supergravity Lagrangian den—
sity we Pollow [6]):



1 1 R 1 1 A ¢ ) ®
Lll = I%l CR ﬁ'G G) —12]{%1 .mc G G + \ erm ions

whereby de nition G = dC .Ourbosonic eldsarethem etricgy wih
scalar curvature R (@llcapital ketters appearing as subscripts take the values
0;1;:510) whose eld equations are analogous to E nstein’s equations w ih
electrom agnetic eld m D=11:
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and the real 3-form C whose equations of m otion are:

1
d G+EGAG=O

where ® @ denotes the Hodge dual. For sin plicity we set all ferm jonic
elds equal to zero. If now we assum e that C de nes a codin 3 foliation
namely C ~ G = 0, that m eans that the Chem-Sin onsterm in D= 11 sugra
action C * G © G vanishesand hence we are keft w ith the equation ofm otion
forC:

d dC =0

T he key question then is if such solutions exist, nam ely we want to see if
there exist real 3-form s C satisfying the EulerLagrange equation (equation
No1l)

d dC =0

but at the sam e tin e they de ne a codin 3 foliation w ith nonvanishing
GV —class, nam ely (equation No 2)

G =dc= ~C

T he above equation 2 isequivalent to C ~ G = 0 by the Frobenious the-
orem . The Hodge star In equation 1 referes to som e m etric which satis es
E nstein’s equations. is the 1-orm which appears in the de nition of the
corresponding GV class which in thiscasewillbe ~ d Y. ( can be seen
as a B ott connection on the nom albundlk). Ifwe assum e that the am bient
11-m anifold is closed, nam ely com pact w ithout boundary, then the equation



of motion for C is equivalent to C being closed; hence the GV class w ill
vanish (we assum e that C is nonzero). In order then to have som e hope

to nd a solution of the equations of m otion which also de ne a codin 3
foliation w ith nonvanishing GV —class, we should either add a boundary or

go to the noncom pact case.

W e can sin plify our discussion fiirther: since D =11 sugra is very sim ilar
to gravity coupled to electrom agnetian in odd dim ensions, we start w ith
the sin plest case: gravity coupled to electrom agnetism in dim ension 3. In
this case we denote by A the electrom agnetic potentialand its eld strength
isdenoted F = dA . W e have two options: either that the foliation is
de ned by the potential A or by its eld strength FF. W e start from the

rst: M axwell's equation reads (equation 1'):

d da=0

Sincewewant A tode nea codin -1 foliation it also has to satisfy (equa—
tion 27)

A~da=0

whereF = dA = ~ A for another 1-form , thus the electrom agnetic
potential A de nes a codin -1 foliation w ith nonvanishing GV-class ~ d
A s it isweltknown by the Frobenious theorem the equation A * dA = 0 is
equivalenttodA = "~ A.

F nally them etric has to satisfy E Instein’s equations coupled to electro—
m agnetism :

R ! R_lCE'F ! F F )
29 12 g

Again on a closed 3-m anifold M axwell’'s equation is equivalent to A be—
Ing closed hence the GV class w ill vanish wWe assum e A is nonsingular). In
order to hope to have nonvanishing GV class (i A not closed) one haseither
to add a boundary or consider noncom pact 3-m anifolds.

Now here is the key cbservation : equation 2’ which says that the poten—
tial A de nes a codim -1 foliation w ith nonvanishing GV —class is not gauge
invariant. P hysics is not sensitive In gauge transfom ations, nam ely we can
replaceA by & = A+ d where isa zero form . A little calculation show s



that although we started w ith a foliation de ned by A, namely A ~ dA = 0,
its gauge transform K" dX"=A "dA+d "dA =d "~ dA 6 0 isnot zero
In general. Hence the foliation structure can be com pletely destroyed by a
gauge transform ation !

A side N ote: Theram alningtetm d * dA however is a total derivative
which will not contrbute to the action if the m anifold has no boundary;
can we perhaps do som ething here to save the day? W e do not have a
concrete suggestion but the follow ing m ight be of relevance: as it is well-
known A, -algebras appear In the BV -fom alismn when the com m utator of
two BRST transfom ations does not close on shell. Som e m ore evidence
which m ade us think of A1 algebras was from [12] where hom otopy asso-
ciative algebras appear In open string theory when the sym plectic structure
is Jost, ie when the gauge invariant com bination = B + F isno longer
closed; this \looks sin ilar" to a codim 2 foliation de ned by a 2-form
which is not closed, thus m ay have nonvanishing GV class; physically this
corresponds to a curved D -brane em bbeded In a curved background. m ore
precisely In [12] the authors investigate the deformm ation of D borane world—
volum es In curved backgrounds. They calculate the leading corrections to
the boundary conform al eld theory involving the background elds, and
In particular they study the correlation functions of the resuling system .
This allowed them to obtain the world-volum e deform ation, identifying the
open string m etric and the noncom m utative deform ation param eter. The
picture that unfolded was the follow Ing: when the gauge invariant com bi-
nation = B + F is constant one obtains the standard M oyal deform ation
of the brane world-volum e. Sinm ilarly, when d = 0 one obtains the non-
com m utative K ontsevich deform ation, physically corresponding to a curved
brane n a at background. W hen the background is curved, d € 0, they

nd that the relkevant algebraic structure is still based on the K ontsevich
expansion, which now de nes a nonassociative star product wih an 2A;
hom otopy associative algebraic structure. T hey then recovered, w ithin this
form alism , som e known resuls ofM atrix theory in curved backgrounds.

Foliations are only invariant underm ultiplications of of A by a now here
vanishing function f so it seem sthat gauge nvariance forbids foliationsw ith
nonvanishing GV —class to play any rok in physics even if they can exist as
solutions of the equations of m otion. Thus we see that foliations w ith non—
vanishing GV —class are very delicate ob cts.



H owever ifthe foliation isde ned by a closed 1-form A, iedA = 0 which
is also an electrom agnetic potential), thus having vanishing GV class, then
ifwe gauge transform A to A&'= A + d , then since X is also closed the foli-
ation structure rem ains since £~ dX" = 0 and the new foliation de ned by
the closed 1-form K has again vanishing GV —class. Hence foliations de ned
by closed orm s (@and consequently have vanishing GV —class) are very rigid
structures w ith respect to gauge transform ations.

So to sum -up: Ifwe start from a foliation de ned by the electrom agnetic
potential A which is a closed 1-om and thus has vanishing GV —class and
we gauge transform A, we get another foliation de ned by another closed
1-form and thus has vanishing GV <class too; so in this case a gauge trans—
form ation does not change the GV class. Yet if we start from a foliation
w ith nonvanishing GV —class and we gauge transform i, this transform ation
w il not only change the GV —class but it m ay destroy the foliation struc—
ture com pletely. Thisvery di erent behaviour under gauge transform ations
between foliations de ned by closed form s wWhich form a particular fam —
ily of foliations w ith vanishing GV —class) and foliations w ith nonvanishing
GV —class was surprising. N ote that In codin -1 case a foliation de ned by a
closed 1-form has zero topological entropy as well

T here seam s to be another altemative however, nam ely to assum e that
the Pliation isde ned by the ed F = dA (or is dual), In this case we
shall have a codin 2 foliation (rovided F is decom posable and nonsingu-—
lar). But now F is closed due to Bianchi identity, hence the codin 2 now
foliation w illhave again vanishing GV class. E quivalently the derivative of
the dual eld vanishes due to M axwell's equations). T his picture is consis—
tent w ith ID HE w here the slope of the noncom m utative 2-torus com es from
a uniform m agnetic eld in z-coordinate (this isa com ponent of F , not A).
However the In portant di erence here isthat a codin 2 foliation de ned by
a closed 2-form , although it w ill have zero GV —class, i m ay have nonzero
topological entropy. Hence we m ight have interesting phenom ena appearing
even when the Bianchi dentity holds (which would m ean vanishing GV —
class). The problem is that we do not have a way to detect the appearance
ofthe topological entropy in codin ensions grater than 1. D um iny’s criterion
w hich uses the GV —class, although not absolutely satisfactory since it isnot
an i and only i statem ent, applies only to the codin -1 case.

T here is also yet another seting, that of SebergW iten (or m onopolk)
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equations in N=2 SUSY YangM ills theory asm odi ed by K ronhein er and
M rowka (see B]) fora 4-m anifold with boundary. T he boundary 3-m anifold

m ay have a contact structure. C ontact structures are \cousins" to foliations
and m oreover taut oliations corregpond to tight contact strucutres. This
possibility needs further study to see if one can get codin -1 foliations w ith

nonvanishing GV —class in that set-up. O ne of the interesting points in that
article is a correspondence between tight contact strucutres and taut folia—
tions on the boundary and sym plectic structures on the bulk.

4 Rem arks:

Let usm ake som e ram arks:

1. The existence of the GV class for a codim g foliation g 1 follows
from Bott’s vanishing theoram for the Pontragin classes in degree k > 2gq of
the nom albundk of the foliation. O ne roughly then can think ofthe GV -
class as som ething lke the \corresponding (@A belian) Chem-Sin ons" form
In the follow ing way: Bott's theorem says that given a sm ooth closed m —
maniold M wih tangent bundle TM , ifa codin g subbundle F of TM is
Integrable then the Pontragin classes of the nom albundlke Q = TM =F in
degree k > 2gmust vanish. Hence supposing F de nes indeed a codin g
foliation, the st vanishing Pontrpgin class of its nom albundle w illbe in
degree 2g+ 2. So the GV classwhich isa real 2g+ 1)-form can be thought
of as an \Abelian Chem-Sin ons" form whose exterior derivative w ill give
the Pontrpgin class in degree 2g+ 2). This however vanishes by Bott's
theoram and so the GV —class is indeed a oohom ology class (i it is closed).

However in this picture, strictly speaking, the GV class really referes to
the nom albundl and not to the foliation itself. T hen the question is: up
to what extend is the behaviour of the foliation determ ined by its nom al
bundl?

T he GV —class is not them ost natural ob ct to study In order to deduce
results about the foliation itself because prin arily it is som e inform ation
about the nom albundle. This is so because as it is discussed In Bott's
lectures on characteristic classes and foliations #], given a sm ooth closed
m -m anifold M , the functor from codin g Hae Iiger structureson M (folia—
tions are particular exam ples of Hae iger structures) to GL (Q;R )-bundles
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over M which assignes a nom albundk to any codin q Hae iger structure
isessentialy de ned by the derivative of the g-cocycle, the Jacobian of the
localdi eom orphism s. This functor is not an equivalence of categories: it
is neither surgctive (due to Bott’s result not every GL (;R )-bundle can
occure as the nom al bundl of som e codin g Hae iger structure since at
Jeast it has to satisfy Bott's theoram , i i m ust have vanishing P ontragin
classes In degree k > 2q). Nor is it Inpctive since there are di erent H ae—

iger structures w ith the sam e nom albundl. So the lesson we have leamt
is that studying foliations using secondary classes of their nom albundl is
like studying functions by their 1st derivatives and this is an approxim ation,
one loses nform ation.

T he noncom m utative geom etry approach to study foliations is proba—
bly a toolwhich ism ore \sensitive", hence it gives a better approxin ation;
it is m ore delicate but m ore com plicated because one uses the holbnom y
groupoid of the foliation itself, which is essentially the Hae iger cocyce it
self: one starts wih the holonomy groupoid, then one takes the vector
space of halfdensities, equips it with a convolution product and w ih an
Involution and then compltes it to a C -algebra (or even m ore to a Hopf
algebra) and then one studies its cyclic cohom ology. H ow ever passing from
the holonom y groupoid to the C -algebra (even the reduced) am ounts to
Joss of informm ation again. At the K -T heory lvel this is probably not too
bad since the Baum € onnes con cture is true In m any cases. Finally we
get the transverse fiindam ental cyclic cocyck (@breviated to \tfc", see B))
which for a codin g foliation belongs to the 2g-th cyclic cohom ology group
of the corresponding algebra of the foliation. T he reason why we belive that
the noncom m utative geom etry approxin ation (Connes’ approxin ation) is
beter than the Bott approxin ation is that at last in the codin -1 case the
derivative of the tfc is the GV —class as explained in Connes’ book. Hence
the tfce is a m ore delicate ob fct than the GV class. That m akes one to
suspect that there m ay be a relation between the tfoc and the vanishing or
not of the topological entropy of a foliation in a \necessary and su cient"
fashion which would In prove considerably D um iny’s result.

2. Ourcurrent level ofunderstanding for codim -1 foliations isthe follow —
Ing (We assum e com pactm anifolds): ( brebundles) (bliationsde ned by
closed fom s) (bliations w ith zero topological entropy) (foliations w ith
zero GV —class). In higher codin ensions one only has the follow ing relations:

( brebundles) (Pbliations de ned by closed fom s) (foliations w ith zero
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GV —class); the topological entropy stillm ay be de ned but we know nothing
about when it is vanishing. It would be desirable to introduce the tfcc Into
the picture as well

So an In portant di erence between the codin -1 and codin greater than
1 cases is the ollow ing: in codin -1 a foliation de ned by a closed form has
zero GV —class as well as topological entropy yet for codin grater than 1, fo—
liations de ned by closed form s have zero GV —class but m ay have non-zero
topological entropy.

3. In generalone can study foliations using tw o approaches: either using

di erential topology m ethods or operator algebraic tools. If one follow s the

rst approach one m eets notions like the GV —class and topological entropy.
The m ost com plicated foliations using this language are those w ith nonva—
nishing GV class. Probably they do not appear In physical applications.
T he second less com plicated case is foliations w ith nonvanishing topologi-
cal entropy. W e would like to see if these appear in physical applications.
Unfrtunately we cannot see that clkarly at this stage because we do not
have a satisfactory criterion which w ill indicate the existence of topological
entropy. D um Iny’s theorem isa criterion only for the codin -1 case and even
then not as satisfactory as onem ight w ish since it isbased on the GV class
In the way described above.
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