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THE CLOSURE OF A LINEAR FOLIATIONS

MATEUS DE MELO AND IVAN STRUCHINER

Abstract. This paper presents a simplified geometric proof of the Molino-
Alexandrino-Radeschi (MAR) Theorem, which states that the closure of a
singular Riemannian foliation on a complete Riemannian manifold is itself a
smooth singular Riemannian foliation. Our approach circumvents several tech-
nical and analytical tools employed in the previous proof of the Theorem, re-
sulting in a more direct geometric demonstration. We first establish conditions
for a projectable foliation to be Riemannian, focusing on compatible connec-
tions. We then apply these results to linear foliations on vector bundles and
their lifts to frame bundles. Finally, we use these findings to the linearization
of singular Riemannian foliations around leaf closures. This method allows us
to prove the smoothness of the closure directly for the linear semi-local model,
bypassing the need for intermediate results on orbit-like foliations.

1. Introduction

In this paper, we present a simplified geometric proof of the Molino-Alexandrino-
Radeschi (MAR) Theorem. This theorem states that the foliation obtained by
taking closures of the leaves of a singular Riemannian foliation on a complete Rie-
mannian manifold is itself a smooth singular Riemannian foliation. Our approach
circumvents several technical and analytical tools employed in the proof of the
Molino conjecture given by Alexandrino and Radeschi [AR17a, AR17b], resulting
in a more direct geometric demonstration.

Recall that a foliation F on a manifold M is a smooth decomposition of M into a
disjoint union of connected, immersed submanifolds called leaves. The smoothness
condition of a foliation is expressed as the property that any vector tangent to a leaf
at a point extends locally to a smooth vector field on M which is still tangent to the
leaves of the foliation at every point. A foliation is termed regular if all leaves have
the same dimension, and singular otherwise. When one considers a Riemannian
metric on the underlying manifold M , a particularly important class of foliations
is that of Riemannian foliations. A foliation is called Riemannian if every geodesic
that meets F orthogonally at a point remains orthogonal to F for all time.

The Molino conjecture has a rich history in the study of foliations. In [Mol77],
Molino demonstrated that the foliation obtained by taking the closures of the leaves
of a transversely complete foliation is still a smooth foliation. By lifting a regu-
lar Riemannian foliation on a complete Riemannian manifold to the orthonormal
frame bundle of the normal bundle of the foliation, one obtains a transversely com-
plete foliation. Therefore, the smoothness of closures for Riemannian foliations
immediately follows.
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Molino’s work in [Mol88] further revealed that singular Riemannian foliations
admit stratifications based on leaf dimension. He observed that leaf closures re-
main within the same stratum and, noting that the restriction to each stratum
constitutes a regular Riemannian foliation, concluded that each leaf closure forms
a smooth manifold. While the orthogonality property of geodesics required for a
Riemannian foliation (transnormal system) followed automatically, Molino conjec-
tured that these closures form a smooth singular Riemannian foliation.

Molino’s conjecture was proved in several particular cases, the most significant
of which turned out to be the case of orbit-like foliations, demonstrated by Alexan-
drino and Radeschi in [AR17b]. Their approach employed analytic methods to
establish the smoothness of isometric flows on the quotient space of isometric ac-
tions. Leveraging the fact that orbit-like foliations behave transversally as isometric
actions, they applied their result to lift isometric flows on the leaf space of orbit-like
foliations to smooth flows. This allowed them to conclude that the leaf closures of
such foliations form a smooth foliation.

The importance of the orbit-like foliation case was underscored by Alexandrino
and Radeschi in [AR17a], where they showed that the general case of Molino’s con-
jecture for singular Riemannian foliations could be reduced to this specific scenario.
Indeed, they demonstrated that to prove Molino’s conjecture, it was sufficient to
show it for either of two foliations constructed from the original one: the linearized
foliation Fℓ on the normal bundle νB, where B = L is a leaf closure, or the “local
closure” foliation, an orbit-like foliation containing the linearized foliation with the
same closure. These foliations were shown to be Riemannian with respect to a
“linear” metric on νB, invariant under homotheties, constructed by Alexandrino
and Radeschi. This metric was obtained through a series of steps involving the
exponential map, linearization along fibers, and the construction of an affine con-
nection [AR17a, Sec. 5]. Our approach is to use the results of the geometric paper
[AR17a] to prove directly the smoothness of the closure of the linearized foliation,
bypassing the orbit-like construction and the intermediary result in [AR17b]. This
method not only simplifies the proof but also provides new geometric insights into
the structure of singular Riemannian foliations.

More precisely, we consider the lift of the linearized foliation to the orthonormal
frame bundle of the normal bundle of the leaf closure B = L̄, obtaining a foliation

F̂ on O(νB). This is the foliation that was obtained in [AIdMS22] where it was
shown to be regular. We are thus in the following situation: we have a regular

foliation F̂ which projects to a regular Riemannian foliation FB on B. It is then

natural to ask for the existence of a Riemannian metric on O(νB) making F̂ into a
Riemannian foliation. This is the content of our main theorem which then implies
the alternative proof of the MAR Theorem.

We take the following steps:

• In Theorem 2.6, we consider a surjective submersion π : P → B and a
regular foliation F on P that is π-projectable to a regular Riemannian foli-
ation FB on B. We establish sufficient conditions for F to be a Riemannian
foliation.

• In Corollary 2.7 we apply the previous result to the special case where
π : P → B is a principal bundle.

• In Section 3 we discuss the process of lifting linear foliations on vector
bundles to their frame bundles. We investigate connections compatible with
the foliation and we prove, in Theorem 3.2, that under certain regularity
conditions, the existence of such connections implies the smoothness of the
foliation obtained by taking closures of the leaves of the linear foliation.
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• Finally, in Section 4 we complete the alternative proof of the MAR Theorem
by pointing to the relevant results in the literature which show that our
results apply to this case.

Acknowledgments. We thank M. Alexandrino for fruitful discussions and com-
ments. M. de Melo thanks the Differential Geometry Research Group of IME-USP
for the support during visits to the institute.

2. Riemannian Foliations on Bundles and Compatible Connections

This section establishes the conditions under which a projectable foliation be-
comes Riemannian. We begin by introducing key definitions and then present our
main theorem, which characterizes Riemannian foliations in terms of compatible
connections.

Definition 2.1 (Projectable Foliation). Let π : P → B be a submersion. A
foliation F on P is called π-projectable if its projection FB defines a (smooth!)
foliation on B.

Definition 2.2 (Compatible Ehresmann Connection). LetF be a regular π-projectable
foliation whose projection is also a regular foliation. An Ehresmann connection
σ : π∗TB → TP is compatible with F if σ(π∗TFB) ⊂ TF . This compatibility is
represented by the following commutative diagram:

0 // ker dπ // TP // π∗TB //

σ

kk 0

0 // TFv //

OO

TF //

OO

π∗TFB
//

OO

0.

Let H denote the image of σ and V the kernel of dπ. Then TP = H ⊕ V . We
may refer to H as a connection, as it uniquely determines σ and vice versa.

Remark 2.3. It is easy to see that compatible Ehresmann connections always exist.
For example, one can first choose a splitting σF : π∗TFB → TF , then comple-
mentary subbundles C and CB for TF and TFB, respectively, and lastly a splitting
σC : π∗CB → C.

Remark 2.4 (Induced Metric). Given an Ehresmann connection H for π : M → B,
a metric ηB on B, and a metric ηv on V , there is a unique metric η on M by lifting
ηB to H and declaring V orthogonal to H. Furthermore, η is complete if and only
if H, ηB and the restrictions of ηv to the fibers are complete.

Under the assumption that both F and FB are regular foliations, a compatible
connection and an induced metric decompose TP as:

TP = TF ⊕ TF⊥ = T h ⊕ T v ⊕Nh ⊕N v,

where T h = TF ∩H, T v = TF ∩V , Nh = TF⊥∩H, and N v = TF⊥∩V . Observe
that T v is the tangent distribution of the foliation obtained by restricting F to the
π-fibers.

Definition 2.5 (F -foliated Connection). A compatible connection H is called an
F -foliated connection if for every point x ∈ M and every vector w ∈ Nh

x , there
exists an extension of w to an F -foliated vector field, i.e., a vector field W such
that [W,Γ(F)] ∈ Γ(F).

We now state our main theorem characterizing Riemannian foliations:
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Theorem 2.6. Let π : P → B be a submersion with F a regular π-projectable
foliation whose projection is a regular foliation FB in B. Suppose H is a connection
compatible with F , ηB is a metric on B, and ηv is a metric on V, all these inducing
a metric η on P . Then F is a Riemannian foliation with respect to η if and only
if:

i) (B,FB , ηB) is a Riemannian foliation on the base;
ii) H is an F-foliated connection;
iii) ηv is preserved by the partial connection H|FB

;
iv) (π−1(b),F|π−1(b), η

v|π−1(b)) is a Riemannian foliation for every b in B.

Moreover, if H, ηB and the restrictions of ηv to the fibers are complete, then the
leaf closure foliation F is smooth.

Proof. Recall that a regular foliation F is Riemannian with respect to η if the
restriction η⊥ to TF⊥ is invariant along F , i.e., LUη

⊥ = 0 for all U in X(F).
Therefore, we will prove the theorem by examining the Lie derivative of η⊥ along

vector fields tangent to F . Due to the C∞(M)-linearity of the Lie derivative of η⊥

along F , it suffices to consider π-projectable vector fields U tangent to F .
Let X and Y be π-projectable vector fields in TF⊥. We consider three cases:

1) X,Y are tangent to N v:

a) If U is tangent to T h:

LUη
⊥(X,Y ) = LUη(X,Y ) = LUη

v(X,Y ).

This implies that ηv must be preserved by the FB-partial connection induced
by H, which is condition (iii).

b) If U is tangent to T v, we can restrict all involved vector fields to the fiber π−1(b),
where π(x) = b. Then, LUη

⊥(X,Y ) = 0 for all U in T v and X,Y in N v if and
only if (π−1(b),F|π−1(b), η

v|π−1(b)) is a Riemannian foliation for all b ∈ B, which
is condition (iv).

2) X,Y are vector fields in Nh:

LUη
⊥(X,Y ) = LU (η(X,Y ))− η([U,X ], Y )− η([U, Y ], X)

= LU (π∗ηB(X,Y ))− π∗ηB([U,X ], Y )− π∗ηB([U, Y ], X)

= Lπ∗U (ηB(π∗X, π∗Y ))− ηB([π∗U, π∗X ], π∗Y )− ηB([π∗U, π∗Y ], π∗X)

= Lπ∗Uη
⊥

B (π∗X, π∗Y )

This vanishes for all U ∈ TF and X,Y in Nh if and only if (B,FB , ηB) is a Rie-
mannian foliation, which is condition (i).

3) X is in N v and Y is in Nh:
(
LUη

⊥
)
(X,Y ) = LU

(
η(X⊥, Y ⊥)

)
− η([U,X ]⊥, Y ⊥)− η([U, Y ], X)

= −η([U, Y ], X)

This vanishes pointwise if for all w in Nh

x there is an extension to an F -foliated
vector field. This is precisely the definition of an F -foliated connection, which is
condition (ii). Conversely, if F is Riemannian, then FB is also Riemannian. Hence,
we can locally extend the projection of w in Nh

x to a vector field W ′ such that
[W ′, U ′] = 0 for all vector fields U ′ tangent to FB. The vanishing of the above
expression then implies that the lift W to M is foliated.

Thus, F is a Riemannian foliation with respect to η if and only if all four con-
ditions are satisfied. �
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For principal bundles with invariant foliations, we have the following simplified
result:

Corollary 2.7. Let π : P → B be a G-principal bundle with F a G-invariant
regular foliation whose projection is a regular foliation FB on B. Suppose H is a
G-connection compatible with F , ηB is a metric on B, and 〈 , 〉G is a left-invariant
metric on G, all these inducing a metric η on P . Then F is a Riemannian foliation
with respect to η if and only if:

i) (B,FB , ηB) is a Riemannian foliation on the base;
ii) H is an F-foliated connection.

Moreover, if ηB is complete then the leafwise closure foliation F is a G-invariant
smooth foliation.

Proof. Condition (iii) of Theorem 2.6 is automatically satisfied because the holo-
nomy of a principal connection acts as left translations in the fibers. Condition (iv)
is satisfied because the restriction of a G-invariant foliation to a fiber is identified
with the foliation of G by left cosets of a connected subgroup, which is Riemannian
with respect to any left-invariant metric. Since left-invariant metrics and princi-
pal connections are always complete, the completeness of η is characterized by the
completeness of ηB . Hence, if ηB is complete, then F is a regular Riemannian foli-
ation on a complete Riemannian manifold, and by Molino’s theory, F is a smooth
foliation. �

3. Linear Foliations

This section explores the relationship between linear foliations on vector bundles
and their lifts to frame bundles. We introduce key definitions and present a theorem
characterizing conditions under which the closure of a linear foliation is smooth.

Recall that a vector field X on a vector bundle E → B is called linear if it is
invariant under scalar multiplication (homotheties) of E. Equivalently, X is pro-
jectable to B, and its flow, whenever defined, is a linear isomorphism between the
fibers of E. Recall also that an affine connection on E is an Ehresmann connection
H ⊂ TE for the submersion E → B that is generated by linear vector fields, or
equivalently, such that H is invariant under the differential of the scalar multipli-
cation on E.

Let us denote by π : Fr(E) → B the frame bundle of E. It is a principal GL(q)-
bundle whose fibers consist of all linear isomorphisms R

q → Eb = π−1(b), where
q is the rank of E. There exists a Lie algebra isomorphism between linear vector
fields on E and GL(q)-invariant vector fields on Fr(E):

̂ : X(E)ℓ → X(Fr(E))GL(q).

It is defined by lifting the flows of the linear vector fields to Fr(E) and then taking
the induced vector field. Explicitly,

X̂(p) =
d

dt
|t=0Fl

t
X ◦ p.

The lifting of linear vector fields allows us to extend linear structures from a
vector bundle to its frame bundle. This process transforms linear structures into
invariant ones. For instance, an affine connection H on E lifts to a principal con-

nection Ĥ on the frame bundle of E.
Our goal is to apply this lifting procedure to linear foliations on E, creating

invariant foliations on Fr(E). However, we must note an important distinction. For
regular foliations, the module of tangent vector fields and the leaf decomposition
uniquely determine each other. This is not the case for singular foliations, where a
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module of tangent vector fields is in general not uniquely defined by the underlying
foliation.

To address this, we adopt the following convention: in this section, a smooth
foliation is defined as an involutive and locally finite module of vector fields. In
particular, a linear foliation on E will be identified with an involutive and locally
finite module of linear vector fields on E. By lifting the generating linear vector

fields, we can lift a linear foliation F on E to an invariant foliation F̂ on Fr(E).

Definition 3.1 (Metric-Preserving Linear Foliation). Let E be equipped with a
fiberwise metric 〈 , 〉. A linear foliation F preserves 〈 , 〉 if the flow of the linear
vector fields generating F are linear isometries between the fibers of (E, 〈 , 〉).

We now state our main theorem characterizing conditions for the smoothness of
the closure of a linear foliation:

Theorem 3.2. Let (E, 〈 , 〉,F) → B be a vector bundle equipped with a fiberwise
metric and a linear foliation, where F preserves the metric. Suppose that both the

lifted foliation F̂ on the frame bundle Fr(E) and the induced foliation FB on the
base B are regular. If FB is a Riemannian foliation for some metric, and there
exists a compatible F-foliated affine connection H, then the closure F is a smooth
foliation.

Proof. Since we have an isomorphism of Lie algebras between linear and invariant

vector fields, the affine connection H lifts to a compatible F̂ -foliated principal

connection on Fr(E). By Corollary 2.7, the foliation F̂ is Riemannian, and its

closure is a smooth GL(q)-invariant foliation. Thus, F̂ is smooth.
Let O(E) ⊂ Fr(E) be the reduction to the orthonormal frames of the fiberwise

metric on E. By hypothesis, O(E) is F̂-saturated, and since O(E) is a closed

subbundle, it is also F̂ -saturated. Hence, the restriction of F̂ to O(E) is a smooth
foliation.

Let π : O(E)×R
q → E be the projection recovering E as an associated bundle.

Observe that, because the structural group of O(E) is O(q), this map is proper.

Consider on O(E) × R
q the product foliation F̂ × {pt}, which projects to the

smooth foliation F on E. Moreover, since π is proper and π∗(F̂ × {pt}) = F , we

have π∗(F̂ × {pt}) = F , which shows that F is smooth. �

4. Closure of Linear Semi-local Models for SRFs

This section applies the results from previous sections to prove the smoothness
of the closure of linearized singular Riemannian foliations. We then use this to
provide an alternative proof of the Molino-Alexandrino-Radeschi Theorem.

Definition 4.1 (Linearized Foliation). Let F be a singular Riemannian foliation
on a complete Riemannian manifold M , and B = L be the closure of a leaf. The
linearization of F around B, denoted Fℓ, is a linear foliation on the normal bundle
νB. As a module of vector fields, Fℓ is the maximal locally finite module of linear
vector fields obtained by linearizing the vector fields tangent to F along B.

We now state our main theorem:

Theorem 4.2. Let F be a Riemannian foliation on a complete Riemannian man-
ifold. Suppose Fℓ is the linearization of F around the closure of a leaf. Then its

closure, Fℓ, is a smooth foliation.

To prove this theorem, we need to establish several key properties of Fℓ:
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1. The projection of Fℓ along νB → B coincides with the regular foliation FB

obtained by restricting F to B - details on the linearized foliation can be found in
[AR17a, Sec. 2.5].

2. Fℓ lifts canonically to an invariant foliation F̂ on the frame bundle of νB,
see Section 3.

3. Fℓ preserves the fiberwise metric induced on νB, as shown in [MR19, Prop.
14].

4. F̂ is a regular foliation on the orthonormal frame bundle and the full frame
bundle, as demonstrated in [AIdMS22, Thm. 4.1].

5. There exists a compatible Fℓ-foliated affine connection H on νB, constructed
in [AR17a, Sec. 5].

Proof. Given the properties listed above, we can directly apply Theorem 3.2 to the

linear semi-local model foliation Fℓ. This immediately yields the result that Fℓ is
a smooth foliation. �

We can now use this result to provide an alternative proof of the Molino-
Alexandrino-Radeschi Theorem:

Theorem 4.3 (Molino-Alexandrino-Radeschi). Let F be a singular Riemannian
foliation on a complete Riemannian manifold. Then the closure F is a smooth
foliation.

Proof. Let v be a vector tangent to the leaf closure L = B. By Theorem 4.2, v has

an extension to a smooth vector field X tangent to Fℓ.

The linearization process implies that Fℓ ⊂ F , which leads to Fℓ ⊂ F . Hence,
X is tangent to F .

This shows that any vector tangent to a leaf closure of F can be extended to a
smooth vector field tangent to F , proving that F is a smooth foliation. �

References

[AIdMS22] Marcos M. Alexandrino, Marcelo K. Inagaki, Mateus de Melo, and Ivan
Struchiner. Lie groupoids and semi-local models of singular Riemannian
foliations. Ann. Global Anal. Geom., 61(3):593–619, 2022.

[AR17a] Marcos M. Alexandrino and Marco Radeschi. Closure of singular folia-
tions: the proof of Molino’s conjecture. Compos. Math., 153(12):2577–
2590, 2017.

[AR17b] Marcos M. Alexandrino and Marco Radeschi. Smoothness of isometric
flows on orbit spaces and applications. Transform. Groups, 22(1):1–27,
2017.

[Mol77] Pierre Molino. Étude des feuilletages transversalement complets et ap-
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