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BASIC KIRWAN INJECTIVITY AND ITS APPLICATIONS

YI LIN AND XIANGDONG YANG

Abstract. Consider the Hamiltonian action of a torus on a transversely symplectic foliation

that is also Riemannian. When the transverse hard Lefschetz property is satisfied, we

establish a foliated version of the Kirwan injectivity theorem, and use it to study Hamiltonian

torus actions on transversely Kähler foliations. Among other things, we prove a foliated

analogue of the Carrell–Liberman theorem. As an application, this confirms a conjecture

raised by Battaglia–Zaffran on the basic Hodge numbers of symplectic toric quasifolds. Our

methods also allow us to present a symplectic approach to the calculation of the Betti

numbers of symplectic toric quasifolds as diffeological spaces.

1. Introduction

Reinhart [26] introduced the notion of basic cohomology as a cohomology theory for the leaf

space of a foliation. It turns out to be a very useful tool in the study of Riemannian foliations.

Killing foliation is an important class of Riemannian foliations, and is known to possess a

type of “internal” symmetry given by the transverse action of their structural Lie algebras.

In order to study this important type of symmetries, Goertsches–Töben [11] proposed the

notion of equivariant basic cohomology, and established a Borel type localization theorem

for the transverse actions of structural Lie algebras on Killing foliations. Lin–Sjamaar [22]

generalized their result to the transverse isometric action of an arbitrary Lie algebra on a

general Riemannian foliation.

In a different direction, Lin–Sjamaar [21] considered Hamiltonian action of a compact

Lie group on a transversely symplectic foliation. They discovered that when the action is

clean, components of a moment map must be Morse–Bott functions, and extended Atiyah–

Guillemin–Sternberg–Kirwan convexity theorem to clean Hamiltonian actions. Lin–Yang

[23] studied Hamiltonian actions on a transversely symplectic foliation from Hodge theoretic

viewpoint, and established in this setup the equivariant formality result for the equivariant

basic cohomology.

In this paper, we set ourselves a modest goal of applying the symplectic methods developed

in [21], [23] and [22] to derive some interesting applications in the geometry and topology

of foliations. We first present a quick proof of a foliated version of the Kirwan injectivity

theorem for transversely symplectic foliations (Theorem 3.5), then move on to use it to

study Hamiltonian torus actions on transversely symplectic and Kähler foliations. When the

action preserves the transversely holomorphic structure, we obtain a foliation analogue of the

Carrell–Lieberman theorem [8] and establish the vanishing of certain basic Hodge numbers

(Theorem 5.2). When the Hamiltonian action is clean and the fixed leaf set consists entirely

Date: July 28, 2022.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 57S25; 57R91.

Key words and phrases. transversely symplectic foliations, basic cohomology, Kirwan injectivity.
1

http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.06187v3


2 YI LIN AND XIANGDONG YANG

of isolated closed leaves, we prove that the odd dimensional basic Betti number must vanish,

and that the basic Euler characteristic number is given by the total number of the vertices

in the moment polytope.

Out of any non-rational simple polytope, Prato [25, Section 3] proposed a variation of the

Delzant construction and constructed a generalized version of a symplectic toric manifold,

called a symplectic toric quasifold. Subsequently, Battaglia–Prato [3] introduced complex

toric quasifolds for simplicial polytopal fans, and clarified the connections between the sym-

plectic and complex approaches to toric quasifolds. Since then, much research has been done

to understand the cohomology of a toric quasifold. Battaglia [4] first determined the betti

numbers of the De Rham cohomology of a toric quasifold. Battaglia–Zaffran [5] noted that

complex toric quasifolds could be realized as the leaf spaces of holomorphic foliations on com-

pact LVMB complex manifolds, and extended Battaglia’s result in the framework of basic

Betti numbers for foliations. In a follow up work [6], Battaglia–Zaffran also explained in de-

tails the relation between LVM manifolds and complex and symplectic toric quasifolds. These

methods and results were further developed in [15] and [16]. Among other things, Ishida–

Krutowiski–Panov [16] computed the basic cohomology ring of any complex moment-angle

manifold.

From our viewpoint, Prato’s toric quasifolds provide a rich and interesting class of Hamil-

tonian torus actions on transversely Kähler foliations to which our general results apply very

well. Indeed, our foliation analogue of the Carrell–Liberman theorem provides a positive

answer to a conjecture raised by Battaglia–Zaffran [5], which asserts that the basic Hodge

numbers of toric quasifolds are concentrated on the main diagonal. As an aside, we also

present a purely symplectic method of computing the betti numbers of a symplectic toric

quasifold as a diffeological space, c.f. [17]. Our method appears to be new even for sym-

plectic toric manifolds (cf. [7, Theorem I.3.6]). It relies on the extensions of two important

facts in equivariant symplectic geometry to the realm of Hamiltonian actions on transversely

symplectic foliations: the uniqueness of the minimal critical submanifold of a component of a

moment map, and the slice theorem for Hamiltonian torus actions. It may also be noteworthy

that our main results apply to a wider class of transversely Kähler foliations which may not

admit a large symmetry from a torus of greatest possible dimension.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 recalls the definitions of transverse

geometric structures on foliations. Section 3 reviews the equivariant basic cohomology and

establishes the Kirwan injectivity theorem. Section 4 proves some useful facts on clean

Hamiltonian torus actions. Section 5 proves an analogue of the Carrell–Liberman theorem in

a foliated setting, as well as a result on the basic Betti numbers and basic Euler characteristic

numbers of transversely symplectic foliations with Hamiltonian torus actions. Section 6

applies the main results to determine the basic Hodge numbers and basic Betti numbers of

symplectic toric quasifolds.

2. Transverse geometric structures on foliations

Let F be a foliation on a smooth manifold M , and let TF be the tangent bundle of the

foliation. Throughout this paper we denote by X(F) ⊂ X(M) the subspace of vector fields

tangent to the leaves of F . We say that a vector field X ∈ X(M) is foliate, if [X,Y ] ∈ X(F)
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for all Y ∈ X(F). We will denote by R(F) the space of foliate vector fields on (M,F). Clearly

we have that X(F) ⊂ R(F). In this context, a transverse vector field is an equivalence class

in the quotient space R(F)/X(F). The space of transverse vector fields, denoted by X(M,F),

forms a Lie algebra with a Lie bracket inherited from the natural one on R(F). The space

of basic forms on M is defined to be

Ω(M,F) =
{

α ∈ Ω(M) | ι(X)α = L(X)α = 0, for X ∈ X(F)
}

.

Since the exterior differential operator d preserves basic forms, we obtain a sub-complex

{Ω∗(M,F), d} of the usual de Rham complex, called the basic de Rham complex. The asso-

ciated cohomology H∗(M,F) is called the basic cohomology.

Definition 2.1. A transverse Riemannian metric on a foliation (M,F) is a Riemannian

metric g on the normal bundle N = TM/TF of the foliation, such that L(X)g = 0, for any

X ∈ X(F). We say that F is a Riemannian foliation if there exists a transverse Riemannian

metric on (M,F). Let q be the co-dimension of a Riemannian foliation F on a compact

manifold M . We say that F is taut if Hq(M,F) = R, .

Definition 2.2. Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold. A k dimensional vector bundle π : E →
M is said to be foliated, if it is equipped with a foliation F̃ , of the same dimension as F ,

whose leaves are transversal to the fibers of π and mapped by π to those of F . When this is

the case, a section s : M → E is said to be a foliated section, if it maps a leaf of F in M into

a leaf of F̃ in E.

It is well-known that the normal bundle N of the foliation F is an important example of

a foliated vector bundle, which is naturally equipped with a foliation F̃ induced by the Bott

connection. As a result, the dual vector bundle N∗ of N , and the determinant line bundle

L = ∧qN∗ of N∗, are also foliated vector bundles over M , where q = codim(F). Clearly,

there is a natural one-to-one correspondence between the space of foliated sections of L∗ and

the space of basic forms of top degrees on M . We say that (M,F) is transversely orientable,

if there is a nowhere vanishing foliated section of L, or equivalently, there is a top degree

no-where vanishing basic form on M . A transverse orientation is an equivalence class of the

following equivalence relations on the space of top degree basic forms: α ∼ β, ifα = fβ for

some positive basic function f on M .

If (M,F) is equipped with a transverse Riemannian metric g, then g induces a point-wise

Riemannian norm on the space of basic forms of top degrees. In this context, a transverse

volume form is a no-where vanishing basic form of top degree whose induced point-wise Rie-

mannian norm equals one everywhere. A transverse volume form for a transverse Riemannian

metric g on (M,F) exists if and only if (M,F) is transversely orientable. Moreover, when

(M,F) is transversely orientable, then a given transverse orientation class on (M,F) contains

a unique transverse volume.

Let (M,F) be a Riemannian foliation with a transverse metric g, and let X be a transverse

vector field. Define L(X)g = L(X)g, where X is a foliate vector field that represents X . It is

straightforward to check that this definition does not depend on the choice of a foliate vector

representing X. A transverse vector field X is said to be transversely Killing if L(X)g = 0.

Suppose that both X and Y are transversely Killing. Then it follows easily from the Cartan
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identities that [X,Y ] is also transversely Killing. In other words, the space of transversely

Killing vector fields, which we denote by Iso(M,F), forms a Lie subalgebra of X(M,F).

Definition 2.3. A transverse almost complex structure J on (M,F) is an almost complex

structure J : TM/TF → TM/TF such that L(X)J = 0, for any X ∈ X(F). A transverse

almost complex structure J on (M,F) is said to be integrable, if for every p ∈ M , there

exists an open neighborhood U of p, such that for any two transverse vector fields X and Y

on U with respect to the foliation F|U , the Nijenhaus tensor

NJ (X,Y ) = [JX,J Y ]− J [JX,Y ]− J [X,J Y ]− [X,Y ]

vanishes.

An integrable transverse almost complex structure is also called a transverse complex struc-

ture. The foliation F is said to be transversely holomorphic if there is a transverse complex

structure J on (M,F).

Definition 2.4. Let F be a foliation on a smooth manifoldM . We say that F is a transversely

symplectic foliation, if there exists a closed 2-form ω, called a transversely symplectic form,

such that for each x ∈ M , the kernel of ωx coincides with TxF .

Definition 2.5. A transversely Kähler structure on (M,F) consists of a transverse complex

structure J and a transverse Riemannian metric g, such that the tensor field ω defined by

ω(X,Y ) = g(X,J Y ) is transversely symplectic when considered as a 2-form on M given by

the injection ∧2N∗ → ∧2T ∗M , where N∗ is the dual of the normal bundle of the foliation.

The 2-form ω will be called a transversely Kähler form. We say that F is a transversely

Kähler foliation if there exists a transversely Kähler structure on (M,J ).

A submanifold X of a foliated manifold (M,F) is said to be saturated, if any leaves of

F that intersect X non-trivially must be contained in X. Let (g,J ) be a transversely

Kähler structure on (M,F) and X a saturated submanifold of (M,F). We say that X is a

transversely Kähler submanifold if TX/T (F|X), the normal bundle of the restricted foliation

F|X , is invariant under the transverse complex structure J .

Lemma 2.6. Let (M,F) be a transversely Kähler foliation, let X be a transversely Kähler

submanifold of M such that the restricted foliation F|X has a co-dimension 2k in X, and let

ω be the transversely Kähler form on (M,F) as given in Definition 2.5. Then ωX = ω|X is

a transversely Kähler form on X. Moreover, if we denote by νX the transverse volume form

on X determined by the transverse orientation of ωk
X , then

ωk
X =

1

k!
νX .

Proof. The standard argument in Kähler geometry (for the case of a point foliation) extends to

the present situation without any essential changes. We refer to [12, Page 31] for details. �

Applying the basic Hodge theory developed in [19], the following foliated version of the

∂̄∂-lemma was shown in [9, Lemma 1].
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Theorem 2.7. Suppose that F is a taut transversely Kähler foliation on a compact manifold

M . Then on the space of basic forms Ω(M,F) the following ∂̄∂-lemma holds.

ker ∂̄ ∩ im ∂ = im ∂̄ ∩ ker ∂ = im ∂̄∂.

3. Kirwan injectivity theorem for the equivariant basic cohomology

In this section, we prove a foliated version of the Kirwan injectivity theorem. We begin

with a review of the notion of transverse Lie algebra actions, and the associated notion of

equivariant basic cohomology.

Definition 3.1. A transverse action of a Lie algebra g on a foliated manifold (M,F) is a

Lie algebra homomorphism

g −→ X(M,F). (3.1)

A transverse action of g on (M,F) is said to be isometric, if the image of the map (3.1) lies

inside Iso(M,F).

Suppose that there is a transverse action of a Lie algebra g on a foliated manifold (M,F).

For all ξ ∈ g, we will denote by ξM the transverse vector that is the image of ξ under (3.1),

and by ξM the foliate vector that represents ξM . For α ∈ Ω(M,F), define

ι(ξ)α = ι(ξM )α, L(ξ)α = L(ξM )α.

Since α is basic, the contraction and Lie derivative operations defined above do not depend

on the choices of representatives of the transverse vector field ξM . Goertsches–Töben [11,

Proposition 3.12] observed that they obey the usual rules of Cartan’s differential calculus,

namely [L(ξ),L(η)] = L([ξ, η]) etc. To put it another way, a transverse g-action equips

the basic de Rham complex Ω(M,F) with the structure of a g⋆-algebra in the sense of [13,

Chapter 2]. Therefore there is a well-defined Cartan model of the g⋆-algebra Ω(M,F) given

by

Ωg(M,F) := [Sg∗ ⊗ Ω(M,F)]g.

An element of Ωg(M,F) can be naturally identified with an equivariant polynomial map from

g to Ω(M,F), and is called an equivariant basic differential form.

The equivariant basic Cartan complex has a bigrading given by

Ωi,j
g (M,F) = [Sig∗ ⊗ Ωj−i(M,F)]g;

moreover, it is equipped with the vertical differential 1 ⊗ d, which we abbreviate to d, and

the horizontal differential d′, which is defined by

(d′α)(ξ) = −ι(ξ)α(ξ), ∀ ξ ∈ g.

As a single complex, Ωg(M,F) has a grading given by

Ωk
g(M,F) =

⊕

i+j=k

Ωi,j
g (M,F),

and a total differential dg = d+ d′, which is called the equivariant exterior differential. The

equivariant basic de Rham cohomology Hg(M,F) of the transverse g-action on (M,F) is

defined to be the total cohomology of the Cartan complex {Ωg(M,F), dg}.
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Now let G be a compact connected Lie group with Lie algebra g. A transverse action of

G on a foliated manifold (M,F) is simply a transverse action of its Lie algebra g on (M,F).

The equivariant basic cohomology of a transverse G-action on (M,F) is defined to be

HG(M,F) := Hg(M,F).

We say that the action of a Lie group G on a foliated manifold (M,F) is foliate, if the

action preserves the foliation structure. Suppose that there is a foliate G-action on a foliated

manifold (M,F). Then we have the following commutative diagram

g

##●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

// R(F)

pr

��

X(M,F).

Here the horizontal map is induced by the infinitesimal action of g on M , and the vertical

map is the natural projection. Thus a foliate action of G naturally induces a transverse action

of G. As transverse vector fields are not genuine vector fields on M , the converse may not

be true.

Definition 3.2. ([22]) Consider the action of a Lie group G with Lie algebra g on a foliated

manifold M with a transversely symplectic foliation (F , ω). We say that the action of G is

Hamiltonian, if there exists a G-equivariant map Φ : M → g∗, called the moment map, such

that

ι(ξM )ω = d〈Φ, ξ〉, for all ξ ∈ g.

Here ξM is the fundamental vector field on M generated by ξ, and 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual

pairing between g∗ and g. It is easy to check that a Hamiltonian action must automatically

be foliate.

Definition 3.3. A foliate G-action on (M,F ,J ) is holomorphic, if the induced G-action on

the normal bundle of the foliation TM/TF preserves the transverse complex structure J .

We recall the following equivariant formality result proved in [23, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 3.4 (Equivariant Formality [23, Theorem 1.1]). Consider the Hamiltonian action

of a compact group G on a transversely symplectic foliation (F , ω) over a compact manifold

M . Suppose that (M,F , ω) satisfies the transverse hard Lefschetz property. Then there is a

canonical (Sg∗)G-module isomorphism from the equivariant basic cohomology HG(M,F) to

(Sg∗)G ⊗H(M,F).

As a direct application of Theorem 3.4 and the Borel localization result in [22], we establish

the following foliated version of the Kirwan injectivity theorem in symplectic geometry.

Theorem 3.5. Let (M,F) be a transversely symplectic foliation on a closed manifold M that

is also Riemannian. Suppose that (M,F) satisfies the transverse hard Lefschetz property, that

there is a Hamiltonian action of a compact torus G on M . Let X be the fixed-leaf set of M

and i : X →֒ M the inclusion map. Then the localization homomorphism in equivariant basic

cohomology

i∗ : HG(M,F) −→ HG(X,F)
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is injective.

Proof. By assumption, there is a transverse Riemannian metric g on (M,F). By averaging

over the compact torus G we may assume that the induced transverse action of G is isometric.

Then by [22, Theorem 4.7] connected components of the fixed-leaf set X are F-saturated

submanifolds of M that are invariant under the action of G. By [22, Theorem 5.1], the kernel

of the restriction homomorphism

i∗ : HG(M,F) → HG(X,F) (3.2)

is a Sg∗-torsion submodule. However, by Theorem 3.4 HG(M,F) is a free Sg∗-module.

Therefore the map (3.2) must be injective. �

According to El Kacimi-Alaoui [19, Section 3.4.7], any taut transversely Kähler foliation

on closed manifolds must satisfy the transverse hard Lefschetz property. As an immediate

consequence of Theorem 3.5 we have the following result.

Corollary 3.6. Let F be a taut transversely Kähler foliation on a closed manifold M . Sup-

pose that there is a Hamiltonian action of a compact torus G on (M,F) that is also holo-

morphic. Then the restriction homomorphism

i∗ : HG(M,F) → HG(X,F)

is injective, where X is the fixed-leaf set.

4. Clean Hamiltonian torus actions on transversely symplectic foliations

In this section we collect some useful facts on the image of a moment map of a clean

Hamiltonian torus action, which we need later in this paper. We recall the definition of clean

group actions on foliated manifolds.

Definition 4.1. ([21, Section 2.6]) Consider the foliate action of a Lie group G on a foliated

manifold (M,F). We say that the G-action on M is clean, if there exists an immersed

connected normal Lie subgroup N of G, called the null subgroup, such that

Tx(N · x) = Tx(G · x) ∩ TxF , for all x ∈ M.

Definition 4.2. Suppose that F is a transversely symplectic foliation on a manifold M , and

that there is a clean foliate action of a compact torus T with Lie algebra t on (M,F). For

all x ∈ M , set

tx̄ = {ζ ∈ t | ζM (x) ∈ TxF}.
We say that ξ ∈ t is generic, if

ξ /∈
⋃

tx̄ 6=t

tx̄.

Remark 4.3. Suppose that N is the null subgroup of T , and that n = Lie(N). Since the

action of T is assumed to be clean, it is straightforward to check that tx̄ = tx + n. If M

is compact, then there are only finitely many distinct isotropy subalgebras tx, and so only

finitely many Lie subalgebras tx̄.
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Throughout the rest of this section, we assume that there is an effective and clean Hamil-

tonian action of a compact torus T on a transversely symplectic foliation F over a compact

manifold M , that the null group is N with a Lie algebra n, and that Φ : M → t∗ is a moment

map, where t = Lie(T ).

Lemma 4.4. For any generic element ξ ∈ t∗, the critical subset Crit (Φξ) of Φξ coincides

with X, the set of fixed leaves under the action of T .

Proof. It suffices to show that Crit (Φξ) ⊂ X. Suppose that x ∈ M is a critical point of Φξ.

Then it follows from the Hamiltonian equation ι(ξM )ω = dΦξ that ξM is tangent to the leaf

at x. This shows that ξM ∈ tx. Since ξ is generic, we must have that tx̄ = t. Thus for all

ζ ∈ t, the vector field ζM must be tangent to the leaf at x. It follows that the leaf through x

is invariant under the action of T . This completes the proof of Lemma 4.4. �

Lemma 4.5. The image ∆ = Φ(M) of the moment map is a convex polytope, called the

moment polytope, contained in the annihilator of n in g∗. Moreover, for any face F ⊂ ∆, the

set Φ−1(F ) is a connected F-saturated T -invariant submanifold of M to which the restriction

of F is transversely symplectic.

Proof. The first assertion was shown in [21, Theorem 3.5.1]. Now let

hF = {ξ ∈ t | ∀x ∈ F, 〈x, ξ〉 = maxy∈∆〈y, ξ〉, or 〈x, ξ〉 = miny∈∆〈y, ξ〉},

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the dual pairing between t∗ and t. Then it is easy to see that hF is a

Lie subalgebra of Lie(T ) that contains n, and that Φ−1(F ) is a disjoint union of connected

components of

M [hF ] = {x ∈ M | ξM (x) ∈ TxF , for all ξ ∈ hF },

where ξM denotes the fundamental vector field on M generated by ξ ∈ hF . It follows from

[21, Proposition 3.4.4] that each connected component of Φ−1(F ) must be a F-saturated

submanifold of M to which the restriction of F is transversely symplectic. To finish the proof

of Lemma 4.5, it suffices to show that Φ−1(F ) is connected. By mathematical induction on

the co-dimension of F in ∆, we may assume that F is a facet of ∆. In this case, hF /n is one

dimensional. Choose a vector ζ ∈ hF such that its image under the quotient map hF → hF /n

is not zero. Then Φ−1(F ) is precisely the maximum or minimal critical submanifold of Φζ .

Note that by [21, Theorem 3.4.5] Φζ is a Morse–Bott function with even indices. It now

follows from a classical result of Atiyah [2, Lemma 2.1] that Φ−1(F ) must be connected. �

Let ξ ∈ t be a generic element. Then by Lemma 4.4, the critical subset of Φξ coincides

with the set of fixed leaves under the action of the full torus G. Therefore it follows from [21,

Theorem 3.5.1] that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the connected components

of critical submanifold of the Morse–Bott function Φξ and the vertices of the moment polytope

∆ = Φ(M).

Definition 4.6. Fix a generic element ξ ∈ t. We will say that a vertex λ ∈ ∆ has index l

relative to the Morse–Bott function Φξ, if the corresponding critical submanifold Φ−1(λ) has

Morse index l. The index of the vertex λ will be denoted by indξ(λ).
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Lemma 4.7. Let ξ ∈ t be a generic element, and let F be a non-empty face of the moment

polytope ∆. Then there is a unique vertex of F , denoted by λF , such that

indξ(λF ) < indξ(ν), (4.1)

for all vertices ν ∈ F with ν 6= λF . The point λF will be called the vertex of F with the

minimal index.

Proof. Note that by Lemma 4.5 the set Y = Φ−1(F ) is a connected F-saturated T -invariant

submanifold of M to which the restriction of F is transversely symplectic. Clearly, the action

of T on (Y,F|Y ) is also clean and Hamiltonian. Thus by [21, Theorem 3.4.5], the function

Φξ|Y is also a Morse–Bott function with even indexes. As a result, the restriction of Φξ to Y

must have a unique local minimum on Y , see [2, Lemma 2.1]. It follows from Lemma 4.4 and

[21, Theorem 3.5.1] that this local minimum coincides with Φ−1(λF ) for some vertex λF ∈ F .

Finally, (4.1) follows from the uniqueness of the local minimum. �

5. Basic Hodge numbers and basic Betti numbers

5.1. A foliated Carrell–Lieberman-type theorem. Let J be a transversely holomorphic

structure on a foliation (M,F). Then J induces a direct sum decomposition of the complex

of basic forms

Ω(M,F) =
⊕

p,q≥0

Ωp,q(M,F),

where by definition a basic form α ∈ Ωp,q(M,F) if and only if Jα = (
√
−1)p−qα. Let α be a

basic form of (p, q)-type. Define ∂̄α to be the component of dα that lies in Ωp,q+1(M,F), and

∂α the component of dα that lies in Ωp+1,q(M,F). Then the exterior differential d naturally

splits as d = ∂̄ + ∂.

Now suppose that there is a foliate action of a compact Lie group G with Lie algebra g on

(M,F) which preserves the transversely holomorphic structure J . Since the action of G is

holomorphic, Ωp,q(M,F) is a G-module for all (p, q). Thus the space

Ωp,q
g (M) :=

⊕

p′+i=p

q′+i=q

(

Si(g∗)⊗ Ωp′q′(M,F)
)g

(5.1)

is well defined for all (p, q).

For any ξ ∈ g, denote by ξ
1,0
M and ξ

0,1
M respectively the (1, 0) and (0, 1) components of the

transverse vector field on M induced by ξ. Then on the basic Cartan complex Ωg(M,F) the

operator d′ splits as d′ = d
′1,0 + d

′0,1, where

(d
′1,0α)(ξ) = ι(ξ

1,0
M )(α(ξ)) and (d

′0,1α)(ξ) = ι(ξ
0,1
M )(α(ξ)),

for all α ∈ Ωg(M,F) and for all ξ ∈ g. Also note that on the space of equivariant basic

forms Ωg(M,F) the operator 1⊗ d splits as 1⊗ d = 1⊗ ∂̄ + 1⊗ ∂. For brevity, we will also

abbreviate 1 ⊗ ∂̄ to ∂̄ and 1 ⊗ ∂ to ∂. Thus the equivariant exterior differential dg splits as

dg = ∂̄g + ∂g, where

∂g = ∂ + d
′1,0, ∂̄g = ∂̄ + d

′0,1.
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It is straightforward to check that

∂̄2
g = 0, ∂2

g = 0, and ∂g∂̄g + ∂̄g∂g = 0.

Definition 5.1. The equivariant basic Dolbeault cohomology of M , denoted by Hp,∗
g (M,F),

is defined to be the cohomology of the differential complex {Ωp,∗
g (M,F), ∂̄g}.

A foliation analogue of Carrell–Lieberman type theorem was first established for struc-

tural Lie algebra actions on transversely Kähler Killing foliations in [10, Theorem 7.5]. The

following result is partly motivated by extending [10, Theorem 7.5] to transversely Kähler fo-

liations which may not be Killing, and to symmetries which may not come from the structural

algebra.

Theorem 5.2. Let G be a compact torus, and let F be a taut transversely Kähler foliation

on a closed manifold M . Suppose that there is a Hamiltonian action of G on (M,F) which

is also holomorphic. Then each connected component of the fixed-leaf set X inherits a taut

transversely Kähler foliation from that of M . Furthermore, Hp,q(M,F) = 0 for |p − q| >
codimC (F|X), where codimC (F|X) is the maximum of the finite set

{codimC (F|Xi
) |Xi is a connected component of X}.

Proof. Equip the equivariant basic Cartan complex {Ωg(M,F), dg} with the bi-grading given

by

Ωk
g(M,F) =

⊕

p+q=k

Ωp,q
g (M,F),

together with the vertical differential ∂̄g and the horizontal differential ∂g. It was shown

in [10, Theorem 7.1] that the spectral sequence of the double complex {Ω•,•
g (M,F), ∂̄g, ∂g}

relative to the horizontal filtration degenerates at the E1 term.

Since the connected components of fixed-leaf set X is a F-saturated closed submanifold

of M , the normal bundle TX/TF|X of the restricted foliation F|X is a subbundle of the

pullback of TM/TF to X. Let J : Q → Q be the transversely holomorphic structure on

(M,F). Applying [22, Proposition 4.2], it is straightforward to check that TX/T (F|X) is

an invariant subbundle of J : Q|X → Q|X ; moreover, a routine check of definition shows

that J : TX/T (F|X ) → TX/T (F|X) is also integrable. Hence X inherits the structure of a

transversely Kähler foliation from that of M . Moreover, by Proposition A.2 in the appendix

the inherited transversely Kähler foliation on each connected component of X is taut.

Observe that the induced transverse G-action on each Xi is trivial, which implies that

Ω(Xi,F|Xi
) is a trivial g⋆-module. Applying Theorem 2.7 to the taut transversely Kähler

foliation (Xi,F|Xi
), an easy calculation shows that the spectral sequence associated to the

double complex {Ω∗,∗
g (Xi,F|Xi

), ∂̄g, ∂g} relative to the horizontal filtration also degenerates

at the E1 term.

By Theorem 3.5, the restriction homomorphism

i∗ : HG(M,F) −→ HG(X,F|X )

is injective, so is the homomorphism

i∗ : E∞(Ωg(M,F)) −→ E∞(Ωg(X,F|X )).
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It then follows from the degeneracies of the spectral sequences at the E1 terms that the

homomorphism

i∗ : Ep,q
1 (Ωg(M,F)) −→ Ep,q

1 (Ωg(X,F|X ))

is also injective. Since Ep,q
1 (Ωg(M,F)) = Hp,q

g (M,F) and Ep,q
1 (Ωg(X,F|X )) = Hp,q

g (X,F|X ),

we conclude that the restriction homomorphism

i∗ : Hp,q
g (M,F) −→ Hp,q

g (X,F|X ) =
⊕

0≤j≤min{p,q}

Sj(g∗)⊗Hp−j,q−j(X,F|X ) (5.2)

is injective.

By our assumption, for all |p − q| > codimC (F|X), we have that Ωp−j,q−j(X,F|X ) = 0,

which implies that Hp−j,q−j(X,F) = 0. Thus by the injectivity of (5.2) we must have that

Hp,q
g (M,F) = 0. It follows from [10, Theorem 7.1] again thatHp,q(M,F) = 0. This completes

the proof. �

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.2.

Corollary 5.3. Under the same assumptions as stated in Theorem 5.2, if F has only finitely

many leaves that are invariant under the action of G, then Hp,q(M,F) = 0 for any p 6= q.

5.2. Basic Betti numbers. In this subsection we apply Theorem 3.5 to study the basic

Betti numbers of a Hamiltonian transversely symplectic foliation. Throughout this section

we will make the following assumptions.

(A1) F is a transversely symplectic foliation of co-dimension q on a compact manifold M

which satisfies the transverse hard Lefshetz property.

(A2) There is a clean Hamiltonian action of a compact torus T on (M,F) with the moment

map Φ : M → t∗, which has only finitely many leaves invariant under the action of T .

(A3) F is a taut Riemannian foliation on M .

We will also need the following Morse inequality for basic cohomologies established in [1,

Theorem A].

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that f : M → R is a basic Morse–Bott function on a Riemannian

foliation (M,F) of co-dimension q, that the critical submanifolds of f are isolated closed

leaves, and that M is compact. Let bj(M,F) = dimRH
j(M,F), and let vj(f) be the number

of critical submanifolds of f which has Morse index j. Then we have the inequalities

b0(M,F) ≤ ν0(f),

b1(M,F) − b0(M,F) ≤ ν1(f)− ν0(f),

b2(M,F) − b1(M,F) + b0(M,F) ≤ ν2(f)− ν1(f) + ν0(f),

etc. Moreover, we also have the following equality
q
∑

j=0

(−1)jbj(M,F) =

q
∑

j=0

(−1)jνj(f).

Proposition 5.5. Let f = Φξ for a generic element ξ ∈ t. Under the assumptions (A1),

(A2) and (A3), f must be a perfect basic Morse–Bott function, that is, bj(M,F) = νj(f),

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ q.



12 YI LIN AND XIANGDONG YANG

Proof. It suffices to show that b2k−1(M,F) = 0, for any 1 ≤ k ≤ [ q+1
2 ]. Let X be the set of

fixed leaves as before. Note that the restriction homomorphism (3.2) maps Hodd
T (M,F) into

Hodd
T (X,F), which by assumption (A2) must vanish. It follows immediately from Theorem

3.5 that Hodd
T (M,F) = 0. However, by Theorem 3.4 we have that Hodd

T (M,F) = St∗ ⊗
Hodd(M,F). Therefore all the odd dimensional basic Betti numbers must be zero, from

which Proposition 5.5 follows. �

Proposition 5.5 has the following easy consequence.

Corollary 5.6. Consider the clean Hamiltonian action of a compact torus T on a transversely

symplectic foliation F . Suppose that it satisfies the assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3). Then

we have that

(i) b2i+1(M,F) = 0;

(ii) b2i(M,F) coincides with the total number of vertices with index 2i in the moment

polytope ∆;

(iii) the basic Euler characteristic number χ(M,F), given by

χ(M,F) =

codim(F)
∑

i=0

(−1)ibi(M,F),

equals the total number of vertices in the moment polytope ∆.

6. Main example: symplectic toric quasifolds

In this section, we apply the tools developed in Section 5 to determine the basic Hodge

numbers and basic Betti numbers of a symplectic toric quasifold.

6.1. Symplectic toric quasifolds I: basic Hodge numbers. We begin with a quick

review of the definition of a symplectic toric quasifold. Let V be an m dimensional vector

space, and ∆ ⊂ V ∗ an m dimensional simple convex polytope given by

∆ =
d
⋂

j=1

{

µ ∈ V ∗ | 〈µ,Xj〉 ≥ λj

}

,

where Xj ∈ V and λj ’s are real numbers. Here ∆ being simple means that at any vertex

there are exactly m edge vectors. Now consider the standard action of torus T d on C
d given

by

(e2πiθ1 , · · · , e2πiθd) · (z1, · · · , zd) = (e2πiθ1z1, · · · , e2πiθdzd).

This action is Hamiltonian relative to the standard symplectic form ω0 =

√
−1

2

∑d
j=1 dzj∧dzj

on C
d, with a moment map

Φ : Cd −→ (Rd)∗, (z1, · · · , zd) 7−→ −1

2

d
∑

j=1

|zj |2e∗j + λ, (6.1)

where λ ∈ (Rd)∗ is a constant vector, and e∗1, · · · , e∗d are the dual basis of the standard basis

e1, · · · , ed in R
d. Let N be an immersed subgroup of T d whose Lie algebra n is the kernel of

the surjective map given by

π : Rd −→ R
m, ej 7−→ Xj . (6.2)
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Then the induced action of N on C
d is also Hamiltonian with a moment map ΦN : Cd → n∗

given by the composition of the map (6.1) with the natural projection map (Rd)∗ → n∗.

It is straightforward to check that M = Φ−1
N (0) is compact. The quotient space M/N is

defined by Prato [25] to be a symplectic toric quasifold. Note that the infinitesimal action of

n on M is free and generates a transversely symplectic foliation F . Clearly, when the group

N is connected, the leaf space of the transversely symplectic foliation F coincides with M/N ;

however, in general they are different from each other. To apply the machinery developed in

the paper and derive some cohomological information on the symplectic toric quasifold M/N ,

one possible approach is to apply [6, Propsition 4.3] to obtain a representation of M/N as a

Riemannian foliation. Here we take another approach by regarding M/N as a diffeological

space with a quotient diffeology inherited from that of M . By Corollary B.10, the diffeological

De Rham cohomology of M/N is naturally isomorphic to H(M,F). Therefore without loss

of generality, from now on we will assume that N is connected and M/N coincides with

M/F . We refer the interested reader to [17] for a detailed exposition on diffeology. We also

note that a more recent work [18] has shown that every quasi-fold has a representation as a

diffeological space.

Clearly, the induced action of T d on the transversely symplectic foliation (M,F) is Hamil-

tonian. Indeed, the restriction of Φ to M is a moment map for the induced action of T d on

(M,F), which by abuse of notation we also denote by Φ. Let π∗ : (Rm)∗ → (Rd)∗ be the

dual of the map (6.2). Then the image of M under the moment map Φ is given by π∗(∆).

Lemma 6.1. The foliation F is transversely Kähler and Killing. As a result, F must be

taut.

Proof. The assertion that F is transversely Kähler follows from [20, Proposition 6.2]. The

fact that F is a Killing foliation follows from [11, Example 4.3]. So it follows from Theorem

A.1 that F is also taut. �

In view of Corollary B.10, we will simply define the Hodge number hp,q of the symplectic

toric quasifold M/N to be hp,q(M,F). An easy application of the presymplectic slice theorem

[21, Theorem C.5.1] shows that the Hamiltonian T d-action on (M,F) has only finitely many

fixed leaves. As an immediate consequence of Corollary 5.3 we have the following result.

Corollary 6.2. Let (M,F) be the transversely Kähler foliation constructed out of a non-

rational simple polytope ∆ as above. Then we have that hp,q(M,F) = 0 when p 6= q.

Remark 6.3. Corollary 6.2 provides a positive answer to a conjecture raised by Battagalia

and Zaffran in [5, Page 11812]. We refer to [20, Section 6] for a different approach outlined

there using the compatibility of the Kirwan map with the Hodge structures.

6.2. Symplectic toric quasifolds II: Betti numbers of diffeological De Rham co-

homologies. We will keep the same assumptions and notations as in Section 6.1. It is

straightforward to check that the action of T on (M,F) is clean; moreover, the null subgroup

is precisely the connected immersed normal subgroup N as constructed in Section 6.1. The

following result is a refinement of Corollary 5.6 in the case of symplectic toric quasifolds.
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Theorem 6.4. Let M/N be the symplectic toric quasifold constructed in Section 6.1, and let

bi be the Betti number of its i-th diffeological De Rham cohomology. Then we have that

(i) b2k+1 = 0;

(ii) b2k = hk, where (h1, · · · , hm) is the h-vector of the m-dimensional simple polytope ∆.

Proof. Assertion (i) is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.5. To show Assertion (ii),

we first note that since ∆ is a simple polytope, its h-vector is given by

hk =
k
∑

i=0

(−1)k−i

(

m− i

m− k

)

fm−i, (6.3)

where fj is the number of j-dimensional faces in ∆ (cf. [4]) 1. Fix a generic element ξ ∈ t.

We divide the rest of the proof into two steps.

Step 1. Let F ⊂ ∆ be a non-empty (m−i)-dimensional face, and let λF be the unique vertex

of F with the minimal index. We will show that indξ(λF ) ≤ 2i. Choose x ∈ Φ−1(λF ). Note

that the leaf though x is isolated and can be naturally identified with T d/H, where H is the

isotropy subgroup of T d at x. By the presymplectic slice theorem [21, Theorem C.5.1], we

may assume that x has a T d-invariant open neighborhood in M given by M = T d×HS, where

S = TxM/TxF is a symplectic vector space. Since all fixed leaves are isolated in our case, a

simple dimension count shows that dim(S) = 2dim(H) = 2m. Moreover, let h = Lie(H), let

t = Lie(T d), and identify t∗ with (t/h)∗ × h∗. Then the restriction of Φ to M is given by

Φ([g, v]) = λ− 1

2

m
∑

j=1

(x2j + y2j ) · wj, for all g ∈ T d and v ∈ S,

where (x1, y1, · · · , xm, ym) are Darbourx coordinates of v on S, and w1, · · · , wm ∈ h∗ ⊂ t∗ ∼=
(Rd)∗ are weight vectors. It follows that there is a neighborhood U of the vertex λF ∈ (Rd)∗

such that U ∩∆ is the convex cone with vertex λF and edge vectors w1, · · · , wm, and such

that

Φξ([g, v]) = 〈λ, ξ〉 − 1

2
·

m
∑

j=1

〈wj , ξ〉 · (x2j + y2j ). (6.4)

Since x is a local minimum of the restriction of Φξ to Φ−1(F ), and since F is (m − i)-

dimensional, (6.4) implies that indξ(λF ) is at most 2i.

Step 2. We deduce that b2k(M,F) = hk from (6.3). In what follows, for a finite set E we

will denote by
∣

∣E
∣

∣ its cardinality. For all 0 ≤ k ≤ m, let

Ak =
{

F |F is an (m− k)− dimensional face of ∆ such that indξ(λF ) = 2k
}

,

Bk =
{

F |F is an (m− k)− dimensional face of ∆ such that indξ(λF ) < 2k
}

.

By definition, we have that fm−k =
∣

∣Ak

∣

∣ +
∣

∣Bk

∣

∣. Let F1 and F2 be two different faces in

Ak. Since ∆ is simple, it follows easily from (6.4) that λF1
and λF2

must be two different

vertices of ∆ with index 2k. Conversely, for any vertex ν ∈ ∆ with index 2k, there is an

(m− k)-dimensional face F of ∆ such that ν = λF . So by Corollary 5.6

bk(M,F) =
∣

∣Ak

∣

∣. (6.5)

1The definition used here is the dual version of that for a simplicial polytope, see [28, Definition 8.18].
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In order to calculate
∣

∣Bk

∣

∣, we introduce a partition of the set Bk as follows. Let {σ1, · · · , σp}
be the collection of all (m− k + 1)-dimensional faces of ∆. Define

Bj
k =

{

F ∈ Bk |F ⊂ σj , λF = λσj

}

, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ p.

By definition we have that Bk =
⋃p

j=1B
j
k, and that

Bi1
k ∩ · · · ∩Bis

k =
{

F ∈ Bk |F ⊂ σij , λF = λσij
, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ s

}

, (6.6)

where 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < is ≤ p. Since the moment polytope ∆ is simple, for any sequence of

integers 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < is ≤ p, the set (6.6) is either empty or has exactly one element. If

(6.6) is non-empty, then there exists a unique (m − k + s)-dimensional face τ , such that for

the unique face F ∈ Bi1
k ∩ · · ·∩Bis

k , λF = λτ . Conversely, let τ be an (m−k+ s)-dimensional

face of ∆. Then τ has m − k + s edge vectors at its vertex with the minimal index λτ , any

choice of m − k edge vectors from which uniquely determines a face F and a sequence of

integers 1 ≤ i1 · · · < is ≤ k such that F ∈ Bi1
k ∩ · · · ∩Bis

k . It follows that

∑

1≤i1<···<is≤k

∣

∣Bi1
k ∩ · · · ∩Bis

k

∣

∣ =

(

m− k + s

m− k

)

fm−k+s.

Therefore by the Inclusion-Exclusion Principle in elementary combinatorics

∣

∣Bk

∣

∣ =

p
∑

i=1

∣

∣Bi
k

∣

∣+ · · ·+ (−1)s−1
∑

1≤i1<···<is≤p

∣

∣Bi1
k ∩ · · · ∩Bis

k

∣

∣

+ · · ·+ (−1)k−1
∑

1≤i1<···<ik≤p

∣

∣Bi1
k ∩ · · · ∩Bik

k

∣

∣

=
k
∑

s=1

(−1)s−1

(

m− k + s

m− k

)

fm−k+s. (6.7)

Combining (6.3), (6.5), and (6.7) we conclude that b2k(M,F) = hk. This completes the

proof of Theorem 6.4. �

Appendix A. Transversely Kähler submanfiolds

In this appendix we apply the transverse integration introduced by Sergiescu to prove a

foliation analogue of the classical Wirtinger theorem in Kähler geometry. We refer to [24],

[27] and [22] for a detailed account on transverse integration and Molino’s structure theory

of Riemannian foliations. In particular, we need the following characterization by Sergiescu

on when a Riemannian foliation is taut.

Theorem A.1. ([27]) Let F be a Riemannian foliation on a compact manifold. Then F is

taut if and only if the top wedge power of its Molino sheaf has a nowhere vanishing global

section.

Proposition A.2. Suppose that F is a transversely Kähler foliation on a compact manifold

M equipped with a transversely Kähler form ω and a transversely Kähler metric g, that F is

taut, and that X is a closed saturated submanifold of M such that (ω|X , g|X) is transversely

Kähler with respect to F|X . Let the co-dimensions of F in M and F|X in X be 2n and 2k

respectively. Then [ωk|X ] defines a non-trivial basic cohomology class in H2k(X,F|X ). In

particular, (X,F|X ) is also taut.
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Proof. Let π : P → M be the corresponding transverse orthonormal frame bundle on M

associated to the transversely Kähler metric g, which has a structure group SO(2n).Then the

foliation F naturally lifts to a transversely parallizable foliation FP on P . As a result there

is a locally trivial fibration ρ : P → W whose fibers are leaf closures of FP .

A transverse Riemnannian metric on P can be described as follows. In our situation the

transverse Levi-Civitta connection θLC defines a basic one form on P that takes values in the

Lie algebra t = so(2n). Choose an invariant inner product on t. Let f1, · · · , fr be an oriented

orthonormal basis in the dual of t, and let αi = θ∗LC(fi), ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ r. Then α1, · · · , αr are

FP basic 1-forms such that gP = π∗g+
r
∑

i=1

αi ⊗αi is a transverse Riemnannian metric on P .

Clearly, XP := π−1(X) is a closed saturated submanifold of P , and carries a transverse

Riemannian metric gXP
which is the restriction of gP to XP . Note that by Lemma 2.6,

1
k!ω

k|X is a transverse volume form on X associated to the transverse metric g|X . It follows

that when restricting to XP ,
1
k!π

∗ωk ∧α1 ∧ · · · ∧αr is a transverse volume form associated to

the transverse Riemannian metric gXP
. In particular, it is a no-where vanishing basic form

of top degree. Now that M is taut, Theorem A.1 implies that there is a no-where vanishing

multi-vector s = v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vl on P representing a global section of the top wedge power

of the Molino sheaf of FP . Here v1, · · · , vl are local transverse vector fields tangent to leaf

closures, and l = dim(FP ) − dim(F). Since XP is a closed saturated submanifold, at any

point z ∈ XP , v1, · · · , vl are also tangent to XP . For simplicity let us still write s for the

restriction of s to XP , and similarly for π∗ωk and αi’s. Since basic forms are invariant under

the action of Molino’s centralizer sheaf, on XP the interior product

ιs(π
∗ωk ∧ α1 ∧ · · · ∧ αr) (A.1)

is basic with respect to leaf closures in XP , and thus descends to a form γ of top degree on

the submanifold XW = πW (XP ) of W . By definition, the transverse integration of ωk over

X is
 

X/F
ωk :=

ˆ

XW

γ.

However it is clear that (A.1) is no-where vanishing on XP . This implies that γ is a volume

form on XW and
ffl

X/F ωk 6= 0. So by the Stokes’ formula for transverse integration ωk defines

a non-trivial basic cohomology class in H2k(X,F|X ), see [22, Proposition 6.2.7]. �

Appendix B. De Rham cohomology of a diffeological space

In this appendix, we prove that the diffeological cohomology of the symplectic toric quasi-

fold M/N , the construction of which is reviewed in Section 6, is naturally isomorphic to the

basic cohomology of the transversely symplectic foliation (M,F), where F is the foliation

induced by the action of the Lie algebra of N on M . It is noteworthy though that technically

the main results established in Appendix B apply in a broader context. We refer to [25], [17],

and [18] for a detailed account of background materials on quasifolds and diffeological spaces.

Definition B.1. Let X be a set. A plot on X is a map α : U → X defined on an open subset

U of a Euclidean space R
n, n ≥ 0. A diffeology D on X is a family of plots on X satisfying

the following axioms:
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(1) All constant plots on X are in D.

(2) Suppose that V and U are open subsets of Rm and R
n respectively, that α is a plot

in D defined on U , and that h : V → U is a smooth map. Then α ◦ h ∈ D.

(3) Suppose that α : U → X is a plot, and that ∀ p ∈ U , there exists an open neighbor-

hood Vp of p contained in U , such that α|Vp ∈ D. Then α ∈ D.

If D is a diffeology on a set M , then (M,D) is called a diffeological space.

Let (M,D) be a diffeological space. We say that a family of plots C on M is a generating

family, if any plot f : U → M in D is either a constant plot, or for each x ∈ U , there exist

a neighborhood Vx of x, a plot g : W → M in C, and a smooth map h : Vx → W , such that

f |Vx = g ◦ h.

Example B.2. (Manifold diffeologies) Let {(Vi, φi)}i∈I be an atlas on a differentiable manifold

M . Then the finest diffeology on M that contains C = {φ−1
i }i∈I is called the manifold

diffeology of M . It is easy to check that C is a generating family.

Definition B.3. A map f : (X,D) → (Y,D′) between two diffeological spaces is said to be

smooth, if f ◦ α ∈ D′, for any α ∈ D.

Definition B.4. Let (X,D) be a diffeological space. A differential form γ on X is a map

which assigns to each plot α : U → X in D a differential form γα on U , in such a way that

satisfies the following compatibility condition

γα◦f = f∗γα, (B.1)

where f : Rm ⊃ V → U is a smooth map. We denote by Ω(X,D) the space of differential

forms on the diffeological space (X,D). The exterior differential d : Ω∗(X,D) → Ω∗+1(X,D)

is given by the formula {γα} 7→ {dγα}.

Clearly, d2 = 0. We define the De Rham cohomology of the diffeological space (X,D) to be

H(X,D) = ker(d)/im(d). Now suppose that f : (X,D) → (Y,D′) is a smooth map between

two diffeological spaces. Then we have a natural pullback map f∗ : Ω(Y,D′) → Ω(X,D)

given by

(f∗γ)α := γf◦α, ∀α ∈ D.

Definition B.5. Let (X,D) be a diffeological space, and let ∼ be an equivalence relation on

X, and let π : X → X/ ∼ be the quotient map. Consider a family of plots on X/ ∼, denoted

by D′, characterized by the following property: a plot γ : U → X/ ∼ lies in D′ if and only if

either γ is a constant plot, or ∀x ∈ U , there exists a neighborhood V of x, and a plot α ∈ D
defined on V , such that

γ|V = π ◦ α. (B.2)

Then D′ is a diffeology on X/ ∼, called the quotient diffeology. It is the finest diffeology on

X/ ∼ such that the quotient map π is smooth.

Now let (M,F) be a foliation of co-dimension q, and let π : M → M/F be the quotient

map from M onto its leaf space. From now on, we will regard M/F as a diffeological space

with the quotient diffeology D′ induced from the quotient map and the manifold diffeology on

M . Following [14], we explain there is a natural isomorphism π∗ : Ω(M/F ,D′) → Ω(M,F).
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However, the description of the isomorphism we present here is perhaps more explicit, as we

are able to avoid the application of pseudogroups by capitalizing on the following definition

of a foliation. By a co-dimension q foliation F we mean a maximal family of submersions

fi : Ui → R
q, where {Ui}i∈I is an open cover of M and where for i, j ∈ I, and for x ∈ Ui∩Uj,

there exists a local diffeomorphism φx
ji of R

q such that fj = φx
ji ◦ fi in a neighborhood Vx of

x. Suppose that J is a subset of I, such that for each i ∈ J , the map fi : Ui → f(Ui) ⊂ R
q

admits a section si : f(Ui) → Ui ⊂ M , where f(Ui) is open in R
q. A crucial observation is

that

C := {qi := π ◦ si : fi(Ui) → M/F}i∈J
is a generating family of the quotient diffeology D′.

Clearly, we have the following commutative diagram.

Ui

π
""❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

❉

fi
// fi(Ui)

qi

��

M/F .

(B.3)

Note that if there is another map q′i which satisfies q′i ◦ fi = qi ◦ fi on an open subset W

of Ui, then qi = q′i on fi(W ). In particular, since qj ◦ fj = (qj ◦ φx
ji) ◦ fi = qi ◦ fi holds on

Ui ∩ Uj 6= ∅, we must have that qi = qj ◦ φx
ji. It follows from (B.1) that for a diffeologocal

form α on M/F , αqi = (φx
ji)

∗αqj , and thus

f∗
i αqi = f∗

i (φ
x
ji)

∗αqj = (φx
ji ◦ fi)∗αqj = f∗

j αqj .

Therefore the family of locally defined basic forms {f∗
i αqi}i∈J pieces together to give a globally

defined basic form π∗α ∈ Ω(M,F). If π∗α = 0, then it follows easily from the construction

that αqi = 0 for each plot qi ∈ C. Since C is a generating family, as an easy consequence of

(B.1) we see that αf = 0 for each plot f in D′. Thus the morphism π∗ we constructed is

injective.

To show that π∗ is surjective, we need to show given a basic form γ on M , there is a

diffeological form α such that π∗α = γ. For a plot qi ∈ C, it is easy to see that γ|Ui
descends

to a form on its domain fi(Ui), which we define to be αqi . For an arbitrary plot f : O → M/F
that lies in D′, if it is constant, simply define αf = 0. Otherwise we define αf as follows.

Since C is a generating family, for x ∈ O, there exists an open neighborhood Vx of x, a plot

qi ∈ C, and a smooth map hi : Vx → fi(Ui), such that f |Vx = qi ◦ hi. So there is a family

of locally defined forms {h∗iαqi}. We claim any two such forms would agree with each other

on the overlap of their domain. To see this, it suffices to show that if hi : V → fi(Ui) and

hj : V → fj(Uj) are two smooth maps such that qi ◦ hi = qj ◦ hj , then h∗iαqi = h∗jαqj . First

identify fi(Ui) and fj(Uj) with transversals in M using sections si and sj respectively. Then

by applying [14, Lemma 3.3] to the current situation, we see there is a countable family of

open subsets Ws in V , such that
⋃

Ws is dense in V , and such that on each Ws, hj = φs ◦hi,
where φs is a holonomy diffeomophism from an open subset in fi(Ui) onto an open subset in

fj(Uj). Since αqi and αqj are induced by basic forms, we get that h∗jαqj = h∗i (φ
s)∗αqj = h∗iαqi

holds on each Ws, and so holds on V by a continuity argument. Therefore we have a well-

defined form αf for each plot f in D′. It is straightforward to check that this procedure
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defines a diffeological form α on M/F such that π∗α = γ. This completes the proof of the

following result.

Theorem B.6. ([14]) The quotient map π : M → M/F induces a well-defined isomorphism

of De Rham complexes

π∗ : (Ω(M/F ,D′), d) −→ (Ω(M,F), d), (B.4)

and therefore an isomorphism H(M/F ,D′)
π∗

∼= H(M,F).

We say that a group H acts on a diffeological space (X,D), if H acts on X as a set, and

if for every h ∈ H, the action map

φh : X −→ X, x 7−→ h · x (B.5)

is smooth. Note that the action of H on X induces an action of H on Ω(X,D) as follows:

for any α ∈ Ω(X,D), h ∈ H, and f : U → X in D, define the differential form h∗α by

setting (h∗α)f = αφh◦f . Let πH : (X,D) → (X/H,DH) be the quotient map from X onto

the quotient diffeological space X/H, and let Ω(X,D)H be the space of diffeological forms

on X that is invariant under the action of H. Applying Definition B.4, it can be shown that

for any diffeological form α ∈ Ω(X/H,DH), its pullback π∗α is invariant under the H-action.

Thus we have a natural pullback map

π∗
H : Ω(X/H,DH) −→ Ω(X,D)H . (B.6)

Indeed, we have the following result.

Proposition B.7. The pullback map (B.6) is injective. Moreover, if G is countable, and if

there is a topology on X such that the for each h ∈ H, the action map (B.5) is continuous,

then (B.6) is an isomorphism.

Proof. The first assertion is an easy consequence of Definition B.5. The second assertion can

be shown using the same argument given in the proof of [14, Lemma 3.3]. �

Finally we will prove a refinement of Theorem B.6 in the presence of a group action.

Suppose that a Lie group G acts freely on a differentiable manifold M . Since the action is

free, the Lie algebra action of g := Lie(G) gives rise to a foliation F , on which the elements

of G act as foliation preserving diffeomorphisms. We will denote by Ωb(M) the space of

G-basic forms on M . Clearly, when G is connected, Ωb(M) = Ω(M,F). However, when G is

disconnected, Ω(M,F) can be a proper subspace of Ωb(M).

Let G0 be the connected component of G that contains the identity element. It is a normal

subgroup of G; moreover, the quotient group H := G/G0 is countable. Note that the action

of G on M naturally induces an H action on the leave space M/F , which is continuous with

respect to the usual quotient topology. It is easy to check that the H action also preserves

the quotient diffeology on M/F . A straightforward check of definitions yields the following

result.

Corollary B.8. Suppose that α ∈ Ω(M/F ,D′), that g ∈ G, and that h = [g] ∈ H is the

image of g under the quotient map G → G/G0. Then we have that g∗π∗α = π∗h∗α. As a
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result, we have a natural isomorphism

π∗ : Ω(M/F ,D′)H −→ Ω(M,F)G.

Denote by DG the quotient diffeology on the orbit space M/G that inherits from the

quotient map πG : M → M/G. Note that there is a natural diffeological diffeomorphism

from ((M/F)/H,DH ) to (M/G,DG). Combining Corollary B.8 with Proposition B.7, we

have the following result.

Theorem B.9. There is a natural isomorphism of De Rham complexes from (Ω(M/G,D), d)

onto (Ω(M,F)G, d).

Now suppose that G is a subgroup of a compact Lie group K, and that the foliate action

of G on M extends to a foliate action of K. Clearly, Ḡ, the closure of G, would have to be

compact as well; moreover, we have that (Ω(M,F)G = (Ω(M,F)Ḡ. Using the usual averaging

technique, we obtain the following result.

Corollary B.10. Under the above assumptions, there exists a natural isomorphism from

H∗(M/G,DG) to H∗(M,F).
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19. A. El Kacimi-Alaoui, Opérateurs transversalement elliptique sur un feuilletage riemannien et applica-

tions, Compositio Math. 73 (1990), 57–106.

20. Y. Lin, Kirwan surjectivity for the equivariant Dolbeault cohomology, J. Geom. Phys. 144 (2019), 43–53.

21. Y. Lin and R. Sjamaar, Convexity properties of presymplectic moment maps, J. Symplectic Geom. 17

(2019), no. 4, 1159–1200.

22. Y. Lin and R. Sjamaar, Cohomological localization for transverse Lie algebra actions on Riemannian

foliations, J. Geom. Phys. 158 (2020), 103887, 25 pp.

23. Y. Lin and X. Yang, Equivariant formality of Hamiltonian transversely symplectic foliations, Pacific J.

Math. 298 (2019), no. 1, 59–82.

24. P. Molino, Riemannian foliations, With appendices by G. Cairns, Y. Carriére, É. Ghys, E. Salem and
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