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REALIZATION OF MANIFOLDS AS LEAVES USING GRAPH COLORINGS

JESUS A. ALVAREZ LOPEZ AND RAMON BARRAL L1JO

ABSTRACT. It is proved that any (repetitive) Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry can be realized as
a leaf of some (minimal) Riemannian matchbox manifold without holonomy. Our methods can be adapted
to achieve Cantor transversals or a prescribed holonomy covering, but losing the density of our leaf.

1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper relates to the study of which connected manifolds can be realized as leaves of foliations
on compact manifolds, a question that Sondow [46] and Sullivan [47] first posed in the seventies. A manifold
is called a leaf or a mon-leaf depending on whether it can be realized or not. Typically, we restrict our
attention to a particular class of foliations (say, of a given codimension or differentiablity class), and then
the literature abounds with known results. The most prominent setting is perhaps codimension one, where
Ghys [23], Inaba et al. [29], and Schweitzer and Souza [43] have constructed non-leaves of dimension 3 and
higher; on the other hand, Cantwell and Conlon [I5] have shown that any open connected surface is a leaf.
More recently, Menifio Cotén and Schweitzer [34] have pioneered the use of exotic differential structures to
produce novel examples of non-leaves.

One can try sprinkling some geometry on top of this question by noticing first that a leaf on a compact
Riemannian manifold is of bounded geometry; moreover, its quasi-isometry type is independent of the
ambient Riemannian metric. We obtain thus a variation of the original realization problem: Which connected
Riemannian manifolds of bounded geometry are quasi-isometric to leaves of foliations on compact Riemannian
manifolds? Again, results and techniques are plentiful, including the works of Phillips and Sullivan [37],
Januszkiewicz [30], Cantwell and Conlon [I2HI4], Cass [16], Schweitzer [41/42], Attie and Hurder [9], and
Zeghib [48].

Considering more general ambient spaces, one can also study which manifolds can be realized as leaves on
compact Polish foliated spaces, where the differentiable structure and the Riemannian metric are avaliable
only in the leafwise direction. Schweitzer and Souza [44] have constructed connected Riemannian manifolds of
bounded geometry that are not quasi-isometric to leaves in compact equicontinuous foliated spaces; Hurder
and Lukina have used a coarse quasi-isometric invariant, the coarse entropy, to estimate the Hausdorff
dimension of local transversals when applied to leaves of compact foliated spaces; and Lukina [33] has
studied the Hausdorff dimension of local transversals in a foliated space.

Leaves of compact foliated spaces with leafwise Riemannian metrics are always of bounded geometry. The
authors have proved that, in this setting, the converse statement is also true: every connected Riemannian
manifold of bounded geometry is isometric to a leaf without holonomy in a compact Riemannian foliated
space ([4, Theorem 1.1], see also [0, Theorem 1.5] and [3]).

Our main contribution is a strengthening of this last result.

Theorem 1.1. Any (repetitive) connected Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry is isometric to a leaf
in a (minimal) Riemannian matchbox manifold without holonomy.

The improvement over [4, Theorem 1.1] is twofold: we realize our leaf in a matchbox manifold—i.e., a
foliated space with totally disconnected transversals—and we manage to trivialize the holonomy group of
every leaf. Our interest in minimal matchbox manifolds without holonomy stems from the work of Clark,
Hurder and Lukina ([19], see also [2]), where they prove that these are inverse limits of compact branched
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manifolds. This description was purportedly generalized to arbitrary matchbox manifolds in [32], but it has
since been acknowledged that the proof is not correct.

For example, Theorem [[.T] can be applied to any complete connected hyperbolic manifold with positive
injectivity radius, or to any connected Lie group with a left invariant metric. Some of them are not coarsely
quasi-isometric to any finitely generated group [17122], yielding compact, minimal, Riemannian matchbox
manifolds without holonomy whose leaves are isometric to each other, but not coarsely quasi-isometric to
any finitely generated group.

Since any smooth C'*° manifold admits a metric of bounded geometry [25], Theorem [[1] implies that
any C*° connected manifold can be realized as a leaf of a C">° matchbox manifold without holonomy. This
includes, for instance, the exotic non-leaves in codimension one constucted in [34].

In the following consequences of Theorem[IT], the realization of a Riemannian manifold as a leaf is achieved
with some additional properties, but losing the density of that leaf.

Corollary 1.2. Any non-compact connected Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry is isometric to a
leaf in some Riemannian matchbox manifold without holonomy with a complete transversal homeomorphic
to a Cantor space.

Note that, since minimal matchbox manifolds have complete Cantor transversals, Corollary[I.2]is a direct
consequence of Theorem [[LT]if the manifold is repetitive, but not in the general case (Section B.3]).

Corollary 1.3. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry, and let M be a reqular
covering of M. Then M 1s isometric to a leaf with holonomy covering M in a compact Riemannian matchbox
manifold.

Describing the pairs (M, M ) that satisfy the statement of Corollary [L3] with a minimal compact foliated
space seems less feasible. In this regard, Cass [16] has given a quasi-isometric property satisfied by the leaves
of compact minimal foliated spaces with no restriction on the holonomy.

The proof of Theorem [[1] proceeds in two steps. We begin in Theorem B.] by realizing M as a dense leaf
of a (minimal) compact Riemannian foliated space X without holonomy. This step mirrors the techniques
used in [4, Theorem 1.1], where we realize manifolds in a universal space JT/[Z} consisting of triples [M, z, f],
where M is a connected Riemannian n-manifold, x € M and f: M — H is a smooth function taking values
in a separable Hilbert space. The idea is, given a candidate manifold M, to find a suitable f so that the
closure of {[M,z, f] | x € M} is the desired foliated space containing M as a leaf. In the construction of
f (Proposition B3)), an important role is played by a Delone subset X C M, which becomes a (repetitive)
connected graph of finite degree by attaching an edge between any pair of close enough points. Then f is
defined using normal coordinates at the points of X, and a (repetitive) limit aperiodic coloring ¢ of X by
finitely many colors. The existence of ¢ is guaranteed by [5l Theorem 1.4].

The second step of the proof constructs a (minimal) matchbox manifold 9t without holonomy and a
foliated projection m : M — X whose restrictions to the leaves are diffeomorphisms (Theorem B.4]). Then
X can be replaced with 9t by considering the lift of the Riemannian metric of X to 91. To obtain 90, we
introduce a totally disconnected extension of the transversal dynamical system associated to 91, a technique
that is most commonly used in the context of actions of countable groups on compact spaces (see [20] and
the references thereixEl). This idea is implemented by using again the space JV[Z}

The proofs of Corollaries and [[.3] use the following common procedure: Let £ — M be a Polish flat
bundle with non-compact, locally compact fibers. Realize the manifold M in 9t as above, and then glue F
to <M, obtaining a new compact foliated space M’ (Section B3); choosing F appropriately in each case, I
satisfies the property stated in the corresponding corollary.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Partitioned spaces. If X is a topological space equipped with an equivalence relation R, then we call
(X, R) a partitioned space.

Lemma 2.1. If the saturation of any open subset of X is open, then the closure of any saturated subset of
X s saturated.

We thank an anonymous referee for pointing out this connection
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Proof. For any saturated A C X, let z € A and y € R(z). For every open neighborhood U of y, its
saturation R(U) is an open neighborhood of x, and therefore R(U) N A # ). Since A is saturated, it follows
that U N A # (). This shows that y € A, and therefore A is saturated. ]

The properties indicated in Lemma 2] are well known for the equivalence relations defined by continuous
group actions or foliated structures.

Like in the case of group actions or foliations, a minimal set A in X is a non-empty closed saturated subset
that is minimal among the sets with these properties. Minimality is achieved just when every equivalence
class in A is dense in A.

Given another partitioned space (Y,8), a map f : X — Y is said to be relation-preserving if f(R(x)) C
S8(f(x)) for all x € X. The notation f: (X,R) — (Y, 8) is used in this case.

2.2. Metric spaces. Let X be a metric space. For z € X and r € R, let S(z,r) ={y € X | d(z,y) =71},
B(z,r)={ye X |d(z,y) <r}and D(z,r) ={y € X | d(z,y) <r} (the sphere, and the open and closed
balls of center x and radius r). For x € X and 0 <r < s, let C(x,r,s) = B(z,s)\ D(z,r) (The open corona
of inner radius r and outer radius s). We may add X as a subindex to all of this notation if necessary. It
is said that @ is (K-) separated if there is some K > 0 such that d(x,y) > K for all x # y in Q. On the
other hand, @ is said to be (C-) relatively densdd in X if there is some C' > 0 such that CPen(@,C)=X. A
separated relatively dense subset is called a Delone subset.

Lemma 2.2. If X = ;" Qn, where Qo C Q1 C -+ and every Q,, is K-separated, then X is K -separated.
Proof. Given x # y in X, we have z,y € @, for some n, and therefore d(z,y) > K. O

Lemma 2.3 (Alvarez-Candel [7, Proof of Lemma 2.1]). A mazimal K -separated subset of X is K -relatively
dense.

Lemma 2.3 has the following easy consequence using Zorn’s lemma.

Corollary 2.4 (Cf. [8, Lemma 2.3 and Remark 2.4]). Any K-separated subset of X is contained in some
mazimal K -separated K -relatively dense subset.

Recall that X is said to be proper is its bounded sets are relatively compact; i.e., the map d(z,-) : X —
[0, 00) is proper for any z € X.

Definition 2.5. For A C X and ¢ > 0, a subset B C X is called an e-perturbation of A if there is a bijection
h: A — B such that d(z, h(z)) < € for every z € A.

The following result is an elementary consequence of the triangle inequality.

Lemma 2.6. Let A C X and let B C X be an e-perturbation of A. If A is n-relatively dense in X for n > 0,
then B is (n + ¢)-relatively dense in X. If A is T-separated for T > 2¢, then B is (T — 2¢)-separated.

2.3. Riemannian manifolds. Let M be a connected complete Riemannian n-manifold, g its metric tensor,
d its distance function, V its Levi-Civita connection, R its curvature tensor, inj(z) its injectivity radius at
x € M, and inj = inf,cpsinj(z) (its injectivity radius). If necessary, we may add “M” as a subindex or
superindex to this notation, or the subindex or superindex “¢” when a family of Riemannian manifolds M;
is considered. Since M is complete, it is proper as metric space.

Let TOM = M, and T M = TT™ VM for m € Zt. If | < j, then TWM is sometimes identified
with a regular submanifold of TU™ M via zero sections. Any C™ map between Riemannian manifolds,
h: M — M, induces a map h{™ : TOWM — TN’ defined by h{” = h and A{™ = (B, for
meZT.

The Levi-Civita connection determines a decomposition T2 M = H & V, as direct sum of the horizontal
and vertical subbundles. Consider the Sasaki metric ¢/ on TM, which is the unique Riemannian metric
such that J{ L 'V and the canonical identities H¢ = T¢ M = V¢ are isometries for every £ € TM. For m > 2,
consider the Sasaki metric g™ = (¢(m=1)1) on T(™ M. The notation d™ is used for the corresponding
distance function, and the corresponding open and closed balls of center v € T M and radius r > 0 are
denoted by BU™ (v,r) and D™ (v,r). For | < j, TWM is totally geodesic in T™ M and ¢(™ |7y 5 = g,

2A C-net is similarly defined with the penumbra. If reference to C' is omitted, both concepts are equivalent.
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Let D C M be a compact domairfl and m € N. The C™ tensors on D of a fixed type form a Banach

space with the norm || ||¢m p,g defined by

[Allow .y = _ max_ [VIAG)].
By taking the projective limit as m — oo, we get the Fréchet space of C'°° tensors on D of that type equipped
with the C'™ topology (see e.g. [28]). Similar definitions apply to the space of C™ or C'*° functions on M
with values in a separable Hilbert space (of finite or infinite dimension).

Recall that a C'* map between Riemannian manifolds, h: M — M, is called a (\-) quasi-isometry if there
is some A > 1 such that A™! |v| < |hs(v)] < A |v| for all v € TM.

For m € N, a partial map h : M »— M’ is called a C™ local diffeomorphism if dom h and im h are open in M
and M’, respectively, and h : domh — im h is a C™ diffeomorphism. If moreover h(z) = 2’ for distinguished
points, © € domh and z’ € im h, then h is said to be pointed, and the notation h : (M, z) — (M’ z’) is used.
The term (pointed) local homeomorphism is used in the C case.

Form € N, R > 0and A > 1, an (m, R, \)-pointed partial quasi—isometrgﬂ (or simply an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i.)
is a pointed partial map h: (M, x) — (M’ 2'), with dom h = D(z, R), which can be extended to a C™*-

diffeomorphism h between open subsets such that Dg\f;) (z,R) C dom Bim) and BSZ”) is a A-quasi-isometry of

some neighborhood of DE\ZI) (z,R) in T M to T M. The following result has an elementary proof.

Proposition 2.7. Let h: (M, z) — (M,y) be an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. and h': (M, z) — (M,y") an (m’,R', X')-
p.p.q.i. Then h=t: (M,y) — (M,x) is an (m,\"'*R,\)-p.p.q.i. If m" > m and R\ + d(x,y) < R, then
Wh: (M,x) — (M,}(y)) is an (m, R, \X)-p.p.q.i.

In the following two results, E is a (real) Hilbert bundle over M, equipped with an orthogonal connection
V. Let C™(M; E) denote the space of its C™ sections (m € NU {o0}), and E, its fiber over any = € M.

Proposition 2.8 (Cf. [6] Proposition 3.11]). Let 8 C C™* Y (M; E) for m € N, and let xo € M. Then § is
precompact in C™(M; E) if

(i) supses supp |VEs| < oo for every compact subset D C M and 1 <k <m+1; and

(ii) {(V¥s)(zo) | s €8} is precompact il By, ® & Ta M for all 0 < k <m.

Proof. We proceed by induction on m. Consider the case m = 0. From for k = 1, it follows that
8 is equicontinuous on the interior of D, and therefore on M because D is an arbitrary compact subset.
Moreover [(ii)| for k& = 0 states that { s(zo) | s € 8 } is precompact in E,,. So 8 is precompact in C(M; E) by
the Arzela-Ascoli theorem.

Now assume that m > 1 and the result is true for m — 1. Given x € M, 0 < t,u < 1 and a piecewise
smooth path ¢: [0,1] = M from zg to x, let Pyt Eey = Ee(y) be the V-parallel transport along ¢ from u
to v. For any e € E,, and o € C"™ 1 (M; E @ T*M), let

1
Qelera) = Plo(e) +/ Pla(d(t)di € B, .
0

This expression defines a continuous map Q. : E,, x C" Y(M; E @ T*M) — E,. In particular, for any
s € C™(M; E), we have

Qc(s(x0), Vs) = s(x) (2.1)
because p
Pcl)th/(t)s = Pcl)t@P;usc(uﬂu:t = %Pcl)usc(uﬂu:t

if ¢ is smooth at ¢.
Let
T:C™(M;E)— Eyy x C" Y (M; EQT*M)

3A regular submanifold of the same dimension as M, possibly with boundary.
4The extension A is an (m, R, X\)-pointed local quasi-isometry, as defined in [4]. On the other hand, any (m, R, A)-pointed
local quasi-isometry defines an (m, R, \)-pointed partial quasi-isometry by restriction. Thus both notions are equivalent.
5By ® R Ty M = Hom(Qy, Toy M, Ez,) is endowed with the topology of uniform convergence over bounded subsets,
induced by the operator norm. It agrees with the topology of pointwise convergence because dim @), Tzq M < co.
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be defined by T'(s) = (s(z0), Vs), and let (M, zo) denote the set of piecewise smooth loops d : [0,1] — M
based at xg.

Claim 1. The following properties hold:
(a) We have

imT = {(e,a) € By, x C"" Y M;EQT*M) | Qa(e,a) = e Vd € Q(M,z0) } .

(b) T is a closed embedding, and 7! : imT — C™(M; E) is given by T~ (e, a)(z) = Q.(e, @), where
¢:[0,1] = M is any piecewise smooth path from z( to z.

If (e,a) € im T, then Qg(e, ) = e for all d € Q(M, zp) by ).

Now suppose that Qg(e,a) = e for all d € Q(M,zp). Then a section s € C™(M; E) is well defined
by s(z) = Q.(e,a), where ¢ : [0,1] — M is any piecewise smooth path from zy to x. By choosing the
constant path at x, it follows that s(xzg) = e. On the other hand, given 2 € M and X € T, M, there is a
piecewise smooth path ¢ : [0,1] = M from zy to = with ¢/(1) = X. Hence, using the path ¢, : [0,1] — M,
cu(r) = c(ur), and the change of variable t = ur, we get

— d 1 _ d 1 u w
Vxs = duPc,usc(UHu:l— duPQu(PCWO(e)—i—/O PCWT a(c, ())dr)

d = Pgo / dt)

_ 7 pl u “ U /
= P (P + [ Pl o))

So Vs = a, and therefore T's = (e, ). Thus (e, «) € im T, completing the proof of@

The above argument also shows that 7T'is injective, and 7= : im T' — C™(M; E) is given by T~ 1(e, a)(z) =
Q.(e, ), where c: [0,1] — M is any piecewise smooth path from x¢ to #. Thus T-! :im T — C™(M; E) is
continuous, showing that 7" is an embedding.

Finally, im T is closed by @ and the continuity of Qg : E,, x O™ Y (M;E ® T*M) — E,, for every
d € Q(M,x¢). Thus T is also a closed map, and the proof of Claim [lis finished.

By Claim [ it is enough to prove that T'(8) is precompact in E,, x C™ " Y(M;E ® T*M). But

T(8) C {s(zo) | s€8} xV(S),
where the first factor is already known to be precompact in E,,. On the other hand, we have V(8) C
C™(M; E ® T*M), and this subspace satisfies for 1 < k < m and for 0 <k <m-—1. So V(S)
is precompact in C™ 1(M;E ® T*M) by the induction hypothesis. Thus T'(8) is precompact in E,, x
C™ 1(M; E ® T*M) because it is contained in a precompact subspace. O

=a(X).

u=1

Corollary 2.9. Let 8 C C®°(M;E) and xg € M. Then 8 is precompact in C°(M;E) if and only if
conditions cmd in Proposition [2.8 are satisfied for all k € N.

Proof. The “only if” part follows from the continuity of the operators

vk O®(M; E) — C”(M;E@@T*M) .
k

The “if” part is true by Proposition2.8since C*(M; E) =, C"(M; E) with the inverse limit topology. [

Recall that M is said to be of bounded geometry if inj,; > 0 and sup,; |V Ra| < oo for all m € N. For
a given manifold M of bounded geometry, the optimal bounds of the previous inequalities will be referred
to as the geometric bounds of M. Let B, = Br~(0,7) (r > 0).

Proposition 2.10 (See [39, Theorem A.1], [40, Theorem 2.5], [38, Proposition 2.4], [21]). M is of bounded
geometry if and only if there is some 0 < ro < inj,, such that, for normal parametrizations kg : Bp, —
B (z,m0) (x € M), the corresponding metric coefficients, gi; and g*, as a family of C™ functions on By,
parametrized by x, i and j, lie in a bounded subset of the Fréchet space C*°(By,).

Proposition 2.11 (See the proof of [40, Proposition 3.2], [45, A1.2 and A1.3]). Suppose that M is of bounded

geometry. For every T > 0, there is some map c: R™ — N, depending only on 7 and the geometric bounds of

M, such that, for any T-separated subset X C M, and all x € M and § > 0, we have |D(z,d) N X| < ¢(9).
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Proposition 2.12. Let X be a T-separated n-relatively dense subset of a manifold of bounded geometry M
for some 0 < 7 <n. Given0 <e<7/2andoc >0, let ™ =7—2¢ andn =n+e. Then there is some
0 < P = P(e) < o, depending only on 7, €, o and the geometric bounds of M, such that P(¢) — 0 as
e = 0 and, for every 0 < p < P and A C X satisfying d(a,b) ¢ (0 — p,o + p) for all a,b € A, there is an
e-perturbation X' C M of X satisfying A C X' and d(x',y') ¢ (6 —p,0+p) for all 2,y € X'. In particular,
X' is T'-separated and n'-relatively dense.

Proof. By Propositions and 2.TT] the following properties hold:

(a) There are C, Py > 0 such that every 7'-separated subset Y C M satisfies |Y ND(y,0+p+7/2)| < C
forally e Y and 0 < p < Fp.

(b) There is some K = K(g) > 0, with K(¢) — 0 as € — 0, such that vol B(z,e) > K for all x € M.

(c) With the notation of [(a)] and [(b)] given 0 < L < K/C, there is some 0 < P = P(e) < Py, with
P(e) — 0 as ¢ — 0, such that volC(z,0 — p,0 +p) < Lforx € M and 0 < p < P.

Take any 0 < p < P.
Claim 2. Let Y C M be a 7'-separated subset, and let
B={zeY|dz,y) & (c—p,o+p VyeY}.
Then, for all z € Y\ B, there is some & € M such that d(z, &) < ¢ and
(Y\{zh)u{e})nC(E,0—p,o+p)=0.
By@ the subset
Z:={z€ X |B(z,e)NC(z,0 —p,o+p) £V} XND(x,o+p+71/2)

has cardinality at most C. Thus, by and @ forallz € Y\ B,

vol (B(:v,s) N U C(z,0 — p,o—i—p)) < ZVOIC(Z,O’ —p,0+p) <CL < K <vol B(z,¢) .
z2€Z z2€Z
So there is some & € B(x,¢) such that & ¢ C(y,0 — p, o +p) for every y € Z. Therefore & ¢ C(y,0 —p,o+p)
for all y € Y, and Claim [2] follows.

Let 1, x2,... be a (finite or infinite) sequence enumerating the elements of X \ A. Then X’ is defined
as the union of A and a sequence of elements z} such that d(x},z;) < e for all i. In particular, X’ will be
an e-perturbation of X. Let us define z} by induction on i as follows. We use the notation Xy = X and
Xi = (Xio1 \ {=:}) U {z} (: > 1). Note that X; is also an e-perturbation of X and therefore 7’-separated.
Assume that X;_; is defined for some ¢ > 1. By Claim [2] we can take some z; € X \ X;_1 such that
d(z;,z}) < e and X; N C(z},0 — p,o + p) = 0. The resulting set X’ satisfies the desired properties; in
particular, it is a 7'-separated 7’-relatively dense subset of M by Lemma 2.6l O

Proposition 2.13. Let X be an e-relatively dense subset of M for some € > 0, and let h be an isometry of
M. If € is small enough and h =id on X, then h =id on M.

Proof. Fix any xop € M and 0 < g < inj,(z9). For 0 < r < 7o, let B(r) denote the open ball B(0,7) in
T.,M. Moreover let X = exp, }(X) C Ty, M. There is some A > 1 such that exp, : : B(ro) = Bar(wo,70)
is a A-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism. Since X is an e-relatively dense subset of M, for all x € B M(:zro, ro — €),
there is some y € X N By (xo,70) with das(z,y) < e. Hence, for all v € B(rg—e¢), there is some w € X NB(r)
with [v — w| < Ae. If ¢ is small enough, it follows that X N B(ry) generates the linear space T,,, M. Since
h. = id on X N B(ro) because h = id on X, we get h, = id on T,, M, yielding h = id on M. |

2.4. Foliated spaces. A foliated space (or lamination) X = (X,F) of dimension n is a Polish space X
equipped with a partition F (a foliated or laminated structure) into injectively immersed manifolds (leaves)
so that X has an open cover {U;} with homeomorphisms ¢; : U; — B; X T;, for some open balls B; C R and
Polish spaces ¥;, such that the slices B; x {x} correspond to open sets in the leaves (plaques); every (U;, ¢;)
is called a foliated chart and U = {U;, ¢;} a foliated atlas. The corresponding changes of foliated coordinates
are locally of the form gbl-(bj_l(y, z) = (fij(y, 2), hij(2)). Let p; : U; — F; denote the projection defined by
every ¢;, whose fibers are the plaques. The subspaces transverse to the leaves are called transversals; for
instance, the subspaces ¢; ' ({*} x T;) = T; are local transversals. A transversal is said to be complete if it
6



meets all leaves. X is called a matchbor manifold if it is compact and connected, and its local transversals
are totally disconnected.

We can assume that U is regular in the sense that it is locally finite, every ¢; can be extended to a
foliated chart whose domain contains U;, and every plaque of U; meets at most one plaque of U ;. In this
case, the maps h;; define unique homeomorphisms h;; : p;(U; N U;) — p;(U; N U;) (elementary holonomy
transformations) so that p; = hi;p; on U; N Uj, which generate a pseudogroup H on ¥ := | |, %;. This 3 is
unique up to Haefliger’s equivalences [26/27], and its equivalence class is called the holonomy pseudogroup.
The H-orbits are equipped with a connected graph structure so that a pair of points is joined by an edge
if they correspond by some h;;. The projections p; define an identity between the leaf space X/F and
the orbit space T/H. Moreover we can choose points y; € B; so that the corresponding local transversals
¢; ' ({yi} x T;) are disjoint. Then their union is a complete transversal homeomorphic to T, and the H-orbits
are given by the intersection of the complete transversal with the leaves. If X is compact, then U is finite,
and therefore the vertex degrees of the J{-orbits is bounded by the finite number of maps h;;. Moreover the
coarse quasi-isometry class of the H-orbits is independent of U in this case.

If the functions y — fi;(y,z) are C°° with partial derivatives of arbitrary order depending continuously
on z, then U defines a C'*° structure on X, and X becomes a C*° foliated space with such a structure. Then
C*° bundles and their C*° sections also make sense on X, defined by requiring that their local descriptions
are C*° in a similar sense. For instance, the tangent bundle TX (or T'F) is the C* vector bundle over X that
consists of the vectors tangent to the leaves, and a Riemannian metric on X consists of Riemannian metrics
on the leaves that define a C'* section on X. This gives rise to the concept of Riemannian foliated space. If
X is a compact C* foliated space, then the differentiable quasi-isometry type of every leaf is independent
of the choice of the Riemannian metric on X, and is coarsely quasi-isometric to the corresponding JH-orbits
(see e.g. [8l Section 10.3]).

Many of the concepts and properties of foliated spaces are direct generalizations from foliations. Several
results about foliations have obvious versions for foliated spaces, like the holonomy group and holonomy cover
of the leaves, and the Reeb’s local stability theorem. This can be seen in the following standard references
about foliated spaces: [35], [10, Chapter 11], [IT} Part 1] and [24].

2.5. Space of pointed connected complete Riemannian manifolds and their smooth functions.
Let us recall some concepts and properties used in our main results and their proofs, and already used in [4].
Consider triples (M, x, f), where M is a complete connected Riemannian n-manifold, x € M, and f : M — $
is a C* function to a fixed separable (real) Hilbert space (of finite or infinite dimension). An equivalence
(M,z,f) ~ (M',2', f') is defined when there is a pointed isometric bijection ¢ : (M,z) — (M’,z’) with
o*f = f. Let Jﬁf be the Polish space of equivalence classes [M, z, f] of triples (M, z, f), with the topology
induced by the C'°° convergence of pointed Riemannian manifolds and C*° topology on smooth functions
(Section [2.6]). For any M and f as above, there is a map i : M — M defined by ing,f(x) = [M,z, f].
The images [M, f] of all possible maps ips,y form a canonical partition of M7, which is considered when

*

using saturations or minimal sets in JV[Z} The saturation of any open subset of J\A/Ef is open, and therefore
the closure of any saturated subset of J/\\/[f is saturated. It is said that (M, f) (or f) is:

aperiodic: if iy is injective (idps is the only isometry of M that preserves f);

limit aperiodic: if (M’, f') is aperiodic for all [M',2', f'] € [M, f]; and

repetitive: if, roughly speaking, every ball with f is approximately repeated uniformly in M (Section [2.6]).

When [M, f] is compact, the repetitivity of (M, f) means that [M, f] is minimal (Proposition [210)).

If we only use immersions f : M — $), we get a subspace J\A/[Qdmm - J\A/[Q, which is a Riemannian foliated
space with the canonical partition such that the maps ia; : M — [M, f] are local isometries. Moreover
these maps are the holonomy covers of the leaves.

If § is of finite dimension, then [M, f] is a compact subspace of J\A/[Qimm if and only if M is of bounded
geometry, |V™f| is uniformly bounded for every m € N, and |V f]| is uniformly bounded away from 0
(Propositions [Z18 and 22T).

Different versions of this space can be defined with other structures, with similar basic properties. For
instance, by forgetting the functions f in the construction of JT/[Z}, we get a partitioned Polish space M.
In [I], a partitioned Polish space CM” is defined like M? by using distinguished closed subsets of the
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Riemannian manifolds, whose topology also involves the Chabauty (or Fell) topology on the families of
closed subsets. An easy refined version éM:} of CM? can be defined by using locally constant colorings of
closed subsets. In [5], we have also used similar partitioned Polish spaces, G, and §*, defined with connected
simple (colored) graphs. In this sense, we will also use (limit) aperiodicity and repetitiveness for complete
connected Riemannian manifolds, for their (colored) Delone subsets, and for (colored) graphs.

2.6. The spaces M7 and JT/[Z: For any n € N, consider triples (M, z, f), where (M, z) is a pointed complete
connected Riemannian n-manifold and f : M — $ is a C° function to a (separable real) Hilbert space
(of finite or infinite dimension). Two such triples, (M, z, f) and (M’ 2’ f’), are said to be equivalent if
there is a pointed isometry h : (M,z) — (M’,2’) such that h*f’ = f. Lefl M™ = M"($) be the sef]
of equivalence classes [M,z, f] of the above triples (M, z, f). A sequence [M;,x;, fi] € M™ is said to be
C*> convergent to [M,z, f] € J\A/[f if, for any compact domain D C M containing x, there are pointed
C*> embeddings h; : (D,x) — (M;,z;), for large enough 4, such that hfg; — gm|p and hif; — f|p as
i — oo in the C'*° topologyﬁ. In other words, for all m € N, R,e > 0 and A > 1, there is an (m, R, \)-
p.p.qi. hi : (M,x) — (M;,x;), for i large enough, with |V!(f — h!fi)] < ¢ on Dy(z,R) for 0 <1 < m
[6, Propositions 6.4 and 6.5]. The C'* convergence describes a Polish topology on M [4, Theorem 1.3]. The
evaluation map ev : M" — §, ev([M, z, f]) = f(x), is continuous.

For any connected complete Riemannian n-manifold M and any C°° function f : M — $), there is a
canonical continuous map i, : M — M" defined by in,f(x) = [M,z, f], whose image is denoted by [M, f].
We have [M, f] = Iso(M, f)\M, where Iso(M, f) denotes the group of isometries of M preserving f. All

o~

possible sets [M, f] form a canonical partition of M7, which is considered when using saturations or minimal
sets in M?. Any bounded linear map between Hilbert spaces, ® : $ — $’, induces a relation-preserving
continuous map &, : M2($) — M2 (H'), given by @, ([M,z, f]) = [M,x, ®f], which defines a functor.

Lemma 2.14. The saturation of any open subset of J/\\/[f is open, and therefore the closure of any saturated
subset of M7 is saturated.

Proof. Let 'V be the saturation of some open U C J\A/Ef, and let [M, z, f] € V. Then there is some y € M such
that [M,y, f] € U. Since U is open, there are m € N, R,e > 0 and A > 1 so that, for all [M', ¢/, f'] € JT/[Z}, if
there is an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. h: (M, y) — (M',y") with |V!(f —h*f')| < e on Dy(y, R) for 0 <1 < m, then
[M',y, f'] € U. We can assume that R > dps(x,y). Take any convergent sequence [M;, z;, f;] — [M,z, f]
in M™. For i large enough, there is some (m, 2R, \)-p.p.q.i. hi : (M, ) — (M;,z;) with [V!(f — Rifi)] <e
on Dy (z,2R) for 0 <1 < m. Since Dy (y,R) C Dpy(z,2R), it follows that [M;, hi(y), fi] € U for i large
enough. Therefore [M;, z;, f;] € V for i large enough, showing that V is open.

The last part of the statement follows from the first part and Lemma 2.1 0

Let d : (J\A/EQ)Q — [0, 00] be the metric with possible infinite values induced by dj; on every equivalence
class [M, f] = Iso(M, f)\M, and equal to co on non-related pairs.

Lemma 2.15. For every open U C JT/[Z}, the map d(-,U) : J/\\/Ef — [0, 00] 4s upper semicontinuous.

Proof. To prove the upper semicontinuity of d(-, U) at any point [M, z, f], we can assume that d([M, z, f],U) <
00, and therefore there is some y € M such that [M,y, f] € U. Take a convergent sequence [M;, z;, f;] —

[M,z, f] in JT/[ZZ, and let ¢ > 0. We can also suppose that
d([M,, f1,[M,y, f]) < d([M, 2, f1,U) +¢/3, du(e,y) < d(M,z, f],[M,y. f)) +</3.

Since U is open, there are m € N, R > dp(z,y) + ¢, 1 < A < (dp(z,y) +¢/3)/dy(x,y) and 0 < § < € so
that, for all [M’, 5/, f'] € M2, if there is an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. h : (M,y) — (M',y') with |[V!(f —h*f")| < 6

6In [4I6l8], the notation My (n) and M. (n) was used instead of M7 and J\A/[f, adding the superindex “co” when equipped
with the topology defined by the C*® convergence.

"The cardinality of each complete connected Riemannian n-manifold is less than or equal to the cardinality of the continuum,
and therefore it may be assumed that its underlying set is contained in R. With this assumption, J\A/[’,} is a well defined set.

8The C™*1 embeddings and C™ convergence of [6] Definition 1.1] and [4, Definition 1.2], for arbitrary order m, can be
assumed to be C*° embeddings and C'*° convergence [28, Theorem 2.2.7].
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on Dy (y,R) for 0 < I < m, then [M’,y/, f’] € U. By the convergence [M;,z;, f;] — [M,x, f], for i large
enough, there is some (m, 2R, \)-p.p.q.i. h; : (M,z) — (M;,z;) with |[V!(f — hff;)] < 6 on Dys(x,2R) for
0 <1 <m. Since Dy (y, R) C Dpy(x,2R), it follows that [M;,y;, f;] € U for y; = hi(y), and

J([Miu‘riu fi]u [Mluyzafl]) S dl(xzayl) S )\dM(xay) < dM(xay) + 5/3 < J([M,(E, f]uu) +e.
Hence d([M;, z;, fi], W) < d([M, z, f],U) + ¢ for i large enough. O

It is said that (M, f) (or f) is (locally) non-periodic (or (locally) aperiodic) if iar s is (locally) injective;
i.e., aperiodicity means Iso(M, f) = {idas}, and local aperiodicity means that the canonical projection
M — Tso(M, f)\M is a covering map. More strongly, (M, f) (or f) is said to be limit aperiodic if (M, f) is

aperiodic for all [M’, 2/, f'] € [M, f]. On the other hand, (M, f) (or f) is said to be repetitive if, given any
pe M, forallmeN, Rje >0and A > 1, the points x € M such that

Jan (m, R, \)-p.p.qi. h: (M,p) — (M, z) with |V!(f — h*f)] < e on Dy(p,R) VI <m (2.2)
form a relatively dense subset of M. Clearly, this property is independent of the choice of p.

Proposition 2.16. The following holds for any connected complete Riemannian n-manifold M :

(i) If (M, f) is repetitive, then [M, f] is minimal.
(i) If [M, f] is compact and minimal, then (M, f) is repetitive.

Proof. By Lemma [ZT4] [M, f] is saturated, and therefore its minimality can be considered.

Item [(i)] follows by showing that [M, f] C [M’, f'] for every equivalence class [M’, f'] C [M, f]. In fact, it
is enough to prove that [M, f] N [M’, f'] # 0 because [M’, f’] is saturated. Fix any p € M, and let m € N,
R,e > 0and A > 1. By the repetitiveness of (M, f), for some ¢ > 0, there is a c-relatively dense subset X C M
such that, for all € X, there is an (m, R, \'/?)-p.p.q.i. by : (M, p) — (M, z) with |V!(f — hXf)| < &/2 and
IV'higl < 3h%|V'¢| on Dys(x, R) for 0 <1 < mand ¢ € C>(M). On the other hand, since [M’, f'] C [M, f],
given any y’ € M’, there are some y € M and an (m, \/?c+ AR, \'/?)-p.p.q.i. h: (M’ y') — (M,y) so that
IVEHf — (h=Y)*f")] < /3 on h(Dpp(x, \/2c + AR)) for 0 < 1 < m. Take some z € X with dy(z,y) < c.
We have Dy (y,c) C h(Dar (y', \/%¢)), and therefore there is some 2’ € Dy (y', A/ 2¢) with h(2') = z. By
Proposition 277, the composite h=th, defines an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. (M,p) — (M’,z"). Moreover

IVH(F = (W ha) [ < VU = WP+ IV (R f — (B ha)™ )
€ 3e

< |\VHf = hif)|+ gh;Wl(f — (YY) < —+5s=e

on Dy (p, R) for 0 <1 < m. Since m, R, ¢ and X are arbitrary, we get [M,p, f] € [M, f] N [M’, f'].
To prove fix any p € M, and take m € N, R,e > 0 and A > 1. The set

U={[M" 2 fe JV[Z | 3 an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. h: (M,p) — (M',2")
with |[V!(f — h*f")| < e on Dys(p, R) VI < m}

is an open neighborhood of [M, p, f] in J‘/\[Q By Lemma [ZT5] and the compactness and minimality of [M, f],

we have d(-,U) < ¢ on M™ for some ¢ > 0. It follows that the points 2 € M satisfying ([Z2) form a c-relatively
dense subset of M. Since m, R, € and X are arbitrary, we get that (M, f) is repetitive. O
The non-periodic and locally non-periodic pairs (M, f) define saturated subspaces MrCMP, . C JV[Z:

*,np *,lnp

~

The pairs (M, f), where f is an immersion, define a saturated Polish subspace J\A/[Qdmm C My, The
following properties hold [4, Theorem 1.4]:

. J/\\/Ef)imm is open and dense in J/\\/Ef
. ffff)imm is a foliated space with the restriction of the canonical partition.
e The foliated space J\A/Efﬁimm has unique C° structure such that ev : M — § is C°°. Furthermore

inp: M — JV[Q is also C'*° for all pairs (M, f) where f is an immersion.
e Every map inr : M — [M, f] = Iso(M, f)\M is the holonomy covering of the leaf [M, f]. Thus

JV[Z)HP AME ;1 is the union of leaves without holonomy.
9



e The C* foliated space M* imm
Iso(M, f)\M is a local isometry.

By forgetting the functions f, we get a Polish space M? [6, Theorem 1.2]. We have M? = J\A/[f(()), using
the zero Hilbert space. The forgetful or underlying map u : JV[Z: — M2, uw([M,x, f]) = [M, ], is continuous.
We also have a canonical partition defined by the images [M] of canonical continuous maps ¢ps : M — M7,
tyr(x) = [M, z], giving rise to the conditions on M of being (locally) non-periodic (or (locally) aperiodic), and
the subspaces MY ,, € MY ,,, € M{. The condition on M to be repetitive is also defined by forgetting about
the functions, and the obvious version without functions of Proposition is true. Then the following
properties hold for n > 2 [6 Theorem 1.3]:

o M"

% np 1s open and dense in M.
° M")

e Inp 1S @ foliated space with the restriction of the canonical partition.
The foliated space M7 Inp has a unique C* and Riemannian structures such that every map tps :

M — [M] = Iso(M)\M is a local isometry. Furthermore u : M* imm — My, is a € foliated map.
e Every map ity : M — [M] = Iso(M)\M is the holonomy covering of the leaf [M]. Thus M? _ is the

*,1P
union of leaves without holonomy.

has a Riemannian metric so that every map i,y : M — [M, f] =

Moreover [M] is compact if and only if M is of bounded geometry [6, Theorem 12.3] (see also [18], [36)
Chapter 10, Sections 3 and 4]).

Now consider quadruples (M, z, f,v), where (M, z, f) is like in the definition of Mf and v € T, M.
An equivalence between such quadruples, (M, z, f,v) ~ (M',;2’, f',v’), means that there is an isometry
h: M — M’ defining an equivalence (M, x, f) ~ (M', 2, ') with h,v = v’. The corresponding equivalence
classes, denoted by [M,z, f,v], define a set ‘J’JVEZ}, like in the case of J/\\/[f Moreover the C'*° convergence
[M;, x;, fi,vi] = [M,x, f,v] in ‘J’J\A/[Q means that, for all m € N, R,e > 0 and A > 1, there is an (m, R, \)-
p.p.qi. h; : (M, :v) (M;, x;), for i large enough, such that IVU(f — hifi)] < € on Dy(x,R) for 0 <
I <m and (h; ').v; — v. Like in the case of M

* 9

it can be proved that this convergence defines a Polish
topology on TM7. Moreover there are continuous maps Tinas ¢ : T*M — T*MZ, defined by Ting, f(x,v) =
[M,x, f,v], whose images ‘.T[M f] form a canonical partition of ‘.TM” satisfying the same basic propertles as

the canonical partition of M" We also have a continuous forgetful or underlying map u : TM" — M" given
by u([M, z, f,v]) = [M, z, f].

The above definition can be modified in obvious ways, giving rise to other partitioned spaces with the
same basic properties. For instance, by using cotangent spaces T, M instead of the tangent spaces T, M,
we get a partitioned space ‘.T*Mf, where the partition is defined by the images T*[M, f] of maps T*ip  :
"M — ‘J'*M”, given by T*in r(x,€) = [M,z, f,€]. Actually, the metrics of the manifolds M define
identities T, M = T M, yielding an identity ‘J’JV[Z} = ‘.T*J\A/Ef. Next, for k € N, we can also use the tensor
products @, T M or @, T M, giving rise to partitioned spaces ), TM™ and (e T*M™. Also, we can only
take vectors v in the disks D, T, M C T, M of center zero and radius r > 0, producing a partitioned subspace
D, TM? of TM”. Similarly, we get partitioned subspaces D, T*M™?, D, X TM™ and D, (o TM™. A a
continuous forgetful or underlying map u is defined in all of these spaces with values in JV[Z} We will use the
notation u.x =u: D, Q), ‘J‘JV[Q — JV[Z:

Proposition 2.17. The map u, 1 : D, @, ‘J’JT/[Z} — J‘/\[Q is proper.

Proof. For any compact subset K C M?, take a sequence [M;, 24, fi,vi] in ()" H(XK). Since K is compact,
after taking a subsequence if necessary, we can assume that [M;, z;, f;] converges to some element [M,x, f]
in X. Thus there are sequences, m; Tooin N, 0 < R; T 00, 0 <eg; L 0and 1 < \; | 1, such that, for every
i, there is some an (m;, R;, \i)-p.p-q.i. h; : (M, x) — (M;,z;) with |V!(f — hif;)| < &; on Dy (z, R;) for
0 <1< m;. Since \;* < [(h; 1) v < A for all i, some subsequence (h; 1) v;, is convergent in @, Ty M to
some v with |v| < r. Using h,, , it follows that the subsequence [Mzk,xzk,fzk,vlk] converges to [M, z, f,v] in

(1, 1)1 (X), showing that (u, ;)1 (X) is compact. O

For all k € N, a well-defined continuous map V¥ : @, TM™ — $ is given by VE(M, z, f,v]) = (VEf)(z,0).
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Proposition 2.18. Let M be a complete connected Riemannian n-manifold, and let f € C°(M,$), g € M
and v > 0. Then [M, f] is compact if and only if M is of bounded geometry and V*((w. )~ ([M, f])) is
precompact in §) for all k € N.

Proof. Assume that [M, f] is compact to prove the “only if” part. The map u : M? — M7 defines a

*,imm

map u : [M, f] — [M] with dense image because tpy = uins;. By the compactness of [M, f], it follows

that this map is surjective, and therefore W is compact. So M is of bounded geometry. Furthermore
VFE((ur1)"Y([M, f])) is compact in § for all k € N by Proposition 217

The “if” part follows by showing that any sequence [M, f, zp] in [M, f] has a subsequence that is convergent
in J/\\/EZ: Since W is compact and u : J\A/EZ: — M” continuous, we can suppose that [M, x,] converges to some
point [M’, 2'] in M?. Take a sequence of compact domains D, in M’ such that By (2, ¢+1) C D,. For every
q, there are pointed C'>° embeddings hy, : (Dg,2') — (M, xp), for p large enough, such that h; gn — gn
on Dy as p — oo with respect to the C*° topology. Let f;, = h; ,f on D,. From the compactness of

VF((urk) 1 ([M, f])), it easily follows that, for every ¢ and k, we have sup, supp, V¥ f] ] < oo, and the
elements (V™ f, ,)(2',v") form a precompact subset of §) for any fixed v' € D, Q) To»M'. Since Q) Tor M’
is of finite dimension, it follows that the elements (V™ f; ,)(2") form a precompact subset of $ @ &, T, M'.
Hence the functions f, , form a precompact subset of C*°(D,,$) with the C'">° topology by Corollary
So some subsequence fé,p(q,l) is convergent to some f; € C>(Dy,$) with respect to the C°° topology. In

fact, arguing inductively on ¢, it is easy to see that we can assume that each fé is a subsequence

+1,p(g+1,0)
of f; p(q.0)> and therefore fo+1 extends f;. Thus the functions f; can be combined to define a function

fleC> (M, 9H). Take sequences {4, m, T oo in N so that

Hfl - Z,p(q,fq)f||cmq7Dq,gN = ”fz; - fz;,p(q,fq)HCmq;DqﬂN —0.
Hence [M, f,zp(q.e,)] = [M', f';2'] in J\A/[Q as ¢ — oo. |
The following is an elementary consequence of Proposition 2Z.18]

Corollary 2.19. Let M be a complete connected Riemannian n-manifold, and let f € C°(M,$). Suppose
that dim $) < co. Then [M, f] is compact if and only if M is of bounded geometry and sup,; |V™ f| < oo for
all m € N.

Corollary 2.20. Let M be a complete connected Riemannian n-manifold, let $ = $H1 & H2 be a direct sum
decomposition of Hilbert spaces, and let

f = (fl)fQ) S COO(Mv‘ﬁ) = OOO(val) S OOO(M5~62) .
Then [M, f] is compact if and only if [M, f1] and [M, f2] are compact.

Proof. Assume that [M, f] is compact to prove the “only if” part. Let I, : § — $2 (a = 1,2) denote
the factor projections. The induced maps I, : M7 () — M2 ($,) define continuous maps I, : [M, f] —

[M, f.], whose images are dense because iy, ¢, = Ilgiin,¢. By the compactness of [M, f], it follows that

these maps are surjective and the spaces [M, f,] are compact.

Now assume that every space [M, f,] (a = 1,2) is compact to prove the “if” part. By Proposition 218
this means that M is of bounded geometry and every set V™(u=1([M, f,])) is precompact in §, for all
m € N. Since

VM, f]) € V™ (uTH(M, f1]) x VT H(M, f2])
for every m because (V" f)(x,£) = (V™ f1)(x,€), (V" f2)(z,€)) for all z € M and & € Q,, Tx M, we get
that V™ (u=t([M, f])) is precompact in § for all m. Hence [M, f] is compact by Proposition Z.I8 O

Proposition 2.21. Let M be a complete connected Riemannian n-manifold, and let f € C*°(M,$). Then
the following properties hold:

(i) If [M, f] is a compact subspace of Jv[fyimm, then infps |V f| > 0.
(ii) If infpr |V f| > 0, then [M, f] C M”

*,imm *

Proof. This holds because the mapping [M’, 2/, f'] — |(Vf’)(2")] is well defined and continuous on Mr. O
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Proposition 2.22. In any minimal compact Riemannian foliated space, all leaves without holonomy are
repetitive.

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Reeb’s local stability theorem and the fact that LN U is relatively
dense in L for all leaf L and open U # () in a minimal compact foliated space [8, Second proof of Theorem 1.13,
p. 123]. O

Example 2.23. For any compact C'*° foliated space X, there is a C°° embedding into some separable
Hilbert space, h : X — $ [10, Theorem 11.4.4]. Suppose that X is transitive and without holonomy, and
endowed with a Riemannian metric. Let M be a dense leaf of X, which is of bounded geometry, and let
f = hlm € C®(M,$). We have infp |V f| = ming [Vh| > 0. So X' := [M, f] is a Riemannian foliated
subspace of J\Af[f)imm (Proposition DII:I. Since X is compact and without holonomy, and M is dense in X,
it follows from the Reeb’s local stability theorem that the leaves of X’ are the subspaces [L, h|z], for leaves
L of X, and the combination of the corresponding maps maps iy, 5|, is an isometric foliated surjective map
ixp : X — X'. Using that evix = h, we get that ixj : ¥ — X' is an isometric foliated diffeomorphism,
and ev : X’ — 9 is a C*° embedding whose image is A(X). Thus X’ is compact and without holonomy, and
(M, f) is limit aperiodic. If moreover X is minimal, then (M, f) is repetitive by Proposition 2.221

2.7. The spaces G, and §* As auxiliary objects, we will use connected (simple) graphs with finite vertex
degrees, as well as their (vertex) colorings. For convenience, these graphs are identified with their vertex sets
equipped with the natural N-valued metric. This metric is defined as the minimum length of graph-theoretic
paths (finite sequences of contiguous vertices) between any pair of points. The existence of geodesic segments
(minimizing graph-theoretic paths) between any two vertices is elementary. For such a graph X, the degree
of a vertex x is denoted by degy x (or degx). The supremum of the vertex degrees is called the degree of X,
denoted by deg X € NU {o0}.

Given a countable set F, any map ¢ : X — F is called an (F-) coloring of X, and (X, ¢) is called
an (F-) colored graph. We will take F = ZT or F = {1,...,¢} (¢ € Z'). For a connected subgraph
Y C X, we will use the notation (Y,¢) = (Y,¢|y). Let g, = §*(F) be the seff] of isomorphism classes
[X, x, ¢] of pointed connected F-colored graphs (X, x,¢) with finite vertex degrees. For R > 0, let ﬁR be
the set of pairs ([ X, z, @], [Y,y,¥]) € (§*)2 such that there is a pointed color-preserving graph isomorphism
(Dx(z,R),x,¢) — (Dy(y,R),y,1). These sets form a base of entourages of a uniformity on S, which is
metrizable because this base is countable since ﬁR = ﬁLR |- Moreover it is easy to see that this uniformity

is complete. Equip §* with the corresponding underlying topology. The evaluation map ev : §* — F,
ev([X,z,d]) = ¢(x), and the degree map deg : G, — Z*, deg([X,x,¢]) = degy z, are well defined and
locally constant. The space §* is also separable; in fact, a countable dense subset of §* is defined by the
finite pointed colored graphs because F' is countable. Therefore /9\* is a Polish space.

Let (X, ¢) be a connected colored graph with finite vertex degrees, whose group of color-preserving graph
automorphisms is denoted by Aut(X,¢). There is a canonical map ix e : X — G, defined by ix 4(x) =
[X,z, ¢]. Its image, denoted by [X, ¢], can be identified with Aut(X, ¢)\X, and has an induced connected
colored graph structure. All possible sets [X, ¢] form a canonical partition of §* Like in Lemma 214 it
follows that the saturation of any open subset of /9\* is open, and therefore the closure of any saturated
subset of G, is saturated; in particular, [X, 9] is saturated. It is said that (X, ¢) (or ¢) is aperiodic (or
non-periodic) if Aut(X, ¢) = {idx }, which means that Ix ¢ is injective. More strongly, (X, ¢) (or ¢) is called
limit aperiodic if (Y,1) is aperiodic for all [Y,y,1] € [X,#]. On the other hand, (X, @) (or ¢) is called
repetitive if, for any p € X and R > 0, the points x € X such that there is a pointed color-preserving graph
isomorphism (Dx (p, R), p, ¢) = (Dx(x, R),z,%) form a relatively dense subset of X. Clearly, this property
is independent of the choice of p. Like in Proposition 2.16] if (X, ¢) is repetitive, then [X, ¢] is minimal, and
the reciprocal also holds when [X, ¢] is compact.

There are obvious versions without colorings of the above definitions and properties, which can be also
described by taking F' = {1}. Namely, we get: a Polish space G, canonical continuous maps tx : X — G,

9Each connected graph with finite vertex degrees is countable, and therefore it may be assumed that its underlying set is
contained in N. With this assumption, G« is a well defined set.
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tx(z) = [X, z], whose images, denoted by [X], define a canonical partition of G, and the concepts of non-
periodic (or aperiodic), limit aperiodic and repetitive graphs. The forgetful (or underlying) map u: G, — G,
u([X,z,¢]) = [X,z], is continuous. If X is repetitive, then [X] is minimal, and the reciprocal also holds

when [X] is compact. The closure [X] is compact if and only if deg X < oco. Then, like in Proposition 18]
we obtain that [X, ¢] is compact if and only if deg X < oo and im ¢ is finite.

We will use the following graph version of (m, R, A)-p.p.q.i. (Section[2Z.3)). For R > 0 and A > 1, an (R, \)-
pointed partial quasi-isometry (shortly, an (R, A)-p.p.q.i.) between pointed graphs, (X,z) and (Y,y), is a
A-bilipschitz pointed partial map h: (X, z) — (Y,y) such that D(z, R) = dom h, and therefore D(y, R/\) C
im h. This definition satisfies the obvious analogue of Proposition2.71 The following is a simple consequence
of the fact that graph metrics take integer values.

Proposition 2.24. Let 1 <A <2 and R > 0. Any (R, \)-p.p.q.i. h: (X, z) — (Y,y) between pointed graphs
defines a pointed graph isomorphism h : (domh,z) — (imh,y). In particular, it defines an (R/A,1)-p.p.q.i.
(X,z) — (Yy).

Corollary 2.25. A colored graph (X, @) is repetitive if and only if, given any p € X, for all R > 0 and
1 < A <2, the set

{z € X |3 a color preserving (R, \)-p.p.q.i. h: (X,p, ) — (M,z, )}
is relatively dense in M.

2.8. The spaces CM} and @Mf Like in Section 2.6 using distinguished closed subsets C' C M instead
of C* functions f : M — $), we get set CM? of equivalence classes [M,z, C] of triples (M, z,C), where
the equivalence (M,z,C) ~ (M’,2’,C") means that there is a pointed isometry h : (M,z) — (M’,z') with
h(C) = C". A sequence [M;, z;,C;] € CMZ is said to be C*°-Chabauty convergent to [M,z,C] € CM? if, for
any compact domain D C M containing z, there are pointed C*° embeddings h; : (D,z) — (M;,z;), for
large enough i, such that hfg; — gas|p in the C*° topology and h; *(C;) — C'N D in the Chabauty (or Fell)
topology [1l Section A.4]. In other words, this convergence also means that, for all m € N, R > ¢ > 0 and
A > 1, there is some (m, R, A\)-p.p.q.i. h; : (M, x) — (M;, z;), for i large enough, such that:

(a) for all y € Dys(x, R —¢) N C, there is some y; € h; *(C;) C Das(z, R) with das(y,y:) < &; and,

(b) for all y; € Dps(w, R — ) Nh;*(C;), there is some y € C' N Dy (x, R) with das(y, yi) < e.
The C*°-Chabauty convergence describes a Polish topology on CM?” [Il Theorem A.17], and the forgetful or
underlying map u : CM? — M2, u([M,z,C]) = [M,z], is continuous. There are also canonical continuous
maps tpc : M — CMZ, uy.c(z) = [M, z, C], whose images, denoted by [M, C], form a canonical partition
of GM?. We have [M, C] = Iso(M, C)\ M, where Iso(M, C') denotes the group of isometries of M preserving
C'. There are obvious versions of Lemmas 214 and in this setting, as well as obvious versions of (limit)
aperiodicity for (M,C). Similarly, the repetitivity of (M,C) can be defined like in the case of (M, f) in
Section 2.6} using(a)| and [(b)| instead of the condition on f in (Z2)). The obvious version of Proposition 216l
holds in this setting.

Now fix some countable set F' like in Section X7 A set @MZ} = @MZ}(F ) can be defined like CMZ, using
equivalence classes [M,z, C, ¢] of quadruples (M, z,C, ¢), for closed subsets C C M with locally constant
colorings ¢ : C' — F, where the equivalence (M,x,C,¢) ~ (M',x’,C’,¢') means that there is a pointed
isometry h: (M, x) = (M’,2’) with h(C) = C’ and h*¢’ = ¢. The convergence [M;, z;, C;, ¢;] = [M, z, C, ¢)
in @Mf can be defined like in the case of CM”, adding the condition ¢(y) = ¢;hi(y;) in[(a)] and [(b)] Like
in [Il Theorem A.17], it can be probed that this convergence defines a Polish topology on @MZ}, and the
forgetful or underlying map u : @Mf = CM2, uw([M,z,C,¢]) = [M,z,C], is continuous. There are also
canonical continuous maps iy ¢, : M — @Mf, imco(x) =[M,x,C, ¢], whose images, denoted by [M, C, ¢],
form a canonical partition of CM? satisfying the obvious versions of Lemmas 2.14] and Similarly, the
concepts of (limit) aperiodicity and repetitivity have obvious versions for (M, C, ¢), satisfying the obvious
version of Proposition

3. REALIZATION OF MANIFOLDS AS LEAVES

3.1. Realization in compact foliated spaces without holonomy.
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Theorem 3.1. For any (repetitive) connected Riemannian manifold M of bounded geometry, there is a
(minimal) compact Riemannian foliated space X without holonomy with a leaf isometric to M.

To prove this theorem, the construction of X begins with the following result.

Proposition 3.2. Let M be a (repetitive) connected Riemannian manifold of bounded geometry. For every
n > 0, there is some separated n-relatively dense subset X C M, and some coloring ¢ of X by finitely many
colors such that (M, X, @) is (repetitive and) limit aperiodic.

Proof. Let 0 < 7 < n. When M is not assumed to be repetitive, choose 0 < ¢ < n — 7 and take any
(T + 2¢)-separated (n — e)-relatively dense subset X C M (Corollary 24]). By Proposition 212 there are
p >0, 0 > 3n, and a T-separated 7-relatively dense subset X such that

dv(z,y) ¢ (0 —p,o+p) Yr,ye X. (3.1)
The set X becomes a graph by declaring that there is an edge connecting points z and y if 0 < dps(z,y) < 0.

Claim 3. The graph X is connected, and X N Dps(x,r) C Dx(z, |r/n| +1) for all z € X and r > 0.

Let z,y € X and k = |d(z,y)/n]+1. Since M is connected, there is a finite sequence © = ug, u1, ..., ux =y
such that dpas(wi—1,u;) < n (i = 1,...,k). Using that X is n-relatively dense in M, we get another finite
sequence T = zg, 21, ...,2; =y in X so that dps(us, 2;) <n for all &. Then

dar(zio1,2i) < dpr(zim1,wion) + dar(wior, ug) +dar(ug, 2) <3n <o
So, either z;_1 = z;, or there is an edge between z;_1 and z;. Thus, omitting consecutive repetitions,
20, %1, - - -, 2k Gives rise to a graph-theoretic path between x and y in X. This shows that X is a connected
graph and dx (z,y) < k, as desired.

By Proposition [Z11], there is some ¢ € N such that, for all x € M, the disk Dps(z,0) N X has at most ¢
points, obtaining that deg X < ¢. Now [5] Theorem 1.4] ensures that there exists a limit aperiodic coloring
¢: X —{1,...,c}. By the definition of the graph structure of X, we also get

Dx(z,r) C Dy (z,r0) (3.2)
for all z € X and r € N. R

For n = dim M, take a class [M', X', ¢'] C [M, X, ¢] in CM?({1,...,c}) (Section2.§). Consider the graph
structure on X’ defined by declaring that there is an edge connecting points 2’ and y’ if 0 < dp (2/,y') < 0.
Claim 4. We have that:

(a) X' is 7-separated and n-relatively dense in M’,

(b) X’ is a connected graph and X' N Dyp(2',7) C Dx/ (2, |r/n] +1) for all 2’ € X" and r > 0,
(c) deg X’ < ¢, and
(d) [X',¢'] C[X, 9] in Gu({1,...,c}).

Given 2’ € X', m € Z*, R > 6§ > 0 and A > 1, there are some x € X and an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i.
h:(M' z") — (M,z) such that:

e forallu € D(z/, R—§)NX’, there is some v € h~1(X) C D(2/, R) with d(u,v) < § and ¢'(u) = ¢h(v);
and,
e forallv e D(z/, R—§)Nh~1(X), there is some u € X' ND(a’, R) with d(u,v) < ¢ and ¢’ (u) = h(v).

For the sake of simplicity, let § = h=!(y) for every y € imh. Since X Nh(Dyp (2', R)), X' N Dy (2, R)
and h(Dpp (2', R)) are compact, given any 0 < 7" < 7, we can assume that A — 1 and § are so small that

20 < T. (3.3)

For any v’ € X' N Dy (2', R — §), there is some y € X N h(Dy (2, R)) such that da(y',§) < 0 and
&' (y)=o¢y). If z€ X Nh(Dy (2, R)) also satisfies dpr (v, Z) < 6, then, by (B3),

dM(y7 Z) < Adpr (ga 2) < )\(dM' (ylu E) +dm (y/v g)) <200 <7 )
yielding y = z because X is 7-separated. So y is uniquely associated to y’, and therefore the assignment
y' — y defines a color-preserving map

h:X'NDy(2',R—6)— X Nh(Dy(2',R)) ;
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in particular, h(z') = h(z') = . Since h is an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i., for all ¢/, 2 € X' N Dy (2, R — 6),

(dar (v, 2") = 28) /X < dpr(h(y'), h(2")) < Mdar (Y, 2') + 26) . (3.4)

Furthermore, either dy(h(y'),h(2")) = 0, or da(h(y'),h(2')) > 7 because X is 7-separated. So, either
du (Y, 2') < 28, or dap(y', 2') > 7/ — 26 by [B4). Since the choice of §, A and R was arbitrary, we infer
that X’ is a 7-separated subset of M’. In particular, & is injective by B3) and (34).

By taking § and A — 1 small enough, we can also assume that

Mo—p+20)<o<(oc+p—20)/\. (3.5)
Given ', 2" € X' N Dap(2', R—6), let y = h(y') and z = h(2') in X Nh(Dup (2, R)). TIf dar (y', 2') < o — p,
then, by (B3,
du(y,2) < M (9, 2) < Adwe (', 2') +20) <o

If dy(y',2') > o + p, then, by (B3),
du(y, 2) > dar (5, 2) /A > (due (Y 2) = 20) /A > 0
These inequalities, ([34]) and the injectivity of h show that
h:X'"NDy(z',R—6) — h(X' N Dy (!, R —6)) (3.6)

is a color-preserving graph isomorphism.
Like in (34), for all y’ € X' N Dy (a’, R = 9),

(darr(2',y') = 8) /A < dr(, h(y')) < Adar (2, y') +6) . (3.7)
We use these inequalities to show that
X N Da(z, (R —26)/\) € (X' 0Dy (2',R—08)) € X N Dy, AR) . (3.8)

Here, the second inclusion is a direct consequence of ([B.7). To show the first inclusion, observe that
Dy(z, (R —26)/X) C h(Dps(z, R — 26)) because h : (M',2') — (M,z) is an (m, R, \)-p.p.qi. Thus,
for any y € X N Dys(x, (R —25)/N), we have § € Dy (2, R — 25) with h(y) = y. Moreover there is some
y' € X' such that dup (y',7) < 6. Then dpy (2, y') < dap (2, 7) + 6 < R— 8, and h(y’) = y by the definition
of h. Soy € h(X' N Dy (', R — 6)), completing the proof of (3.

Now, for any 3y’ € Dy (2, (R—28)/(A—n)A), we get h(y') € Dar(x, (R—20)/A—n) because h: (M',z') —
(M,z) is an (m, R, \)-p.p.q.i. Since X is n-relatively dense, there is some y € M such that d(h(y'),y) < 7.
We have y € Dy (x, (R —26)/)) by the triangle inequality. Moreover y € im h by 38). So h~'(y) € X’ and

Ay, (y) < dy,9) + 5 < XM(h(y'),y) +6 < An+4.

Since R is arbitrarily large, and § and A — 1 are arbitrarily small, it follows that X’ is n-relatively dense in
M’, completing the proof of @

Item [(b)] follows from [(a)] with the same argument as in Claim B Finally, and [(d)] follow using (B8)
and the color-preserving graph isomorphisms (3.6)). This completes the proof of Claim [4]

Claim 5. If n is small enough, then (M, X, ¢) is limit aperiodic.

Consider any class [M’, X', ¢'] C [M, X, ¢] in éM:}({l, ...,c}), and let h be an isometry of M’ preserving
X’ and ¢'. Then h defines a color-preserving graph automorphism (X', ¢’) with the above graph structure.
By Claim (] and since (X, ¢) is limit aperiodic, we get that h = id on X’. By Proposition [213] it follows
that h =id on M’ if 5 is small enough. So (M’, X', ¢') is aperiodic, completing the proof of Claim

To finish the proof, let us show that we can get (M, Z, x) repetitive if M is repetitive. Define X and ¢ as
above, then the closure [M, X, ¢] is compact, so it contains some [N, Y, 1] with minimal closure. The image of
[N, Y, 9] by the forgetful map @Mf({l, ...,c}) = M™ is a compact, saturated subset of [M], so it is in fact all

of [M] because this set is minimal. Hence, [M, Z, x] = [N, Y, ¢] for some Z and x, and (M, Z, x) is repetitive

because [M, Z, x] is minimal. Finally, (M, Z, x) is limit aperiodic because [M, Z, x] € [M, X, ¢]. a

As explained in Section [Z8 Theorem [B1] holds with the Riemannian foliated subspace X = [M, f] C
M7 (n = dim M), where f € C*(M, ) is given by the following result.

*,imm
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Proposition 3.3 (Cf. [4, Proposition 7.1]). Let M be a (repetitive) connected Riemannian manifold. There
is some (repetitive) limit aperiodic f € C°(M,$), where §) is a finite-dimensional Hilbert space, so that
sup,; |V f| < oo for all m € N and infps |V f| > 0.

Proof. Take ro > 0 and normal parametrizations k, : By, — By (z,70) (x € M) like in Proposition
For any 0 < r < 719, take X, ¢ and ¢ like in Proposition with n = 2r/3. Write X = {z; | i € I}
for some index set I, and let k; = Ky, : B, — Bum(zg,7) and ¢; = ¢(x;) (i € I). Consider the graph
structure on X defined in the proof of Proposition B2 using 0 = 3n = 2r. Since deg X < ¢, there is a
coloring o : X — {1,...,c+ 1} such that adjacent vertices have different colors. Let X = a~*(k) and
Ik:{i€f|$i€Xk} (k}:L...,C—Fl).

For n = dim M, let S be an isometric copy in R"*! of the standard n-dimensional sphere so that 0 € S.
Choose some function p € C°(R™) such that p(z) depends only on |z|, 0 < p < 1, p(z) = 1if |z| < r/2,
and p(z) = 0 if |[#| > r. Take also some C* map 7 : R" — R""! that restricts to a diffeomorphism
B, — S\ {0} and maps R"\ B, to 0. Let V = 7(B,5) C S and yo = 7(0) € V. Let p; = pr; " and
m=71k; " Fork=1,...,c+1,let f&=(fF, f¥): M — R"2 =R x R""! be the extension by zero of the
combination of the compactly supported functions (p; - ¢;, p; - 7;) on the disjoint balls Bps(z;, 1), for i € Ij.
Let f = (f',..., ft) : M — (R*+2)etl = ReHD(4+2) —. 6 Note that sup,, |V™ f| < oo for all m € N and
infar |[Vf| > 0. We can write f = (f1, fa) : M — $ = 91 @ 9, where f1 = (fl,..., fiT): M = Rt = 6,
and fo = (fa,..., fSTh) : M — (R*H1)ett = RletD+D) —. g,

Claim 6. If r is small enough, then f is limit aperiodic.

Take any class [M’, f'] € [M, f]. Then [M'] € [M], obtaining that inj,, > inj,, > ro and M’ satisfies
the property stated in Proposition We can consider f/ = (f'%,... f'¢Th : M' — (R*+2)etl =
REHDM+2) — ¢ with f'% = (fi*, f3F) : M’ — R x R**! = R*"*2, Given 2’ € M’, there are sequences,
0 <R, Tooandmn,|0inR, my, 1T oo inN, of smooth compact domains D, C M’ with By (z',R,) C D), C
By (2!, Rpt1), and of C* embeddings h, : D, — M, such that

q>p=|hggnm — grrllcma,py.gae s Nhgf = Fllema,Dyga <N -

Let X}, = (f3%)"(yo) C M’ and X' = X{U---U X/ ;. Write X' = {2}, | a € A} for some index set A, and
let Ay ={ac A|a), € X} }. Forany a € Ay, we have Dy (2),,7) C D, for p large enough. Let Z, 4 = hq(z},)
for ¢ > p. Then f§(Za,q) — f3%(!) = yo as ¢ — oo. By the definition of f¥, it follows that there is a sequence
ia,q € It such that ds (4, ,, Ta,q) — 0. Given 0 < 0 < 1/2, we get hy(Dnr (),,0)) C Bar(ws, ,,7/2) for ¢ > p
large enough, and n;}q hg =711 f¥hy — 771 f4F with respect to the C°° topology on Dy (2, 6). Thus there
is some normal parametrization k!, : B, — By (2, 7) such that 771 f3% = k71 on Dy (2, 6). Since 0 is
arbitrary, we get f3* = 7x/ 71 on By (2], 7/2); in particular, f3* : By (2], 7/2) — V is a diffeomorphism.
Now, using the properties of X and the convergence dns (2, ,,Za,q) — 0, it easily follows that X' is
also separated and n-relatively dense in M’, and, for all 2’ € M’, the ball By (2',0) N X’ has at most ¢
points. Hence, like in the case of X, the set X’ becomes a connected graph with deg X " < ¢ by attaching
an edge between z/, and z; (a,b € A) if 0 < dy (2, z;) < 0. Let D, denote the set of points 2/, in X’
such that Dy (z),,7) C Dp. From the convergence dys (i, ,,Ta,q) — 0, we also get that, if p and ¢ are

large enough with ¢ > p, then, for all a,b € A with x},,x; € D,, there is an edge in X between z;, . and

z;,, if and only if there is an edge in X' between z, and x;. Thus an injection hy, : D, — X is defined

by hpq(ah) = @4, ,, and hyq D, — hy4(Dy) is a graph isomorphism. Moreover, for any N € Z* and
a € A, we have Dx/(zl,,N) C D, if Dpy(z},2Nr) C D,, which holds for p large enough. Then there is
a pointed isomorphism (Bx:(z;,N),z,) — (Bx(zi, ,,N),xi,,) if p and ¢ are large enough with ¢ > p,

yielding [X’, %] € [X], and therefore [X'] C [X]. Furthermore, ff(Zaq) = fF(zi,,) = ¢in, = (ﬁ;q(b)(:z:’)

a a

if dy(zi, > %aq) < 7/2 and i € Iy, and ff(Zaq) = (3 fF)(2),) — fi¥(z),) as ¢ — oo. So a coloring

¢ X' = {1,...,¢} is defined by taking ¢' = f{*¥ on every Xi, and we have h, .6 = ¢’ on Dx/(z/,, N).
Hence [X' ), ¢'] € [X, ], and therefore [X', ¢'] C [X,¢]. Moreover (X', ¢') is aperiodic because (X, ¢) is
limit aperiodic.
Let us prove that (M’, f') is aperiodic. Let h be an isometry of M’ such that h* f/ = f’. Then h*fj’-k = fJ’k
foral k=1,...,c+1land j=1,2. So h(X') = X" and h: X’ — X’ is a graph isomorphism preserving ¢'.
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Since (X', ¢') is aperiodic, it follows that h is the identity on X’. So h = id on M’ if r is small enough by
Proposition 213l This completes the proof of Claim [l
When M is repetltwe, the repetitivity of f is a direct consequence of the repetitivity of (M, X, ¢). O

3.2. Replacing compact foliated spaces with matchbox manifolds.

Theorem 3.4. For any (minimal) transitive compact C* foliated space X without holonomy, there is a C*
(minimal) matchbox manifold M without holonomy, and there is a C™ surjective foliated map 7 : M — X
that restricts to diffeomorphisms between the leaves of M and X.

Proof. Fix any dense leaf M of X, an auxiliary Riemannian metric on X, and a C'"*° embedding into some
separable Hilbert space, b : X — 1. Let fi = |y and 0 = [M, f1] in M™($1) (n = dim M). Then (M, f;)
is limit aperiodic, 9%, is compact, and we have an induced isometric diffeomorphism between Riemannian
foliated spaces, ix : X — 9y (Example 2.23).

There are regular foliated atlases U = {U;, ¢;} and U = {U;, ¢;} of X (i = L..., ¢), with foliated charts
¢i 1 Uy — B; xT; and ¢; : U; — B; x T, such that U; C U; and ¢; = ¢; B (n = dim X),
and every ¥; is a relatively compact subspace of ‘E Moreover the prOJectlons Di = pry (bl (7 — % extend the
prOJeCtIOHS pi = DPry ¢i : U; — %;, and the elementary holonomy transformations h” pZ(U NU. i) = ﬁj(ﬁi N
U, ;) defined by U extend the elementary holonomy transformations hij : pi(U; NU;) = p,;(U; NU;) defined
by U. Let J denote the set of all finite sequences of indices in {1,...,c}. For every I = (ig,%1,-..,i) € J,
let hl = hlk ikt hmo and hy = hi,_,i, - hiyig, Which may be empty maps. There are points y; € B;

such that the local transversals ¢1- Yy} ‘Ii) = T, have disjoint closures in X, and therefore we can realize
T = LJ; T, as a complete transversal in X (Section 24). Hence 67 ({yi} x T;) = Ty and T == | |, T; also
have these properties.

Since X is Polish and compact, it is locally compact and second countable, and therefore T is also locally
compact and second countable. Then there is a countable base of relatively compact open subsets V;, (k € N)

of ¥. Fix any relatively compact open subset &; of every T containing T;, and let & = Ll; &i. Given a

metric on T inducing its topology, we can suppose that there is a sequence 0 = ko < k1 <--- in N such that
the sets Vi,., ..., Vi,.,,—1 cover & and have diameter < 1/(m + 1) for all m € N. Using K = {0,1}" as a

model of the Cantor space, let 1) : T — K be defined by

0 ifl‘ﬁVk

Vl)(k) = {1 ifzeV.

Since J is countable, K7 is homeomorphic to K. Let W : T — K7 be the map defined by

W (2)() = Yhr(z) if z € domhy
v o if z ¢ domhy ,

where 0 = (0,0,...) € K. Observe that ¥(z) determines Why(z) for all z € T and I € J with = € dom h;.

Claim 7. For any sequence z, in &, if ¢(x,) is convergent in K, then z, is convergent in %, and lim, z,
depends only on lim, t(z,).

The convergence of ¥(x,) in K means that, for every m € N, there is some a,, € N such that ¢(z,)(k) =
P(xp)(k) for all k < kpq1 and a,b > ap,. Since the sets Vi, ..., Vi, ,—1 cover &, it follows that there
is a sequence [l,, € N such that k,, < I, < kny1 and z, € V;,, for all a > a,,. Thus the limit set
Ni {%a | @ > a, } is a nonempty subset of (,, V4, , which consists of a unique point of & because every V;,
is compact with diameter < 1/(m +1). Thus z, is convergent in T.

Now let y, be another sequence in & such that ¥ (y,) is convergent in K and lim, 9 (y,) = lim, ¢(z,). We
have already proved that y, is convergent in T. Moreover, taking a,, large enough in the above argument,
we also get ¥(y.)(k) = ¥(xq)(k) for all k < k41 and a > a,,. This yields y, € V},, for all a > a,,, and
therefore lim, y, = lim, z,. This completes the proof of Claim [7
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According to Claim [7] a continuous map @ : ¥(&) — & is defined by w(¢) = z if {z} = nkeg,l(l)ﬁ,
and we have wi) =id on &. Let X; =T, N M and X = |J; X; = TN M, which is a Delone set in M (see e.g.
[8, Proposition 10.5]).

For every i, let A; : X — [0,1] be a C*° function with A\; = 1 on ¥; and A; = 0 on %\@l Fix an
embedding o : K¥ — R, and let fo = (f3,...,f5) : M — R =: $5, where fi(z) = \i(z) - o¥Up;(x). We have
sup, |[V™ fa] = max; supy |[V7™A;| < oo for all m € N. So My := [M, f] is compact by Corollary 2191

Consider the C* function f = (f1, f2) : M — $ := $H1 B H2, and M = [M, f] in JV[Z:(.@) Since My and
My are compact, we get that 9 is also compact by Corollary We have infp |V f| > infy |V fi] =
infy |[VA| > 0, and therefore M C M* imm (9) by Proposition Z2T|[(if)] The function (M, f) is limit aperiodic
because (M, f1) is limit aperiodic, and therefore 9 has no holonomy (Section 2:0)).

For a = 1,2, let II, : $$ — $, denote the corresponding factor projection. Then II;, : 91 — My is a
surjective C* foliated map restricting to isometries between the leaves, and therefore 7 := (ix p,) 1. :
M — X is also a surjective C'° foliated map restricting to isometries between the leaves. Thus every leaf
of M is of the form [M’, f'], where M’ is a leaf of X and f' = (f{, f3) : M’ — 9, where f{ = h|y and
[M', f5] C Ms.

Let p : U] :== n=Y(U;) — T, := 77 Y(F;) be defined by pi([M', 2, f']) = [M’, pi(z'), f'], for leaves M’ of
X, and let ¢} = (pry ¢, p;) : Ul — B; x %%, where pry : B; X ¥; — B, is the first factor projection. Using
the description of the C* foliated structure of M", ($) given in [4, Section 5], it is easy to check that

* 1mm

{U;, ¢} is a C*° foliated atlas of M. Thus T' = |J, T =|J; ¥, is a complete transversal of 9.

Claim 8. The map ev : T — § is an embedding whose image if f(X).

Since ev : T — $ is a continuous map defined on a compact space, and { [M,z, f] | z € X } is dense in T/,
it is enough to prove that ev : T — § is injective. Let [M’, 2/, f'],[M", 2", f"] € T with f'(2') = f"(2").
We can assume that M’ and M" are leaves of X, 2’ € M'NT, 2" € M"NZ, f' = (f1, f3) with f{ = h|pr, and
"= (f1, 1Y) with f’ = h|p. Then h(z') = h(z"), yielding ' = 2" and M' = M"”. On the other hand,
there are sequences x,, and ), in M NT converging to 2’ in T such that (M, /,, f2) and (M7 xl, fa) are
C>°-convergent to (M’ ,f2) and (M', 2, fl), respectively. If 2’ € T;, we can assume that 2/, , 2! € MNF;
for all m. Writing f§ = (f5%,..., f5°) and f”:( P fYe), we get

limo¥(x),) = f'(z') = f"(2') = limoW¥(z!) .

So lim,, ¥(z},) = lim,, ¥(z),), yielding lim,, $h;(z},) = lim,, Thy(x],) for all I € J. Since h;(x,) and

hr(z!") converge to hr(z') in T, using the Reeb’s local stability theorem and the definition of fo, it follows
that both (M, z}, f2) and (M, z}, f2) are C*°-convergent to the same triple with first components (M’, z’).
Therefore f5 = f3/, yielding [M', ', f'] = [M", 2", f"], as desired.

According to Claim 8 ¥’ is homeomorphic to the subspace

FX) = {(fi(@), fo(2)) [2 € X} C 1) x (o(K7))°.

By the conditions on the functions \;, this subspace is homeomorphic to the subspace

L{(e ¥ (@) IxEX}—I_I{ §1€e¥(Xi)}
_|_|{ §€EeT(Xy)} C |_|‘I><Kj Tx K,

which in turn is homeomorphic to the subspace | J, U(X;) C K? because w is continuous. So ¥ and T’ are
zero-dimensional, obtaining that 9t is a matchbox manifold.

Now suppose that X is minimal. Then (M, f1) is repetitive (Example 2223]). A simple refinement of the
proof of Proposition 2.22] also shows that (M, f3) is repetitive. In both cases, this property can be described
with the same partial pointed quasi-isometries given by the Reeb’s local stability theorem. So (M, f) is also
repetitive, and therefore 91 is minimal by Proposition a

Theorem [T now follows from Theorems [3.1] and 3.4
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3.3. Attaching flat bundles to foliated spaces. Let X = (X,J) be a compact C foliated space of
dimension n, and let M be a leaf of X. On the other hand, let p: E — M be a locally compact flat bundle
with typical fiber F' and horizontal foliated structure H. It can be described as the suspension of its holonomy
homomorphism h : m M — Homeo(F'), whose image is its holonomy group G; they are well defined up to
conjugation in Homeo(F'). Any foliated concept of E refers to H. The C* differentiable structure of M
induces a C* differentiable structure of H. Assume that F' is a non-compact locally compact Polish space;
then F also has these properties. The notation E, = p~1(z) and Ex = p~1(X) will be used for € M and
XCM.

The one-point compactifications E;}F = {z} U E, of the fibers E, (x € M) are the fibers of another C*>
flat bundle p™ : E¥ — M; thus ET = M U E as sets. Its typical fiber is the one-point compactification
Ft = {00} UF of F, the leaves of its horizontal foliation H* are M and the leaves of H, its holonomy
homomorphism A* : m; M — Homeo(F'1) is induced by h, and its holonomy group is denoted by G*. The
more specific notation h, : 71 (M, x) — Homeo(F), h} : w1 (M, z) — Homeo(F*), G, and G will be used
to indicate the base point z.

Let us topologize X' = X U E =~ X Uiq,, ET as follows: Take any foliated chart U = B x T of X with ball
B C R™ and local transversal T. We have M NU = B x D for some countable subset D C ¥. Since the
plaques of U are contractible, p has a local trivialization Eyny = (M NU) x F. Consider the topology on
' =% U (D x F) with basic open sets of the form

W=0U{d} x Vg={d} x Vg,
where d € D and V; C F is open, and

w = weu (Jde} x (FAK)) |
where Wa C T is open, z € Wz N D, and K, C F'is compact. Then X has a topology with basic open sets
of the form

VE(Z)I_I(BXU({,Z}XRZ)) =B x9Y, WEUI_I(BXU({Z}XSZ)) = BxW,
for all possible foliated charts U = B x ¥ of X. Using these basic open sets, it is easy to check that X’ is
Hausdorff, second countable and compact. So X’ is metrizable [31, Proposition 4.6], and hence Polish. In
particular, the sets
U=UUEyrnu =(BxT)U(BXxDXxF)=Bx%

are open in X', and the fibers B x {x} correspond to open subsets of leaves of F or . Thus these identities
are foliated charts of a foliated structure ¥ on X’, and its leaves are the leaves of F and H. As sets, we can
write X' = X Uiq,, ET and ¥ =T Uiq,, (D x F*), where we consider D = D x {oo} C D x FT; we can also
write ¥ =T U Ep =% Ui, E$.

Consider a regular foliated atlas of X consisting of charts U; = B; x T;, for balls B; C R™ and local
transversal T;. As before, take local trivializations Eyny, = (M N U;) x F of the flat bundle p, write
M NU; = B; x D; for countable subsets D; C ¥;, and consider the induced foliated charts U/ = B; x ¥
of ¥, where U] = U; U Eyny, and T, = T, U (D; x F), endowed with Polish topologies. The changes
of coordinates of the foliated charts U; = B; x ¥, are of the form (y, z) — (fi;(y, 2), hij(2)), where every
mapping y — fi;(y, z) is C* with all of its partial derivatives of arbitrary order depending continuously on
z. Using local trivializations of E and foliated charts of F, we get Epny, = (M NU;) x F = B;x D; x F. The
changes of these local descriptions are of the form (y, z,w) — (fi;(y, 2), hij(2), gi; (2, w)), where the maps g;;
are independent of y because ET is flat. Then the changes of coordinates of the foliated charts U] = B; x T,
are of the form

/ (fij(z,2"), hiz(2")) € Bj X T if 2/ €T,
WNH{%NWM%@%NWWE%XwﬂF)Hz_@wemxﬂ

Thus the charts U] = B; x T define a C° structure on X' = (X',3). The corresponding elementary

holonomy transformations hgj are combinations of maps h;; and g;;. Using these foliated charts, it also

follows that X and E are embedded C* foliated subspaces of X/, ET is an injectively immersed C*° foliated
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subspace of X', and the combination 7 : X’ — X of idx and p (or p*) is a C* foliated retraction. The fibers
of m are
() = {z}Ud={z} fzeX\M
- \{z}UE,=E} ifzeM.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that the restrictions of p to the leaves of H are regular coverings of the leaves of F,
and that the leaf M of F has no holonomy. Then the holonomy group of the leaf M of F' is isomorphic to
the group of germs at co of the elements of the subgroup GT C Homeo(F™).

Proof. With the above notation, fix an index 4o and some point g € D;, = %;, "M = ‘I;O N M, considering
T, C X and T; C X'. Let ¢ : [0,1] = M be a loop based at x¢. Since the holonomy group of M in
X is trivial, there is a family of leafwise loops ¢, : [0,1] — X, depending continuously on z in some open
neighborhood % of x¢ in %;,, such that ¢y, = ¢. Let Dy = D;, N Ty. From the above description of the
elementary holonomy transformations h;;, it follows that the holonomy of F” defined by [c] € m1 (M, z0) is
the germ at x9 = (w0, 00) of the homeomorphism g. of T} = T;, U (D;, x I') given by

(Z/) . {Z’ if 2/ e To
Jel2) = (@, hy([ez])(w)) if 2/ = (x,u) € Dy x F,

using [c,] € m (M, x). Since the restrictions of p to the leaves of H are regular coverings of M, we easily
get that h ([c.])(u) = u for some 2 € Dy and u € FT close enough to oo if and only if A} ([c])(u) = u for
u € F* close enough to oo. So, by restricting every g. to {zo} x F'™ = F™, we get an isomorphism from the
holonomy group of the leaf M of F” at x¢ to the group of germs of the elements of G at cc. O

Proofs of Corollaries and[.3 Let M be non-compact connected Riemannian manifold of bounded ge-
ometry. By Theorem [Tl M is isometric to a leaf in some Riemannian matchbox manifold 9t without
holonomy. Now Corollaries and [[3 follow by considering the foliated space 9 constructed as above
with 91 and an appropriate flat bundle E over M, and lifting the Riemannian metric of 9 to M.

In the case of Corollary[[.2] we can use the trivial flat bundle £ = M x K over M, where K is the Cantor
space. By the density of M in 9, it follows that 91 has a compact zero-dimensional complete transversal
%" without isolated points, and therefore ¥’ is homeomorphic to the Cantor space.

In the case of Corollary [[3] let T" denote the group of deck transformations of the given regular covering
M of M, equipped with the discrete topology. If I' is infinite, we can take £ = M, whose typical fiber
is F =T. If T is finite, we can take E = M X Z, whose typical fiber is F' = T" x Z. In any case, F is
non-compact, and the action of I' on itself by left translations induces a canonical action of I' on F', which
in turn induces an action on F'*. By Lemma and the regularity of the covering M of M, the holonomy
group of M in 9’ is isomorphic to the group of germs at co of the action of the elements of I' on F'*, which
is itself isomorphic to T'. O
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