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RIGIDITY OF INTEGRAL COISOTROPIC SUBMANIFOLDS OF CONTACT M ANIFOLDS
ALFONSO GIUSEPPE TORTORELLA

ABSTRACT. Unlike Legendrian submanifolds, the deformation problehtoisotropic submanifolds can be ob-
structed. Starting from this observation, the specialsctafsntegral coisotropic submanifoldis singled out as the
direct analogue of Legendrian submanifolds for what camceeformation theory. Indeed, being integral coisotropic
is a rigid condition, so that the integral coisotropic defation problem is unobstructed.

RESUME. Contrairement aux sous-variétés Legendriennes, la méftn des sous-variétés coisotropes peut étre
obstruée. Partant de ce constat, la classe spécialodesvariétés coisotropes intégralest désignée comme l'ana-
logue directe des sous-variétés Legendriennes pour ceogueme la théorie de la déformation. En fait, étre une
sous-variété coisotrope intégrale est une condition eigie sorte que la déformation de telles sous-variétés he soi
pas obstruée.

1. INTRODUCTION

In symplectic geometry it is well-known that the deformatioroblem, under Hamiltonian equivalence, of
a compact Lagrangian submanifaldis controlled by its de Rham complex, so that it is unobstdatith
local moduli space given b,z (L). Unlike Lagrangian submanifolds the deformation problémaisotropic
submanifolds is much more involved and hard to manage. thae] the coisotropic deformation problem
is shown to be controlled by ah..-algebra, rather than a dg-space. Moreover the coisotdgfarmation
problem can be obstructed as explicitly shownéh [However, as pointed out ird], there is the still inter-
esting class of integral coisotropic submanifolds, whaosienation theory resembles that one of Lagrangian
submanifolds. The integral coisotropic deformation penf| under Hamiltonian equivalence, is unobstructed,
with linear and finite-dimensional local moduli space.

It seems that the contact version of this picture has begnpantially unveiled. Our note aims to fill in these
gaps.

It is well-known, in contact geometry, that compact Legésmaisubmanifolds are rigid, so that their defor-
mation problem, under contact equivalence, is unobstdystith discrete local moduli space. As recently
shown in ], in the contact setting as well, every coisotropic subrwddiiis equipped with arl.-algebra,
rather than an acyclic dg-space, controlling its coisatrdgformation problem. In this note we will construct,
in the contact setting, a first example of coisotropic sulifokhwhose deformation problem is obstructed.
Further we will single out, in the contact setting, the speclass of integral coisotropic submanifolds which
behave like Legendrian submanifolds for what concernsrdedtion theory. Indeed we prove that compact
integral coisotropic submanifolds are rigid, so that thdgformation problem, under contact equivalence, is
unobstructed, with discrete local moduli space.

2. A LINE BUNDLE APPROACH TO PRECONTACT GEOMETRY

Let C be an hyperplane distribution on a manifald. Fix a line bundleL — M, and a no-where zero
L-valuedl-form¥: TM — L such thater®¥ = C. Then the curvature formay € I'(A2C* ® L) is defined

by wy(X,Y) = 9([X,Y]), forall X,Y € I'(C). Thel-form ¥, and the corresponding distributich= ker «J,
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are said to bere-contact(resp.contac) if the vector bundle morphism’y: ¢ — C* @ L, X + wy(X, —),
has constant rank (resp. is an isomorphism)p#e-)contact manifolds a manifoldM equipped with dpre-
)contact structuravhich is equivalently given by a (pre-)contact distributi@ or a (pre-)contact-form ¥ on
M. Every pre-contact manifold admitscharacteristic foliationF: the integral foliation of the (involutive)
distribution Ky := kerw%. A pre-contactomorphisraf a pre-contact manifoldM, C) is a diffeomorphism
@: M — M preservingC. HenceX C X(M), the Lie subalgebra of infinitesimal pre-contactomorplsism
consists of thos& € X(M) such tha{X,T'(C)] Cc T'(C).

A derivation of a vector bundl& — M is anR-linear mapd: I'(E) — T'(E) such that there is a (unique)
o(0) € X(M), thesymbol ofJ, satisfyingd(fe) = fOe + (o(0)f)e, foralle € T'(E) and f € C*°(M).
Equivalently derivations off — M can be seen as infinitesimal vector bundle automorphisms.

Fix a line bundlel. — M. Now derivations of_ are just first-order differential operators frdiL) to I'(L),
and can be seen as the sections of the vector bubdle= (J'L)* @ L — M. The latter becomes a Lie
algebroid, théitiyah algebroid of”, with Lie bracket given by the commutator, and anchor givethle symbol
mapo: DL — TM, O — o(0O). Further theautological representatio’’ of the Atiyah algebroid>L in L
is defined byWgA = OA. These data determine a Cartan calculus on the dg-méfute- I'(A*(DL)* ® L)
with structural operations the de Rham differentigl, and, for eacli] € I'(DL), the contractiony and the
Lie derivativeL. The elements of2$ will be called L-valued Atiyah formsindeed(Q2} , dp), the de Rham
complex of DL with coefficients inL, also calledder-complexis acyclic. In particulafdp, 1] = id, wherel
denotes the derivation df given by the identity map, i.e.\ = \.

Remark 2.1. Notice thatl'(L) = QY andI'(J* L) identifies withQ} by means of thé.-valued duality pairing
between/!L andDL. In view of this,['(L) — I'(J' L), A — j'\ coincides with2¢ — Q1 , X — dpA.

A line bundle morphisnp: L — L’ is said to beegularif it is fiberwise invertible. Each regular line bundle
morphismy : L — L’ determines, in an obvious way, the pull-back of sectiphsT'(L’) — T'(L), a Lie
algebroid morphisnDy: DL — DL’, and a degre@ dg-module morphism*: (Q%,,dp) — (Q%,dp).

Remark 2.2. Let L. — M be a line bundle, and 1§ ¢ M be a submanifold. Consider the restricted line
bundleLs := L|s — S, and the regular line bundle morphismLs — L, coveringi: S — M, given by the
inclusion. ThenDi: DLg — DLis a Lie algebroid monomorphism identifyidgL ¢ with the Lie subalgebroid
{O0e(DL)|s: o(O) e TS}of DL.

Lemma 2.3. Letyp: L — L’ be a regular line bundle morphism covering a surjective seitsion. An Atiyah
formn € Q} isbasici.e.n = ¢*(Q3,), if and only ifign = Lon = 0 for everyd € T'(ker Dy).

Definition 2.4. An L-valued pre-symplectic Atiyah foria a 2-cocyclew of (23 ,dp) such that;w is no-
where zero, and the vector bundle morphisth DL — (DL)*® L, O+ w(, —), has constant rank. Every
L-valued pre-symplectic Atiyah forrmv determines the Lie subalgebraifl, := ker @’ of DL. An L-valued
pre-symplectic Atiyah formw is said to besymplectidf «° is an isomorphism.

Proposition 2.5. (cf. [5, Propositions 3.3 and 3.6]For any line bundlel. — M, there is a one-to-one corre-
spondence betwednvalued (pre-)contact forms anid-valued (pre-)symplectic Atiyah forms.

Remark 2.6. A Jacobi structurg —, —} on a line bundlel, also seen as the sectione I'(A%(J'L)* ® L)
such that/ (5 ), j'u) = {\, u}, is callednon-degeneraté J*: J'L — (J'L)* ® L, a +— J(a,—), iS @
vector bundle isomorphism. Then there is a one-to-one spor@dence betweelrvalued contact-forms
and non-degenerate Jacobi structufes {—, —} on L. Moreover if¢ and.J correspond each other as above,
andw is the symplectic Atiyah form correspondingdowith C' := ker ¢, then.J* = (=”)~!, and there is a
Lie algebraisomorphisit : T'(L) — Xc, A = Xy = o(JE(GN)).

For more details on the line bundle approach to pre-contmingtry seeq, Sections 2 and 3].



3. COISOTROPIC SUBMANIFOLDS OF CONTACT MANIFOLDS

Let ¥ be anL-valued contact form o/, with associated contact distributi@r, curvature formw, and
corresponding_-valued symplectic Atiyah formo. Fix a submanifoldS ¢ M. Thend andw induce an
Lg-valuedl-form¥s := i*9 and anL g-valued Atiyah2-cocyclewys := i*w. SetCs :=kerdg = CNTS.

Proposition 3.1. The following conditions are equivalent
(1) 95 is anLg-valued pre-contact form, with, . = CEv,
(2) ws is a Lg-valued pre-symplectic Atiyah form, witfi,,, = (DLg)*7,
(3) S is aregular coisotropic submanifotuf (A, C) (cf. [1, Definition 5.10).

If the equivalent conditionfl)—(3) hold, thensS is transverse ta”, and it inherits the pre-contact structure
given by, with pre-contact distributiort’s, and corresponding pre-symplectic Atiyah fosng.

Remark 3.2. We consider only regular coisotropic submanifolds. Inipatar, we will not cover Legendrian
submanifolds. Without risk of confusion, by coisotropidsanifolds we will always mean regular ones.

Remark 3.3. Not only every coisotropic submanifold of a contact marfimlherits a pre-contact structure, but
conversely every pre-contact manifold admits a contack#niing, i.e. an embedding as coisotropic submani-
fold into a contact manifold, which moreover is unique upacdl contactomorphisms. See, ely.$ubsections
5.2 and 5.3] for details about the coisotropic neighborhbeglorem and the contact thickening.

Definition 3.4. Let .S be a coisotropic submanifold of a contact manif@ld, C). A smooth coisotropic defor-
mationof S is a smoothl-parameter family of embeddings: S — M, with ¢, = idg, such thatp,(S) is
coisotropic in(M, C). Smooth coisotropic deformatiogg andy} are identified if}(S) = ¢} (S). A smooth
coisotropic deformatiot, is said to berivial if it consists of diffeomorphisms of.

Example 3.5. In this one and the following examples, we describe the abramalogue of Zambon’s exam-
ple [6]. In doing this, we follow the original approach in the symgic case.

We consider the contact manifaldZ, Cyr), whereM := T? xR?, andC)y is the kernel of the contattform
O i= sinxydas+cos 1 des+ysdrs+ysdas, with (21, . . ., z5) and(ya, y5) denoting the standard coordinates
on T andR? respectively. Note tha$ := T°> ~ T® x {0} is a coisotropic submanifold, with inherited pre-
contactl-form 9g := sin x1dxs + cosx1drs. SetCys := ker g, and denote by the characteristic foliation
of (S,Cs). The global framelx, := (dz4)|rr, dxs := (dxs)|rr identifiesT*F — S with the trivial vector
bundler: T° x R? — T®. Under this identification(), Cys) coincides with(T*F @ Lg, ker(*9s + g )),
the contact thickening aof as constructed inlf Subsection 5.3] foG = span{d/dx1,9/0x2,0/0x3}. A
straightforward computation shows that= fdz, + gdz; is acoisotropic sectiorof 7, i.e. its image is a
coisotropic submanifold of M, Cyy), iff f, g € C°°(T?) satisfy the non-linear first-order pde

Lx - 22x)= 22 - 2L+ gy () - 1710, (3.)
whereX := cos :1016%2 — sin :1018%3, andY := sinxl% + cos 6%3'

Linearizing @.1), we see that infinitesimal coisotropic deformationsSah (M, Cys) are described exactly

by those sections = fdxz, + gdx of T such that

99 Of

92s  Don 0. (3.2)
The prolongability of an infinitesimal coisotropic defortioam s = fdz, + gdz, to a formal one is subjected to
the following necessary condition, obtained integratidg)(over (x4, x5) € T?,

7 2w 2 af ag
o- [/ [3—xlx<g>—a—xlx<f>+fy<g>—gy<f> dosdas. 3:3)
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Remark 3.6. Characterization3.1) of coisotropic sections agrees with the results obtainadthve BFV-
complex ofS in the more general setting of Jacobi manifolds (2).[

Remark 3.7. Characterizationd.2) of infinitesimal coisotropic deformations amounts to tbeycle condition
ons = fdz, + gdz; in the de Rham complex of the Lie algebrdidF with coefficients inLg. Further
obstruction 8.3) to the prolongability ofs to a formal coisotropic deformation is nothing but the vairg at
[s] of the Kuranishi mafgur: H(F; Ls) — H?(F;Ls). Hence 8.2) and @3.3) recover, in this special case,
the results obtained via thie,.-algebra ofS (cf. [1]).

Example 3.8. Continuing Exampl@&.5, sets := cos zadx, + sin zodx ;. Clearlys satisfies 8.2), hence it is an
infinitesimal coisotropic deformation ¢f. Howevers is formally obstructed because it does not satiSf)(
In fact, in this case, the rhs 03 Q) is equal to(27)? sin ; # 0.

The discussion contained in Examfl8leads immediately to the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9. The coisotropic deformation problem 8f(under contact equivalence) is formally obstructed,
i.e. there exists an infinitesimal coisotropic deformatids’ which cannot be prolonged to a formal coisotropic
deformation (even only up to contact equivalence).

4. INTEGRAL COISOTROPIC SUBMANIFOLDS OF A CONTACT MANIFOLD

Let Ls — S be aline bundle, ands an L s-valued pre-contact form, with associated pre-contattidigion
Cs, and corresponding pre-symplectic Atiyah fotsg. Lemma2.3leads to the following.

Proposition 4.1(Contact Reduction)For any surjective submersion: S — B, and any line bundléz — B,
the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) there is a (unique) contact distributiafiz on B, such thalCs = (T'x)~'Cp, and(TB)/Cp ~ L3,
(2) there is a regular line bundle morphism Lgs — Lg, coveringr, such thaker(D7) = K.

If the equivalent conditionél)—(2) are satisfied ther(, = ker(T'z) and Ls ~ n*Lp. Moreover, for any
m as in(2), there is anL g-valued contact formd 5, with corresponding symplectic Atiyah forg, uniquely
determined bys = 7*9, andws = n*wp; additionally Cp = ker 9.

Definition 4.2. If the equivalent conditionsl—(2) in Propositiond.1hold, then(S, Cs) is said to be amtegral
pre-contact manifolgwith reduced contact manifoldB, C'z), andcontact reductiomperformed viar (or ). A
coisotropic submanifold is said to be integral if it so wetihherited pre-contact structure.

Definition 4.3. Let S be an integral coisotropic submanifold of a contact madifdl, C,). A smooth integral
coisotropic deformatiorof .S is a smooth coisotropic deformatigr): S — M such thatp, transforms the
characteristic foliatioF of .S into the characteristic foliatio; of S; := ¢,(.5).

Example 4.4. The pre-contact manifoldS, Cs) of Example3.5is integral, with reduced contact manifold
(B,Cpg), and contact reduction performed by S — B, wherexr is the projection ofS = T2 x T? on
B =T3,andCp = span{a%l, X} is the kernel of the contadtform ¥ := sinz1dxs + cos z1dxs. ThenF,
the characteristic foliation dfS, C's), is the fibration ire-tori provided byzr.

Lets = fdz, + gdz, be an arbitrary coisotropic section of The inherited pre-conta¢tform J,,|rs on
S’ := im s identifies with the pre-contadtform s*9,; = cosz1dxs + sinzidzrs + fdxy + gdxs onS. The
characteristic foliatior” of (S, ker(s*,/)) is the integral foliation of the distribution given by

_ 9 9. 90 9 99 0
TF —span{X(f)axl o X+ G = IV X(g) g = G X e — gV (4.1)

As a consequence, each ldabf 7' is bi-dimensional and transverse to the fibers of the prigjeet: T> —
T2, (21,...,75) — (x4, 75), S0 that, by a well-known theorem of Ehresmaph,: L — T? is a covering
map. Hence an arbitrary leaf @ can only be diffeomorphic t&2, R x T* or T?.



Let us consider the smoothparameter family of coisotropic sectiogs:= ¢ sin z1dz,. According to 4.1),
the characteristic foliatiofF; of the pre-contact manifol(lS, ker(sf¥,s)) is determined by

0 0 0
U _
TF, = span{ o —t=— . : } . 4.2)

Fix arbitrarily ¢t € R, a leafL of 7/, and a curvey(u) in L, with v(0) = Z. In view of (4.2), there are unique
a,b € C*(R) such that"y(u) = a(u) (i — ti)‘ w + b(u) i‘ ( . Consequentlyy is closed iff there
y(u u

Ox4 Oz Ozs

is ug > 0 such that/, a(u)du € 277Z, t [, a(u)du € 27Z, and [, b(u)du € 27Z. Sincep|,: L — T?is a
covering map, it mduces agroup monomorph(m)*: m (L, T) — 771(11‘2,;)( )). Inview of the latter, ifL is
diffeomorphic tol'?, then there is a closed curyéu) in L, withv(0) = Z, such that2x) = [* a(u)du € Z\0,
and sat has to be rational. Converselytie R \ Q, then all the leaves oF; are non-compact, and so the pre-
contact manifold S, ker(s;v,s)) is not integral.

The above discussion shows that there exist coisotropimanifolds of (M, C},), arbitrarily close toS,
which are not integral. This leads to the following propiosit

Proposition 4.5. Integral coisotropic submanifolds are not stable under ke@isotropic deformations.

4.1. Rigidity of compact integral coisotropic submanifolds. Let Ly; — M be a line bundle, and,; an
Ljs-valued contact form, witld'y; := ker ¢,,. Denote by, the corresponding symplectic Atiyah form, and
by J the corresponding Jacobi structureogy — M.

Let S be an integral coisotropic submanifold(@f, C»s). Fix a smooth integral coisotropic deformatippof
S. After settingS; := ¢,(S) andL, := L|g,, denote by, the inherited.,-valued pre-symplectic Atiyah form,
and by K the Lie subalgebroitter > C DL. Moreover fix a regular line bundle morphism L, — Lz,
covering a surjective submersian Sy, — B, such that{, = ker(D), i.e. the contact reduction ¢f can be
performed viar (cf. Propositiord.1).

Assume thafS is compact. Being interested in small deformations, it isgilde to further assume that

(1) 7: M — S'is atubular neighborhood &f in M, with L, = 7* L, andy, is a section of,

(2) thereis a smooth family of line bundle isomorphisms Ly — Ly, with o = idy,,, coveringg,: S —
St, such thal Dy, ) Ky = K, i.e. the pre-contact structuggw, on .S is reducible viar.

Denote byyp, andy, the infinitesimal generators gf, andy; respectively. They are the smooth familigse
I(TM|g,) andg, € T'((DL)|s,), With o(@¢) = ¢, defined by%(g_ajf) = i (g f), forall f € C(M),
and%(ga;‘/\) = @7 (¢ A), forall A € T'(Lys). Up to quotienting out the trivial integral coisotropic dehations,
¢ Is encoded by the smooth family @f-valued Atiyahl-forms 3, := ¢} (:(¢1)wa). From this definition,
it follows immediately thatip 8; = %g@fwM. Hence, because of the above conditigh ((O0)dp8; = 0 and
LodppB: = 0, forall O € T'(Ky). As a consequence, in view of Lemri&8 and the acyclicity of the der-
complexes, there is a smooth family € I'( L) such thats, —dp A, € 7* (QEB), and so, a fortiorig; = dp\;
mod I'((K 0)Y). The above conditionlj guarantees that there is a smooth family € T'(Ly,) such that
At = i A, and 50 also(r )@y = dpiels, mod D((Ky)°). Since,K;"®" = DLg, (cf. Proposition3.1),
the latter can be equivalently rewritten as

¢1 = (@) " (dph)ls, mod T(DLs,). (4.3)

Let ¢; be the smooth family of local automorphism of the Jacobi benid,,, J) generated by/* (let) =
(w )t (dDXt) Thenvy : Ly — Ly covers the smooth family, of contactomorphisms ofM, Cyy)
generated bW~ Finally, from @.3), it follows thatS; := ¢, (S) coincides withy, (S).

The above d|scu55|0n shows that every small integral coigiat deformation ofS is induced by a smooth
1-parameter family of contactomorphismsiaf. This leads to the following.

Theorem 4.6. Compact integral coisotropic submanifolds are rigid.
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Corollary 4.7. The (compact) integral coisotropic deformation problemger contact equivalence, is unob-
structed and its moduli space is discrete.

Remark 4.8. It is possible to compare Corollady7 with the analogous result in the symplectic case @j. [
On the symplectic side, the local moduli space of a coisadrepbmanifoldS, with characteristic foliatior,
consists of the elements &f! (F) that, seen as sections of a vector bundle &V&F, are flat wrt the Gauss—
Manin connection. On the contact side, the local moduli sgd® consists of the elements &f' (F; L) that,
seen as sections of a vector bundle oiserare flat wrt a certain connection alo®l g, but now it turns out
that there are no non-zero flat sections.
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