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Abstract

Let (M, (, )rm)be a Riemannian manifold. It is well-known that the Sasaki metric on 7T M is very
rigid but it has nice properties when restricted to TOM = {u € TM,|u| = r}. In this paper, we
consider a general situation where we replace T M by a vector bundle E — M endowed with a
Euclidean product { , )z and a connection VZ which preserves { , )z. We define the Sasaki metric
on E and we consider its restriction 4 to E” = {a € E,{a,a)g = r*}. We study the Riemannian
geometry of (E, h) generalizing many results first obtained on T"”M and establishing new
ones. We apply the results obtained in this general setting to the class of Euclidean Atiyah vector
bundles introduced by the authors in [J]. Finally, we prove that any unimodular three dimensional
Lie group G carries a left invariant Riemannian metric such that (TYG, h) has a positive scalar
curvature.
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1. Introduction

Through this paper, a Euclidean vector bundle is a vector bundle ny : E — M endowed
with ( , )g € I'(E* ® E*) which is bilinear symmetric and definite positive in the restriction to
each fiber.

Let (M,{, Yry) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension n, 7g : E — M a vector bundle
of rank m endowed with a Euclidean product ( , ) and a linear connection VE which preserves
(, )g. Denote by K : TE — E the connection map of V¥ locally given by

K (i bidy; + i Zjallf] = i {Zl + i i biﬂjréj] St
P =1 =1 i=1 =1

where (x, ..., X,) is a system of local coordinates, (s1, ..., S,) is a basis of local sections of E,
(xi, u;) the associated system of coordinates on E and V% si= 2 I“fjs,. Then

TE =kerdng ® ker K.
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The Sasaki metric g; on E is the Riemannian metric given by
8s(A, B) = (dng(A), drnp(B))rm + (K(A), K(B))e, A,BeT,E.

For any r > 0, the sphere bundle of radius r is the hypersurface E = {a € E {a,a)g = rz}.

They are two classes of such Euclidean vector bundles naturally associated to a Riemannian
manifold.

We refer to the first one as the classical case. It is the case where E = TM, {, Yg =, drm
and V¥ is the Levi-Civita connection of (M, { , Yrur).

The second case will be called the Euclidean Atiyah vector bundle associated to a Riemannian
manifold. It has been introduced by the authors in [J]. It is defined as follows.

Let (M, , )rum) be a Riemannian manifold, so(T M) = |Jcps S0(T M) where so(T M) is the
vector space of skew-symmetric endomorphisms of 7, M and k > 0. The Levi-Civita connection
VM of (M, { , )ry) defines a connection on the vector bundle so(7 M) which we will denote in
the same way and it is given, for any X € ['(TM) and F € I'(so(T M)), by

VYF(Y) = VY(F(Y)) - F(VYY).

The Atiyah Euclidean vector bundleﬂ associated to (M, { , Y, k) is the triple (E(M, k), { , ), VE)
where E(M, k) = TM & so(TM) — M, {, ) and VF are a Euclidean product and a connection
on E(M, k) given, for any X, Y € I'(TM) and F, G € I'(so(T M)), by

VEY = VYY+ HyY, VEF = HyF + V¥F,
(X+FY+Gy = (X, V)ry —ktr(FoG),
where R is the curvature tensor of V¥ given by RY(X,¥) = V{{ , - (V¥ v — vy ) ,
1 1
HyY = —ERM(X, Y) and (HxF,YV)ry = —Ek tr(F o RM(X, Y)). (1)

The connection VZ preserves ( , ) and its curvature R"" plays a key role in the study of
(E"(M, k) endowed with the Sasaki metric. Since R depends only on (M,{ , )rm,k), we
will call it the supra-curvature of (M, , Yrum, k).

This paper has two goals:

1. The study of the Riemannian geometry of E®) endowed with the Riemannian metric &
restriction of g in order to generalize all the results obtained in the classical case. We
refer to [4, 7] for a survey on the geometry of (T M, h).

2. The application of the results obtained in the general case to the Euclidean Atiyah vector
bundle E(M, k) endowed with the Sasaki metric. We will show that the geometry of
(EM(M, k), h) is so rich and by doing so we open new horizons for further explorations.

Let us give now the organization of this paper. In Section 2] we give the different curvatures of
(E™, h). In Section 3 we derive sufficient conditions for which (E®, i) has either nonnegative
sectional curvature, positive Ricci curvature, positive or constant scalar curvature. In Section
[ we first compute the supra-curvature of different classes of Riemannian manifolds and we
characterize those with vanishing supra-curvature (see Theorem[d.I)). Then we perform a detailed
study of (EO(M, k), h) having in mind the results obtained in Section[3l In Section[3] we prove
that any unimodular three dimensional Lie group G carries a left invariant Riemannian metric
such that (TG, h) has a positive scalar curvature.

I'The origin of this vector bundle and the justification of its name can found in [3].
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2. Sectional curvature, Ricci curvature and scalar curvature of the Sasaki metric on sphere
bundles

Through this section, (M, , )ra) is a n-dimensional Riemannian manifold and g : E —
M a vector bundle of rank m endowed with a Euclidean product { , )z and a linear connection V*
for which ( , )g is parallel. We shall denote by VM the Levi-Civita connection of (M, { , Yrm),
by RM and RY" the tensor curvatures of V¥ and VE, respectively. We use the convention

RM(X.Y) = Vi, — (VYVY - VYV¥) and R (X.Y) = Vi, — (V5V} - VEVE).

The derivative of RY with respect to VM and VZ is the tensor field V?Z’E (R"") given, for any
XY, ZeT(TM), a e T(E), by

VHERY )Y, Z, @) = VERY (Y, Z)a) - RY (V¥Y,Z)a — RY (Y, V¥Z)a - RY" (Y, Z)VEa.  (2)

Let KM, ric™ and s™ denotes the sectional curvature, the Ricci curvature and the scalar curvature
of (M, , )rm), respectively. An element of E will be denoted by (x,a) with x € M and a € E,.

We recall the definition of the Sasaki metric gg on E, we consider its restriction 4 to the
sphere bundles E = {a € E,{a,a)g = r2} (r > 0) and we give the expressions of the different
curvatures of (E®, h).

For any (x,a) € E there exists an injective linear map h'“? : T\M — T, »E given in a
coordinates system (x;,3;) on E associated to a coordinates (x;)7_; on M and a local trivialization
(S1y...,8n) of E by

n m

RO () = Z Uiy, — Z {Zn: Zm: M'ﬂjrg] e
i=l j=1

i=1 k=1

where
n m m
_ E . _ k _
”—Z”iaxw Vy s —Zl"ijsk and a= Z,Bisi.
S,
i=1 ‘ =1 i=1

Moreover, if H(, . E denotes the image of 2% then
TE =VE&®HE,

where VE = kerdng. For any @ € I'(E) and for any X € I'(T M), we denote by " € I'(TE) and
X" e T(TE) the vertical and horizontal vector field associated to @ and X. The flow of @ is given
by ®(¢, (x,a)) = (x,a + ta(x)) and X" is given by X"(x,a) = K5 (X (x)).

The Sasaki metric g, on E is determined by the formulas
&X' Y = (X.V)ruong, g p) =(a.prony and g(X" a") =0,

forall X,Y e ['(TM) and o, B € T(E).
For any X € I'(TM) and @ € I'(E), X" is tangent to E® however " is not tangent to E”). So
we define the tangential lift of a by

U(x,a)
2’

d'(x,a) = &' (x,a) — {a,a)g (x,a) € E,
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where U is the vertical vector field on E whose flow is given by ®(¢, (x, a)) = (x, €’a). We have
TawE” = {X"+0a' | X € T,M and a € E, with (@, a)z = 0}.
The restriction & of gg to E” is given by
hXN YYD = (X Vyrumonms, h(X'a') =0,

o B = (- SEDE 6 g,

where @, € [(E), X,Y e [(TM) and @ = a - %4,
The following proposition can be established in the same way as the classical case where
E=TM.{, )=, )ry and V¥ = V¥,

Proposition 2.1. We have

[, p] = 2Dy B (X", a'1 = (Via)  and [X".Y"(x,a) = [X. Y]'(x,a)+R™ (X. V)a),
r r

where RY" is the curvature of VE given by R¥' (X, Y) = V[EX’YJ - (V)E(V‘; - V,E,VE).
To compute the Riemannian invariants of (E®, i) (Levi-Civita connection and the different
curvatures), we will use the following facts:

(i) The projection 7 : (ED,h) — (M,{ , Yru) is a Riemannian submersion with totally
geodesic fibers and hence the different Riemannian invariants can be computed by using
O’Neill formulas (see [2, chap. 9]). Here the O’Neill shape tensor, say B, is given by the
expression of [X", Y"]. So, by virtue of Proposition[Z.T] we get

By Y(x,a)) = %(V[X”, Y"(x,a) = %(RVE(X, Y)a)’ = %(RVE(X, Y)a), 3)

By = 0and h(Byia!, Y") = —h(Bx:Y", o) for any e € ['(E), X, Y € T(TM) and (x, a) € E.
(it) O’Neill’s formulas involve the Riemannian invariants of (M, {, )ru), the tensor B and the
Riemannian invariants of the restriction of / to the fibers.

Based on these facts, the Levi-Civita connection V of (E", h) is given by

— 1 — —
VaY'(x,a) = (V¥Y)'(x,a)+ E(RVE(X, Y)a), Vyra' = Byra' + (VEa)', VuX" = By,

(VuB)(x,a) = —<'8’—20>at and h(Byid',Y") = —h(BuY", "), 4)
I

X, Y e I(TM), a,p € T(E) and (x,a) € E. Note that if (X;)!_, is a local orthonormal frame of
TM,X eI'(TM) and a € T'(E)

.l n
Byia' = 3 Z(RVE(X, X)a, ayp X" 5)
i=1

Remark 1. When E = TM, {, Y =, Yrm and VE = VM we have a simple expression of Bxia'
thanks to the symmetries of RV = RM, namely,

Bxn Y (x,a) = %RM(Y(x), a)X(x), X Yel(TM). (6)
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A direct computation shows that the tensor curvature, the Ricci curvature and the scalar
curvature of the fibers are given by

1 1 1
R@. By = ()8 -h@E.y)a), ric'@.p) = —(m-2h@ ) and s = —(m-1)m-2).
r r r
In order to compute the different curvatures of (E ) h), we need the following formulas.

Proposition 2.2. Forany X,Y,Z e [(TM), a,B € I'(E) and (x, a) € E, we have
— 1 .
(Vi By Z", a')(x, a) = —§<V§Z*E<RV )Y, Z, @), a)g.
Moreover, if (a(x), a)r = (B(x),a)g = 0 then
— 1
(Ve B)yn Y, B (x,a) = §<RV£(X, Y)a, By (x) + h(Bywa', BB (x, a) — h(Bxia', Byif8)(x, a).

Proof. Suppose first that (a(x), a)g = (B(x), a)g = 0. We have

(VB Y"B) = h(Va(Bx,Y"),) = h(Bg uY".B) ~ h(BxVuY", B)
o' h(Bx,Y", ") — h(Bx,Y", V) + H(BysV o X", 1) + h(Vos Y", Bxif8")
o h(Bx,Y",B) = h(Bx,Y", Vo) + h(Byrd, Byi8') = h(Bxs!, Byif8).

From (@) and the definition of o we get
Vop'(x,a)=0 and (a'.h(By,Y",B))(x,a) = (a".h(Bx,Y", f))(x, a).

But

4 h(By,Y"(a + ta), B'(a + ta))

v h(By, Y™, B)(x,
a’.h(Bx,Y",B)(x,a) i 10

d 1
= = h(Bx, Y'(a + ta), B (a + ta)) — —2<ﬂ, a + ta)ph(By, Y'(a + ta), Ula + ta))
[t=0 r

1d

— - VE
2 dt\tz()(R X, Y)(a + ta), B)r(x)

R
= §<RV X, Va, Bye(x),

which complete to establish the second formula.
On the other hand,

W(VxBpZ' a')x,a) = W(Vxi(ByZ"), a)(x,a) = h(Bg , Z", a)(x, @) = h(BpVxZ", a')(x,a)

1 E 1 E
= X"h(BypZ",a")(x,a) = SRV (Y, 2)a, Vya)e = Z(R™ (VY'Y Z)a, @)

1
~5 RV (VY Z)a. @)

1 E E E
= 5( VY, 2)Via + RY (VYY, Z)a + RV (Y, V¥ Z)a, a)r + X" h(ByZ", a")(x, a).
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The key point is that if ¢ (x) is the integral curve of X passing through x then the integral curve
of X" at a is the VE-parallel section a’ along ¢X(x) with a° = a. So

d
X" h(ByZ", &) (x, a) — h(Byhzh, a)(d")

dt|i=
1 d E
- ‘EE SR @ 00, 2@ a(@ (), a
- ——(V ERY (Y, Z)a)(x), ).
This completes the proof. =

Proposition 2.3. Let P C T(M)E(’) be a plane. Then:
1. Ifrank(E) = 2 then there exists a basis {X" + o', Y"} of P satisfying

o€E, X,YeT M, [ XP+la =Y =1, (X, V)ru=0 and (a,a)p=0

The sectional curvature of (E®), h) at P is given by
3 I v
K(P) = (R'XYX V= ZRY KVl + 5 3 (RY (N X, )
=1

HVHERY )X, Y, @), a)e.
2. Ifrank(E) > 3 then there exists a basis {X" + o', Y" + B} of P satisfying
a,B€Ey, X,Y € T:M, |X*+lal* = [YP+|B* = 1, (X, V)ry =(a.B)p =0 and (a,a)p = (B,a)r =0

The sectional curvature of (E?, h) at P is given by,
1 E 3 E E
K(P) = (RYX DX, Yyru + lalIB + 3RT (X, Ve, fy = Z(RT (X, V)a, R (X, V)a)g

1 & E E & E E
2 O (R (XX, @) + R (Y X @)e) = D (R™ (X Xa a)p(R™ (Y, Xi)B, abe

i=1

VP ERTNX, Y, 0) = VI RY )X, Y, B), a),
where (X;)!_, is any orthonormal basis of T, M.

Proof. If the rank of E is equal to 2 then dim T(, ,,)E” = n+ 1 and P N {X", X € T,M} # 0 and
hence P contains a unitary vector Y. We take a unit vector X" + o' orthogonal to Y” to get a
basis (X" + o', Y") of P.

If rank(E) > 2 we take an orthonormal basis (X" + o, Y" + 8') of P, i.e,

X +lal* = [YP+ 187 =1, (X, Y)ru +{@,B)p =0 and (a,a)p = (B,a)p =0

We suppose that (X, Y)ry # 0 and write (3(IXI* — Y1), (X, Y)rum) = p(cos(w), sin(w)) with u €
[0, 2). Then the vectors

U—cos(z)(Xh+a/’)+sm( )(Y”+,8) and V——s1n( )(Xh+a/)+cos( )(Y”+,8)
6



constitute a basis of P satisfying the desired relations.
Let us compute the sectional curvature at P. We denote by R the curvature tensor of (E®, h).

K(P)

hRX" + o', Y" + X" + '), Y + )

= ARX"+d,Y"+ X", Y") + h(RX" + &, Y" + BHX", B)) + h(R(X" + o/, Y" + B))a’, Y™
+h(RX" + o', Y" + gha', B')

= hRX", YHX" ¥") + h(RX", BHX", Y") + h(R(!, Y X", Y") + h(R(e, BHX", Y™
+h(R(X", Y") X", B") + h(R(X", BHX", B) + h(R(/, Y X", B) + h(R(, B)HX", B")
+h(RX", Yo', Y + (R(X", B)a’, YY) + h(R(a!, Yo', YT) + h(R(', B, YT
+h(RX", Yo', ) + h(R(X", ), B') + h(R(e/, Y")a', B') + h(R(', B)a', B')

= hRX", YHX", Y") + 20(RX", YMX", B)) + 20(R(X", Y, Y + 2R(R(X", Y, BY)
+h(RX", BHX", B) + 2h(R(a’, Y"X", B) + 2h(R(/, B)X", B')
+h(R(@, Y, Y") + 2h(R(!, B, Y + h(R(e', B)a’, B).

Recall that the projection 7g : (E®, h) — (M, {, ) is a Riemannian submersion with totally
geodesic fibers and O’Neill shape tensor B is given by (B). So we can use O’Neill’s formulas
for curvature given in [2, chap. 9 pp.241]. From these formulas we have h(R(a',f)X", ') =
h(R(e!, B)a’, Y") = 0 and hence

K(P) = h@®RX", YMX" ¥") + h(RX", BHX", B) + h(R(, Y™, Y + h(R(', B)a’, B)
+2h((RX", YMX" B + 20(R(X", Yo, Y + 2h(R(X™, YMY!, B') + 2h(R(’, Y X", B').

Let us give every term in this expression by using O’Neill’s formulas and Proposition (2.2)).

hRX", YHX", Y
h(R(X", X", B
(R, Y, Y™

h(R(a',B)a', B

2h(RX", YHX", B

2h(RX", Y, YT

20(RX", Yo, B

2h(R(!, YMX", B

(RM(X, )X, Yy — Z<RVE(X, V)a,R" (X, Y)ae,

h(VpB)xi X", ) + h(Bxsf3', BxiB') = h(BxifB', Bysf3'),

W(VyB)yi Y", &) + h(Bynd!, Byna') = h(Byna!', Bysd'),

SlaPlgP,

20(VxiB)xiY"), ) = ~(VEF R )X, Y. B), @)

—~2h(Vy By Y"), @) = (VIR )X, Y. @), a)g,

2h((Vor B)nY". ") = 2h((Vp B)xsY", @) + 2h(Byua', Bys') — 2h(Byif3', Bysa')
2R (X, Y)a.B)e — 2h(Bysa, Bysf3') + 2h(Byf8', Bynat')

—2h(R(X", BHY", @) = —2h((Vg B)aY", @) — 2h(Byif8', Byia')

(RY (X, V)a, By — 2h(Bxad', Byif3).

To complete the proof, we need to compute the quantity

Q = h(Bxhﬂt, Bxlxﬁt) + h(Bsza't, Bylxa’t) - 4h(Bxlxa't, Byhﬂt) + zh(Byha’t, Bxhﬂt).

When E = TM, {, Yg = {, Yrm and VE = VM one can use the formula (G) to recover the
expression of the sectional curvature given in [[8]. In the general case, we use instead (3) and we
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get
1 < . 1< . & . .
0 = ; ;<RV (X X)B.a)y + 7 ;<RV (Y, X)), ay} - ;«ev (X, X)a, aye(R™" (Y, X)B. a)e

1< E £
+3 ;<RV (Y, X, ayp(R™" (X, X))B, a).

This completes the proof. |

Example 1. Let M = S? with its canonical metric { , Yry, E = TM and VE = VM. Let
us compute the sectional curvature of (T'V M, h). According to Proposition if P is a plan in
Ty TOM then P = span{X"+Z', Y"y with X, Y, Z € T M, |X*+|Z|* = |Y|> = 1 and (Z, u)rp = O.
The curvature RM is given by RM(X,V)Z = (X, Z)rmY — (Y, Z)ruX. Hence

K(P)

1
RMX, V)X, Y7y — %RM(X, Yul* + Z|RM(z, w)Y?

3 1
XP = 2 (K + Fafy )+ 3 (2 Dag + @0 V07412F)

IfZ =0 then K(P) = i. If Z # 0 then {Z, u} becomes an orthogonal basis of T M and

1

_ 2 _ 2
1=1Y| —<Y7U>TM+@

.27y
Thus | 3
K(P) = IXP + 212 = 2 ((X.u)yy + (X u)gy|XP).

If X =0 then K(P) = %. If X # 0 then {X, Y} is an orthogonal basis and hence

1

1= uf = <Y,u>%M+W

(X,

and hence K(P) = %. So (T'OM, h) has constant sectional curvature +. This has been proved

firstin [11]. !

Proposition 2.4. Let X,Y € T M, o, € E, and (x,a) € E" and (X)L, any orthonormal basis
of T:M. Then:

1. The Ricci curvature of (E", h) is given by

T2 @ B +ric X, V)~ 3 D R (X, Xa, K™ (¥, Xoare

i=1

ricX" + o/, Y" +5) = -
;

1 n
3 2R X B) + VERY)(Xi, V). )
i=1

1 n
+ZZ

i=1 j=1

(RY (X, X )a, a)e(R™ (X, X ))a, B
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2. The scalar curvature of (E®, h) is given by

1 1
(x,a) = sM(x) + —m=1)(m=2) - 2£.(a,0),

where Yo
£dab) =) (R (X, Xpa, R (X, Xb)e, a,b € EL.

j=1i=1

Proof. We will use the O’Neil formulas for the Ricci curvature and scalar curvature given in [2,
Proposition 9.36, Corollary 9.37]. From these formulas, Proposition and the fact that the
fibers are Einstein, we get

n n
1
ricX", ¥ = 1ic"(X,Y)-2 § h(Bxi X", By X") = ric™(X, Y) - 3 § (RY (X, X))a,R™" (Y, X))a)z,
i=1 i=1

n

@B+ ) h(Byd, Byaff')

i=1

(m—2)
2

ric(e’, B)

-2 - I o E E
= D@ B+ D) DR X X, pR” (X X B,

72

i=1 j=1

: ! X h ot C v ! 1< \ E
ricx", ) = —h(5BXlaﬂ)=;h((vxf3)xjfxaﬂ)=—§ ;WQ{E(RV )Xo, X, ), @V

This establish the expression of the Ricci curvature. The scalar curvature is given by 7" = s¥ o
ng + s + |BI> which completes the proof. O

3. On the sign of the different curvatures of (E", k)

In this section, we study the sign of sectional, Ricci and scalar curvature) of sphere bundles
E® equipped with the Sasaki metric /.

Through this section, (M, { , )rum) is a Riemannian manifold of dimension n and (E,{ , )g)
is a Euclidean vector bundle of rank m with an invariant connection V.

3.1. The case R¥" =0

Note that R¥" = 0 if and only if the O’Neill shape tensor of the Riemannian submersion
ng : (E,h) — (M, {, Yry) vanishes which is equivalent to E) being locally the Riemannian
product of M and the fiber. So we have the following results.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose RY =0andm = 2. Then, by using the notations in Propositions[2.3]
and

K(P) = (RM(X, V)X, Y)ru, ricX" + ', Y +B) =ric(X,Y) and 71(x,a) = s (x).

Proposition 3.2. Suppose R = 0 and m > 3. Then

1. (M,{ , Yrm) has constant scalar curvature if and only if (E®,h) has constant scalar
curvature,
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2. (M, {, Yrwm) is locally symmetric if and only if (E®, h) is locally symmetric,

3. (M,{, Yrm) is Einstein with Einstein constant mr—§2 if and only if(E(’), h) is Einstein with
the same Einstein constant,

4. (EY, h) can never have a constant sectional curvature.

For the Euclidean vector bundles with large rank compared to the dimension of the base, the
following theorem constitutes a converse to the third assertion in Proposition Note that the
rank of the Atiyah vector bundle E(M, k) is ”(”T”) and hence it satisfies the hypothesis of the next
theorem.

n(n 1)

Theorem 3.1. Suppose thatm — 1 > where m is the rank of E and n = dim M. Then:

1. (E™, h) is Einstein with Einstein constant A if and only ifRVE =0 1= (mr_ZZ) and M is
(m 2)

Einstein with Einstein constant
2. (ED, h) can never has constant sectlonal curvature.

Proof. 1. If (E™, h) is Einstein then, according to Proposition 2.4, we have for any x € M,
XeTM,acE"” and a € E, with (@, a) = 0

2
Aoft = 2 Diap ZZW (X, X,)a. )} )

llj

Fix x € M, a € Eir) and an orthonormal basis (X;) of T,.M and choose an orthonormal
family (e, .. a/m 1) of elements in the orthogonal of a. For any k = 1,...,m — 1 define

the vector Uy € R*T by putting
= ((R™ (X1, Xo)a, axye, ™ (X1, X3)at, @i, . (RY (X1, Xo)at, €i))

If we take @ = @y in (@), we get that the Euclidean norm of Uy, satisfies U =2 (/l

Moreover, if we take @ = o + a; with [ # k we get that (U;, Ug) = 0. Thus (U, ..., Up-1)
n(n 1)

(m=2)
r2 .

is an orthogonal family of vector in R“T". Since m — 1 > they must be linearly
dependent. But they have the same norm so they must vanish. ThlS completes the proof of
the first assertion.

2. If (E™, h) has a constant sectional curvature then it is Einstein and hence R¥" = 0. But,
according to the expression of the sectional curvature given in Proposition2.3]it cannot be
constant. This completes the proof. |

3.2. The case VM’E(RVE) =0

If VME(RY") = 0 then RY" is invariant under parallel transport of V¥ and V£ and hence there
exists a constant K > 0 such that for any X, Y € I'(TM), a € ['(E),

IR (X, V)al < KIX||Ylal. @®)
The following theorem generalize a result obtained in [§].

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that VM-E (RVE) = 0 and the sectional curvature of M is bounded below
by a positive constant C. Then

10



1. The sectional curvature of (E®, h) can never be nonpositive.

2. Ifrank(E) = 2, then the sectional curvature of (E, h) is nonnegative if r* < ;t_]c('
3. Ifrank(E) > 3, then the sectional curvature of (E", h) is nonnegative if
3 22 2 34 2102
C—ZrK 4+3r(n—2)K+Zr(n—2)K > 0. )

In particular, for r sufficiently small the sectional curvature of (E", h) is nonnegative.

Proof. Let P C T, E® be a plane. Then there exists an orthonormal basis {X" + o, Y" + g}
of P satisfying |X* + |of* = [YI* + B> = 1, (X, Y)ry = (@.B)r = 0 and (@, a)r = (B,a)r = 0.
Put X = cos(HX, @ = sin(®)a@, ¥ = cos(s)Y, B = sin(s)8 and a = ra with s, € [0,7/2] and
IX| = Y| = @] = |E| = 1. We replace in the expression of K(P) given in Proposition[2.3]and we
get

K(P) = Acos’(f)cos’(s) + rl_z sin®(7) sin®(s) + B cos() cos(s) sin() sin(s) + D cos?(¢) sin?(s)
+E sinz(t) cosz(s),

where

=
|

KR, 7))~ 3 PIR™ (%, Tyl
B = 3RV (X, V@B —r ) (R X, X)&Dp(R™ (¥, X)B, D)
i=1
2 = —~ E = —
+% ;<RVE<X, X)B. D e(R™ (V. X))@, By,
2 E ~ —~ < E ~ —
D = 7 ;<RV X.X)B.ay. E= ;<RV Y, X))@, a)k.

1. If cos(r) = cos(s) = 0 then K(P) = riz > 0 and hence sectional curvature of (E, &) can
never be nonpositive.

Let us prove now the second and the third assertion. If X = 0 or ¥ = 0 then K(P) > 0.
Suppose now that X # 0 and Y # 0, so we can choose X; = X and X, = Y and get

3, 5 3K 2
A2C-2rK and 32—7(2+r(n—2)K).
2. Ifrank(E) = 2, we can choose 8 = 0 and hence

K(P) > (C - %rZK) cos?(f) cos?(s) + % sin?(7) sin(s).

Thus the sectional curvature is nonnegative if > < ;‘—]C(.

3. Suppose that rank(E) > 2. Then, by using the estimations of A and B given above, we get

K(P) > (C - %ﬂl@) cos’(t) Cosz(s)+—12 sin’(¢) sinz(s)——32K (2 +r(n— 2)K) cos(f) cos(s) sin(7) sin(s).
r
11



The right side of this inequality, say Q, can be arranged in the following way:

1 3rK :
0 = |-sin(®)sin(s) - rT (2 + P(n = 2)K) cos(r) cos(s)]
r
3 ox2 2 34 212 2 2
+ C_é_HK 4+3r(n—2)K+Zr (n=2)°K* || cos“(?) cos“(s).
This ends the proof of the last assertion. (|

Remark 2. 1. In the classical case, i.e., E = TM, { , Yg = {, dry and VE = V™ the
hypotheses VM(RM) = 0 and M has positive sectional curvature imply that the sectional
curvature of M is bounded bellow by a positive constant. Thus, in this case our result is
the same as the result obtained in [§].

2. The left side of the inequality ), say O, goes to C when r goes to 0 which permitted as to
get our result. In some cases the constant K can depend on a parameter and by varying
this parameter one can make Q > 0. This is the case in Theorem4.3

Theorem 3.3. Suppose that VME (RVE) = 0and R # 0 and there exists a positive constant p
such that ric”(X, X) > p|X|2f0r any X € I'(TM). Then:
1. If rank(E) = 2 then (E,h) has nonnegative Ricci curvature for P < %’ where the
constant K is given in (8).

2. Ifrank(E) > 2 then (E\", h) has positive Ricci curvature for r* < ’12% where the constant
K is given in ().

Proof. Forany x € M, a € EV’, X € T,M and @ € E, such that |X|* + |o)* = 1 and (@, a)g = 0,

we have from Proposition[2.4] that

-2 1 <
ricX" + o, X"+ ') = (mr—z)|a|2 +ricM(X, X) - 3 Z IRY" (X, X,)al?
i=1

e Lo, e
ME  pV ) it E E Vex. x. 2
- <VXi (R )(XH X’ CV), a)E + 4 & <R (Xl’ Xj)a7 a’)E

n

Let us write X = cos(t))A(, a = sin(f)@ and a = a/r where X and @& are unit vectors.
E .
Suppose that V¥-E(RY") = 0. We obtain

2 n
ricX" + o, X" +a') = cosi(d) (ricM(f(, X) - % Z IR (X, xi)a|2]
i=1

_ 2 n n
+sin’(f) [(mrz 2, T DR (X X i fvﬁs]-
i=1 j=1

From the hypothesis on ric” and (8)), we get

2K2
ricX" + o, X" + o) > (p o

(’"—;2) sin?(7).

) cosz(t) +

This shows the two assertions.
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3.3. Ricci and scalar curvatures

The two following theorems are a generalization of [8, Theorem 3, Theorem 1] established
in the case when E = TM.

Theorem 3.4. If M is compact with positive Ricci curvature and rank(E) > 3, then for r suffi-
ciently small the Ricci curvature of the sphere bundle (E™, h) is positive.

Proof. Suppose now that M is compact with positive Ricci curvature and put X = cos(nX,
a =sin()@ and a = ¢ where X € T.M, & € E,, |X| = |&| = 1 and (x,a) € E”. We have

ricX" + o, X" +a") = cos’(t) ricM(X, X) + (m 2)sm 2(t) - —r cos (I)Z:IRV X, X)al?

—reos(t)sin(t) » (Vi (RY)(X;, R)av, a)e + 5 Z Z(RV (X, X ))a, )3,
i=1

11]1

> cosz(t)rch(X X) +

(m ) 02 2 vE 2
> (t) — rcos (t)Z|R (R, X))l

—r cos(f)sin(?) Z(V%E(RVE)(X,», X)é, a)g.
i=1

Since M is compact, there exists positive constants L; and L, such that for any x € M and for
any unit vectors X, Y, Ze T.M &, € E,,

RV, D)2 <Ly and KVEFRY )T, 2)a. Byl < L.

On the other hand, there is a positive number € such that ric¥ (X, X) > € for every unit vector X.
Then, by using the above estimations, we get

ric(X" + o/, X" + o)

\%

(m—2)
2 sin (t) — rnlycos(f)sin(z)

1
cosz(t)(e Er nL2) +

2
(\/K cos(f) — sin(t)) + Csin(p),

B
2VA
where A = € — ir an B = rnl,, C(’”r—?2 - %) and r taken such that A, C > 0. Then, the right
side of this inequality is positive for every t. O

Theorem 3.5. Let (M, , )rm) be a compact Riemannian manifold and (E,{ , )g) be a Euclidean
vector bundle with an invariant connection VE. Then for r sufficiently small the scalar curvature
of(E(’), h) is positive.

Proof. Suppose now that M is compact and put & = ¢ where (x,a) € E™. We have
r M 1 1 2 AA
T(x,a) = s" (x) + —2(m -DH(m-2) - Zr éx(a, a).
I

Since M is compact, there exists positive constants L; and L, such that for any x € M and for
any unit vectors X, Y € T.M, a,B € E,

KRM(X, )X, V)l <L, and |RY (X,Y)al < L.
13



Then,
1 1
T(x.a) =2 5 (m—1)(m—-2)+ Zn(n ~1)(@4L, - rL3)
14

This means that 7" is positive on E”, when r is sufficiently small. |

Let E — M be a vector bundle. Recall that its associated sphere bundle is the quotient
S(E) = E/ ~ where a ~ b if there exists ¢t > 0 such that a = tb. Let ( , )r be a Euclidean
product on E. The associated O(m)-principal bundle has a connection so there exits a connection
VE on E which preserves the metric ( , )g. Since S(E) can be identified to E" for any r, by
using Theorems [3.4] and we get the following corollary which has been proved in [[12] by a
different method.

Corollary 3.1. Let E — M be a vector bundle over a compact Riemannian manifold and
S(E) — M its associated sphere bundle. Then

1. If the Ricci curvature of M is positive then S (E) admits a complete Riemannian metric of
positive curvature.
2. S(E) admits a complete Riemannian metric of positive scalar curvature.

We will end this section with a result which has been proved in [3] when E = TM, (, Yty =
(, )¢ and V¥ is the Levi-Civita connection of { , 7.

Theorem 3.6. Let (M,{ , )7y) be a Riemannian manifold and (E,{ , )g) a Euclidean vector
bundle with an invariant connection VE. Then, the sphere bundle (E", h) equipped with the
Sasaki metric has constant scalar curvature if and only if

RVE 2
& = | m|<,>E, (10)
4msM—r2|RVE|2 = constant. (11)

where £(a,b) = ¥ (X1 (R™ (X, X j)a, RY (X;, X))b)g) for any a, b € T(E).

Proof. The scalar curvature 7" is giving by, for (x,a) € E"
, M 1 1
T(xa)=s" () + 5(m—-1(m-2) - fo(a, a).
I

Suppose that 7 is constant along E”. For fixed x € M, 7/(x, a) does not depend on the choice of
the vector a € Eir). This implies that &, is proportional to the metric ( , )r and the coefficient of
proportionality is necessarily equal to |[RY"|2/m. O

4. Sasaki metric on the sphere bundle of the Atiyah Euclidean vector bundle associated to
a Riemannian manifold

We have seen in the last section that many results obtained on the sphere bundles of tangent
bundles over Riemannian manifolds can be generalized to any Euclidean vector bundle. In this
section, we will express these results in the case of the sphere bundle of the Atiyah Euclidean
vector bundle introduced in the introduction to get some new interesting geometric situations and
to open new horizons for further explorations.

14



4.1. The Atiyah Euclidean vector bundle and the supra-curvature of a Riemannian manifold

Let (M,{ , )ru) be a Riemannian manifold, ¥ > 0 and (E(M, k),{ , ), VF) the associated
Atiyah Euclidean vector bundle defined in the introduction. Let KM : so(T M) — so(T M) be the
curvature operator given by KM(X A Y) = RM(X, Y) where X A Y(Z) = (Y, Z)ruX — (X, Z)rmY.
The curvature R¥ of VE (we refer to as the supra-curvature of (M, (, )ru, k)) was computed in
[S, Theorem 3.1]. It is given by the following formulas:

RV (X, V)Z

{RM(X,Y)Z + HyHyZ — HxHyZ| + {—%vg( KMY(X A Y)},

RV (X,Y)F
(RY (X, V)F)7a, Z)i

((R™ (X. V)F)pu) + {[RM(X. V), F] + HyHy F — HxHyF}. (12)
—~(RY" (X, V)Z, F),

X,Y,Z e I(TM), F € T(so(TM)). We denote by E(M, k) the sphere bundle of radius r associ-
ated to E(M, k) and h the Sasaki metric on E”(M, k).

The supra-curvature is deeply related to the geometry of (M, ( , )ra). Let us compute it in
some particular cases. This computation will be useful in the proof of Theorem 1] where we
will characterize the Riemannian manifolds with vanishing supra-curvature.

Supra-curvature of the Riemannian product of Riemannian manifolds.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M,{ , )ry) be the Riemannian product of p Riemannian manifolds
(M1,{, )., (Mp, ., )p)- Then the supra-curvature of (M, , Ytu) at a point x = (x1, ..., Xp)
is given by

{RVE[(X;I, X Y YW Z) = R (X0, YD)Zi + ... + RY" (X, Y,)Z,,
RV I(X1, - Xp)s (Y1, oo S YIF) = RV (X, YDOF + ...+ RV (X, V) F s

where X;, Y, Z; € T, M;, F € so(T:M), F; = pr,oFru, RY" is the supra-curvature of (M;, { , )i, k)
andi=1,...,p.

Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of the following formulas

RYIX,YIZ) = R™M(X\,Y)Z,....,R"(X,,Y,)Z,),
HxY = HyYi+...+HyY,,
HxF = HyFi+...+H}F,,
VEEMXAY) = Vi (K"™X AYD) + ..+ Vg, (KM)(X, AY),
where X = (Xi,...,X,), Y =(Y1,....Y,), Z= (Zy,...,Z,) and F; = pr; o Firy,. O

Supra-curvature of Riemannian manifolds with constant curvature.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that (M,{ , )ra) has constant sectional curvature ¢ and put @ =
%c(2 — ck). Then, for any X,Y € T(TM) and F € T'(so(T M)),

RV (X,Y)Z = 20X AY(Z) and R" (X,Y)F = —2w[X AY,F].
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Proof. The expression of RY" is given by (I2). We have HxY = —1RM(X,Y) = X A Y.
Moreover, since the curvature is constant then V¥(K™) = 0.
Now if (X;)?_, is a local frame of orthonormal vector fields then

1 1 S
(HxF.Yyru = —zkt(FoRY(X.V) = —2ck ) (FX). X AY(X))ru
i=1

1 n
= _ECk Z «Y, Xy rm(F X)), Xorm — (X, Xp)rm{F (X)), V)Tm)
o1
= —ckF(Y),X)rm.

Thus Hx F = ckF(X). So

[Hy,Hx1Z

%(HYRM@ X) + HxRY (Y, 2))
- %ck(RM(Z, X)Y + RM(Y, 2)X)

1
= —EckRM X, Y)Z

Thus
RV(X,Y)Z = %(2 — cRM(X, Y)Z = —%c(z — X A Y(2).
On the other hand,
[Hy, Hx]F = ck(HyF(X)— HxF(Y))
= S ekRY(Y, FOO) + RYE(Y), X)),
= —%czk([F,X A YD).
This completes the proof. O

Supra-curvature of some locally symmetric spaces. Let G be a compact connected Lie group
with g its Lie algebra and K be a closed subgroup of G with tits Lie algebra. Denoteby n : G —
G/K the canonical projection. Suppose that g = @ p with p is Adg-invariant, [p, p] C T and the
restriction of the Killing form B of g to p is negative definite. The scalar product { , ), = ABjpxp
with A < 0 defines a G-invariant Riemannian metric ( , )g;x on G/K which is locally symmetric.
For any X € f, we denote by @y the restriction of ady to p, then

so(p, (., )p) = P& (Pp), 13)

where (®y)* is the orthogonal with respect to the invariant scalar product on so(p,{ , )p),
(A, B) — —tr(AB).

Proposition 4.3. The supra-curvature of (G/K, <, gk, k) at n(e) is given by

RV (X, V)Z

k
[X.Y].2] -7 (Y, U@z = [X, U(@yz)])

RV (X,Y)F

[Pix.v1, Pxr ik yey] + [Prxys Fl,
16



where X,Y,Z € TyeG/K = p, F = adyr + F* € so(0,(, )p) = Ot ® (Op)* and U(F) is the
element of t given by

UF) = Y [Xi, FCX)),
i=1

(X1, ...,X,) an orthonormal basis of p.

Proof. The expression of RY is given by (I2). The curvature of G/K at ni(e) is given by (see [2,
Proposition 7.72])
RICX.NZ=IX.YZ], X.Y.Zev,

and V9/X(K/K) = 0. Choose (X;)"_, an orthonormal basis of p. We have

(HxF, Y ) (HxF,Y)y

k
= _5 <F(Xl)’ [[X7 Y],Xi]>P
Ak
= 3 Z B(F(X)), [[X, Y1, X:])
k
= 3 E (X, [X;, FOX)I1, Yy

Thus HxF = 4[X, U(F)]. We deduce that

1 1
HyHxZ — HxHyZ = _EHY((D[X,Z]) + EHX((D[Y,Z])
k k
= _Z[Y’ U(@x,7)] + Z[X’ U(Dyz)],
k k
HyHxF = HxHyF = =7 Quyxuen + 5 Puxvoe

k
= Z[CD[X,YJ,CDU(F)I
This gives the desired formulas. O

Supra-curvature of complex projective spaces. Let m : C"!'\ {0} — P*(C) be the natural
projection and 7, : §2"*! — P*(C) its restriction to $2"*! ¢ C™! \ {0}. For any m € 2!, put
F = ker((ms).)m and let F; be the orthogonal complementary subspace to F,, in T,(S n+ly,

TS =F,®F:.

We introduce the Riemannian metric {, )pr(c) on P*(C) so that the restriction of (r5). to F;; is an
isometry onto Ty (P"(C)). Let Jy be the canonical complex structures on C™! and the standard
complex structures J on P*(C) is given by

J(ﬂs)*v = (ﬂs)*JoV, VvV E F;

17



Proposition 4.4. The curvature and the supra-curvature of (P"(C), g, k) are given by

RFOXNZ = (X, Z)pucyY — (Y. Z)poyX = 2(JY, X)pucy I Z + (JZ, Yoy JX = (JZ, X)pu(y I Y,

R"X,1Z = (k-1(Y, Zypr )X — (X, Z)pcy)Y + 2(JY, X)prc) I Z)
+((2n + 3)]( - 1) ((JZ, X)prz(C)JY - <JZ, Y>Prz(C)JX) .
E k
RY X, F = (E—1)[F,X/\Y+JX/\JY]+2(JY,X)pn((C)[F,J]

k
+§([JOFOJ,X/\Y]—JOF(X)/\JY—JX/\JOF(Y)),

where X, Y,Z € T(TP"(C)) and F € T (so(T P"(C))).

Proof. The projection y : $?**! — P"(C) is a Riemannian submersion with totally geodesic
fiber and its O’Neill shape tensor is given by Ay: Y* = —(JoX", Y")cu1 JoN where N is the radial
vector field and X", ¥” are the horizontal lift of X, ¥ € T'(P"(C)). The expression of R”"© follows
from the formulas

RS (X", YMZ T o

(RP"OX,Z, Tprcy 0 s — 2Axn Y, ATy gons
HAWZ" A T gt — (Axn 2", Ayn Ty goun
RS (XM Yz = (X" A YMYZP.

To compute the supra-curvature, we use (I2)). We choose an orthonormal frame (X,')l.zf1 of P*(C).
We have

(HxF,Y)p:(c)

2n

k "

3 D AR OX X FXDpy
i=1

2n
k
= 3 Z (X, Xy pro) (Y, F(Xi)Yproy — (X, Xiyprio)(X, F(X))pr ey — 20 Y, Xy pro) (I Xi, F(Xi)) ()

i=1

+(JIX:, V) pr o) (I X, F(XD))pr(cy — (JXi, Xy pr)(JY, F(X)))pnc)]

k
= 5 UFX).Y)pic) = 20(F 0 IXIX. V)peey = (I FUD) oy + (TY FUX)) o))

Thus
HxF = k(F(X) —tr(F o J)JX — J o F o J(X)).

So
k o , y
HyHyxZ = —E(RP ©x,2)Y — te(RT"©(X,Z) 0 1)JY = J o RF"O(X, Z) 0 J(Y))

But R ©(X,Z) o J = J o RP'©(X, Z) and a direct computation gives that tr(J o R”"©(X, Y)) =
A(n + DY, X)pc).
So
HyHxZ = k (2(n + 1)(JZ X)pcyJY — R™"O(X, Z)Y)
k((Y, Z)Pu((c)X —(X, Y)pn((c)z —-{JY, Z)pn(C)JX +(JY, X)pn(((j)JZ +2(n+ 1){JZ, X)pn(C)JY) .

Thus
18



HyHxZ — HyHyZ = k((Y,Z)pucyX — (X, ZypucyY + 2(JY, X)pr) JZ
+(2n + 3) ((JZ, Xypuc)JY — (JZ, Yy pucy JX)).

Then
RV, NZ = (k= 1D{YZpcX — (X DpeyY + 20, X)puc)JZ)
+H(2n+ 3k = 1) ((JZ, X)preyJY = (JZ, Vypucy I X).
On the other hand,
HyHyF = k(HyF(X)—te(F o J)HyJX — HyJ o F o J(X))

= g(Y/\F(X)+JY/\FoJ(X)+JY/\JoF(X)—Y/\JoFoJ(X)
+2(J 0 F(X) = F 0 J(X), Y)pucyJ — tr(F o J) (Y AJX = JY A X + 2(X, Y)puc)J)).

So, since FIX)AY + X AF(Y) = [F,XAY]
HyHxF—HyxHyF = %([X/\ Y+JXAJY,Fl+[JoFoJXAY|=JoFX)AJY —JXAJoF(Y))),
and

[RP"O(X, ), F] = ~[XAY+IXAJY+2(JY, XJ)prc), F1 = =[XAY+IXAJY, F1-2(JY, X)puc)[J, F1.
Thus

RV (X, Y)F = [R"O(X,Y), F]+ HyHyxF — HyHyF

k k
(5= DIE.XAY + JX AJY]+ 2JY. X)puoy[F. 1+ ST 0 F o JX A Y]
—%(] o FX)AJY + JX A J o F(Y)).

O

Itis obvious thatif (M, {, )7 ) is flat then, for any k£ > 0, the supra-curvature of (M, (, Yru, k)
vanishes. Furthermore, according to Propositions . Tland 4.2} if (M, { , )7u) is the Riemannian
product of p Riemannian manifolds all having constant sectional curvature % then the supra-
curvature of (M, {, )rum, k) vanishes. Actually, there are the only cases where the supra-curvature
vanishes.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M, , Y1um) be a connected Riemannian manifold. Then the supra-curvature
of (M,{ , Yrum,k) vanishes if and only if the Riemannian universal cover of (M,{ , Yrm) is

isometric to (R", (, Y) x S™ (\/g) X...x S (\/g) where S" (\/g) is the Riemannian sphere
of dimension n;, of radius % and constant curvature %

Proof. Suppose that the supra-curvature of (M, { , )ru, k) vanishes and consider the Riemannian
covering (N, , )rn) of (M, {, Yrm). Since (M,{ , )rm) and (N,{ , )ry) are locally isometric
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then the supra-curvature of (N, { , )7, k) vanishes. This implies by virtue of (12)) that (N, {, )rn)
is locally symmetric and for any X, Y € I'(TN),

(RN(X, V)X, Y)rn = (HxY, HxY); > 0.

Thus (N,{ , )rny) has non-negative sectional curvature. Since N is simply-connected then
(N,{ , )rn) is a symmetric space. But a simply-connected symmetric space is the Rieman-
nian product of a Euclidean space and a finite family of irreducible symmetric spaces (see [2,
Theorem 7.76]). Thus, (N, {, Yrn) = (E,{, Y0) X (N1,{, 1) X...X(Np,{, ),) where (E,{, )o)
is flat and the (N, (, );) are irreducible symmetric spaces with non-negative sectional curvature.
This implies that the N; are compact and Einstein. According to Proposition ] the vanishing of
the supra-curvature of (N, (, )rn, k) implies the vanishing of the supra-curvature of (N;, { , )i, k)
fori=1,...,p.

Leti € {1,..., p} and denote by n; the dimension of N;. The symmetric space N; can be iden-
tified to G/K, where G is the component of the identity of the group of isometries of (N, { , );)
and K is the isotropy at some point. Moreover, the Lie algebra g of G has a splitting g = @ p
where f is the Lie algebra of K and [p, p] C . Since N; is Einstein, the metric in restriction to p
is proportional to the restriction of the Killing form.

The vanishing of the supra-curvature of (N;, (, );, k) implies, by virtue of the second formula
in Proposition 3] [®y, ,;, @] = 0. This relation and the fact that [p, p] is an ideal of f imply
that @y, ) is an ideal of so(p). But if dim p # 4 then the real Lie algebra so(p) is simple (see [9,
Theorem 6.105 ]) and, in this case, @[y = 0 or @, = so(p). If @y, = 0 then RV = 0 and we

ni(ni=1)

get the result. Otherwise, dimf > dim @; > dimso(p) = =5—. So

i(ni +1
dimG =dimt + n; > M

But the dimension of the group of isometries is always less or equal to W with equality when
the manifold has constant curvature. Thus dimG = @ and hence N; has constant curvature.

If dimp =4, (N;, (, ) is a Einstein four dimensional homogeneous space and according to the
main result in [6], (NV;, (, );) is isometric to S*(r), S*(r) x S*(r) or P2(C). But Proposition [4.4]
shows that the supra-curvature of P%(C) doesn’t vanishes and Proposition [4.2] shows that S"(r)

has vanishing supra-curvature if and only if r = \/g . This completes the proof. |

4.2. Geometry of (EV(M, k), h) when M is locally symmetric
The following proposition is a key step in order to apply Theorems[3.2land[3.3]to E(M, k).

Proposition 4.5. If M is locally symmetric then VM'E (RVE) =0.

Proof. Assume that M is locally symmetric which is equivalent to VM(K™) = 0. Note first that
VMERY") = 0 if and only if for any curve y : [a,b] — M, V1, Vs, Vs : [a,b] — TM parallel
vector fields along c and F : [a, b] — so(T M) parallel section along c then RVE(Vl, V»)V3 and
RVE(Vl, V,)F are parallel along c. But RM(V, V) V3 is parallel, Hy,V, and Hy, F are also parallel
and by using (I2) we can conclude. |

The following theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem [3.2] Theorem [3.3] and
Proposition
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Theorem 4.2. 1. If (M, {, Yrm) is locally symmetric and its sectional curvature is positive
then, for r sufficiently small, (E" (M, k), h) has nonnegative sectional curvature.
2. If M is compact with positive Ricci curvature or locally symmetric with positive Ricci
curvature, then for r sufficiently small the Ricci curvature of (E?(M, k), h) is positive.

When M has positive constant sectional curvature one can apply Theorem[4.2]but in this case
we can apply Remark[2]to get a better result.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M,{ , Yrm) be a Riemannian manifold with positive constant sectional cur-
vature c. Then, for k close to %, (EY(M, k), h) has nonnegative sectional curvature.

Proof. Suppose that M of constant curvature c. Let us find in this case a K as in (8). For any
X,Y,Z e (TM) and F € I'(so(T M)), we have

IRY (X, Y)(Z + F)| < IR" (X, V)Z| + [R" (X, Y)F].
From Proposition we get that
IRV (X, V)Z| < 4lz|IX||IYlIZ] and R (X,Y)F = 2w (F(X)AY + X A F(Y)).

Let us compute |F(X) A Y|. Let (X;)!_, be a local orthonormal frame of 7M. Then

IFX)AYP? = —ktr(F(X)AY)%)
= k) (FX)ANY(X), FX)AY(X))rm
i=1
= kZ«Y, Xyt F(X) = (F(X), X Y, (Y, Xid)ra F(X) = (F(X), Xi)rm Y)m
i=1
= 2KFQOPIYP + 2k(F(X), Y)7,, < 4FPIXPIYP.
Finally,

IRY (X, Y)(Z + F)| < 8|@|IX||Y|(1Z] + |F).

So we can take K = 8|w| which goes to zero when k goes to % Thus when £ is close to % the
inequality (@) holds and we get the desired result. (|

4.3. Riemannian manifolds whose (EM(M, k), h) is Einstein

It has been proved in [3] that (T M, h) is Einstein if and only if dim M = 2 and either M is
flat or has constant curvature ,iz We have a more rich situation in the case of (E/(M, k), h).
Theorem 4.4. Let (M,{ , Y7u) be a connected Riemannian manifold. Then:

1. (E(M, k), h) is Einstein with Einstein constant A if and only if the Riemannian covering
of (M, {, Yrm) is locally isometric to the Riemannian product S” ( \/g) X...XSP ( \/g) of

q spheres of dimension p and radius \/g with

_2p-D _grlgp+1) -4

A
k 2r2

2. (EY(M, k), h) can never have a constant sectional curvature.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorems[3.1]and [4.1] O
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4.4. Scalar curvature of(E(’)(M, k), h)
As an application of Theorem[3.6], we have the following result:

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that (M, { , Yru) has constant sectional curvature c. Then (E?)(M, k), h)
has constant scalar curvature if and only if either n =3, c = 0orc > 0and k = %

Proof. The scalar curvature 7 is giving by, for (x, Z + F) € E"(M, k)
1 1
T, Z+F)=n(n—-1c+ —m-1)(m-2) - fo(Z+ F,Z+F),
I
where
1
&E(Z+FZ+F)=2w*(n-DZ+FP +20*(n-3)|F?, w= Zc(z — ck).

So we get the desired result. O

We end this subsection by giving all two-dimensional Riemannian manifolds (M, { , )ru) for
which (E®(M, k), h) has constant scalar curvature.

Proposition 4.6. Let (M, , )rym) be a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold with curvature
RM(X,Y) = —CX A Y with C € C®(M). Then, for any X,Y € I(TM) and F € T(so(T M)),

RV (X,V)Z = —wX/\Y(Z)+%Z(C)X/\Y and R" (X,Y)F = —w[XAY, F1+k(F(X), Y)rmgrad(C),

where @ = %C (2—-kC)and X N'Y is the skew-symmetric endomorphism of T M given by
XNY(Z) =Y, Z)yruX — (X, Z)ruY.

Proof. According to (12),
. 1
RV (X,Y,Z) = RM(X,Y,Z) + HyHxZ — HxHyZ — Evy (KMYX A Y),

where HxY = —3R™(X,Y) = JCX A Y and

1 1 . ©
(HxF,Y)ry = _Ek tr(F o RM(X,Y)) = _ECk Z(F(Xi),x ANYX))ry = —CKF(Y), X)rm.

i=1

Thus HyF = CkF(X) and
1 1
HyHxZ — HyHyZ = 5C2k(x AZ(Y)-Y ANZ(X)) = 5c21<X AY(2).

Moreover,

VMEMYX AY) VIEKMX AY)) = KM(VYX AY) - KM(X A VYY)
~VICXAY)+CVYXAY +CXAVYY

~Z(O)X A Y.

By adding the expressions above we get the first formula.
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On the other hand,
RV (X, Y)F = {(R™ (X, Y)F)rar} + {[R™(X, ), F1 + HyHyF - HxHyF},
where

(RY (X, Y)F)rm, Z)i —~(R"" (X, Y)Z, F);

= —%Z(CXX/\ Y, Fi

k n
= —5(erad(C). Zru Z]<x A Y (X)), F(X))rm

= KFX),Y)ru(grad(C), Z)rum.

Thus (RY (X, Y)F)ry = k(F(X), Y)rygrad(C). Furthermore,
[Hy, Hx]F = Ck(HyF(X)—HyF(Y)) = —%Ck(RM(Y, F(X))+RM(F(Y), X)) = —%Czk([F,X/\ YD.

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 4.6. Let (M,{ , )rm) be a 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold. Then (EM(M, k), h)
has constant scalar curvature if and only if (M, { , )rm) has constant curvature C = 0 or C = %

Proof. We choose an orthonormal basis (X}, X») such that Ric¥(X;) = p;X; and we put Fj, =
‘/—lz_le A X5. The family (Xi, X2, F'12) is a local orthonormal frame of E(M, k). We have, for any

vector field Z,

1 k
RV (X1,X2)Z = ~5CQ-kC)Xi AXo(Z)  and RV (X1, X2)F12 = — \/; grad(C).

Then,
EX,X) = 2o +k(X(C))% i=1,2
&F1n,Fio) = Kgrad(C)P,
X1, X2) = kX1(O)X2(0),
EXi Fr) = @ V2Kgrad(€), Xi A Xa(X), i=1,2.
On the other hand

IRV = 4w + 2k|grad(C).

Suppose that (E(M, k), h) has constant scalar curvature. The equation (IQ) gives, for F1,
4w? - klgrad(C)[* = 0.
We eliminate Igrad(C)I2 in the equation (1)), to find
24C - 3C*(2 - kC)* = constant.

So C must be constantand C = Q or C = % O
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5. The Sasaki metric with positive scalar curvature on the unit bundle of three dimensional
unimodular Lie groups

The purpose of this section is to prove the following result.

Theorem 5.1. Let G be a three dimensional connected unimodular Lie group. Then there exists
a left invariant Riemannian metric on G such that (T'VG, h) has positive scalar curvature.

Proof. Let G be a connected 3-dimensional unimodular Lie group with left invariant metric.
By using an argument developed in [13], there exists an orthonormal basis (X;, X», X3) of left
invariant vector fields such that

(X1, X2l =mX3, [X1,X3]=nX, and [X;, X3] = pX;.

By straightforward computation using the Koszul formula, we get that the Levi-Civita con-
nexion in this case is given by

Vi, = (mtn-pXsAXa,
Vi, = (men+pXiAXa,
Vx3 = (—m+n+p)X1 /\Xz.

Thus, we obtain the following formula for the Riemann curvature tensor RG
RE(X:, X)) = pijXi A X,

where i, j € {1,2,3},i < j and y;; are constants given by

i((p+n+m)(—n—p+m)+(—p+m+n)(—n—p+m)+(—p+n+m)(p+n+m)),

Hiz =
g = —%((—p+n+m)(—n—p+m)+<p+n+m>(—n—p+m)—<—p+m+n)<p+n+m)),
M3 = —%((—p+m+n)(p+n+m)—(—p+m+n)(—n—p+m)+(p+n+m)(—n—p+m)).

The scalar curvature of the unit tangent sphere bundle (7'VG, i) of G equipped with the Sasaki
metric is given by, for any (x,a) € TVG

1
T(x,a) =1 — p1p — p13 — po3 — thx(a, a),
where £(a,a) = 37 _ IRY(X;, Xj)al*. We have

X1, X1) =20, + piy). E(X. X)) =207, +p33)  and (X3, X3) = 2(u7y + 1433).

Put
A = #?2 +,u%3 + 42 + p13 + 3 — 1),
Ay = ppy o+ A + s+ s — D),
A3 = gy + s+ A + s+ s = 1),

Then, the scalar curvature 7 of (TVG, h) is positive if and only if A; < O foralli € {1,2, 3}. There

are values for parameters m, n and p for which 4; is negative for all i € {1, 2, 3}.
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. Form =

%, n= % and p = i : In this case, the Lie group G is isomorphic to the group

SO@3), or SUQ3),

Lo S43127 s4S675 542035
"7 7165888 2T 165888 > 7 7165888

2. Form=4%n=1%tandp=-1:G=SLQ2,R)or0(1,2),
505879 _ 504059 522259
' 7165888 T 165888 > 7 7165888
3. Form = %,nz%andsz:G%E(Z),
L 33547 _ 3347 33847
"7 710368 7T 10368 37710368
4. Form=4n=3fandp=0:G=E(,1),
33547 33347 33847
D= ly=— and A3 = -,
L= 770368 27 10368 MY P T TT0368
5.Form=4%n=-tandp=0:G=HQ3,R),
33547 33347 33847
A= T03es” 27 TToses ™M T TTo3es
O
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